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SOCIOLOGY OF LAW AND LEGAL SOCIOLOGY: IDENTITY OR DIFFERENCE
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Summary

In the article the correlation of the fundamental charactesisfisociology of law and legal sociology
is exhibited. As a matter of fact speech goes about conceptuapdiacy of the sociological and legal
approaches to research of social-legal problems. This discreantigulated first of all by difference of
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Summary

In the article the author tries to reveal some problems of niwenagal forecasting. Besides, the
definition of normative forecasting is given, different terms which are useientiic fiction for signifying
normative forecasting, are mentioned, phases are shortly analpgedlsa some ways, methods and tasks
of normative legal forecasting are examined. Especially theoaytays attention to the necessity of the
distinct structure of the hierarchy of the society goals in legal area.
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THE COURTS, PROCURACY THE BAR IN GALYHYNA UNDER
AUSTRO-HUNGARIAN RULE

Summary

The article is devoted to the analysis of the system of thefdiorcing bodies as well as the Bar in
Galychyna when it was under the Austro-Hungarian rule. The authoredhbe structure of the court
system, analyzed the functions of its each instance, enumerated qualificaiicimgdges had to possess.
The authors paid special attention to the system of procuratorsoffic the Bar, they proved that activity
of these bodies was directed against Ukrainian community. The autboctuded that the rights of
Ukrainian population which was under the Austro-Hungarian rule withowcitept were restricted and
often toughly violated.
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O. LYPYTCHUK
EXTRAORDINARY TRIBUNALS AND ITS ROLE IN THE JUSTICE SYSTEM
OF THE INTER-WAR POLAND

Summary

Basing herself on the archival sources from the Central Bisterical Archives of Ukraine in L'viv,
State Archives of L'viv region and official documents of the $toladministration, the author studies
structure and functioning of the Polish extraordinary tribunals in thet Wéraine. She argues that
extraordinary tribunals functioned as a repressive bodies in an aatiaoristate, which was the inter-war
Poland.
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INFLUENCE OF CONVENTIONS OF COUNCIL OF EUROPE ON UKRAINIAN LEGISLATION
ON NATIONAL MINORITIES STATUS

Summary
In this article the author gives the analysis of documents of dooh&urope in the branch of
national minorities defence. It should be attributed to them: Frammeention on national minorities

defence and European Charter of regional languages or language®nfi@s. These conventions are the
constituent parts of Ukrainian legislation.
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S. Maksymenko
THE FREEDOM OF MOVEMENT: THE RIGHT FOR TOURISM AND TOURISTIC  TRAVELING

Summary
The article about that the right on tourism is a consequent ofghean a freedom of movement,
right on rest and tempering, which one are paid. These rightsxact i the Universal Declaration of

human rights and Constitution of Ukraine. Also large value havestiienal agreements about a freedom of
movement, for example, the Schengen Agreement.
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V.Perepelyuck
DISCRETION IN THE ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURAL REGULATION

Summary
The article is devoted to the restrictions of the discretionhen administrative rulemaking and
proceeding. The author of the article refers legality, expedientfi@mess to such restrictions. He

proposes to use so called individual administrative procedural treateseinethe agency and parties during
proceeding.
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The article deals with the peculiarities of the financial norm. The functions &ihtreeial norm and
its connections with the norms of other branches of law are analyzed.
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L.A. Savchenko
PRINCIPLES OF PUBLICITY AND OBJECTIVENESS IN THE WORK OF
ACCOUNTING HOUSES

Summary
The author analyses the legislation of Ukraine the Crimean autonaejmusiic and other countries

concerned with controlling accounting bodies. The article revealsatttents of publicity and objectivity,
proposes to make certain changes and amendments to the current law of Ukrained@ridgt¢iouse”.
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M.V. Kharenko
THE PARLIAMENTARY CONTROL OVER THE EXECUTION OF THE STATE BU DGET

Summary
This article describes some of the aspects of legal regulafi external control over State budget

execution in Ukraine. It analyses the powers of the UkrainianaReeht, its Committees, and the State
external control body Rakhunkova Palata.
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FFERENCE

In the article the contents of complicity forms is uncovered. alltkor gives the characteristics of the
complicity forms signs ( group of persons, organized group, crimina@ngation) gives and analyzes
miscellaneous views on the problematic.
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The autor of the article opens very actual and important howadayspraifl using the special
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PROBLEMS OF DETERMINATION OF EFFECTIVENESS OF ADMINISTRAT

Yakymchuk M.K.

IVE LABOUR IN

PUBLIC PROSECUTOR'S OFFICE OF UKRAINE

Summary

The arficle deals with some problems of determination of effeéiss of administrative labour in
public prosecutor's office. The means of control and criteria of m@tation of effectiveness are

characterized.
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SEXUAL ABUSE OF CHILDREN AND ITS CONSEQUENCES

Summary

The author analyzes some poorly investigated questions of sexual abudeldren and its
consequences.
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