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The article describes the prospects for the creatmf administrative justice in the Republic of
Belarus.The author offers a positive aspects ofitheduction of administrative justice as an inéegdent
branch of justice.

The last decade we have seen extensive changes arda of administrative relations in the Repubfic
Belarus.1 March 2007 was enacted Procedural-Exec@ode of Administrative Offences of 20 December
2006 (hereinafter referred to PEC0AQ). Adoption BEOthe Republic of Belarus has brought with it a
significant change in the concept of the administegprocess.

According to par.3 st.1.4 Procedural-Executive Coflddministrative Offences "administrative process
- the procedure established by this Code, the iieswof its members in the case of an administeatiffense”.
[1] The definition tells us that the administratipeocess is associated with an administrative s#erand
specific stakeholders.

However, in the modern scientific literature, legahcept of administrative procedure and its stmect
are presented differently. This is due to the thet the structure of the administrative processomsplicated
and not sufficiently investigated and causes headébaite scientists.

These scientists administrativisty Y.A.DmitrievAlPolyansky, V.V.Volkov E.V.Trofimov, L.L. Popov,
A.B.Zelencov, A.A.Stakhov, M.A. Lapin offer the folving variant of the process of administrativaustures:
administrative procedure, administrative jurisdiotand administrative justice.

Let us consider each element of the proposed vedsithe administrative structure of the process:

1) administrative procedures are established cmmdisactivity of authorized state bodies for the
implementation of their competence on the baseadofiinistrative and procedural rules [2, ¢.14] .;

2) administrative jurisdiction - the administratiaed jurisdictional activity of enforcement authie$
and other authorized bodies (their officials) cortthg administrative proceedings on administratffenses on
the complaints of production discipline, etc [2,4]..;.

3) administrative justice, the activities of pubdiathorities to resolve the public legal disputethie area
of public administration about the illegality ofettaction, inaction or decision of the state adraf®n, which
is a mandatory party to the dispute, the otherypzah be a citizen, organization, government badipcal self
[3, c.67].

Belarusian lawmaker known terms such as "admitigérgrocedures" and "administrative jurisdiction".
The term "administrative justice" at the legislatievel in the Republic of Belarus doesn’t exidtisTis due to
the fact that disputes arising from administrategal relations are dealt with in the system ofrtoof general
jurisdiction. In the system of courts of generaligdiction is not established any special boardspecial
institution of judges who would be considered a&gaty of disputes. In other words, in the RepubfiBelarus
there is no administrative justice as the procefluréhe consideration and resolution of judiciedgedural form
of disputes arising in the area of administrati@iween individuals or legal entities, on the onadhaand
administrative bodies - on the other hand, exedcjagsdictional bodies, specially created for tksolution of
legal disputes.

We obviously need a system of administrative comrthe Republic of Belarus.

Creation and development of the Republic of Beldrushe administrative proceedings the future is
predetermined by factors such as the developmgnste, increase citizens' sense of justice andfiected in
the constitutional principle of territoriality argpecialization of courts. In Article 2 of the Coda Judicial
System and Status of Judges of the Republic ofrBelstipulates that the judicial power is exercibgdneans
of constitutional, civil, criminal, commercial amdiministrative law. [4]

Such a system of vessels already operating in béraine Baltic States.

It should also be noted that the legislation of eotttountries determines the development of
administrative justice, especially in the contekjunlicial activities. For example, currently in Beus disputes
between citizens (legal entities) and public altlesr discussed the system of courts of generaddiation in
the proceedings in cases arising from adminisedtgal relations (gl.29 Civil Procedure Code & Republic
of Belarus (hereinafter - the Code of Civil Procegdy 5] and also of cases of verifying the legdity of non-
normative legal acts, actions (inaction) of statdibs, local government and self-government offic{€hapter
25 of the Economic procedural Code of Belarus (hafeer - COD) [6].
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It says that before the creation of the futurehef administrative courts in the Republic of Beldirsthe
administrative jurisdiction of the stored numbeiegal regulation of judicial review with the tréidns of civil
(economic) justice procedural form.

Creation of administrative courts in the RepubliBelarus is also due to the fact that in recerirgein
parallel with a reduction in the number of cases @aim special productions has increased the nuwfbeases
arising from administrative legal relations, wheventually led to the congestion of the judiciateyn.

For example, a review of cases in civil proceedingses arising from administrative legal relations
requires a fairly deep specialization of judges ttuthe existing specifics in the application obstantive and
procedural law, procedural deadlines abbreviatedg®dings. At the same time, we cannot fail to tiodé the
system of courts of general jurisdiction is movioegvards increased specialization of judges andpitteshe
absence of a formal administrative courts, adnigiiste justice elements are used and function.g5]c

Therefore, in the Republic of Belarus is the b&mighe creation of administrative courts in themising
future.

Among the positive aspects of the introductiondrhaistrative justice, we can include:

-compliance all the principles of administrativeopess (because there are cases when the cases on
administrative offenses, as a rule, be appealedhigher body (higher official), the body in moases does not
make a decision in favor of the person concerndigiwraises questioned the principle of comprehensull
and objective investigation of the circumstancethefcase).

-fixationan additional guarantees for the protattid the rights and legitimate interests of induats and
legal entities

-more quality management and resolution of caseslofinistrative disputes

In-depth specialization of judges (which must imiguthe study of non-legal disciplines related tbljou
administration theory, but also the passage ofrstéps: in the court and in the republican governtal body
or in an organ of local government or local goveenih that provides the resolution of certain categoof legal
disputes competent professionals.

Summing up the consideration of the prospectsHercreation of administrative courts, we note that
establishment of an independent system of admatigtr courts - a serious and correct step in tlukcial
Belarus system that requires financial, logisticatganizational, staffing, to achieve the quality the
administrative proceedings in the whole territofyor country . We anticipate a significant numbéobstacles
and challenges that must be resolved in order iieae this goal. But the expected level of protactof the
rights and freedoms worth the effort.
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