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INTEREST AS A CRITERIA FOR UNDERSTANDING
THE CONTENT OF ADMINISTRATIVE-PROCEDURAL RELATIONS

The author defined as the goal of this scientific publication the reinterpretation of the understanding
of the category «interest» as a certain criterion for understanding the content of administrative-
procedural legal relations. It has been determined that the effectiveness of administrative
and administrative-procedural legal relations is determined by the success of the consideration
of administrative cases, which is expressed in the relevant administrative acts. It is emphasized
that the search for a praxeological understanding of the category “interest” is also carried out within
the framework of philosophical research. It was found that interest is understood through the category
of “need” in philosophical works as certain conditions that determine the content and conditions
of the historical development of society and the state. It has been established that a certain conflict
of approaches is observed in normative attempts to delimit the categories of “public interest”, “state
interest”, “social interest”, “society interest’. It is noted that state interest may go beyond public
interest, partially touching it. It is emphasized that the question of the appropriateness of disclosing
state secrets, even in the presence of a formed public information request. It is emphasized that
compliance with the special regime of state secrets is necessary to satisfy public interest in the field
of ensuring public safety requirements. It is concluded that the effectiveness of legal implementation
does not require a clear normative approach to establishing the content of the category ‘interest”,
but at the same time it justifies the need to use praxeological approaches to its application. It is
Substantiated that the normative and praxeological definition of the category “interest” in the context
of the regulation of administrative and administrative-procedural relations consists in the use of a set
of factors of its understanding as a need, aspiration, which determines the conditions of activity
and manifestation of the internal will of social subjects.

Key words: administrative legal relationship, administrative procedural legal relationship, state interest,
need, praxeology, scientific knowledge, public interest, public law, private law, public interest, value.

Formulation of the problem. Administrative
legal relations are specific legal relations that
arise between subjects of administrative law in
the process of activities of the state and other
organizations performing public functions in
the field of implementation of administrative
norms, rules and standards. These relationships
are  characterized by special features
and legal regulation and may relate to areas such
as administrative services, management of public
resources, supervision and control, implementation
of administrative decisions, as well as other aspects
related to the management of society and the state.
The main features of administrative-legal relations
include: subjects (a set of government bodies,
local governments, citizens, legal entities
interacting in the public interest); object (certain
actions, values that become useful for subjects
and determine their interest and expediency
of interaction); the content of legal relations (the
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rights and obligations of the subjects of relations,
the desire to take possession of the object of legal
relations). Interconnected with the elements
of legal relations are such categories as “public
interest”, “social interest”, “needs”, which in fact
cannot be attributed exclusively to understanding
the object of legal relations.

Thus, the understanding of interest from the point
of view of normativist and praxeology of scientific
knowledge determines the nature of legal
relations, but does not relate to the system of their
elements. The study of the content of the category
“interest” is relevant from the point of view
of understanding the nature of administrative-legal
and administrative-procedural relations.

Thestateofscientificdevelopmentoftheproblem.
Establishing the content of the category “interest”
requires the use of a systemic-structural method,
which forms the basis of research by domestic
scientists, in particular, in the scientific works
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of Yu. O. Leheza, L.O. Zolotukhina [1, p. 20-22],
S. V. Savchenko [2, p. 520-528], S. P. Pogrebnyak
[3, p. 3-17], etc. Despite the attempt to normatively
define the content of the category of interest, carried
out in a number of acts of national legislation (in
particular, in the Law of Ukraine “On Administrative
Procedure”, which establishes the category
of “public interest’), there remains room for
scientific discussions and searching for directions
for optimizing its praxeological understanding

The purpose of the article is a normative
and praxeological definition of the category of interest
in the context of the regulation of administrative
and administrative-procedural relations.

Presenting main material. From the point
of view of scientific approaches, the understanding
of interest is often synonymous with the categories
«value», «need». The identification of interest
with a certain value occurs in the scientific works
of V.V. Galunka [4, p. 178-182], R. A. Kalyuzhny
[5], Yu. O. Leheza [6, p. 20-22] and others.

Anotherpraxeologicalapproachtounderstanding
interest as a functional goal of legal relations. This is
exactly the approach defined in the scientific works
of M.O. Perepelitsa [7, p. 112-119; 8, p. 130-136],
where it is substantiated that the effectiveness
of the implementation of the competence of public
administration bodies depends on the success
of achieving and satisfying the interest. Yu.
O. Leheza understands interest as a «criterion»
of the effectiveness of the activity of a powerful
subject [9, p. 111-115].

Administrative-legal and administrative-
procedural relations are regulated both by general
norms and norms of special legislation, while
the interest in by-laws is defined as an argument
for the legality of the activity of the subject of power.
Interest as a category used in acts of general
legislation.

The effectiveness of administrative
and administrative-procedural legal relations
is determined by the success of consideration
of administrative cases, which is reflected in
the corresponding administrative acts.

The search for a praxeological understanding
of the category «interest» is also carried out
within the limits of philosophical research. Interest
is understood through the category «need»
in philosophical works, as a certain condition
that determines the content and conditions
ofthe historical development of society and the state
[10, p. 140-163].

Interest can be understood as an external factor
influencing the implementation of legal relations

[11, p. 19-25]. At the same time, at the level
of internal understanding, interest is a certain
manifestation of a person’s will [12, p. 140]. From
the point of view of sociology, it is reasonable
to say that interest is the basis for the formation
of grounds for the interaction of subjects [13, p. 21].

It is worth emphasizing that the variety
of approaches to understanding the category
«interest» does not mean the need to abandon
any of them, but on the contrary only emphasizes
its extremely important importance for modern
rulemaking, law enforcement and law enforcement.

In the field of administrative and administrative-
procedural relations, interest determines the desire
of a private person to acquire information about
the results of the activity of a power body,
and in fact becomes an internal volitional factor in
the formation of the conscious behavior of a social
subject. At the stage of receiving an answer to
an information request, interest is transformed
from an internal factor to an element of external
influence, and characterizes the success
of the activities of the state authority and local self-
government.

The praxeological essence of the category
«interesty» can be revealed through its division into
private and public, where the latter arise and are
realized in the social majority of subjects, while
the former testify to their individualization.

But again, this is not evidence that individual
and publicinterests cannotbe combined inthe same
legal relationship. On the contrary, the successful
satisfaction of the public interest contributes to
the satisfaction of private interests. For example,
the settlement of administrative disputes related
to the use of the lands of the nature reserve fund
certainly satisfies the public interest in preserving
unique natural ecosystems for future generations,
but it is also a guarantee of compliance with
the individual’s right to a safe environment.

A certain collision of approaches is observed
in normative attempts to delimit the categories
«publicinterest», «state interest», «social interesty,
«interest of society». As noted by L.O. Zolotukhina,
the state interest can go beyond the public interest,
only partially touching it [14]. For example,
the question is the expediency of disclosing a state
secret, even in the presence of a public information
request. Indeed, compliance with the special
regime of state secrets is necessary to satisfy
the public interest in the sphere of ensuring public
security requirements. At present, the search
for such conflicts is endless, and its result only
confirms that the effectiveness of law enforcement
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does not require a clear normative approach to
establishing the content of the «interest» category,
but at the same time it justifies the need to apply
praxeological approaches to its application.

Conclusion. Thus, the normative
and praxeological definition of the category
«interesty» interms ofthe regulation of administrative
and administrative-procedural relations consists in
the application of a set of factors to understand it
as a need, aspiration, a condition for the activity
and manifestation of the internal will of social
subjects.
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Mapin O. B. IHTepec K KpUTepin Po3yMiHHA 3MIiCTYy aaMiHicTpaTUBHO-NpoLuecyanbHUX
BiAHOCWH

Aemopom 8uU3Ha4YeHoO 8 ssKocmi Memu OaHoi Haykoeoi nybrikauii 30iliCHEHHST 1ePEOCMUCIIEHHS
PO3YMIHHSI Kamezopii «iHmepec» SIK Me8HO20 KpUMepIito po3yMiHHS 3Micmy aOMiHICmpamueHO-rpo-
uecyarsbHUX pasogiOHOCUH. Bu3HayeHO, Wo pesynbmamusHicmb adMiHicmpamugHUX ma aoMiHi-
CmpamueHO-rpouecyarnbHUX MpasogiOHOCUH 8U3Ha4YaemMbCs yCriwHicmo po3ansady admiHicmpa-
MmuBHUX crpas, Wo eusensemscsl y 8i0nogiOHUX admiHicmpamueHux akmax. [lidkpecneHo, wo
MOWYK MpaKkceorioeidyHo20 PO3yMIiHHS Kamea20opii «iHmepec» 30iliCHIEMbCS | 8 MexXax ghirlocoOgChbKUX
docnidxeHb. 3’coeaHo, WO iIHMepec po3yMiembCsl Yepe3 kamezopito «nompebay y ¢hinocogcbKux
npausix, sk neeHa ymosu, W0 eu3Ha4yae 3MiCm ma yMo8U ICmMOpPUYHO20 PO38UMKY Cycriflbcmea
ma Oepxxasu. 3’5cogaHO, WO rnesHa Korisis nidxodie criocmepieaembcsi y HOpMamugHUX cripobax
8iOMeXxyB8aHHSI kameeaopil «rnybsidyHUU iIHmepecy, «OepxkasHuli iIHmepecy, «couianbHUU IHMepecy,
«iHmMepec cycninbcmea». HazonoweHo, wo depxxasHuUll IHmepec Moxe suxodumu 3a MexXi ry6iy-
HO20 iHmepecy, fuwe 4acmkoago (i020 MOPKaKYUCh. AKUEHMOBAHO, WO MUMaHHSM € O0UibHICMb
pOo320s10WEHHST 0epXXasHOI maeMHUUI, Hagimb rnpu Hass8HOCMi cghopmogaHo20 ybriyHo20 iHGhop-
mauitiHoeo 3anumy. [TiOKpecneHo, wo Go0mpuMaHHS CrieyianibHO20 PexumMy OepxasHOi maeMHUUj
€ HeobxiOHuUM Orisi 3a0080s1eHHS MybrivHO20 iIHMepecy y cghepi 3abe3rnedyeHHsT 8UMoa 2poMadChbKol
besneku. 3pobrieHO 8UCHOBOK, WO ehekmueHicmb npasgopearizauyii He suMazae 4imkKoa20 HopmMa-
mueHo20 ridxody 0o 8CMaHOBIIEHHS 3MICMY Kame20pii «iHmepecy, ane npu UboMy 8iH 0brpyHmosye
came HeobxiOHicmb 3acmocy8aHHs rpakceosioaiyHux niodxodig 0o ii 3acmocysaHHs1. O6rpyHmMoeaHo,
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Wo HopMamueHe ma MpakceosriogiyHe 8U3HAYEeHHs Kameaopii «iHmepec» y po3pisi pe2yrnoeaHHs
aomiHicmpamugHuUx ma adMiHicmpamugHO-rpouecyasnbHUX BIOHOCUH Mosisiea€ y 3acmocy8aHHi
CyKyrnHocmi ¢ghakmopig tio2o po3yMiHHS K nompebu, npagHeHHs1, 06yMoestot4ol ymosu disribHOCMI
ma rposiey 8HymMpIWHbOI 8011 coujanbHUX cyb’ekmis.

Knro4yoBi cnoBa: admiHicmpamugHi rnpagogiOHOCUHU, aOMiHicmpamueHO-rpoyecyarsbHi rnpaso-
8iOHOCUHU, depxasHul iHmepec, nompeba, rnpaxkceosnoegis, Haykoee nidHaHHs, rnybniyHul iHmepec,
ny6niyHe npaso, npusamHe rnpaeso, CycriflbHUl iHmepec, UiHHICMb.
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