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CraTTs mpUCBsYEHA JOCHIHKCHHIO MPABOBOTO CTATyCy OOKETHHX YCTaHOB. ABTOPOM
MPOaHAJII30BaHO HAMPAIIOBaHHA (axiBIliB TEOPii AeprKaBH Ta MpaBa MO0 BU3HAYCHHS KaTeropii
«MIPaBOBUH CTaTyc». AKIICHTOBAHO YBary Ha pi3HOMAaHITTI MiIXOIB 10 BU3HAYCHHS €JIEMEHTIB
IPaBOBOTO CTaTyCy BKazaHuX cy0’ekTiB. Ha mimcraBi aHamizy OOKETHOTO Ta IMOJATKOBOTO
3aKOHOJABCTBA  MiAKpecieHO  crnenudiky  HempuOyTKOBOCTI  OIOJKETHHX  YCTaHOB.
ApPryMEeHTOBaHO MiJXiJl, 32 SIKOTO JIO €JIEMEHTIB IMPABOBOTO CTATyCy OIOHKETHUX YCTAHOB CIIiJT
BITHOCUTH Cy0’ €KTHUBHI TpaBa, OPUANYHI 000B’SI3KU Ta IOPUINIHY BiIOBIATBHICTb.
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KOBbUJIBHUK 1. A.
KaHAUJaT IOpUINYECKUX HayK, TOLEHT, JoLUeHT Kadeapsl prHaHcoBoro mpasa HanuonansHoro
IOpUINYECKOI0 YHUBEpcUTeTa MMeHU fpocnasa Mynporo
HEKOTOPBIE ACIIEKTbBI OIIPEJAEJIEHUSA ITPABOBOI'O CTATYCA
BIO/KETHBIX YUPEXIEHU

CraTbsi MOCBSIIEHA MCCIEIOBAHUIO IIPABOBOIO CTaTyca OMOJKETHBIX YUpPEKICHUI.
ABTOpPOM NpOaHAIN3UPOBaHBl HApaOOTKU CHELMAIMCTOB TEOPUU TOCYJapcTBa W IIpaBa IO
OIPE/ICNICHUIO KAaTErOpuu «IpaBOBOI cTaTyc». AKLIEHTUPOBAHO BHUMAHHUE HAa MHOr0OOpa3suu
HOJIXO/0B K ONPEAEICHHUI0 3JEMEHTOB IpPaBOBOIO CTaryca yKa3aHHbIX cyObekToB. Ha
OCHOBAHMHU aHajM3a OIOPKETHOI'O M HAJOTOBOIO 3aKOHOJATEIbCTBA MOTUYEPKHYTO CHELU(PUKY
HENpPUOBUIBHOCTU OIOJKETHBIX YUPEKICHUH. ApPryMEHTUPOBAH IOJIXOJ, IPHU KOTOPOM K
3JIEMEHTaM IPAaBOBOr0 cTaryca OIO/UKETHBIX YUPEXKIEHHUH ClIeAyeT OTHOCUTh CYOBEKTHBHbIE
npaBa, OpUANYECKUE 00A3aHHOCTU U IOPUINYECKYIO OTBETCTBEHHOCTb.

KiroueBble ciioBa: OroKeTHBIE YUpPEXKJIEHHs, TPAaBOBOM CTAaTyC, 3JIEMEHTHI PaBOBOTO

craryca, CY6'I)€KTI/IBHI)IC ImpaBa; IOPUJUYICCKHUC O6$I33HHOCTI/I; IOPpUINYICCKast OTBETCTBCHHOCTD.
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SOME ASPECTS OF DEFINING THE LEGAL STATUS OF
BUDGET INSTITUTIONS

Problem setting. Despite the fact that today budget institutions are parties of financial
legal relations, their legal status can hardly be considered properly defined at the legislative
level. It happens due to several factors. There are still discussions among scholars regarding the
definition of the concept of legal status, its structure and elements. It is obvious that such
doctrinal inconsistency to some extent negatively affects the legal consolidation of the legal
position of budgetary institutions. So, the aim of this paper is definition of the legal status of
budget institutions.



Article’s main body. As it is seen, it is unlikely that the guarantees of the realization of
rights and obligations should be attributed to the elements of the legal status of the subject.
Taking into account the considered scientific approaches, we find it necessary to include to the
elements of the legal status, except the rights and responsibilities, also the responsibility of the
subjects of legal relations. Therefore, the legal status of a subject can be defined as a legal
category that characterizes the place of the subject in a specific legal relationship and covers the
rights, responsibilities and liability for violations of legal norms. The legal status of a budgetary
institution provides an opportunity of determination of its role and place in specific legal
relationships, it allows us to trace relationships with other subjects of financial legal relations.

Consider, that it's incorrect to include to the elements of the legal status of legal norms
determining the status. Our position is based on the fact that the rule of law (and, in particular,
financial or budgetary law), as a mandatory rule of conduct of subjects, aimed at regulating
social relations, and most importantly its purpose - to capture the subjective rights and legal
responsibilities of participants of public relations, determine their content and scope. Taking into
account the public nature of financial law and the inherent imperative method of legal regulation,
we consider the impossibility of including to the elements of the legal status of a budgetary
institution of freedoms, which represent the ability to act in accordance with their desires,
interests and goals. To our mind, the discretion inherent in liberties and legitimate interests does
not allow them to be attributed to the legal status of budgetary institutions.

Comparisson of different approaches of the definition of the structure of legal status
allows us to make a conclusion that despite significant differences in the establishment of its
content, the position of scholars is reduced to the fact that the elements of legal status should
include subjective rights, legal obligations and legal responsibility. These elements also
characterize the legal status of budgetary institutions.

Conclusions and prospects for development. In view of the foregoing, we note that the
legal status of budgetary institutions determines their role and place in the relevant legal
relations, the scope of rights and responsibilities. It should be characterized by a clear systemic
and stability, which will provide the subjects with the guarantee of the realization of their rights,
while preventing their abusement.

Key words: budget institutions, legal status, legal status elements; subjective rights;

legal obligations; legal responsibility.



