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B.A. TomcuHoB, dokmop ropuduueckux Hayk, npogeccop, 3a8. kagedpoii ucmo-
puu 2ocydapcmea u npasa wopuduyeckoeo gaxyromema MIY*

PA3BUTHUE BPUTAHCKON KOHCTUTYIIUU B XX —
HAYAIJIE XXI B. (Cmampos émopas')

Hacmosawas cmamvs npodoadxcaem yuxa cmameli, NOC8AUCHHBIX PA3BUMUIO KOH-
cmumyyuu Beaukobpumanuu na npomsxucenuu XX 6. u 6 nauanre XXI 6. B neii paccma-
mpueaomcs: KOHCMUMYUUOHHble NpobaemMbl, 03HUKUIUE 8 npouecce PACCMOMPEHUs 8
Opumarnckux cyoax ucka o pu3HaHuu Heoeticmeumenvivimu Axkma o napaamenme 1949
2. u Akma 06 oxome 2004 ., cocmasuguieco mak Haszvigaemoe deno «Jackson and others
v. Her Majesty’s Attorney General». Ocoboe enumanue ¢ cmamoe yoeagemcs nPUHUUNY
NnapaameHmcK020 cygepeHumema, KOmMopbulii Obia 3amMpoHYm SMum 0enoM.

Karoueenie cao6a: BeaukoOpuTaHusi, KOHCTUTYLMS, AKT o mapjaameHTte 1911 r.,
AKT 0 mapiameHTe 1949 r., [IpyHUIMI MapJaMEeHTCKOTO CyBEpeHUTETA.

This article continues a series of articles devoted to the development of the
constitution of Great Britain during the twentieth century. and the beginning of the XXI
century. It discusses the constitutional issues raised during the consideration of the British
courts in an action for annulment of the Act of Parliament in 1949 and the Hunting Act
2004 was the so-called deal “Jackson and others v. Her Majesty's Attorney General”.
Special attention is paid to the principle of parliamentary sovereignty, which has been
affected by this case.

Keywords: United Kingdom, the Constitution, the Act of Parliament in 1911, the
Act of Parliament in 1949, the principle of parliamentary sovereignty.

Akt 006 oxote (The Hunting Act), mopoauBImii cyneOHBIA criop 00
OCHOBOTIOJIATAIOIINX TIPWHIIUIIAX OPUTAHCKOM KOHCTUTYIWM, OBUI YT-
BepxxaeH KoposieBoil 18 Hoss6ps 2004 1. 1 BCTYNMWI B 3aKOHHYIO CUJTY IO
HUCTEUECHUH TPEX MECSILEB ITocje 3Toi nathl, T.e. 18 despans 2005 r.2. Ero
MOJTHOE Ha3BaHUE INIACWIIO: «AKT, yCTaHABIMBAIOIINI IMOJIOXEeHE 00 OX0Te
¢ cobakaMM Ha JUKUX MJICKOITMTAIOIINX, 3aIlPEIIAIONINl OXOTY C TOHUM-
MU Ha 3aiilieB, U IS CBA3aHHBIX ¢ 3TUM Liejeid (An Act to make provision
about hunting wild mammals with dogs; to prohibit hare coursing; and for
connected purposes)». OH ycTaHaBAMBadI B CT. |, YTO «JIMIIO COBepIIaeT
MpaBOHApYILIEHUE, €CIU OXOTUTCS ¢ CO0aKaMU Ha TUKOE MJICKOITUTAIOIIEee,
€CJIM €r0 0XOTa He SIBJISIETCSI 3allUILeHHOI npuBmierueii»®. CtaTbs 6 mpej-
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! Cratbio niepByIo cM.: BectH. Mock. yH-Ta. Cep. 11 I1paBo. 2013. Ne 2.

2 Cr. 15 Axra 00 oxoTe ycTaHoBUiIa: «DTOT AKT BCTYIHUT B CHILY B KOHIIE TPEXMECSYHOTO
neprozia, HaunHaroerocs ¢ narsl ero npusstus» (The Hunting Act 2004. L., 2004. P. 5).

*1bid. P. 1.



ycMaTpuBalla, YTO «JIULI0, BAHOBHOE B MPAaBOHAPYIIEHUU MO 3TOMY AKTY,
OyIeT HeCTH HakKa3aHMe M0 OOBMHUTEIbHOMY IIPUTOBOPY B BUe 1ITpada,
HE IIPEBBIILIAOIIEro ISITOr0 YPOBHS II0 CTaHAAPTHOM Iukaje»* (1.e. 5000
(®.cr.)’. CommacHo cT. 7, KOHCTeOJIb MOT TIOJIBEPTHYTh apecTy 6e3 opaepa
JINIIO, KOTOPOE BBI3BIBAET Y HETO 0OOCHOBAHHbIE MOAO3PEHUSI B TOM, UTO
OHO YYacTBYeT B OXOTE C cO0aKaMU Ha AUKUX KMBOTHBIX.

H3nanue aToro Axra 6610 MTHUILIMMPOBAHO JIeiOOpUCTaMu, KOTOPhIE B
CcBoeM MaHH((pecTe, COCTaBJICHHOM JUTS M30MpaTebHOI KaMmanuu 1997 1.,
nanu cienytouee obdemanue: «Mbl obecriedum 6osiee 3hHEKTUBHYIO OXpa-
HY JVKOM TTPUPOobl. MBI BBICTYITMM C TIpeJIOKeHEeM HOBBIX Mep, obecIie-
YU BAIOIIUX 0J1arOIoIyYre XXMBOTHBIX, BKJIIOUasi CBOOOIHOE r0JIOCOBaHNE B
mapjaMeHTe O TOM, JOJIKHA JI OBITh 3aIIpellleHa 3aKOHOIaTeIbCTBOM OX0Ta
¢ cobakaMm»°.

B Hos6pe 1997 r. Ilanata oOLIMH paccMOTpesaa U MpUHsIa BO BTO-
POM UTEHUM OOJILIIMHCTBOM ToJjiocoB (411 mpotus 151) MpoekT 3aKoHA O
3aIpeTe OXOThl Ha IMKUX XUBOTHBIX C cOOaKaMu, BHECEHHBII IeIyTaToM
Maiikinom ®opcrepom. OnmHaKO BO BpeMsl CIEAYIOLIErO YTEHUSI 3TOrO 3a-
KoHoIpoekTa 6 Mapta 1998 r. ero npuHsTHE OBLIO 3a0JJOKMPOBAHO IIPOTUB-
HUKaMMU 3arpeTa Nog00HO 0XOThI MPEIIOXKEHUEM OKOJIO COTHU MTOMTPABOK
B €0 TeKCT.

Ha napnamenTtckux Bbioopax 2001 r. JleiitbopucTckas mapTusi cCHoBa
BKJTIOUMJIA B CBOI M30MpaTeIbHBIM MaHU(MECT oOelllaHne BEIHECTU Ha CBO-
0OIHOE TOJI0COBAHME B ITapIaMeHTe 3aKOHOIIPOEKT O 3aIIpeTe OXOTHI Ha M-
KUX XKMBOTHBIX C COOaKaMM.

3 nekabps 2002 r. npenctaBUTeNb COOPMUPOBAHHOTO JieiibopucTamMu
MpaBUTEILCTBA BelnMKoOpUTaHMM TOCYIapCTBEHHBI MUHUCTP OKPYXKaro-
e cpembl, MPOIOBOIBCTBHUS M CETBCKOTO X03I1cTBa D1aH MuKaelb BHEC
B ITapJIaMEeHT HOBEIN BapHaHT OMJIJIS O 3a1peTe OXOTHI ¢ codakamu. B utose
2003 r. oH ObUT TPUHST B TpeX uTeHusix [TanaToit oO1IMH, HO B OKTSIOpe TOro
Xe rojia ero orBepria Ilagarta jopnos.

9 cents10pst 2004 1. maHHBIN 3aKOHOMPOEKT OBUI CHOBAa BHECEH B ITap-
JIaMeHT. 15 ceHTSI0ps ero mpuHsIa B TpeTbeM uTeHuu [lanata ob1uH, on-
Hako [lanaTa JlopnoB oTKa3ajlach aTh €My CBOE OJ00pEeHNE U MPeIoXKUIa
BHECTH B ero TeKCT rmonpaBku. 18 Hog6pst 2004 r. I[NanaTa oOGImH oTBEpriIa
TOTIPaBKY JIOPIOB U MPUHSIA pelieHue MPUOETHYTh I IPUHSTHS TIPO-
eKTa K 3aKOHOJATEJIbHOI Tpoleaype, MpeayCMOTPEHHOM B CT. 2 AKTa O
napiaamenTe 1911 r., B TOM ee BapraHTe, KOTOPbIV ObUT yCTAHOBJIEH AKTOM
o napiaameHTe 1949 r. B pesyabrate AKT 00 0XOTe ObLI B 3TOT XK€ NEHb YT-

“1bid. P. 2.

5 Criminal Justice Act 1991, section 17(1).

¢ “We will ensure greater protection for wildlife. We have advocated new measures to promote
animal welfare, including a free vote in Parliament on whether hunting with hounds should be
banned by legislation” (http://www.labour-party.org.uk/manifestos/1997/1997-labour-manifesto.
shtml).
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BepKIeH KOpoJeBOil U cTaj 3aKoHoM 6e3 coriacus Ilamatsl sopaos. Ero
OCHOBHOI TEKCT HauyMHaJICcd moaToMy co cioB: «IloctaHoBisieTcss Kopo-
JIEBCKMM HaWTIPEBOCXOMHENIIMM BennyecTBOM, 1O COBETY M C COTJIacus
OO11MH, cOOpaBLIMXCS B 3TOM HACTOSIIIIEM MapjaMeHTe, B COOTBETCTBUU C
MOJIOKEHUSIMU aKTOB 0 napjaameHte 1911 u 1949 rr., 1 TOii Xe BIaCThIO...» .

Ilocne yTtBepxxaeHus1 AkTa 00 OXOTe KOpOJIEBOW Hayajlach Cyaeo-
Hasl 4acTb €ro MCTOpuu. Tpoe 4IeHOB <«AJIbsHCA CEJIbCKOl MECTHOCTH»
(Countryside Alliance) — opraHu3aluu, Bo3HUKIIEH B 1997 T. 11 3aIIUTH
WHTEPECOB CeJIbCKUX XKUTENeH, 3aHMMaBIIUXCSI OU3HECOM, OXOTOM, phIOHOM
JIOBJICH ¥ T.1I., TIOMaJIN MCK O MMPU3HAHUM JAaHHOTO AKTa HeIeCTBUTEIbHBIM
B Bricokuii cyn npaBocynus B JJongone. Mctuamu BeicTynuau IxoH bep-
Hapa Xericom [xxexkcoH (John Bernard Haysom Jackson), Ilatpuk dyrnac
Maptun (Patrick Douglas Martin) u F'appuer Mboaiip Xpro3 (Harriet Mair
Hughes). Bce oHu 6611 MO poAy CBOMX 3aHSITUI B TO WM UHOI Mepe CBSI-
3aHBI C OXOTOM 1 ITOIaIX MCK OT CBOETO MMEHM KaK YacCTHBIE JIMIIA.

J>xoH II3KEKCOH SIBJISICS IIpeacenaTesieM «AJTbsTHCA CeJTbCKOM MECTHO-
CTU» U CTOSII MEPBBIM B CIIMCKE MCTILIOB, TOSTOMY BO3HUKILUIA CyneOHbIN
CITOp TIOJIYYMJI €T0 MM 1 OBLT IIPEICTaBIICH COOTBETCTBEHHO KakK «JIxKeK-
COH W Jpyrue (MCTIIbI) NMPOTUB TeHepaibHOTO arTopHes Ee BemnuectBa
(otBeTuMKa)» wnu “Jackson and others (Appellants) v. Her Majesty’s Attorney
General (Respondent)” .

B ganBape 2005 r. cnop ObUT pacCMOTpeH B AIMUHUCTPATHBHOM
cyne Ornenenus KoponeBckoit Ckambu Bbicokoro cyma mpaBocyaus
(Alministrative court of Queen’s Bench Division of the High Court of Justice)
nopaamu-cyabsiMu Mopucom Keem (Maurice Kay) u Ouapio KoanuHzom
(Andrew Collins).

OOpaliasichb ¢ KICKOM O MPU3HAHUU 3aKOHA 00 0XOTe HeNeMCTBUTEb-
HBIM, UCTLBI ONUPAJIUCH HAa TOT (haKT, YTO OH ObLI MPUHST IO Mpolleaype,
IpeayCcMOTpeHHOI AKTOM o TapiameHTe 1911 T. B ToM ee BapmaHTe, KO-
TOpPBIN ObLT ycTaHOBJIeH AKToOM o mapiaMeHTe 1949 r. CornacHo eMy my-
ONMMYHBIN OWILIb, IPpUHATHINM IlanaToil OOLIMH B ABYX IOCJIEIOBATEIbHBIX
IMapJaMEeHTCKUX CeCCUSIX M OTKJIOHeHHBIN Ilamaroii 1opmoB B Kaxkmoit u3
3TUX CECCUI, MOT OBITh MPEACTABICH KOPOJIIO Ha YTBEPXKACHUE, HECMOTPS
Ha To uTo Ilanmarta 1opmoB He omoOpuIa ero.

B otnuuue ot Akta o napiamente 1911 r., U3gaHHOTO KOPOJIEM MO CO-
BeTy u cornacuto Ilanatel ob6mmH U IlanaTel JopnoB, AKT O mapjaMeHTe
1949 r. OBUT TIPUHAT KOPOJIEM II0 COBETY M COIJIACHIO TOJBKO OOIIWH, 0e3
onoOpeHwus JIopIoB. MeXIy TeM BCce cojiepKaHre BTOPOTO aKTa CBOIMIOCH
K MOTpaBKaM B TEKCT IEPBOro M3 YKa3aHHBIX akKToB. [10 MHEHMIO UCTIIOB,
JAHHOE OOCTOSITEIBCTBO JAaBaJl0 OCHOBAaHWE CUMTATh AKT O IapjaMeHTe
1949 r. HegeICTBUTEbHBIM. U B 0OOCHOBaHUE 3TOTO OBLIU MPUBEICHBI Clle-
IYIOIINEe apTYMEHTHI:

" The Hunting Act 2004. P. 1.



Bo-nepevix, 3aKOHBI, U3IaHHBIE B COOTBETCTBUH C MPEIYCMOTPEHHOM
AkToMm o mapiamenTe 1911 r. mpouenypoii, He MOIJIM 00JIagaTh IOPUINYE-
CKOM cuJI0it HACTOSIILIMX 3aKOHOB, MOCKOJIBKY ObLIU MPUHSTHI 0€3 corjacust
[TanaTel TOpAOB: OHU MOTJIM MMETh JIMIIb KAaYECTBO AeJerMpoOBaHHbIX 3a-
KOHOB.

3a moJjiBeKka J0 pacCMaTpUMBaeMOro CylneOHOro mpoliecca 3Ty HUIACHo
BBICKA3bIBaJ TIperoaaBareib TpUHUTU-KoIemKa KaMOPUIKCKOTO YHU-
BepcuteTa I'enpu Beiin, KoTopblii B cTathe «ba3uc 10puandeckoro cyBepe-
HUTeTa», onyoanMKoBaHHOM B 1955 r., nucan: «Hukakoro 3atpynHeHus: He
BO3HUKAET OTHOCUTEIbHO AKTOB 0 mapiamenTe 1911 u 1949 rr., ecnu oHun
KIacCUGUIUPYIOTCS (KaK MPeICTaBIISICTCSI, OHU M TOJDKHBI KJIACCUMUIIN-
poBaThCsl) ellle U B KaueCTBE aKTOB, CO3MAIOIIMX JOMOJHUTEIbHbIC BUIbI
IIeJISTUPOBAHHOTO 3aKOHOAaTeIbcTBa. CyBepeHHBIN 3aKOHOAATEIBHBIN Op-
raH BCerJa CUNTAEeTCS MMEIOIIUM TP COCTAaBHBIE YaCTH, M aKT, Ha KOTOPHIN
JIOpABI HE JAIOT COTjiacus BOOOIIEe, HEe SIBJISIETCSI aKTOM CYBEPEHHOTO Iap-
smameHTa. OH TpeOyeT TOMMOJTHUTEIFHOTO aBTOPUTETa, KOTOPHIi, pa3yMeeT-
csl, NOJKEH OBbITh MPEeAyCMOTPEeH MapjiaMeHTCKUMU akTamMu, u AKT 1911 r.
COIEPKUT MHOTO YKa3aHUI Ha TO, YTO aKThI, IPUHSITHIC HA €TO OCHOBE, 0e3
corjacusi JIOpJOB SIBJISTIOTCS JIeJIETUPOBAHHBIM 3aKOHOIATEJIbCTBOM: TPOW-
HOIl cyBepeH HeJerupoBall CBOIO BJACTh, MOABEPTHYB €€ OTrpaHUUYEHUSIM,
HOBOMY M HECYBEPEHHOMY OpraHy, COCTOSIIIIEMY TOJbKO M3 IBYX €T0 Ya-
cTeil. 3aTpyIHEHUE BOZHUKAET JIMILb B TOM CJIydae, €CJIM BbIpaXXeHUe “akT
napaamMeHTa” ynoTtpebssieTcs: 6e3 pasdopa IJisl aKTOB CYyBEPEHHOTO U He-
CYBEPEHHOTO OPraHoB»®.

B cootseTcTBUM ¢ OOIIMMM NMPUHLUNAMU IOPUCIIPYACHLUMN HU OAMH
JIeJIETUPOBAHHBINA 3aKOH HE MOXET M3MEHUTh COAEp:KaHME TOrO aKTa, U3
KOTOpOro oH mpoucrekaer. OTciofa ciieayeT, 4YTo BHECTH 3aKOHHBIM 00-
pa3oMm monpaBku B AKT o mapiameHte 1911 r. MOr TOJbKO 3aKOH, MpPU-
HSTHIA TaKUM Xe 3aKOHOIATeJIbHBIM OPTaHOM, KOTOPBIA IIPUHSII €To, T.C.
KOpOJIeM-B-TIapJIaMEeHTe WM IMapJaMeHTOM B ITOJITHOM €TO COCTaBe, BKIIIO-
yasg Kopouns, ITanary nopnos u Ilanaty oO1uH.

B nckoBowm 3asBiienuu [xoHa JxxekcoHa, [Tatpuka Maptuna u [ap-
pueta Xbio 3TOT BbIBOJ, ObLJT BhIpAaXKEH cieayloluMu cioBamu: “Legislation
passed under the 1911 Act that purports to attenuate or remove the conditions
imposed by that Act infringes the principle that a delegate may not enlarge

§ “No difficulty arises over the Parliament Acts, 1911 and 1949, if they are classed — as it is
submitted they should be classed — as creating yet a further species of delegated legislation. The
sovereign legislature has always been regarded as having three component parts, and an Act to which
the Lords do not assent is not an Act of the sovereign Parliament at all. It requires ulterior legal
authority, which of course is provided by the Parliament Acts, and the Act of 1911 contains plenty
of indications that Acts passed under it without the consent of the Lords are delegated legislation:
the threefold sovereign has delegated its power, subject to restrictions, to a new and non-sovereign
body made up of two of its parts only. Difficulty only arises if the expression ‘Act of Parliament’
is used for sovereign and non-sovereign Acts indiscriminately” (Wade H. W. R. The Basis of Legal
Sovereignty / Cambr. L.J. 1955. Vol. 13. N. 2. P. 198).
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the scope of his own authority” (ITpuHsitoe Ha ocHoBaHUM AkTa 1911 roma
3aKOHOAATEJbCTBO, IPETCHIYIONIee Ha TO, YTOOBI OCIA0MTh WJIM YCTpa-
HWUTH YCJIOBUSI, HajlaraeMble 3TUM AKTOM, HapyllaeT MMPUHIIWI, COTJIac-
HO KOTOPOMY JeJieraT He MOXET paclIUpUTh cepy CBOUX COOCTBEHHBIX
MOJTHOMOYMIA)°.

Bo-emopuix, naxe eciau 3aKoH, U3AAHHBIN 10 Tpolieaype AKTa o nap-
snameHTe 1911 1., HEIb3sI OTHECTHU K JEJIeTMPOBAHHOMY 3aKOHOAATEIbCTBY
B CTPOTOM 3HAaYCHUU 3TOTO MOHSITHSI, OH BCE PABHO SIBIISICTCSI IO CBOEMY
CTaTyCy 3aKOHOAATeJbHBIM aKTOM MOAYMHEHHBIM YKa3aHHOMY AKTY U MO-
3TOMY HE MOXKET BHOCUTH B HETO ITOTIPaBKHU.

OcHoBaHue JUIsI TAaKOTO BBIBOJA JlaBajia MpedrnvcaHHas B 1. 1 cT. 4
AxkTa o nmapiameHte 1911 r. hopmyna njs1 o6HapogoBaHMSI 3aKOHOB, KOTO-
pas rmacwna: «IToctaHoBnsieTcs Ero HanmpeBoCXoTHE UMM KOPOJISBCKUM
BEJIMYECTBOM I10 COBETY M C COIJIacusl OOIIMH, COOpABIIMXCS B 3TOM Ha-
CTOSIILIEM MapJIaMEHTE, 8 COOMEemMCcmeuu ¢ NocmaHosaeHusmu Akma o nap-
aamernme 1911 2oda, n ero BiacTbio»'? (Kypcus moit. — B.T.). Dta hopmyna
BbIpakaja B3IJIs1a Ha AKT o napyiaMeHTe 1911 r. kak Ha BEpXOBHbBIN 3aKOH
JIJISI TOTO 3aKOHA, KOTOPBIH MOJDKEeH OBLT M3MaBaThCs 10 TIPEIyCMOTPEHHOM
WM TIpolienype, T.e. 6e3 coriacus JIOpIOB.

ITockonbky AKT o mapiameHTe 1949 r. ObUT M3MaH MMEHHO IO TaKou
mpoleaype, TO Yy UCTIIOB MMEIOCh OCHOBAaHME CUMTATh €r0 3aKOHOM, IIOMI-
YUHEHHbIM AKTY o napiameHTe 1911 r. Ho B aToM ciydyae momnpaBKu, BHe-
ceHHbIe AKTOM 0 mapiameHTe 1949 r. B TekcT AkTa o mapiameHnre 1911 r.,
HE MOIJIM UMEThb IOPUANYECKOI CUJIBI, a 3TO 03HAYAJIO B CBOIO O4Yepeb, UYTO
MpenyCMOTPEeHHasl MOCAEIHUM Ipolieaypa MPUHSTHSI 3aKOHa 0e3 coryiacust
JIOPIOB OCTajach MmpexHel, T.e. I1ajgaTa oOIIMH IToIydyana MpaBo IepeaaTh
TIPUHSATHIN €0 OWITh Ha YTBEPXKISHUE KOPOJIS TOJIBKO TIPU YCJIOBUM, €CITU
NpUHUMAaJIa ero He B JIBYX, a B TpeX IMocjeaoBaTebHbIX ceccusix, a IlamaTta
JIOPIOB OTKJIOHSUIA €TO HE NIBa, a TpU pasa. K MexXmmy maToil BTOPOro YTeHUS
owwta B [Tanare oO1IMH B IEPBOIA U3 ITUX ceccuii U aaToi ero npuHsitus [la-
JIaTOM OOIIMH B TPEThEH U3 3TUX CECCUIA TOIKHO ObIJIO TIPOMTH HE OJIUH, a IBa
roma. DT yCIOBUS He OBIIM COOMIONCHBI TIpU M3MaHuM AKTa 00 oxote 2004
I. ¥ IO9TOMY OH, C TOUYKU 3PEHUS UCTLIOB, HE CTaJl ACHUCTBYIOLIMM 3aKOHOM.

[IpuBeneHHbIC TOBOIBI HE OBUIM €IMHCTBEHHBIMM B CICTEME apryMeH-
Talluu, MPEICTABIEHHON NCTIAMU CYIly, HO OHU SIBJISTUCH HauboJee cyle-
CTBEHHBIMU B MX ITOMBITKAX T0Ka3aTh HENEWCTBUTEIbHOCTb YKa3aHHOI'O AKTA.

l'eHepanbHBIl aTTOPHEH, TIPEACTABISBIIMI B pacCMaTpUBAcMOM CY-
NeOHOM criope KopoJieBy BenukodputaHuu, 10Ka3blBajl B CBOEM BBICTYILIE-
HUM, 4TO AKT 0 mapiameHTe 1911 1. ObUT NPUHSIT HE OJI CO3MAHUS TIPO-
LIeAYPHI TIPUHSITAS AeJIETUPOBAHHBIX 3aKOHOB: INIABHAS €0 IeJIb COTJIACHO
npeamOysie — yperyjaupoBaHUe B3aMMOOTHOILEHUI OBYX MajaT OpuTaH-

% http://www.bailii.org/ew/cases/EWHC/Admin/2005/94.html
10 Akt 0 mapnamenre. 18 asrycra 1911 roza // Xpecromarusi o MCTOPHH FOCYAAPCTBA U [IPaBa
3apyOexxHbIx crpad. HoBoe n Hoseifmee Bpemst / Coct. B.A. TomcunoB. M., 2012. C. 338.



cKoro mapjiaMeHTa. busuib, ipuHsaThIid [lanaroii oOIMH U MpeacTaBiieH-
HBII €r0 BEJIMUYECTBY, IO U3BSIBICHUU KOPOJIEBCKOIO OM00pEeHUs Ha HETO,
MoJy4yasa I0PUIAYECKYIO CUTy OOBIKHOBEHHOTO MapJaaMeHTCKOTro akTa, He-
CMOTpsI Ha To, yTo [lanaTa JIopnoB He JaBajia Ha HEro corjacusi. DTo o3Ha-
4ajo, 110 MHEHHIO TeHEePaJIbHOTO aTTOpHes, YTO AKT o TmapiaMmenTe 1911 r.
co311ajl He HOBBIM BUJ J€JeTMPOBAHHOTO 3aKOHOATEIbCTBA, a BCETO JUIIb
ellIe OUH CITOCO0 MPUHSITUS 3aKOHOB.

AnmunuctpatuBHblii cyn Otaenenus Koponesckoit Ckambu Beicoko-
TO Cyaa IpaBOCyIMS TIPUHSIT JOBOABI OTBeTunKa 1 28 stHBapst 2005 1. BeIHEC
peleHre 00 0TKa3e B YIOBAECTBOPECHUU UCKA TPEX YJICHOB «AJIbsIHCA CEJTb-
CKOI MECTHOCTH» O TTpu3HaHUM AKTa 06 oxoTe 2004 1. HeAeCTBUTEIbHbBIM.

HcTupl counu gaHHOE pellieHre HeyOenuTeIbHBIM M TIONAIN Kajao0y
B AnesisiuMoHHBIN cya BepxosHoro cyna (Court of Appeal (Civil Division)
of the Supreme Court of Judicature). 8 despast 2005 T. YIeHBI cyna JOpI-
[IaBHBIN cyabst AHIIMK U Yanbca @umunnc Bopr Matpasepc (Phillips of
Worth Matravers) u jopa-cyabst DHToHU Mbaii (Antony May) paccMoTpenu
ee u 16 deBpasist BbIHEC/IU 110 HEil CBOE pelleHHUE.

B otnnume ot Bricokoro cyna, paccMaTpyBaBILEro JaHHBIN CITOp Kak
OOBIKHOBEHHOE JIeJI0, KacaBUIEEeCsl TOJKOBAHUS CTaTyTa, ANE/UISLIUOHHBIA
CyI B3LJISTHYJI HAa HETO KaK Ha Ipo0JIeMy, KOTOpast UMeeT KOHCTUTYILIMOHHOE
3HavYeHUe. «DTa aneyuisiius, — 3asiBWJI OH, — 3aTparuBaeT 3HAYMTEIbHO
boplee, 9eM cepy IpUANIeCcKOoil cuibl cTaTyTa. OHa KacaeTcs CTeIeH!
orpanmyeHus poau [Tanatsl 10pIOB KaK OMHOI M3 COCTaBHBIX YacTeil CyBe-
PEHHOI1 BiacTu»!!,

PaccmarpuBast AKThI o TapiaamenTe 1911 u 1949 1r., AnesIuoHHbIIA
Cyl TIpU3HAJ, YTO 3TU 3aKOHBI BHECJIM HEKOTOPbIe U3BMEHEHUs B OpUTaH-
CKYIO KOHCTUTYIIMIO, HO CYeJl MX HeCylleCTBeHHbIMU. [1o ero MHeHMUIO,
mpeaMOyJia K OCHOBHOMY TE€KCTY IIEPBOTO M3 Ha3BaHHBIX 3aKOHOB «JIeja-
eT SICHBIM, 4YTO AKT 1911 r. ObLI TOJBKO MEPEXOAHON CTYIEeHbIO (Stepping
stone)'? Ha TIyTH K 6oJiee (pyHIaMeHTaIbHBIM U3MEHEeHUsIM B cTatyce [lana-
ThI JIOPAOB», OH «u3MeHu (redifined) oTHOIIEHUS MEXK Y ABYMS IajaTaMU,
HO Bce Xe ocTaBui [lanate J0pA0B JOBOJBHO 3HAYUTEIbHYIO 3aKOHOIA-
TeJIbHYIO poJib»'®. B KauecTBe MpHUMEpPOB CYLIECTBEHHBIX WIKM «(yHIaAMEH-
TaJbHBIX» U3MEHEHUI B OPUTAHCKYIO KOHCTUTYLIMIO ATIC/UISILIMOHHBIN Cy
Ha3BaJl POJIEHUE pabOThI MapjlaMeHTa Ha CPOK OoJiee MATH JIET, YCTAHOB-
JneHHbI AKkToM 1911 1., n ynpasaaenue [lanxats! 1opmoB.

! “This appeal is concerned with much more than the scope of a statutory power. It is
concerned with the extent of the restriction of the role of the House of Lords as one of the
constituents of sovereign power” (The Decisions of the Administrative Court and the Court of
Appeal // Constitutional Aspects of the Challenge to the Hunting Act 2004. Select Community of
the Constitution. 7" Report of Session 2005-06. L., 2006. P. 21).

12 “Stepping stone” — J0CIOBHO: KaMeHb, KOTOPBIN KIAIyT [JIsl IIEPEXO/Ia Yepe3 PeKy Wik
TYKY.

13 The Decisions of the Administrative Court and the Court of Appeal. P. 22.

Yro ke kacaercsl AkTa o napjameHrte 1949 r., To cyaby Ha3BalIu BHE-
CEHHBIC M M3MEHEHUSI B OPUTAHCKYI0 KOHCTUTYIIMIO €Ille MEHee 3HAuM-
MBIMU TIO CPAaBHEHUIO C MIEPEMEHOI, BHECEHHOI B KOHCTUTYIIMOHHBIN CTa-
tyc Ilanatel 1opaoB Aktom 1911 r. B cBoeM pellieHUM OHU OTMETUIIM, YTO
«ucnonb3oBanue Akta 1911 r. mrs ynpasagHerus I1anaThl 10paoB IpOTUBO-
pedrio Obl eMy»: B JJAHHOM aKTe HET HUYETO, UYTO «IPSIMO WJIM KOCBEHHO
YIIOJIHOMOYMBAJIO OBl HA COBepIlieHUEe Oojiee (hyHIaMeHTaTIbHBIX KOHCTUTY-
LIMOHHBIX U3MEHEHUI, YeM Te, KOTOPBIE YK€ ObLIM COBEPIIEHbI» 4.

YMmeHbllleHre ke AKTOM o napiamMeHTte 1949 r. cpoka st MpUHSITUS
3aKOHOB T10 Tiporienype Akra 1911 r., T.e. 6e3 corjacus JTOpIOB — OTHOM
TManaToii oOIIMH ¥ KOposieM, ATIEeJUTAIIMOHHBIN Cy/ OIIEHWT KaK He3Hauu-
TeJbHYI0 KOHCTUTYLIMOHHYIO TOoIpaBKy. [Ipu 3ToM OH mpu3HaJ B MOJHOM
Mepe COOTBETCTBYIOIINM KOHCTUTYLINY BeTMKOOpUTaHUM TOT CIIOCO0 ee 13-
MEHEHUsI, KOTOPbIil BbIpa3wa AKT o napiaaMeHTe 1949 r., BHecsl monpaBKu
B 3aKOHOJATEIbHBIN aKT, HA OCHOBAaHUM KOTOPOTO OBLT M3[aH, T.e. B AKT
o mapnamenTe 1911 r. B pemennu AneuisiimoHHOTO cyna ObUIO yKa3aHo,
YTO 3TH ITOINPABKU MPEACTABISIOT COO0I «COIJIaCOBAHHOE KOHCTUTYIIMOH-
HOE U3MEHEHHE B CIIOCO0E, KOTOPBIM OCYIIECTBIISICTCS CyBepeHHAsI BIacTh»
(consensual constitutional change in the manner in which sovereign power is
exercised)'’, Tak KaK «OrpaHUYEHMsI B OCYILECTBICHUH IMoJTHOMoumii [1aa-
THI JIOP/IOB, TOIpa3yMeBaeMble AKTOM 1949 r., moayymiu CToib IMKMPOKOe
MPU3HAHKE U MOIAEPKKY, UTO COCTABJISIIOT CETOMHS MOJTUTUIECKUI (hakT» 'S,

Takum obpazom, ANEUISIMOHHBIA CyI MpU3HAI ACHCTBUTEIBHOCTD
Axta o mapinamente 1949 r. u coorBercTBeHHO AKTa 00 oxote 2004 1., OT-
KJIOHMB TEM CaMbIM Xajo0y Ha peleHrne AMMUHUCTpaTuBHOTO cyna Otne-
nenunst Koponebckoit Ckambn Bricokoro cyna rpaBocyausl.

Cpa3zy rnocJjie 3Toro UCTIIBI Moaau anesuisaiuio B [1anary nopnos. Pac-
cMoTpenue nena «Jackson and others v. Her Majesty’s Atforney General» B ee
ATICJUIIIIMOHHOM KOMUTETE CTajl0 COOBITHEM B KOHCTUTYLIMOHHOM MCTO-
puu BenukoOpUTaHUM: OHO 3aTPOHYJIO B TOW WJIM WHOU Mepe OCHOBOIIO-
Jlararolye TMPUHLIMIIBI OPUTAHCKOM KOHCTUTYIIMM, B TOM YHUCJIE U TaKOu
3HAYMMBIH, KaK IIPUHIIAI BEpXOBEHCTBA MTapjiaMeHTa.

OOBIKHOBEHHO pa3OMpaTeabCTBO XKaynoObl, mogaHHol B Ilanaty jop-
IIOB, BEOyT IISITh M3 ABEHANIATH YICHOB AIC/UISIIIMOHHOTO KOMHUTeTa. B
paccMOTpeHuM aneasuuu 1o neny “Jackson and others v. Her Majesty’s
Attorney General” y4acTBOBaJIO IeBSTh €0 WICHOB!?, 4TO yXe caMo 110 cebe
CBUIIETEJILCTBYET O Mpu3HAHUU [lajmaToit JIOpIOB OOIBIIOTO KOHCTUTYIIM-

14 Ibidem.

'3 Ibid. P. 23.

1 Ibidem.

17 Jlopasr: Burrxam Kopuxmin (Bingham of Cornhill), Huxonac Bupkenxex (Nicholls of
Birkenhead), [lxxoan Creiin (Johan Steyn), Xoym Kparxen (Hope of Craighead), Pomxep Epncdep-
pu (Rodger of Earlsferry), Yonkep I'ectunrropn (Walker of Gestingthorpe), Baroness Hale of
Richmond, Po6ept Kapnexn (Robert Carswell), Cumon Bpayu Uton-yuaep-XeiiBya (Simon Brown
of Eaton-under-Heywood) n 6aponecca bpenna Xoiin Puumonn (Brenda Hale Richmond).



OHHOTO 3Ha4YeHusI 3Toro Aena. CiaylmaHus 1o HeMy B ATISJIJISILIUOHHOM KO-
mutere coctosutuch 13 1 14 mrons 2005 r., peuieHue Xe ObIIIO 0OBSIBICHO
CITyCTSI TP Mecsiiia — 13 okTsa6ps's.

AneIsgHTBl JOOUBaINCh, YTOOLI [1amara TopaoB, AeiCTBYS B KAUeCTBe
BBICILIETO aIle/UISIIMOHHOIO Cyaa, MpU3Hala, 80-nepebix, UYTO AKT O MmapJa-
MeHTe 1949 r. He gBIgeTCS MapIaMEHTCKUM 3aKOHONATEJIBHBIM aKTOM U
BCJICAICTBUE 3TOTO HE UMEET IOPUANIYECKOM CUIIBL U, 80-8MOPbIX, YTO AKT 00
oxote 2004 r., IpUHSITHIA MO TpoLeaype, YCTAHOBJIEHHON akTaMu O MapJia-
MeHTe 1911 1 1949 1T., COOTBETCTBEHHO TaKXKe HE SIBIISICTCS ITapJIaAMEHTCKIM
3aKOHOJATEIbHBIM aKTOM U He 00J1afaeT IOpUANIECKON CUIIONM.

ApryMeHTalusi, KOTOPYIo OT UMEHHM afeJUISTHTOB TIPEeNCTaBUII JIOpIaM,
paccMaTpUBaBIIMM MX Xayo0y, 6appucrep cap Cumneit Kentpumk (Sir
Sydney Kentridge), cBoauaach K CaeayolIUM OCHOBHBIM MOJOXEHUSIM:

1) «3akoHOmaTENLCTBO, U3MAHHOE coryiacHO AKTY 1911 1., siBisieTcst He
MEePBUYHBIM, a JeJIETMPOBAHHBIM WJIK ITOAYMHEHHbBIM» .

2) «3akoHomaTeNbHas BIaCTh, IpeaocTaBieHHas 1. 1 cT. 2 Akta 1911r., He
SIBJISIETCST HEOTPAaHMUEHHOM B CBOMX IIpe/esiaX M JOJKHA TPAKTOBAaThCS B CO-
OTBETCTBUU C YCTAHOBIEHHBIMU MPUHIIMIIAMU CTATYTHOM MHTEpIIpeTain»2.

3) «Cpeny HUX eCTh IIPUHIIUII, IT0 KOTOPOMY ITOJTHOMOYMS, TIPEIOCTaB-
JICHHBIC OpPTraHy YIIOJJHOMOYMBAIOIIMM aKTOM, HE MOTYT OBITh pacIIMpPEeHbI
WX MOAM(UIIMPOBAHBI 9TUM OPraHOM, €CJIM OTCYTCTBYIOT SICHO BbIPaXKeH-
HbIE CJIOBA, Pa3pellaollle TAKOe paCllupeHe WM MOAUMUKALIIO»?!,

4) «COOTBETCTBEHHO II. 1 CT. 2 He YITOJIJHOMOYMBAET OOIIUHBI YAAISTh,
0CJabaATh UKW MOAUGULMPOBATh B KAKOM-JIMOO OTHOLIEHUMW KaKue-11ub0o
YCJIOBUsI, HA KOTOPBIX MM IIpeIOCTaB/IeHa 3aKOHOAATEIbHASI BJIACTb»22,

5) daxe ecau Ane/uIssiMOHHBIN ¢y ObLI MpaB, TpakTys 1. 1 cT. 2 AKTa
1911 r. «Kak OOCTaTOYHO LIUPOKUIA MO CMBICIY, YTOOBI pa3peliuTb yMme-
PEHHBIC MOTIPaBKHU B COMEpKaHME 3aKOHOAATEIbHBIX ITOJTHOMOUMI OOIINH,
MonpaBKu, Mpou3BeaeHHbIe akToM 1949 rona, ObLIM HE YMEPEHHBIMU, HO
CYLUECTBEHHBIMU U 3HAUUTEIbHBIMU» >,

18 United Kingdom House of Lords Decisions. Opinions of the Lords of Appeal for Judgment
in the Cause Jackson and others (Appellants) v. Her Majesty's Attorney General (Respondent)
[2005] UKHL 56: URL: http://www.bailii.org/uk/cases/UKHL/2005/56.html

19 “Legislation made under the 1911 Act is delegated or subordinate, not primary” (ibid.).

2 “The legislative power conferred by section 2(1) of the 1911 Act is not unlimited in scope
and must be read according to established principles of statutory interpretation” (ibid.).

21 “Among these is the principle that powers conferred on a body by an enabling Act may not
be enlarged or modified by that body unless there are express words authorising such enlargement
or modification” (ibid.).

2 “Accordingly, section 2(1) of the 1911 Act does not authorise the Commons to remove,
attenuate or modify in any respect any of the conditions on which its law-making power is granted”
(ibid.).

3 “Even if, contrary to the appellants' case, the Court of Appeal was right to regard section
2(1) of the 1911 Act as wide enough to authorise «modest» amendments of the Commons' law-
making powers, the amendments in the 1949 Act were not «modest», but substantial and significant”
(ibid.).
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AnemnsiunonHble Jopabl (Lords of Appeal in Ordinary) B cBoeM peliie-
Huw 1o neny “Jackson and others v. Her Majesty’s Attorney General” oTBepriu
BBIBOABI ANIEJUISILIMOHHOTO cyna BepxoBHoro cyna BennkodputaHuu o TOM,
YTO IpoLeaypa, yCTaHOBJIEHHAass AKTOM o napyiameHTe 1911 r. 1 mornpaBka-
MU B Hee, cIeJaHHBIMUA AKTOM O TrapiamMeHTe 1949 r., He MOXeT OBITh HC-
TOJIb30BaHa ISl BHECEHUsI (DyHIaMEHTAIbHBIX M3MEHEeHUI B OPUTAHCKYIO
KOHCTUTYLIMIO, U YTO yMeHbIIeHue B 1949 r. cpoka 1151 MpUHSITUS 3aKOHOB
1o npouieaype Akra 1911 r. Henb3s cuuTaTh PyHAAMEHTATBHBIM KOHCTUTY-
LIMOHHBIM U3MEHEHHUEM.

ATIeTUISIIIMOHHBI KOMUTET BBICTYITIII IIPOTUB OLIEHKM MCTIIAMU 3aKO0-
HOB, MPUHSATHIX IO Mpoueaype AKra o napjaameHte 1911 r., Kak pa3HOBUII-
HOCTHU «JIeJIeTUPOBAHHOTO 3aKOHOAATEbCTBA», YKa3aB, YTO IJIABHOI 1IEJIbIO
IAHHOTO aKTa ObUIO He Bo3jIoxkeHMe Ha [lamaTty OOIIMH JOTOJHUTEIBHBIX
MOJTHOMOYMIA B 3aKOHOAATEIbHOM cepe, a orpaHnYeHue moaHoMouuii [Ta-
JIaThl JIOPIOB B 3TOM cdepe. TeM caMbIM aneuIIUMOHHBIE JIOPABI MOAAEP-
Kanu pemreHne AnMuHUCTpaTuBHOTO cyma Otnenenus Koponesckoit Cka-
MbU Bricokoro cyna npaBocyausi. Hekotopble U3 4wieHOB ANeUISIIUOHHOIO
KOMMUTETA IPY PACCMOTPEHUHU JAHHOTO apTyMEHTa UCTIIOB 3asBIISUIN JaXe,
YTO HE TPENCTaBISIIOT, KaK MOXET IMapJIaMeHT JeJIerMpoBaTh Kakoe-I1uoo
MOJIHOMOYHE caMoMYy cebe.

BmecTte ¢ TeM JopaBI IpU3HAIN TIPABIWIBHBIM 1 BHIBOI AIMUHUCTPA-
TUBHOTO CyJa O TOM, 4YTo AKT o napysameHTe 1911 r. 1oJKeH MOHMMAThCS B
KayecTBe 3aKOHA, CO3/IAI0IIEIO HOBBIM CITOCO0 M3MaHUSI HEe TTOMYUMHEHHOTO,
a TIEPBUYHOTO 3aKOHOAATEIIbCTBA.

Hakonel, ©OJBIIMHCTBO YJIEHOB ATMEUISIIMOHHOTO KOMMTETa CO-
IIJTUCh BO MHEHMH, YTO IMPeAyCMOTpeHHass AKTOM o mapiameHrte 1911 r.
Tpolierypa MpUHITHUSI 3aKOHOB 0e3 cortacus [lanarsl TOpmoB BIOJHE MO-
JKeT ObITh MPUMEHEeHAa ISl BHECEHUSI B KOHCTUTYLIMIO BenukoOputaHum He
TOJIbKO MaJIO3HAYAIINX, HO ¥ CYIIEeCTBEHHBIX NU3MEHEHUI1, €CJTA TOJIbKO OHU
HE KacaroTcsl CYIIEeCTBYIOIIMX ITpaB 1 nmpuBuiernii [TasaTel 0OIIMH.

OO6paiiasich B CyIbl ¢ ICKOM O TIPU3HAHUY HENCUCTBUTEIBHBIMU AKTa
o mapiameHTe 1949 r. u Akra 06 oxore 2004 T., WieHbl «AJIbSTHCA CEIbCKOM
MECTHOCTHU» HE€ Hapyllajau MPUHLIMIIA OPUTAHCKON KOHCTUTYLIMU, 3ampe-
IIABIIEH cymaM IMOABEPraTh MCCICAOBAHMIO IIPOLICAYPY IPUHSTHS ITapia-
MEHTOM TOTO WJIM MHOTO 3aKOHA. JIaHHBII MPUHITUIT ObLI IMTPOBO3IJIAIIEH B
Buute o mpaBax 1689 1., ycTaHOBMBILIEM B YKCJIE ITAPJIAMEHTCKUX IIPUBUIIC-
ruii caemyromiee mpasuio: «CBoboma cioBa M 1e0aToB, MM IESITEIIBHOCTh
B TIapJlaMEHTe He MOJIKHBI OBITh ITOBOJIOM K MMITMUMEHTY WJIU IPEIMETOM
paccCMOTPEHUS B KAKOM-JIMOO CylIe MM MeCTe BHe napiiaMmeHTa»>*. B 1842 r.
OH OBLI MOATBePKAeH B I1anaTe TOpIOB MpH pacCMOTPEHNUH aTICJUISILINK TT0
neny “Edinburgh Railway Co. v. Wauchope”. Jlopa Kam6esn (Campbell), BbI-

2 AKT, IeKIapUpYONIUi paBa i CBOOOBI MIOJUIAHHOTO U yCTAHABJIMBAIOIIMI HACIIEOBAHHE
xopoub! (bumte 0 mpasax). 16/26 nexadbpst 1689 roxa / Xpecromarust o UCTOPUH rOCYIapcTBa U
mpaBa 3apy0OexkHbIX cTpaH. C. 98.
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CTYNaBIIMI B Ka4eCTBE OJHOTO U3 CYIel MO JaHHOMY ey, BHIPa3uil 3TOT
KOHCTUTYLIMOHHBIN MIPUHIINT CJICAYIOIIUMU CJIOBaMU: «Bce, 4To Cym ITpaBo-
CyIMST MOXKET CIIeJIaTh, TaK 3TO 3aIVISTHYTh B MAPJIAMEHTCKUI CBUTOK: €CJTN
U3 HEro OyIeT sICHO, YTO OWJUIb ObLT MPUHST 00EMMU MajaTaMU U MOy
KOpPOJIEBCKOE 0Mo0OpeHue, To Hu onrH CyI ITpaBOCyIMs He CMOXKET 3aHAThCS
HcceT0BaHEM HU TOTO, KAKMM CITOCOOOM OH ObUT BHECEH B ITapJIaMeHT, HU
TOTO, YTO NIEJaJIOCh IO €r0 BHECEHUsI, HU TOTO, YTO MPOUCXOAMJIO B MapJa-
MEHTE BO BPeMSI €T0 IIPOXOKICHUS Yepe3 pa3IMuHbIe CTAIUN OOCYKICHNS B
obeux nanatax»>. B 1974 r. npu paccMoTrpeHur B [lanarte IopaoB amesisi-
u 1o ey “British Railways Board v. Pickin” mpuBeecHHOEe MHEHHE JIOpIa
Kam6enna npouutupoBan B cBoeil peun jopa Peiin (Lord Reid), ormeTun
npu 3ToM: «HukTo ¢ 1842 roga He BbIpaXkaJ COMHEHUSI B TOM, UTO 3TO Ipa-
BUJIbHAS (DOPMYJIMPOBKA KOHCTUTYIIMOHHOTO TOJOXEHUI»>, [IpuMeHsisa
JTaHHOE TTOJIOXKEHUE K YKa3aHHOMY Jiey, Jiopa Peiin 3asswu: «DyHKIMS cyna
3aKJIIOYACTCS B TOJKOBAaHUM Y MPUMEHEHUM MOCTAHOBJICHUI MapjaMeHTa.
Cyma He KacaeTcsl CIIOCO0, KOTOPBIM IMapjaMEHT WM ero JOJIKHOCTHBIC
JIMIIA, UCTIOJIHSIOIIYE €T0 PErJIAMEHTBI, OCYIIECTBIISIOT 9TH 00S13aHHOCTH»? .
DTy MBIC/Ib BBIpa3uil B Oosiee TTOAPOOHOI (hopMynupoBKe U Jopa Mopuc
Bopr-u-T'ect (Lord Morris of Borth-y-Gest), ckazaBiimii B CBOEM BBICTY-
IUIeHUU 1o aeny “British Railways Board v. Pickin”: «Bo3Hukaroluii Bornpoc
(GyHIAMEHTAJIBHOTO 3HAYCHUSI COCTOUT B TOM, CJICAYET JIU CYIy ITOIIePKaTh
TMPENTTOIOXKEHUE O TOM, UTO aKT ITapJIaMeHTa MOXET ObITh IIOJBEPTHYT TAKOI
KPUTHKE B Cylax, YTO eJ0 0OepHeTCs TaK, OYATO aKT WJIM KaKasi-TO YacTb
€ro HUKOTIA He TMPUHUMAINCH. $I cuMTaro, 9TO Takasi JOKTpHUHA OblIa OBl
ornacHoOi 1 HefommycTuMoi. DYHKIIMEH cyna sIBIsieTCsl POBEIeHUE B KU3Hb
3aKOHOB, KOTOpHIC TTapJIaMeHT M3najl. B mapiaaMeHTCKUX mpolieccax MOXeT
JIOJITO O0CYKIAaThCsl, B Kakoi (hopme OUJUIb JOJIKEH cTaTh 3akoHOM. Korna
3aKOH IIPUHSIT, 3TO 3aKaHYMBAETCSI, €CJIM TOJIbKO U 10 TeX IOop, ITOKa OH He
M3MEHSIeTCS WIN He OTMEHSIETCST ITapJIaMeHTOM. B cymax MoxXeT BOSHUKHYTh
CITOp OTHOCUTEJIBHO IMPaBUJILHOTO TOJTKOBAHUS 3aKOHA: HO HE JIOJKHO ObITh
BOOOIIIE HUKAKMX CITIOPOB O TOM, CJIEAYET JIM €My ObITh B KHUTE CTATYyTOB».

2 “All that a Court of Justice can do is to look to the Parliamentary roll: if from that it should
appear that a bill has passed both Houses and received the Royal Assent, no Court of Justice can
inquire into the mode in which it was introduced into Parliament, nor into what was done previous
to its introduction, or what passed in Parliament during its progress in its various stages through both
Houses” (cit: United Kingdom House of Lords Decisions. British Railways Board v Pickin [1974]
UKHL 1 (30 January 1974). § 6: URL: http://www.bailii.org/uk/cases/UKHL/1974/1.html).

% Ibid.

77 “The function of the Court is to construe and apply the enactments of Parliament. The Court
has no concern with the manner in which Parliament «or its officers carrying out its Standing Orders
perform these functions” (ibid.).

2 “The question of fundamental importance which arises is whether the Court should entertain
the proposition that an Act of Parliament can so be assailed in the Courts that matters should proceed
as though the Act or some part of it had never been passed. I consider that such doctrine would
be dangerous and impermissible. It is the function of the Courts to administer the laws which
Parliament has enacted. In the processes of Parliament there will be much consideration whether a
Bill should or should not in one form or another become an enactment. When an enactment is passed
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Arne/uIsiLMOHHBIN KoMuTeT [lanaTel 1opaoB, paccMaTpUBaBLIMiA anes-
Jsiumio o aeny “Jackson and others v. Her Majesty’s Attorney General” , yau-
THIBAJl HAJIMYME B OPUTAHCKOUW KOHCTUTYLIMU IPUHIIMIIA, 3aIIpellaBIIero
cyaebHoe pa3dupaTeIbCTBO OTHOCUTEILHO COOJIIONEHUS TIPOLIEAYPhI MPH-
HSTHS TapJIAMEHTCKOTO akTa. MIMEHHO ITO3TOMY OH ITOAOINENI K Ha3BaH-
HOMY JIeJIy TaK Xe, KaK paHee IMOAXOAWI K HeMy AIMUHUCTPATUBHBIN CyIT
Otnenenus Koponesckoit Ckambu BbIcOKOro cyma mpaBocyaus, T.€. TIpe-
CTaBWI €T0 B Ka4eCTBE CIIOpa O CMBICIe AKTOB O MmapjaMmenTe 1911 u 1949
IT., & HE O COAEPXKaHUM TOTO WJIM MHOTO KOHCTUTYLIMOHHOIO MPUHIIMIIA.
Jlopn Hukonac bupkeHnxen roBopuI 1o 3ToMy ITOBOAY B CBOEM BBICTYILIE-
HUU: «B HacTosIIIeM Jeie NCTIBI He OCITapuBalOT JTaHHbBI KOHCTUTYIIMOH-
HBII MpuHLMIIL... OcllapyBaHue UMY 3aKOHHOCTH akTa 1949 r. 6asupyetcs
Ha IpyroM 1 0ojee BECKOM OCHOBAaHMU: COOCTBEHHOM TOJIKOBAaHUM II. 1
cT. 2 Akra 1911 r. FOpucoukums cyaa OTHOCUTEIBHO 3TOTO MpeaMeTa He
MOXET OBITh IIOJBEPrHYTa COMHEHMIO. J{laHHBII BOIIPOC TOJIKOBAHUS CTaTy-
Ta COOCTBEHHO ITOACYACH CyIy IIpaBa, JaXke eCIM OH OTHOCHUTCS K 3aKOHO-
JnateabHoMY Ipoueccy. CTaTyThl co3aaloT mpaso. [IpaBuibHOE TOTKOBaHUE
cTaTyTa SIBJISICTCSI BOIIPOCOM CYIIOB, a He TTapjaMeHTa. DTOT IIPUHIIUII CTOJIb
Ke (DyHmaMeHTaJleH B KOHCTUTYIIUM 3TOM CTpaHBI, KaK W IPUHIIMII, CO-
IJIaCHO KOTOPOMY IapjaMeHT 00JIafaeT UCKIIOUUTEIbHON MOACYIHOCThIO
(1opUCIMKIIME) OTHOCUTEIBHO CBOMX COOCTBEHHBIX AEI»%.

OpHako pemiasi BOIPOC O JICHCTBUTEIBHOCTM AKTa O IMapjaMeHTe
1949 r. u Akra 06 oxote 2004 r., TOpAbI HE MOIJIM HE 3aTPOHYTh IIPUHIIMIT
BEpXOBEHCTBA ITapjaMeHTa, COCTABJISIONINI HECYIIYIO OITOPY B IOPUANIC-
CKOIf KOHCTPYKLIMU TOCYyHapCTBEHHOro cTposi Benukobpuranum. «lleH-
TPaJIbHBIA BOIIPOC STOU ameJUIIuM, — OTMEYaJl B CBOEM BBHICTYILICHUU
Ha 3aceJaHu ATEUIIIIMOHHOrO KoMmuTteTra yiopa CTeliH, — 3akiovaer-
cs B TOM, siBJigeTcs: i AKT 00 oxote 2004 roma neliCTBUTEILHBIM aKTOM
napiaMmeHTa. BaxkHO ¢ camoro Hadajia OObSICHUTD, O YeM 3Ta aneUIIIus U
YTO CTOMT 3a IMPEIMETOM criopa, IpencraBieHHbIM Tiepen [anatoii. Ove-
BUIHBIM SIBJIICTCSI pa3jiMure MEXIy ABYMsl BoIIpocaMu: 1) 4To mapiaaMeHT
MOKET CcHeiaTh IOCPEACTBOM 3aKOHOIATEIBCTBA M 2) KAKMMU JTOJKHBI
OBbITh KOHCTUTYUPYIOILIME 2JIEMEHTHI MMapjaMeHTa, /I TOr0 YTOObl 3aKOHO-

there is finality unless and until it is amended or repealed by Parliament. In the Courts there may be
argument as to the correct interpretation of the enactment: there must be none as to whether it should
be on the statute book at all” (ibid.).

» “In the present case the claimants do not dispute this constitutional principle... Their
challenge to the lawfulness of the 1949 Act is founded on a different and prior ground: the proper
interpretation of section 2(1) of the 1911 Act. On this issue the court's jurisdiction cannot be doubted.
This question of statutory interpretation is properly cognisable by a court of law even though it
relates to the legislative process. Statutes create law. The proper interpretation of a statute is a
matter for the courts, not Parliament. This principle is as fundamental in this country's constitution
as the principle that Parliament has exclusive cognisance (jurisdiction) over its own affairs” (United
Kingdom House of Lords Decisions. Opinions of the Lords of Appeal for Judgment in the Cause
Jackson and others (Appellants) v. Her Majesty's Attorney General (Respondent) [2005] UKHL
56) § 51).

13



naTesibcTBOBaTh. [1epBblii BOIIPOC 3aTparnBaeT 00J1aCTh BEPXOBEHCTBA WK
CyBEpEHUTETA ITapaaMeHTa» ™.

Kitaccuueckoe orpenenieHre MpUHIMIA TapJaMEeHTCKOTO CYBEpEeHU-
TeTa (sovereignty) najn aHrumiickuit mpaBosen Ainvoept Benn Haiicu (Albert
Venn Dicey, 1835—1922) B cBocii KHUTE «BBeneHne B n3ydyeHNEe KOHCTUTY-
LIMOHHOTO TpaBa»®!. «CyBepeHUTET MapjaMeHTa, — OTMETHIT OH, — SIBJISICT-
€41 C OPUANYECKON TOUKM 3PEHUS TJIABHOM XapaKTEPHOU YEPTOU HALLIUX TTO-
JIMTUIECKUX MHCTUTYTOB... CJIOBO “IapiiaMeHT” 03HadyaeT B YCTaX IOpPHCTOB
(XOTsI B OOBIKHOBEHHOM Ppa3roBOPE OHO YacTo UMeeT Apyroit cmbici) Kopo-
ns1, [Tanaty nopaos u [1anaTy oO1IMH; 3TU TpU OpraHa, KOTOphIe 1eACTBYIOT
COBMECTHO U MOTYT Y/Ia4HO OIMCHIBATHCSI KaK “KOpOJIb B MapiaMeHTe”, u
COCTaBJISIOT napaaMeHT. [IpuHIMI mapJaMeHTCKOIo CyBepeHUTeTa O3Ha-
yaeT HU OoJiee HU MeHee, 9YeM TO, YTO MMEHHO MapJIaMeHT, OIpeAe/IsIeMBIiA
TaKuM 00pa3oM, UMeeT IO aHIJIMIICKO KOHCTUTYIIUU TTPaBO M3AaBaTh WU
He M37aBaTh JIIOObIE 3aKOHBI, KAKUMM Obl OHU HU ObLIW; U Jajiee, HET HU
OITHOTO JINIIA YUIM OpTraHa, 3a KOTOPBIM OBl 3aKOHOM AHTJINY IIPU3HABAIOCH
OBl ITpaBo MpecTynaTh UM UTHOPUPOBATH 3aKOHOAATEILCTBO MapaMeHTa.
Jnsa Hamreil HacTosIIeil eI 3aKOH MOXKET OBITh ONpeaecH B KauecTBE
”KaKoW-1100 HOPMBI, TpUMeHsieMoii cynamu”. B TakoM ciiydyae mpuHIUI
MapJaMEeHTCKOIO CYBEPEHUTETa, €CJIM Ha HEro CMOTPETh C €ro IOJI0XU-
TEJIbHOI CTOPOHBI, MOXET OBITh OIPEAC/ICH TaK: BCAKUI ITapJaMeHTCKUMA
aKT WJIM 4acTh MapJaMeHTCKOTO aKTa, CO3/IaloIIero HOBBIM 3aKOH, WU OT-
MEHSIOIINN UM MOAUMDUIIMPYIOIINI CYIIECTBYIOIIMI 3aKOH, OyIeT Mpu-
MEHSTBCS cyIaMU. TOT Xe caMblil TIPUHIINII, €CJIM Ha HETO CMOTPETH C €T0
OTPULIATEJILHON CTOPOHBI, MOXET ObITh BhIPaXKEH TaK: HUKAKOE JUIIO WU
00BEeIMHEHME JINII, HE MOTYT, IT0 aHIVIMACKOUM KOHCTUTYIIUM, N31aBaTh I10-
CTaHOBJICHNsI, KOTOPbIE Obl OTMEHSIIU WJIM YMaJISUIU TIapJIaMEHTCKUA akT
WJIA KOTOPBIE (BbIPaxas TO Xe caMoe APYTUMU CIIOBAMU) TIPUMEHSUIACH Obl
cylaMu B IPOTUBOPEYUH C MAPJIAMEHTCKIM aKTOM» 2,

30 “The central question on this appeal is whether the Hunting Act 2004 is a valid Act of
Parliament. It is important at the outset to explain what this appeal is about and what falls beyond
the issues presently before the House. There is a clear distinction between two questions: (1) what
Parliament may do by legislation, and (2) what the constituent elements of Parliament must do to
legislate. The first question involves the domain of the supremacy or sovereignty of Parliament”
(ibid. § 73).

3! Tlepsoe u3nauue 5T0M KHuru BbIWIO B 1885 rony noa HasBanueMm «BBOjHBIE JIEKIUU K
U3YYCHHIO KOHCTHTYIHOHHOTO 1paBa» (Dicey A. V. Lectures introductory to the study of the law of
the constitution. L., 1885). B 1905 r. Obu10 HareuataHO HOBOE M3/IaHKE 3TOM KHUTHU B IIEPEBOJIC Ha
PYCCKHIA 3bIK, JOTIOIIHEHHBIM T10 €€ IIECTOMY aHIIHHCKOMY H3/aHHIO.

32 “The sovereignty of parliament is, from a legal point of view, the dominant characteristic
of our political institutions. Parliament means, in the mouth of a lawyer (though the word has
often a different sense in ordinary conversation), the King, the House of Lords, and the House of
Commons; these three bodies acting together may be aptly described as the “King in Parliament”,
and constitute parliament. The principle of parliamentary sovereignty means neither more nor less
than this, namely, that parliament thus defined has, under the english constitution, the right to make
or unmake any law whatever; and, further, that no person or body is recognised by the law of
England as having a right to override or set aside the legislation of parliament. A law may, for our
present purpose, be defined as ‘any rule which will be enforced by the courts.” The principle then
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IIpu u3IOXKEHUU CBOEro IMOHUMAaHHUS MapJlaAMEHTCKOIO CYBEpEeHM-
Teta, AnpOepT Jlaiich OTOXIECTBISUI CIOBO “sovereignty” coO CIIOBOM
“supremacy”, cuuTas uX CHHOHUMaMu. Tak, moauepKuBasi, 4YTo «<HUKaKoe
OrpaHMYEHUE, KOTOPOE MOXKET ObITh HAJIOKEHO 3aKOHOM Ha abCOJIOTHYIO
BJIACTh MApJIAMEHTA, B IEMCTBUTEIBHOCTH HE CYIIECTBYET 1 HE TTOMICPXKI -
BaeTCs H KHUTOM CTAaTyTOB, HY TTPAKTUKOM CYIOB», aHTJIMICKUIA TTPaBOBEI
Ha3bIBaJI ATO IMPABWIO HOKTPUHOU «3AKOHO0AMeNbHO20 8epX08eHCcmaeda nap-
JAamenma» M YKa3bIBaJl, YTO OHO «COCTABIISICT KPAcyroJbHBII KAMEHb KOH-
CTUTYLIMOHHOTO paBa»>. HeciryyaitHo B pycCKOM M31aHUU KHUTH «BBene-
HHUE B U3y4eHMe KOHCTUTYLIMOHHOTO ITpaBa» cJioBocoueTaHue “the principle
of parliamentary sovereignty” ObUIO MepeBeIeHO CJIOBAMM «ITPUHIIUIT Iap-
JIAMEHTCKOI'O BEPXOBEHCTBa»*,

Tepmunsbl “sovereignty” 1 “supremacy” OTOXIECTBIISIIOTCS M B CJIOBa-
psix. Hanpumep, B ropuandeckom ciaoBape biska (Black’s Law Dictionary)
“sovereignty” orpenensieTcss Kak “supreme dominion, authority, or rule”
(BepXOBHOE rOCITOICTBO, BIACTh WM ITpaBieHue ). TepMuH ke “supremacy”
B CBOIO o4epeab OObSICHSETCS TepMUHAMM “‘sovereignty, sovereign power”
(cyBepeHUTET, CyBEpEHHAsT BIACTh)™®.

Ha camom nene ykazaHHBIE TEPMUHBI OTJIMYAIOTCSI 110 CBOEMY 3Haue-
HUIO OQMH OT ApYroro: “supremacy” (BepXOBEHCTBO) MMEET 3HAUUTEIbHO
OoJree MMPOKOE colep:KkaHue, 9eM “sovereignty” (cyBepeHurtet). [IepBoe u3
3THUX CJIOB 0003HAYAET JTI00YI0 BEPXOBHYIO BJIACTh, HA KAKOI ObI OCHOBE OHA
HU TIOKOMJIACh U B Kakoit Obl (popme HU BoicTynana. CygepeHumem dice —
9MO COCMOsIHUE 8epX0BEHCMBA, Onuparuleecs Ha pudu4ecKkoe 0CHOBAHuUe,
8blpadiceHHoe 8 npagosoll hopme U npednosazaroujee NoAHOMo4Ue U30aeams 3a-
Konst. Ilpunyun napaamenmckoeo cygepenumema (parliamentary) doadicen 6bi-
paxscamsCsi 8 COOMEEemMcmauly ¢ MaKkum NOHUMAaHueM mepmuHa “sovereignty”,

of parliamentary sovereignty may, looked at from its positive side, be thus described: any act of
parliament, or any part of an act of parliament, which makes a new law, or repeals or modifies an
existing law, will be obeyed by the courts. The same principle, looked at from its negative side, may
be thus stated: there is no person or body of persons who can, under the english constitution, make
rules which override or derogate from an act of parliament, or which (to express the same thing in
other words) will be enforced by the courts in contravention of an act of parliament” (Dicey A. V.
Introduction to the Study of the Law of Constitution. L., 1915. P. 3-4).

3 “No one of the limitations alleged to be imposed by law on the absolute authority of
Parliament has any real existence, or receives any countenance, either from the statute-book or
from the practice of the Courts. This doctrine of the legislative supremacy of Parliament is the very
keystone of the law of the constitution” (ibid. P. 25).

3* [lasicu A. B. OCHOBBI TOCYIaPCTBEHHOTO TIpaBa AHIIMK. BBeeHue B U3y4eHne aHIINICKOi
xorctutyuu / ITep. O.B. INonropankoii; mox pex. ILIN Bunorpanosa. M., 1905. C. 45. Do BTOpOE
uznanue kuuru A.B. [laiicu B Poccun. IlepBoe ke ee pycckoe uzaaHue nosBuioch B 1891 1. (cm.:
Jaiicu A.B. OCHOBBI TOCYJapCTBEHHOTO 1paBa AHIINK: BBeeHne B n3y4eHne aHIIMUCKOM KOHCTH-
tyuuu / Iep. O. B. Ilonropaukoif; mox pen. ILI. Bunorpagosa. M., 1891).

3 Black’s Law Dictionary. St. Paul, 2009. P. 1524.

% Black H. C. Law Dictionary, containing Definitions of the Terms and Phrases of American
and English Jurisprudence, Ancient and Modern. St. Paul, 1910. P. 1524. B neBstoM u31aHuu
“Black’s Law Dictionary” tepmun “supremacy” ompenensiercst kak “the position of having the
superior or greatest power or authority” (mosoxenne o6nasanus BEpXOBHOM MM HAHOOIbILIEH Bila-
CTBIO WM HaHOOJIBIINM BIACTHBIM ToHOMouneM) (Black’s Law Dictionary. P. 1578).
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21a8HbIM 00pA30M 8 NPABOMOHUU NAPAAMEHMA U30a8amy 3aKOHbl, UMerujue
BbICULYIO CUAY U 0053amenbHble 045 NPUMEeHeHUs CYyOamu.

Anp0ept Jlaiic TMEHHO K 3TOMY ITPaBOMOYMIO CBOIMJI CBOE TIOHWMAa-
HUE MapJaMeHTCKOI0 CyBepeHUTETa M COOTBETCTBEHHO CTPEMUJICS T0Ka3aTh
CCBUTKAMU Ha aBTOPUTETHBIX aHTIMACKUX FOPUCTOB, YTO TaHHBIN MPUHIINIT
MOJIHOCTBIO TIpU3HaBayicsl mpaBoM AHMIMU. «Kinaccuueckoe» u3I0XeHHE
CYIIIHOCTH TMapJIaMEHTCKOTO BEPXOBEHCTBA OH OOHAPYXKIJI BO BTOPOIi TJ1aBe
nepBoii kHUru «KommeHTapueB K 3akoHaM AHIIMW» Yuibsima biaskcroy-
Ha, a UMEHHO B OTPBIBKE, KOTOPBIII HAYMHAJICS CO CIICAYIOLIEH LINTATHI U3
«AucTutyTroB» Dayapna Kyka: “The power and jurisdiction of Parliament is
so transcendent and absolute, that it cannot be confined, either for causes or
persons, within any bounds. And of this high court, he adds, it may be truly
said: ‘Si antiquitatem spectes, est vetustissima; si dignitatem, est honoratissima;
si jurisdictionem, est capacissima’”¥. («Bnactb ¥ IOpUCAUKIMS MapIaMeHTa
CTOJIb BCEOOBEMITIONIN U aOCOTIOTHBI, YTO OHU HE MOIYT OBbITh OrpaHUYe-
Hbl KaKUMU-JTIUOO paMKaMU paau 4ero-HuOyab uid Koro-HuOynp. M o6
9TOM BBICOKOM CyJie, J00aB/sieT OH, MOXHO CITpaBedIuBO cKa3aTh: “Eciu
IIOCMOTPETh Ha €r0 IPEBHOCTh, TO OH — CTApPEHMINMii, €CIM Ha ero J0CTO-
WHCTBO, TO OH — OJIATOPOIHEHIINIA, eCIM Ha ero I0PUCANKIINIO, TO OHA —
oOIIMpHenIas”»)*,

ITpounTtupoBaB 3T0 BhICKasbiBaHMe Dnyapaa Kyka, Yunbsam biok-
CTOYH JaJl pa3BepHYTYIO KapTHMHY BCEBIACTHUSI aHIJIMICKOTO TapjaMeHTa:
«OH UMeeT CyBepeHHYIO M OECKOHTPOJIBHYIO BJIACTh U3[aBaTh, YTBEPKAATh,
pacmmpsTh, OTPAaHWMYMBATH, OTMEHATh AHHYJIMPOBATHb, BO3OOHOBISTH U
OODBSICHSITh 3aKOHBI, Kacarollrecsl BCeBO3MOXKHbBIX BEPOMCIIOBENAHUIM, LIep-
KOBHBIX WJIM CBETCKMX, IPAXKIAHCKNX, BOGHHBIX, MOPCKHUX WJIM YTOJTOBHBIX
JIeJT: TAKOBO MECTO, Ha KOTOPOE KOHCTUTYIIMEN 3TOT0 KOPOJIEBCTBA BBepeHa
abCOJTIOTHAS JeCIOTUYECKasl BIacTh, KOTOPask BO BCeX MPaBICHMSIX TOKHA
rIe-HuOyab HaXOmUThes. Bee 31oynmoTpebieHnst 1 IpaBoOHAPYIIICHUS, BCe
IEUCTBUS U MEPOIIPULTHUS, KOTOPHIE He ITOMJIeKaT BEACHUIO OOBIKHOBEH-
HBIX CyIeOHBIX YUPEKICHUI, PeIIatoTCs 3TUM Ype3BbIUaiiHbIM cynoM. OH
MOKET PEeTyJIUPOBaTh WJIM COBCEM M3MEHUTH ITOPSIIOK ITPECTOIOHACIICINS,
Kak 310 0bL10 cnenaHo B npasieHue ['enpuxa VIII u Yunbsma I11. OH Mo-
KeT TIEPEMEHUTD TOCITOACTBYIOIIYIO B CTpaHEe PEJIUTHI0, KaK 3TO Ie1aJ0oCh

37 Blackstone W. Commentaries on the Laws of England. Book the First. Oxford, 1765. P.
156. YunpsiM BrokcToyH IponUTHPOBAT ¢ HEKOTOPBIMH Iporyckamu ¢parment “The power and
jurisdiction of the Parliament” u3 werBeproit wactu «Uucturyrmity Dnyapaa Kyka. B opuruna-
Jie TIPUBEJICHHOE UM BBEICKa3bIBaHHE MMeeT ciexyronmii Bux: “Of the power and jurisdiction of
the Parliament for making of laws in proceeding by Bill, it is so transcendent and absolute, as it
cannot be confined either for causes or persons within any bounds. Of this Court it is truly said:
‘Si antiquitatem spectes, est vetustissima, si dignitatem, est honoratissima, si jurisdictionem, est
capacissima’ ”(Coke E. The Fourth Part of the Institutes of the Laws of England: concerning the
Jurisdiction of the Courts. L., 1644. P. 36). Ha camom nese Dnyapa Kyk nucain B JTaHHOM ciiydae He
0 BCSIKOM BOOOIIIE BIIACTH M FOPHCIUKIINK ITapIaMEHTa, a JIMIIb O er0 BIACTH U FOPUCAUKIMH «H3-
JIaBaTh 3aKOHBI TOCPEACTBOM HPOLEAYPbI IPHHATHS OUILID.

3 Dicey A. V. Introduction to the Study of the Law of Constitution. P. 4-5.
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BO MHorux cayydasax B npasieHue I'enpuxa VIII u tpex ero gereit. OH Mo-
JKeT U3BMEHUTH U CO3JaTh 3aHOBO JTaXKe KOHCTUTYIIMIO KOPOJIEBCTBA U CAMUX
MapjaMeHTOB, KaK 3TO ObIJIO celaHO AKTOM O COeTMHEHUU*® K HECKOJIbKO
CTaTyTOB O TPEXJIETHUX U CEMUJIETHUX BbhIOOpax*’. OH MOXET, OMHUM CJIO-
BOM, CIIeJIaTh BCe, YTO HE SIBIICTCSI (PU3NICCKU HEBO3MOXKXHBIM; 1 TIO3TOMY
HEKOTOpbIe He Koyiebanrch Ha3blBaTh €ro BJAACTb, MOXET ObITh, CIUIIKOM
CMeJI0, BCEMOTIYILIECTBOM MapjaMeHTa»*!.

OnuceIBas aHTIIUICKUI TTapJIaMeHT, YWIbsiM biaskcToyH onmpaics Ha
nctopuyeckre GakThl U 3aKOHOAATEIbHbIN MaTepuai. Ero BeIBOIbI MMe-
JIX TIO3TOMY OCOOYI0 IIeHHOCTh 1 A. [laiicu, xejaBIIero mokasarb, YTO
MapJaMEeHTCKUI CYBEepEHUTET SIBJISIETCS HE MPOCTO JOKTPUHOM, HO U «He-
COMHEHHBIM I0pUINYECKUM (PaKTOM»*2,

Hauboee BeCOMBIM T0KA3aTEIHCTBOM 3TOM MCTUHBI KIIACCUK aHTJIHIA-
CKOIl KOHCTUTYLIMOHHO-IIPABOBOM HAyKW CUMTA] TaK Has3biBaeMblii «Ce-
MUWJICTHUM aKT» WIN «AKT 00 YBeJIWYEHUN BPEMEHU MPOAOIKUTEIbHOCTU
MapjJaMeHTOB», U3IaHHbIN 26 amnpenst 1716 1. OOBICHAS CBOI MHTEpeC K
aTOMY 3aKOHY, A. aiicu nucajn o HeM: «YTo ObLI0 Mopa3uTebHbIM, TaK 3TO
TO, YTO CYIICCTBYIOIIUI TTapJaMeHT COOCTBEHHOI BIACTBIO MIPOIJIMI COO-
CTBEHHOE IOPUAMUYECKOE CYIIECTBOBaHUEe»*, MexXIy TeM B JaHHOM cJIydae
npaBUbHee ObUIO Obl TOBOPUTH BCETO JIUIID O IPOAJEHUH CYILIeCTBOBAHUS
ITamatel OOIIMH OT OmMHMX BBIOOPOB no apyrux. M3manme «CemuiieTHe-
ro akTa» CBUAETEJbCTBOBAIO 00 M3MEHEHMU OajlaHCa CUJI BO BHYTPEHHEH
CTPYKTYype OpUTAHCKOTO TapJaMeHTa: OHO OTPa3WiIo Pe3KOoe YCUICHUE M0~
JINTUYIECKOTO 3HAYCHMSI €TO HIDKHEH TajaThl, (hOPMUPOBABIICIHCS U3 IETTy-
TaTOB, KOTOPbIE U3OUPATUCH HACETCHUEM.

I'oBopss 0 TapiIaMeHTCKOM CYBEpPEHHUTETE KaK O IIPUHIIMIIE BEpXO-
BEHCTBa IapjaMeHTa B 3aKOHOAATeJbHOU cdepe, cleayeT Bceraa UMETh B
BUIY, YTO Ha CaMOM Jiejie B TaHHOM Cllyyae MoJapa3yMeBaeTCsl BEPXOBEH-
CTBO OpraHa, COCTOSIIIIETO 13 TPeX DJIEMEHTOB — Kopouis, [TamaTel 1opaoB u
IManatel o6MH. THBIMM ClTOBaMU, TTapJIAMEHTCKUM CYBEPEHUTET — 3TO B
NEeUCTBUTEILHOCTU CYBEPEHUTET KOPOJIs-B-MapiaMeHTe. Ha maHHbI akT
oOpaitiayi BHUMaHUe, KakK y>kKe 0TMeuasoch Beiliie, u Anboept Jlaiicu. OnHa-
KO HUKAKHX BBIBOJOB U3 HEr0 OTHOCUTEJbHO CYIIHOCTU MaplaMeHTCKOIo
CyBepeHUTETa aHTJINICKUIA TTpaBOBeI He cielial. MexXmy TeM opraH Imoj Ha-

¥ Nmeercst B Buy «An Act for an Union of the Two Kingdoms of England and Scotland (Akr
0 COeIMHEeHUH ABYX KoposieBcTB AHnmnu u Llommananm)», npursTeiii 6/17 mapra 1706/1707 rona
(Xpecromarus 1o HCTOPUM TOCYIapCTBa U 1pasa 3apyoexHsix cTpan. C. 109-113).

4 Vmeercs B Buay «An Act for enlarging the Time of Continuance of Parliaments, appointed
by an Act made in the Sixth Year of the Reign of King William and Queen Mary, intituled An Act
for the frequent meeting and calling of Parliaments (AxT 06 yBenuueHHN BpeMeHH IIPOLOIKUTENb-
HOCTH NapJIaMEHTOB, HA3HAYEHHOT0 AKTOM, U3JJaHHBIM B IIECTOH I'Ofl IPaBICHHUs KOPousl YuibsiMa
U KOpOJIeBBI Mapuu, 03arIaBIeHHBIM “AKT JUISl 9aCTOTO COOpaHMS U CO3bIBA IAPIaMEHTOB)”» OT 26
anpens 1716 roza (tam xe. C. 119-120).

4 Blackstone W. Commentaries on the Laws of England. Book the First. Oxford, 1765. P. 156.

4 Dicey A. V. Introduction to the Study of the Law of Constitution. P. 24.

“1bid. P. 8.
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3BaHUEM «KOPOJIb-B-TIapIaMEHTE» BBICTYITaJl B KAUeCTBE HOCUTEIISI BEPXOB-
HOI1 TOCyIapCTBEHHOM BIIACTH B AHIJIMU €I1Ie B SITOXY ITpaBieHUs T1ogopoB.
[Tap;raMeHT B COOTBETCTBUU C 3TUM BO33pECHUEM YK€ TOTHA MBICITUIICS TT0-
JIMTUYECKUM UHCTUTYTOM, BKJIIOUABIIMM B CE0S1 HE TOJIBKO JIOPJIOB AYXOB-
HBIX U CBETCKMX C TIPEACTaBUTEIIMU TpadcTB (OOIIMH), HO U KOPOJIS.

Takoe moHMMaHNE BHYTPEHHETO YCTPOMCTBA MapaMeHTa ITPOBOIVIIOCE,
B YaCTHOCTH, B TpakTaTe aHIJIMiickoro teonora Puuapma Xykepa (Richard
Hooker, 1553—1600) «O 3akoHax LEPKOBHOM MMOJIUTUKW». B BOCbMOI1 KHUIE
5TOTO MPOU3BEICHMS, OITYOJMKOBAHHOM y3Ke TTOCie CMEPTH aBTOPa, TOBOPH-
JIOCh, YTO TapjIaMEHT AHIJINA «COCTOUT M3 KOPOJISI M BCEX TeX, KTO eMy TTOJI-
YHEH: TaK KaK BCe OHM MPEACTABIICHEI TAM VI COOCTBEHHOM TIEPCOHOM, VITH
IOCPEICTBOM TOTO, UTO TOOPOBOJILHO MepeIaiv Ty/Ia CBOM JIMUHBIC TIpaBa»*,

MHorue (akThl yKa3bBalOT Ha TO, YTO BEPXOBHASI TOCYIapCTBECHHAS
Biacth B AHrmu XVI B. mipencTaBaia Kak eIMHEHNE KOPOJIST U TTapiaMeH-
Ta — KakK OpraH «KOpoJib-B-mapjamMeHTe». OIHAKO COOTHOIIIEHNE CUJI B €T0
CTpyKType 6610 He TakuM, Kak B XVIII B. [1anata o61mun u B XVI, u B XVII B.
SIBHO YCTynajia Mo CBOEeMY MojuTudyeckoMy 3HaueHuto Ilamate jmopmos. A
00e TmayaThl IMapJIaMeHTa B CBOIO OUepeb YCTYITAI KOPOJII0, KOTOPHI ObLI
HACTOJIbKO BIIMSTEIBHON (PUTYpOil B CBOMX B3aMMOOTHOIICHUSAX C IapJjia-
MEHTOM, YTO BJAacTh OpraHa IMoJ Ha3BaHUEM «KOPOJb-B-TlapJiaMeHTe» BOC-
MMPUHUMAJIACh CKOPEE KaK MOHAPXUYECKasl BJIACTD, JIJIS KOTOPOi MapjaMeHT
SIBJISIJICS] BCETO JIMIITD IIPUIATKOM.

DTO NMpeAcTaBIeHNe O B3aMMOOTHOIIIEHUsIX Kopous, [lanxaTsl 1opnoB u
[TasaTe! OOIIMH SICHO OTpaXKaeTcsl B COIep:KaHUU U3TaHHOTO B 1534 1. «AKTa
00 OCBOOOXIEHUM OT B3bICKAHUS IUIAThI B MOJIb3Y MAICKOro npecroia». B
HeM roBOpmIoCh: «COOTBETCTBYET ITO3TOMY €CTECTBEHHOM CIIPaBeTUBOCTHI
1 TOOPOMY pa3yMy, YTO BO BCEX M KaxKIOM 13 TAaKUX YeJI0BEUYECKIX 3aKOHOB,
U3OAHHBIX B Mpeaenax 3TOro KOpoJeBCTBa, UM BBEIEHHBIX B 3TOM KOpO-
JICBCTBE YKa3aHHBIM TEPIICHUEM, COTJIACHEM 1 00BIYAeM, 8aule KOPOAesCcKoe
seauecmeo u eauiu 10pdbl YX08Hble U c8emcKUe, U 00UUHbL, TIPEACTABIISIIO-
1II€ BCE COCTOSIHUS Balllero KOPOJEBCTBA, B 9TOM BallleM HAUBBICIIIEM CYIIe
ImapjaMeHTa UMerom NOAHYIO CUAY U 6AACMb, HE TOIBKO IUISI OCBOOOXICHUS,
HO TakKe I YITIOJTHOMOYMBAaHUS KaKOro-aubo M30paHHOro Julia WM Ka-
KMX-JI100 JIML OCBOOOXIATh U3-MO/ AeHCTBUSI 3TUX U BCEX APYIUX UyesloBe-
YEeCKUX 3aKOHOB 3TOTO Balllero KOPOJEBCTBA M KaXKIOTO M3 HMX, CCIIM Xa-
pakTep JIMIL U Jea MOTPeOyIoT; U MOTYT BMECTE C TeM YKA3aHHble 3aKOHbl U
Kaxicoblil U3 HUX OMMEHSMb, AHHYAUPOBAMb, PACULUPAING UAU YMEHbULAMb, KAK
2mo b6ydem yeo0HO éauieMy geauvecmey, U 3HAMu, U 00UWUHAM BALLIETO KOPO-
JIEBCTBA, IIPEACTaBIICHHBIM B BallleM IapiaMeHTe»* (KypcuB moii. — B.T.).

4 Hooker R. Of the Laws of Ecclesiastical Polity / The works of that learned and judicious
divine Mr. Richard Hooker with an account of his life and death by Isaac Walton. Vol. 3. Oxford,
1888. P. 408-409.

4 An Acte for the Exoneracion frome exaccions payde to the Sea of Rome // Statutes of the
Realm. Vol. 3. L., 1817. P. 464.
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Kopoab TI'enpux VIII coeauHeHue cBoel BIacTM ¢ MapJaMeHTCKOM
MPSIMO TPAKTOBaJ KaK CMOCOO YCUJIEHUsI COOCTBEHHOTO BIMSIHMSI Ha XOJI
rocyaapcTBeHHBIX nesi. Ha 34-M romy cBoero mpajieHHsl OH TOBOPUIT TIap-
JTaMeHTapusIM: «Mbl MTHQOPMUPOBAaHbI HAIIMMU CYIbIMHU O TOM, YTO HU B
Kakoe BpeMsI Mbl HE CTOMM CTOJIb BBICOKO B cBoeM KoposneBckom Crary-
ce, Kak Bo BpeMms [ceccuu| [TapmamenTa, roe Mbl Kak ['aBa u Bel Kak Yie-
HBI coeTMHsIeMcs U cuBaeMcs B omHo [lomutrueckoe Teno»*. Dtu crosa
AHTJIMIACKOTO KOpOoJsi MpuBoaAWI B 1637 1. B CBOeil 3allIUTUTENIBHOM peyn
nepen cynpsimu [lanatel Kasnaueiicta (the Exchequer-Chamber) o ety
Ixona XammaeHa (ship-money case) mpasosen Onusep Cant [xoH (Oliver
St. John, 1598—1673). «/[leknapauust UX, — IOSICHSII OH IIPU 3TOM, — I10-
Ka3bIBajla TaKUM 00pa3oM, 4TO 3TO OBLUIO COOCTBEHHOE MHEHUE KOPOJI,
COIJIACHO KOTOPOMY OH HU B KaKO€ BPeMsI HE CTOSIT CTOJIb BEICOKO B CBOEM
cTaTyce, Kak BO BpeMsi mapjaMeHTa»*.

Ellie sicHee Ha 5TOT cueT BbicKa3bIiBasicsl KOpoJib Kapit I: oH mipsiMo cBsI-
3bIBaJI MOTYIIIECTBO MApJIAMEHTA C IIPUCYTCTBUEM B €TI0 CTPYKTYpe (PUTYpPHI
kopoJisi. B mae 1642 r. ero BeJMYeCTBO 3asABJIsUI NapiaamMeHTapusM: «MBbl
OYEHB XOPOIII0 3HAaeM BEJIMKYIO U HEOTPaHWUYCHHYIO BJIaCTh IapJiaMeHTa, HO
MBI 3HaeM TakKKe, YTO OHa TaKasi TOJIbKO B TOM CMBICJIE, YTO MBI SIBJIsIeMCS
yacThio napiaaMmeHTa. be3 Hac u Bonipeku Hamemy cornacuio, rojoca Ka-
Koii-nmu6o unm obeux Ilamat BMecTe He JOJKHBI, HE MOTYT, He OyayT (eciu
Mb1 MoxkeM M30exaTh 3TOro paau Osara Hammx nmomgaHHbBIX, Tak e Kak
u Haiero co6cTBeHHOr0) 3arpelaTh YTo-JI1M00, YTO SIBISIETCS UCIIOJIb3Y-
€MBIM T10 3aKOHY, WJIM UCII0Jb30BaTh UTO-JIM00, 3apelIeHHOE 3aKOHOM»*,

«Kopomb-B-nnapraMmeHTe» KaK OpraH BEPXOBHOI TOCYIapCTBEHHOM
BjIacTU BO BpeMeHa npasieHus Kapia I u nByx ero ceiHoBeii — Kapna I1 u
SxoBa II — ObUI TTO pa3HBIM MPUYMHAM YUCTO HOMUHaNbHBIM. Ero paznu-
payii TIPOTUBOPEUNST MEXAY KOPOJIeM U MapllaMeHTapusIMU, KOTOPBIC MHO-
raa MPUHUMAIA OCTPEMINNI XapaKTep W TPO3WIM OEICTBUSIMU JUISI BCETO
rocynapcTBa. [OBOpUTH B 3THX YCIOBUSIX O CYBEPEHUTETE UM BEPXOBEHCTBE

4 “We being informed by our judges, that We at no time stand so highly in our Estate Royal, as
in the time of Parliament, wherein we as Head, and you as members, are conjoined and knit together
into one body politick” (Proceedings in the Case of Ship-Money, between the King and John Hampden
Esq., in the Exchequer, 1637. 13. Car. I // A Complete Collection of State-Trials and Proceedings for
High-Treason and other Crimes and Misdemeanours; from the Reign of King Richard II to the Reign
of King George II. In six volumes. The third edition, with additions. L., M. DCC. XLII (1742). Vol.
1. P. 518). Cm. 06 sTom Tarske: Bibliotheca Politica: or a Discourse by way of Dialogue, whether
the King be the Sole Supream Legislative Power of the Kingdom; and whether our Great Councils,
or Parliaments, be a Fundamental Part of the Government, or else proceeded from the Favour and
Concessions of former Kings. L., 1692. P. 345.

47 A Complete Collection of State-Trials and Proceedings for High-Treason and other Crimes
and Misdemeanours. Vol. 1. P. 518.

4 «“We very well know the great and unlimited Power of a Parliament, but We know, as well, that
it is only in that sense, as We are a Part of that Parliament. Without us, and against Our Consent, the
votes of either, or both Houses together, must not, cannot, shall not (if We can help it for Our Subject’s
sake, as well for Our own) forbid any thing that is enjoyned by the Law, or enjoyn any thing that is
forbidden by the Law” (His Majesties Answer to the Declaration of both Hovses concerning Hull. Sent
4. May 1642. L., 1642. P. 1-2).
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«KOpOJISI-B-MapJlaMeHTe» ObLIO0 HeyMeCTHO. OMBIT pa3BUTHUSI TOCYIapCTBEH-
HOro cTpost AHIIIMKM M BenmmkoOpuTaHWM TTOKa3bIBaeT, YTO JAHHBIN OpraH
TOJILKO TOTZA CTaJl HOCUTEJIEM BepXOBHOI ToCcyIapCTBEHHOM BJIACTH, KOTIa
B HeM npowu3soniuio yeuiaeHue [lanater oomuH. [osiBieHue nprHUMNa nap-
JIAMEHTCKOTO CYBepEHHUTEeTa B OPUTAHCKOW KOHCTUTYLIMU CTAJIO0 TaKUM 00-
pa3oM pe3yIbTaTOM IepeMeH B COOTHOIICHUW CHJI, COCTABIISIONINX OpPTaH
«KOpPOJIb-B-MapyiaMeHTe». Takue nepeMeHbl Tpou3ouniv B TeueHue XVIII—
XIX BB. UMeHHO TOrna u yTBepaAWICS B KOHCTUTYLIMOHHOM cTpoe Benunko-
OpUTAaHUM YKAa3aHHBIN IIPUHLINII.

AxToI 0 TapramenTe 1911 u 1949 rr. mpuBenu K CyIIeCTBEHHBIM Tepe-
MeHaM BO B3aMMOOTHOIIeHUsIX Mexxay [lamaroii topmoB u [1ajgaToit oOImImH.

BocbMoe uznanue kHUru «BBeneHue B u3ydyeHue KOHCTUTYLIMOHHOTO
mpaBa» A. Jlaiic TOTOBMJI K TI€YaTH TOCIIe M3OAaHUS AKTa O TapJiaMeHTe
1911 r. YMosnuath 00 3TOM 3aKOHE ObLIO HEBO3MOXHO: CJUIIKOM OOJIbIINE
MepeMeHbl OH BHEC B OPUTAHCKYIO KOHCTUTYLIMIO. JITaHHBIN AKT TTO3BOJIMI
IMPUHUMATh 3aKOHBI 0¢3 coryacust [lanaTel TOpHOB — €ro M3maHue Helo-
CPEACTBEHHO 3aTparmBajio KOHCTPYKIIMIO OpraHa «KOPOJIb-B-TlapJIaMeHTe»
U TIPUHLIMIT TapJIaAMEHTCKOTO cyBepeHuTeTa. [1o3TOMYy B MpenucioBUu K
OCHOBHOMY TE€KCTY CBOEI KHUTH aHIJIMACKWI TIPaBOBEI IIPEICTABIII CBOIO
TOUYKY 3peHUus Ha naHHbIi AKT. OueHuBas ero, A. Jlaiicu B TiepBylo oue-
peIb OTMETHII, UTO SIBJISICTCST CITOPHBIM TIPEAITIONIOKEHNE O TOM, OYATO «AKT
0 MapJlaMeHTe TPaHCHOPMHUPOBAJI CYBEPEHUTET MapJlaMeHTa B CYBEPECHUTET
koposst u [TanaTtel o01mH». [To ero ciaoBam, Jaydliiee MHEHHE 3aKIJTIOYAETCS
B TOM, UTO «CYBEPEHUTET BCE €IIle OCTACTCS B KOPOJIEe U B ABYX ITajlaTax Iap-
srameHTa. OCHOBaHME ISl TAKOTO MHEHUS JAeT, BO-TIEPBHBIX, TOT (DaKT, 4TO
KOpPOJIb M IBE IaJIaThl, IEUCTBYSI COBMECTHO MOTYT, O€3yCJIOBHO, U31aBaTh
WJIM OTMEHSITh JII00O 3aKOH 0e3 KaKuxX Obl TO HU ObLIO HapylIeHUil AKTa O
nmapjaMeHTe, U, BO-BTOPhLIX, TO, uTo [lanaTa 1opaoB XOTsI U HE MOXKET Ha ca-
MOM [IeJIe BOCIIPETISITCTBOBATh IPUHSTHIO [1ajaToit oOIIMH Ha OCHOBAaHUU
AKTa 0 IapjlaMeHTe JTI000T0 N3MEHEHUS B KOHCTUTYIINIO TIPU YCIIOBUH, YTO
Bcerma OyaeT coOmoaaTh TpeboBaHUS AKTa O TapiiaMeHTe, TeM He MeHee
CIocoOHa, 0 TeX IOp MTOKa 3TOT AKT OCTAaeTCs B CHJIE, 3aIIpeIaTh IIPIHSI-
THE JII000TOo aKkTa, 3((HEeKTUBHOCTh KOTOPOTO 3aBUCUT OT €0 MPUHSITHUS 0e3
3amepKKu. B 1iemom, ciaenoBaTenbHO, TTPaBWILHBIM IOPUINYECKUM 3aKITIO-
YeHUEM O JIECHCTBUTEIBHOM COCTOSTHUM BEIlleil OYIeT TO, YTO CYBEPECHUTET
BCE €Ille OCTaeTCs B MapJaMeHTe, T.€. B KOpoJjie U IByX MajaTax, IeiCTBYIO-
IIUX BMECTE, M YTO AKT O IMapjlaMeHTe B OTPOMHOM Mepe YBEJIMUIII TOJTIO
CyBepeHUTEeTa, KOTOphIM obitafana [TayaTta oOIIMH M 3HAYUTEITBHO YMEHbB-
LIAJT €T0 JOJTI0, TTpUHamiexalnyio I[agarte 1opaos»*.

4 “In these circumstances it is arguable that the Parliament Act has transformed the sovereignty
of Parliament into the sovereignty of the King and the House of Commons. But the better opinion on
the whole is that sovereignty still resides in the King and the two Houses of Parliament. The grounds
for this opinion are, firstly, that the King and the two Houses acting together can most certainly enact
or repeal any law whatever without in any way contravening the Parliament Act; and, secondly, that
the House of Lords, while it cannot prevent the House of Commons from, in effect, passing under
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O TOM, 4TO MPUHUHUMN MAPIAMEHTCKOTO CyBEPEHUTETA, ITOHUMAEMOTO
KaK CYBEpEHUTET «KOPOHbI-B-TIapJaMeHTe», MPOJ0JIKAEeT CYUTAThCS Bax-
HEUIINM 3JIEMEHTOM OpUTaHCKOI KOHCTUTYLMH, B 2001 r. ObLIO 3asIBJICHO
B OTYETEe U30pPaHHOTO KOMUTETA MO KOHCTUTYLIMU. bojee Toro, mpuHUMIT
“Sovereignty of the Crown in Parliament” ObL1 rocTaBjieH KOMUTETOM Ha
MepBOe MECTO B MEpPEeYyHe OCHOBOIOJAralolUX KOHCTUTYLIMOHHBIX TTPUH-
uumoB. Beren 3a HUM ObUT TOMEIIEH B 9TOM CITUCKE MPUHIIMIT «TOCITOACTBA
npaBa (Rule of Law), oxBaTbIBaloIIeTo MpaBa MHAWBUIOB», 3aTEM MPUHIIU-
bl «Coro3Horo rocynapcTBa» (Union State) u «mpenacTaBUTEILHOTO MpaB-
nenusi» (Representative Government)*.

Onnaxko paccmotpenue nena “Jackson and others v. Her Majesty’s Attorney
General” B ee ATeJUIIIIMOHHOM KomuteTe IlajiaTel JTOPIOB ITOKA3aio, 4TO
Y HEKOTOPBIX €T0 WIEHOB CJIOXWJIOCh IPYroe MHEHUE O TIPUHLMIIE TTapia-
MEHTCKOTO BEpXOBEHCTBA WM cyBepeHuTeTa. Tak, nopn CteitH ckasan B ofi-
HOM U3 CBOMX BhICTyIIIeHUN: «Kimaccuueckoe MHeHUe, BrickazaHHoe Jlaticu
O TOKTPUHE BEPXOBEHCTBA MapJaMeHTa, YUCTOE U a0COMIOTHOE, KAKUM OHO
OBLIO, B HACTOSIIIIEE BPEMSI MOXHO CUMTATh HEYMECTHBIM B COBPEMEHHOM
Benukobputanuu. Tem He MeHee BEpXOBEHCTBO MapiaMeHTa Mo-TMPexXHEMY
OCTaeTCsl OCHOBHBIM MPUHILIMIIOM HalIeil KOHCTUTYLUU. DTO KOHCTPYKIIUS
common law»3!.

B nocnennue necatunetust XX B. U B mepBoe aecsatunerrue XXI crone-
TUS B MOJUTUYECKON cucTeMe BenukoOpuTaHUM MPpOU30IILTA U3MEHEHUS,
KOTOpbIE, [0 MHEHWIO MHOTHX MTPaBOBEIOB, TPEOYIOT KOPEHHOTO ITpeodpa-
30BaHUS CYHIECTBYIOLIEH OPUTAHCKOW KOHCTUTYLIUU. «AHTJIUST HYXKIAETCsT
B HOBOI KOHCTUTYLIUM, HOBOI MOJIMTUKE, HOBOI TOCynapcTBEHHOM (uio-
couu. Haira coBpemMeHHast cucteMa npasjieHus IPOrHuia, Halla arnojo-
Tus AeMOKpaTUU cjiaba, Hallle OOLIeNTPUHATOE BUACHUE YHUTAPHOTIO KOH-
CTUTYLIMOHAJIU3MA HE TOJIb3yeTCsl OOJIbllle JOBEPUEM B “HOBOM MUPOBOM
nopsiake”, B KOTOPOM MbI XKMBEM»>2, — TUIIIET MPodeccop YHUBEpCUTETa
Hrrokacna-na-Taiine Sx Yopa.

the Parliament Act any change of the constitution, provided always that the requirements of the
Parliament Act are complied with, nevertheless can, as long as that Act remains in force, prohibit the
passing of any Act the effectiveness of which depends upon its being passed without delay. Hence,
on the whole, the correct legal statement of the actual condition of things is that sovereignty still
resides in Parliament, i.e. in the King and the two Houses acting together, but that the Parliament Act
has greatly increased the share of sovereignty possessed by the House of Commons and has greatly
diminished the share thereof belonging to the House of Lords” (Dicey A. V. Introduction to the Study
of the Law of Constitution. P. XLII).

30 Select Committee on Constitution. First Report. 11.07.2001: URL: //http://www.publications.
parliament.uk/pa/ld200102/ldselect/Idconst/11/1102.htm

3! “The classic account given by Dicey of the doctrine of the supremacy of Parliament, pure and
absolute as it was, can now be seen to be out of place in the modern United Kingdom. Nevertheless, the
supremacy of Parliament is still the general principle of our constitution. It is a construct of the common
law”” (United Kingdom House of Lords Decisions. Opinions of the Lords of Appeal for Judgment in the
Cause Jackson and others (Appellants) v. Her Majesty's Attorney General (Respondent) [2005] UKHL
56). § 102).

32 “England needs a new constitution, a new politics, a new public philosophy. Our present
system of government is rotten, our apology for democracy feeble, our received visions of unitary
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O4yeBUAHO, YTO HOBAsI KOHCTUTYLIUSI He OyneT pa3paboTaHa B Benuko-
OpuTaHWUU 0 TEX TOP, MOKA MPABOBEIBI-KOHCTUTYIIMOHAIUCTHI HE TIOABED-
THYT TIEPEOCMBICIICHUIO OCHOBOTIOJIATAIONINE YCTOU TPAAUIIMOHHOTO Opu-
TAHCKOTO KOHCTUTYLIMOHHOT'O MTPaBOMOPSIIKA U B TIEPBYIO OUYEPEb JOKTPUHY
MapIaMEeHTCKOTO BEPXOBEHCTRA, WK CyBepeHuTeTa. [lepeocMbicnenne aToit
JIOKTPUHBI TIO3BOJIUT BBIPabOTaTh HOBBI B3IJISII HA CYIIHOCTb OPUTAHCKOM
KOHCTUTYLIMU, YTO B CBOIO OUEPE/Ib 1ACT BO3MOXKHOCTb IMOHSTb, KAKOW TOJIXK-
Ha OBITh B COBPEMEHHbBIX YCIOBUSIX HAN0O0JIee ONTUMAJTbHAST TEXHOJIOTHUST Pa3-
BUTHSI KOHCTUTYILIMOHHOTO CTPOSI.

006 sTHX MpobIIeMax MOMAET peyb B CIAEAYIONIEIH CTaThe.
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MATEPUAJIbI HAYUHO-TTPAKTUYECKOU
KOH®EPEHIIN JIOMOHOCOBCKHWE YTEHWA»
(23 anpensa 2013 r.)

E.A. Bopucosea, OKTOp IOpUANYECKUX HAyK, TTpodeccop Kadenphl Tpax-
JTAHCKOTO Mpoliecca Iopuanyeckoro dakynbpreta MI'Y*

I'TIK P®: QUO VADIS?
(K 10-aemuio 66edenus ¢ deiicmeue I'IIK PD)

Cmambs npedcmasasem coboil Kpamkoe uznodiceHue 00KkAa0a agmopa Ha exce200-
HOUl HayuHO-npakmu4eckoil Kongepenyuu «Jlomornocosckue umenus» cexyus «KOpucnpy-
denuus» (23 anpens 2013 e.). Paccmampusaiomes uzmenenus: T'ITIK PD, npouzoweduiue
3a nocaeonue 5 aem, aHaAu3uUpyrOmes npuunsl u nociredcmeus Hosearusayuu I'lIK PO.

Karoueevie caosa: T'TIK, rpaxxiaHckoe CylnONpOU3BOICTBO, CyneOHas 3alluTa,
cynebHas pecpopma, yripolieHue, yckopeHue, usmenenust I'TIK.

The article is a summary of the author's lecture at the annual scientific conference
«Lomonosov Readings» section of the «Law» (23 April 2013). The changes in Code
of Civil Procedure of the Russian Federation, have taken place over the past 5 years,
analyzes the causes and consequences of the novelization of Code of Civil Procedure of
the Russian Federation.

Keywords: Code of Civil Procedure, civil litigation, judicial protection, judicial
reform, simplification, acceleration, changes in the Code of Civil Procedure.

1 deBpans 2013 r. ucrmoaHuock 10 J1eT co THI BBEIEHUS B JECTBUE
I'TIK P®. Pabora Haz rmpoektom I'TIK navamace B 1993 r. n 3aBepiumiach B
2002 1. Yxxe B 1995 1. mpoekT I'TIK OBUT TOTOB M OITyOIMKOBAH 1T 0OCYXK-
JeHusi. Mexmy TeM MPUHSITUE 3aKOHA B TOT IIEPUO/ ObLI0O HEBO3MOXKHBIM,
TaK KaK OOHOBJISIJIOCH IPAaXIAHCKOE, TPYAOBOE, CEMEHHOE 3aKOHONATENb-
CTBO, BEJIMCh pabOTHI 10 CO3IAHUIO CUCTEMbI aPOUTPAXKHBIX CYIOB M COBEP-
IIEHCTBOBAaHUIO APOUTPaXkHOTO TIPOlieCCyabHOTO Koiekca PMD, MeHsioch
3aKOHOJATEIbCTBO B cepe MCIIOIHUTEIBHOTO MPOU3BOACTBA. B cBsI3u ¢
STUM OBIJIO TIPUHSTO PEllIeHUe MO3TAITHO BBOAUTL HOBBIe HOpMBI B I'TIK
PCOCP.

[lepBbic M3MEHEHUS TTOcaenoBaiu B 1995 1., Korma B pe3yiabTaTe IpH-
Hatusgs @3 «O BHeceHnun nonojHeHnit U udmeHenuii B ['TIK PCOCP» or
27 oktsa6pst 1995 r.2 UBMEHWIOCH colepXKaHue MPUHLUIIOB IUCIO3UTUB-
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' Cm. mompo6GHee: [1yTh K 3aKOHY (MCXOIHBIE TOKYMEHTBI, TIOSCHUTEIbHbIEC 3aITUCKH,
Marepuaibl KoHbepeHuuii, BapuanTsl mpoekrta ['TIK, Hoslii [TIK P®) / IMon pen. M. K. Tpe-
yiIHuKoBa. M., 2004.

2 Cobpanue 3akoHomarebeTBa PD. 1995. No 49. Cr. 4696.
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