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B Poccun npobiema HCIIOJHEHUS aKTOB
KOHCTUTYLIIMOHHOTO CYAONPOHM3BOJACTBA CTABMJIACh eIIe
no mnpusatas Koncrurymmm PO ¢ 1992 1., xorma
peciyOmika TarapcraH He BbmoyHWiIa IlocraHoBneHne
Koncrurymonnoro cyma PO ot 13 mapta 1992 r. N I1-P3-I.
MoxHO mNpHBECTHM HEMajlo IPUMEPOB IMOJNHOIO U
CBOCBPEMEHHOTO  HUCIIOJHEHUS  pEUIeHUH  OpraHoB
KOHCTHTYLIIMOHHOH IOCTHIIMH, HO BCTpeYaroTcs (hakTe
WUTHOPUPOBAHMS,  HEONPABJAHHOTO  3aTSATUBAHHUA  C
UCIONTHEHHEM, TIONBITKU IPEOJONICHUS HX IOPHANYECKOM
CHIBl THOBTOPHBIM IPHHATHEM HOPM, AaHAIOTUYHBIX
NPHU3HAHHBIM HEKOHCTHTYLIOHHBIMU. ABTOp aHAIM3HPYET
NPUYMHBI  HEUCIIOJHEHUs aKTOB  KOHCTHTYIIHOHHOTO
KOHTpOJIS U MpeularaeT pa3iuyHble IIyTU PelleHNs JaHHOH
npoOyieMbl. ABTOp pPacCyIacT OTHOCHUTENBHO ITOHSTHS,
FOPUITYECKOH HPHUPOJIBI HPaBOBBIX TIO3HIINH
Koncturymmonnoro cyna Poccuiickoit ®enepauuu, ux
cooTHomeHus ¢ peuteHusamMu Koncruryuuonsoro cyna PO.
B zakmoueHmm = aBTOp  TpemIaraeT  BAPHAHTHI
COBEPIICHCTBOBAHMSI POCCHICKOTO 3aKOHOJATENICTBA, B
TOM 4YHCJIE NMPUHATHA 3aKOHa O HOPMAaTHBHO-IIPABOBBIX
akTax B Poccuiickoit ®enepanun.

Knioueevie cnosa: mpaBoBasi TNO3MIMA, PELIEHHS CYyJa,
KOHCTUTYLIMOHHBIH CyJl, KOHCTUTYLIMOHHAs OCTHLUS,
KOHCTHTYIIMOHHBIH KOHTPOJIb, HOPMA IpaBa, COBEPIICHCT-
BOBAHHE 3aKOHOJaTENIbCTBA, KOHCTHTYIIMOHHOE TIPaBO

The problem of execution of acts pronounced by
constitutional justice bodies in Russia was raised even
before the adoption of the Russian Constitution, since 1992,
when the Republic of Tatarstan did not implement
Resolution of the Constitutional Court of the Russian
Federation No. P-RZ-l dated 13 March 1992. One can
provide numerous examples of complete and timely
execution of decisions of constitutional justice bodies;
however, there are instances when such decisions are
ignored, when their implementation is unjustifiably delayed
or when the efforts to nullify their legal force are taken
through the adoption of rules similar to those that were
held unconstitutional. The author of this article analyses
the reasons of non-implementation of constitutional review
acts and proposes different solutions to this problem. The
author discusses the notion and legal nature of legal
positions of the Russian Constitutional Court, their
correlation with decisions of the Constitutional Court and the
lack of a precise mechanism for their implementation in the
course of law-making and law enforcement practices. In
conclusion, the author proposes certain options for improving
Russian

legislation, which include, inter alia, the adoption of a law on
regulatory legal acts in the Russian Federation.
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