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Adnotacja. Od wielu lat toczy si¢ dyskusja naukowa dotyczaca definicji i relacji poje¢ statusu prawnego i osobowosci
prawnej w ogole, a w szczegdlnosci administracyjnego stanu prawnego i sgdownictwa administracyjnego.

Pojecie prawa administracyjnego jest Sci§le zwigzane z pojeciami podmiot prawa administracyjnego i podmiot
stosunkow prawnych administracyjnych.

Powszechnie przyjete jest rozumienie przez podmioty prawa administracyjnego osob, ktore posiadaja prawa
i obowiazki okreSlone w przepisach prawa administracyjnego i moga wchodzi¢ w stosunki administracyjno-prawne.
Jednoczesnie, w przeciwienstwie do podmiotu stosunkéw administracyjno-prawnych, podmiot prawa administracyjnego
ma jedynie potencjalng zdolno§¢ do wchodzenia w stosunki prawne.

Realizujac prawo do swobody poruszania si¢, obywatel Ukrainy moze znajdowac si¢ poza jej granicami, w tym
przypadku nie bierze udzialu w zadnych stosunkach administracyjno-prawnych, to znaczy nie bedzie ich podmiotem,
jednak zawsze jest podmiotem prawa administracyjnego, poniewaz jego jako obywatela normy administracyjno-prawne
zostaty obdarzone kompleksem praw i obowigzkow.

Wazne dla tego badania jest rowniez skupienie si¢ na tym, ze status administracyjno-prawny rozni si¢ obecnoscia praw
i obowigzkoéw dla obywateli Ukrainy, cudzoziemcow, bezpanstwowcow, uchodzcow, a zatem osob, ktére reprezentuja
wilasciwie nasz interes naukowy — migrantow.

Status prawny migranta jest zapewniony przez system norm prawnych, za pomoca ktorych Ukraina realizuje swoje
prawa. W artykule zaproponowano autorska definicje pojecia ,,administracyjna osobowos$¢ prawna migrantow” i
wyjasniono jej zwigzek ze statusem administracyjno-prawnym.

Stowa kluczowe: osobowo$¢ prawna, status prawny, zdolno$¢ prawna, migrant, administracyjna osobowo$¢ prawna,
status administracyjny.
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Abstract. For many years there has been a scientific discussion on the definition and correlation of the concepts of legal
status and legal personality in general and administrative legal status and administrative legal personality in particular.
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The concept of administrative legal personality is closely related to the concepts of the subject of administrative law
and the subject of administrative legal relations.

It is generally accepted to understand the subjects of administrative law as persons who have the rights and obligations
enshrined in the rules of administrative law and can enter into administrative legal relations. In this case, unlike the subject
of administrative-legal relations, the subject of administrative law has only the potential ability to enter into legal relations.

Exercising the right to freedom of movement, a citizen of Ukraine may be outside it, in which case he does not actually
take part in any administrative legal relations, will not be their subject, however, he is a subject of administrative law
always, because as a citizen administrative legal norms endowed him with a set of rights and responsibilities.

Important for this research is also the emphasis on the fact that the administrative legal status is different in terms
of rights and responsibilities for citizens of Ukraine, foreigners, stateless persons, refugees and, accordingly, persons who
represent our own scientific interest - migrants.

The legal status of a migrant is ensured by a system of legal norms through which Ukraine exercises their rights. The
article proposes the author’s definition of the concept of “administrative legal personality of migrants” and clarifies its
relation with the administrative legal status.

Key words: legal personality, legal status, legal capacity, migrant, administrative legal personality, administrative
legal status.
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Amnoraunis. Ilporsirom 6aratbox pokKiB TOYMTHCS HAyKOBa JMCKYCisl IOI0 BHU3HAYEHHS 1 CIIBBIIHOIICHHS IOHATH
MIPaBOBOTO CTaTyCy Ta MPaBOCYO’€KTHOCTI B IIUIOMY W aIMiHICTPAaTHBHOTO TPABOBOTO CTATyCy Ta aaMiHICTPaTHBHOI
npaBocy0’ €KTHOCTI 30Kpema.

[ousTTs anMiHICTPaTHBHOI IPABOCYO’€KTHOCTI TICHO IOB’sI3aHE 3 OHATTSMHU «CY0 €KT aMiHICTPATHBHOTO NpaBay»
Ta «Cy0’€KT aIMiHICTPATUBHUX MPABOBITHOCHHY.

3aranbHONPUUHATAM € PO3YMIHHSI TMiJ] Cy0’€KTaMM aJMiHICTPaTHBHOTO IpaBa 0ci0, sKi MalOTh MpaBa Ta 000B’3KH,
3aKpilIeHi B HOpMax aJMiHICTPaTHBHOTO NpaBa, i MOXKYTh BCTYIIATH B aIMiHICTPAaTUBHO-IIPAaBOBI BiTHOCUHU. [IpH ibomy,
Ha BiIMiHY BiJ cy0’€KTa aqMiHiCTPaTHUBHO-TIPABOBHUX BiTHOCHH, CY0’ €KT aMiHICTPAaTHBHOTO MPaBa BOJOIIE JIHIIIE TIOTCH-
IfHOIO 3AaTHICTIO BCTYIIATH Y TIPABOBIIHOCHHH.

Peautizytoun npaBo Ha BUIbHE NPECyBaHHS, I'POMaJIHUH YKpaiHU Moke nepeOyBarH 3a ii MexXaMu, B TAaKOMY pasi BiH
(axTiuHO HE Oepe ydacTi B OyIb-KHX aIMiHICTpaTHBHO-IIPABOBHUX BiTHOCHHAX, TOOTO He Oyae ix cy0’eKToM, OTHAK
Cy0’€KTOM a/IMIHICTPAaTHBHOTO NpaBa BiH € 3aBXK/IM, OCKUTBKHM HOTo SIK rpoMaJiiHUHA aJIMIHICTPaTHBHO-TIPABOBI HOPMHU
HAIUTHIIN KOMITICKCOM IIPaB i 000B’sI3KiB.

BaxnuBuM U1 TaHOTO JAOCIIHKEHHS € TaKOXK aKIIEHT Ha TOMY, IO aJMiHICTPAaTHBHO-TIPABOBHUII CTATYyC € Pi3HUM 3a
HASsIBHICTIO TIpaB 1 000B’SI3KiB JIJIsi TPOMAJISIH YKpaTHH, IHO3EMIIiB, 0Ci0 O3 rpoMaIsiHCTBA, O1XKEHIIIB T4, BiIIOBITHO, OCIO0,
SIKI IIPE/ICTABIISIIOTH BJIACHE HAIll HAYKOBHH 1HTEpEC — MIrPaHTIB.

IlpaBouii craryc MirpanTa 3a0e3IedyeThes CHCTEMOKO OPHINYHIX HOPM, 33 JI0IOMOIOK0 SKHX YKpaiHa 31ilCHIoe
peasizauio HOro npas. Y CTarTi 3aponoHOBaHO aBTOPCbKE BU3HAYCHHS IOHATTS «a/IMIiHICTPATHBHA NIPAaBOCY0’ EKTHICTH
MIrpaHTiB» Ta 3’sCOBAHO il CHIBBIIHOICHHS 3 aIMIHICTPATHBHO-TIPABOBHM CTATYCOM.

KarouoBi cjoBa: mpaBOCYO’€KTHICTB, TIPAaBOBHH  CTaTyC, IPaBO3MATHICTb, MITpPaHT, aaMiHICTpaTHBHA
NpaBoCy0’ €KTHICTB, az[MiHiCTpaTHBHo-npaBOBHﬁ cTaryc.

Introduction. Migrants, as subjects of administrative law, have the potential to enter into administrative
relations. It is through administrative legal personality that they can exercise the rights and obligations set out
in national executive law. Some issues of administrative legal status of migrants were studied by such scholars
as O.M. Bandurko, S.M. Gusarov, V.G. Kravchenko S.F. Konstantinov AV. Olefir, S.Yu. Rimarenko, S.B. Chek-
hovych and others. However, the issue of the administrative legal personality of migrants has not been studied
in detail.

Main part. The purpose of the research is to study of the administrative legal personality of migrants, iden-
tification of its components and the range of persons who could potentially enter into administrative legal rela-
tions. Therefore, the objectives of this study are to determine the administrative legal personality of the migrant,
to distinguish it from the administrative legal status, to develop a unified approach to the definition of these con-
cepts for further use in science. During preparation of this article, the general methods of scientific knowledge,
such as analysis, synthesis, abstraction, generalization, induction, deduction, analogy, comparative method,
were used.

Presentation of the main research material. The traditional understanding of the concepts of legal status
and legal personality is the subject of research in the theory of law and, accordingly, defined by a whole cohort
of scholars in this field. This question was investigated in the works of famous scientists in the field of theory
of state and law: S.S. Alekseev, E.I. Buryanova, M.V. Vitruk, D.I. Golosnichenko, A.M. Kolodiy, V.L. Kostyuk,
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V.M. Korelsky, B.M. Lazarev, A.V. Malko, G.V. Maltsev, N.I. Matuzov, A. Yu. Oliynyk, N.M. Onishchenko,
A.V. Panchyshyn, V.A. Patyulin, M.P. Rabinovich, V.M. Selivanov, O.F. Skakun, M.S. Strogovich, O.V. Surilov
and others. For a long period of time, they have been conducting a rather large-scale scientific discussion on the defi-
nition of the content and relationship of legal personality and legal status.

It can be stated that a clear understanding of the content of legal personality and its interrelation with the legal
status or position has not yet been formulated.

It is necessary to support the position of V.L. Kostyuk that “one of the key in modern theory of law is the problem
of forming an effective model of legal personality as the most conceptual property of legal entities, which ensures
the implementation of legal norms, their activities” (Kostyuk, 2009: 14).

In our opinion, it is important to develop a unified approach to the definition of these concepts and their use in
the future in various areas of law, including administrative.

It is more common among legal scholars to believe that the existence of legal personality is a prerequisite for
the acquisition and basis of the legal status of individuals.

In our opinion, correctly noted E.I. Buryanova, and her position is shared by A.V. Chub that “legal personality is
not equal to legal status, but is seen as its foundation, because legal personality contains a variety of rights and respon-
sibilities that a particular individual may have, in a condensed, “unborn” state. Legal personality and legal status are
directly related to the set of rights and responsibilities, but the sign of the first is the potentiality, and the second —
the relevance of their use” (Chub, 2020: 57).

Based on this, we will begin our study by revealing the concept and essence of legal personality.

Today, the legal literature discusses various approaches to the definition of “subject of law” and “legal personal-
ity”. But in the theory of law and in current international and national law, the subject of law is defined by the pres-
ence of legal personality, in other words, formally.

Thus, according to Article 16 of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, “everyone has the right
to recognition everywhere as a person before the law”. That is, a pact recognizes a person as a subject of law regard-
less of the state in which that person resides, moreover, this provision does not depend on the legal system in which
he operates (International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, 1966: Art. 16).

In the theory of law, legal personality is defined as the ability of a person to be a subject of law, to have
rights and responsibilities, to participate in legal relations. However, different views are expressed on the definition
of the content of this legal category. Most of the authors do not give legal personality an independent meaning
and consider it not as a separate legal and categorical means, but as a generalizing concept that reflects the presence
of a participant in a legal relationship of certain legal properties in their inseparable unity (Pundor 2013: 60).

0.S. Toffe notes that the origins of theoretical ideas about legal personality are closely related to the categories
of “legal capacity” and “dispositive capacity”. First, according to German doctrine, the term “legal personality” was
identified with legal capacity, based on the fact that the subject of law was considered one who may have rights;
second, according to French doctrine, the term “legal personality” was considered through the relationship of legal
capacity and dispositive capacity (Ioffe, 2000: 84).

In the modern theory of law we find a statement that “the legal personality of individuals and legal entities means
the presence of the properties of legal capacity and dispositive capacity” (Sanzharuk).

We cannot agree with the opinion of S.1. Arkhipov that dispositive capacity, as a higher degree of development
of legal personality, includes legal capacity as one of its aspects (Arkhipov, 2004: 133).

We believe that legal capacity as well as dispositive capacity are separate, independent and very important com-
ponents of legal personality, and therefore they cannot contain each other.

In addition, we support the view that the application of such constituent elements as legal capacity and dispos-
itive capacity is possible only to individuals in the study of their legal personality. As for organizations, their legal
personality finds its expression in the competence of their bodies, in the set of rights and responsibilities assigned to
them to perform the relevant functions (General theory of state and law, 2009: 192).

In the theory of law delictual capacity is most often defined as the ability of a person to be responsible for
the offense committed by him (Skakun, 2006: 359).

In the legal literature, one can find different approaches to determining delictual capacity and its place in the struc-
ture of legal personality, in particular, it is understood in three aspects: as an element of legal capacity, as an element
of dispositive capacity and as an independent element of legal personality (Khutoryan, 2002: 62).

S.S. Alekseev defined delictual capacity as “the property of a person to bear independent legal responsibility
for the offenses (torts) committed by him”. Regarding the possibility of distinguishing this property as an element
of the general structure of legal personality, the scientist took a rather pragmatic position: on the one hand, he
believed that for most subjects of law there is no need, and on the other, stressed that “in some cases there is a need
separation of delictual capacity” (Alekseev, 1964: 80).

We share, in our opinion, the most common opinion of M.V. Tsvik, O.V. Petryshyn, L.V. Avramenko that “legal
personality consists of legal capacity, dispositive capacity and delictual capacity together” (General theory of state
and law, 2009: 340).

Analyzing the above definitions, we can conclude that in the modern theory of law has established and prevails
the approach according to which the elements of legal personality are legal capacity, dispositive capacity and delict-
ual capacity (and it is more often attributed to dispositive capacity). Legal personality is an interdisciplinary con-
cept, and therefore in relation to a particular branch of law it has its own special meaning.
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Important the purpose of our study is to determine the legal status of subject of law. In a narrow sense, it is often
understood as the totality of all rights, responsibilities and legitimate interests of subject of law. (General theory
of state and law, 2011: 342).

P.M. Rabinovych reveals the legal status as a “complex of rights and legal obligations” (Rabinovych, 1995: 74).

Similarly, Yu.S. Shemshuchenko understands legal status as “a set of rights and responsibilities that determine
the legal status of a person, state body or international organization; a comprehensive indicator of the position
of a certain stratum, group or individual in the social system, one of the parameters of social stratification” (‘“Polit-
ical encyclopedic dictionary”, 1997: 225).

That is, these scholars take a narrow approach to defining the meaning of “legal status” only through a set
of rights and responsibilities.

Other scholars define legal status in a broader sense and consider it as a system of rights and responsibilities
and other legal elements established by regulations and guaranteed by the state.

0.V. Zaychuk and N.M. Onishchenko point out that “legal status is a system of legally established and guaran-
teed by the state rights, freedoms, legitimate interests and responsibilities of the subject of public relations” (Zay-
chuk, Onishchenko, 2006: 450).

V.M. Kravchuk and O.M. Yukhymyuk interprets the legal status as “a set of fundamental and inalienable rights,
freedoms and responsibilities of man and citizen, as well as the powers of public authorities and local governments,
their officials in various spheres of public relations regulated by the Constitution of Ukraine, public and private law”
(Kravchuk, Yukhymyuk, 2010: 24).

O.F. Skakun believes that “legal status is the idea of a certain, socially and/ or politically established by law
and guaranteed by the state set of rights, freedoms, duties and responsibilities of a person, according to which he
coordinates his activities in society” (Skakun, 2006: 85).

It is necessary to agree with the above position that a really important feature that characterizes the legal status
is its enshrinement in regulations, in which case it acquires its “legal” definition, while state guarantees eliminate
the declarative rights and responsibilities of the person., ensuring their practical implementation.

L.V. Krupnova, in the course of scientific research, concludes that “all degrees of concretization of legal status
differ in the levels of detail of the elements of legal status”. She notes that “each of the level legal statuses consists
of elements of general statuses and according to each level acquire special specific features that constitute the indi-
vidual legal status of a particular entity” (Krupnova, 2010: 116).

A.M. Kolodiy and A.Yu. Oliynyk among the elements of legal status, is distinguished by: “status legal norms
and legal relations; subjective rights, freedoms and legal obligations; citizenship; legal principles and legal guar-
antees; legitimate interests; legal personality; legal responsibility” (“Rights, freedoms and responsibilities of man
and citizen in Ukraine”, 2008: 129).

Some researchers include the structural elements of legal status: legal norms and principles that establish this
status; legal personality; basic rights and responsibilities; legitimate interests; citizenship (or other relationship to
the host country — statelessness, foreign citizenship or nationality); legal liability (“General theory of state and law”,
2002: 133).

V.M. Korelsky analyzes and defines the legal status as one that “first, has a general, universal character, includes
the status of various subjects of legal relations — the state, society, individuals, etc .; secondly, it reflects the individ-
ual characteristics of the subjects, their real position in the system of various social relations; thirdly, it cannot be
realized without obligations corresponding to rights, without legal responsibility and legal guarantees in necessary
cases; fourth, it defines the rights and responsibilities of the subjects in a systematic way, which allows for a com-
parative analysis of the status of different subjects to open new ways to improve them” (Korelsky, 2002: 130).

Based on scientific developments in the field of legal theory, we turn to the study of administrative legal person-
ality and administrative-legal status.

The concept of administrative legal personality is closely related to the concepts of the subject of administrative
law and the subject of administrative legal relations.

It is generally accepted to understand the subjects of administrative law as persons who have the rights and obli-
gations enshrined in the rules of administrative law and can enter into administrative legal relations. In this case,
unlike the subject of administrative-legal relations, the subject of administrative law has only the potential ability
to enter into legal relations.

Exercising the right to freedom of movement, a citizen of Ukraine may be outside it, in which case he does not
actually take part in any administrative legal relations, will not be their subject, however, he is a subject of admin-
istrative law always, because as a citizen administrative legal norms endowed him with a set of rights and responsi-
bilities. Similarly, a person is not a subject of administrative-tort relations if he has not committed an administrative
offense.

Unlike the subject of administrative legal relations, which in the theory of administrative law is defined as
the actual bearer of legal relations, ie he necessarily takes a real part in them, the subject of administrative law acts
as a so-called “contender” for this participation. But in order to be recognized as such a “contender” the person
concerned must be a potentially capable bearer of subjective rights and responsibilities.

In general, administrative legal personality is understood as the ability of a person to have and exercise directly
or through his representative the subjective rights and legal obligations granted to him in the field of public admin-
istration.
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After analyzing the current scientific research of well-known scholars in the field of administrative law, we can
identify three main approaches to the disclosure of the concept and essence of administrative legal personality.

Proponents of the first approach to the definition of administrative legal personality are A.P. Alyokhin,
N.M. Konin, B.M. Lazarev, O.I. Kharitonova, who note that it consists of legal capacity and certain rights. As
a result, legal personality is identified with the legal status of the subject.

The second approach assumes that the elements of administrative legal personality are administrative legal
capacity and administrative dispositive capacity, it is supported by E.V. Dodin, S.V. Kivalov, Yu.M. Kozlov.

According to the third, most common approach, administrative legal personality includes administrative legal
capacity, administrative dispositive capacity and administrative delictual capacity.

As already mentioned, this approach is shared by the vast majority of scholars in the field of administrative law.
However, there is a lack of consensus on the place of delictual capacity in the structure of legal personality.

Some scholars, in particular D.M. Bahrakh, V.K. Kolpakov, believe that delictual capacity is part of legal capac-
ity, others, in particular, M. V. Kostov, G.I. Petrov — give delictual capacity meaning of independent significance.

A.V. Chub proposes the following definition of administrative legal personality: “it is a legally established legal
status of the subject, which potentially allows it to enter into administrative legal relations as a bearer of certain
rights and responsibilities”. At the same time, importantly, rights and responsibilities, as follows from the defini-
tion, are not part of legal personality; its elements are legal capacity, dispositive capacity and delictual capacity
as characteristics of the subject that reflect its ability to have rights and responsibilities. It follows that subjective
public rights are not direct components of legal personality; the relationship between these categories is much more
complex (Chub, 2020: 58-59).

To address the issue of demarcation and the relationship between administrative legal personality and adminis-
trative legal status, it is necessary to clarify the approaches to determining the latter.

Regarding the general understanding, important, in our opinion, is the position of L.V. Koval, who notes that
the administrative legal status of a citizen is part of the general legal status of citizens, enshrined in the Basic Law
(Koval, 1996: 15).

The modern vision of the types of legal status of a citizen is to normatively enshrine his rights, responsibili-
ties, taking into account the circumstances and conditions under which his rights and responsibilities are realized
(observed). It is clear that the administrative-legal status is a kind or branch of legal status, which characterizes
a person as a subject of administrative law, determining its position in the field of public administration.

The concept of “administrative legal status” in legal science is used in relation to both individuals and legal
entities.

T.0O. Kolomoyets defines administrative-legal status as “a set of subjective rights and obligations enshrined in
the norms of administrative law for a particular body. At the same time, the obligatory sign of the subject's acquisition
of administrative-legal status is the presence of specific subjective rights and obligations, which are realized within
the framework of both administrative legal relations and outside them” (““Administrative law of Ukraine”, 2011: 64).

E.E. Dodina, examining the administrative legal status of public organizations, defines it as “the legal position
in relations with the executive branch, governed by the rules of state and administrative law” (Dodina, 2002: 54).

The study of elements of the administrative legal status of individuals has received attention in many scientific
works of famous scholars in the field of administrative law. The analysis of these works makes it possible to distin-
guish between narrow and broad (classical) approaches to determining the elements of administrative legal status
of individuals.

A narrow approach to the definition of elements of administrative legal status is characterized by the inclusion
of only basic elements, without which in general there can be no legal status. Thus, I.P. Golosnichenko, follow-
ing this approach, notes that “the content of the administrative-legal status is a set of rights and responsibilities
of the person, enshrined in the rules of administrative law” (Golosnichenko, 2005: 198).

M.A. Boyarintseva defines the administrative legal status of a citizen of Ukraine as “established by law and other
regulations of the rights and responsibilities of citizens, which are realized through public relations in the field
of public administration, and is provided by a system of legal guarantees for participation in public administration
affairs and satisfaction of public and personal interests through the activities of state authorities and local govern-
ments” (Boyarintseva, 2005: 16).

T.O. Kolomoyets follows the above approach, arguing that the rights and responsibilities that form the adminis-
trative legal status, which is part of the general legal status of the person, differ from other rights and responsibilities
precisely in that they arise in the field of public administration (Administrative law, 2010: 90).

A. Elistratov adheres to the classical or broad approach in distinguishing the elements of administrative legal sta-
tus. While studying the legal status of citizens, he drew attention to the fact that only in a state governed by the rule
of law do citizens become individuals, and the state builds its relations with them on an equal basis. In fact, this
means that in addition to human rights and responsibilities enshrined in the rules of administrative law, it is advis-
able to pay attention to the guarantees of their implementation and the mechanism of protection of these rights. An
important conclusion made by A. Elistratov is that in determining the legal status of a citizen, he pointed to its triple
content (negative status, positive status of the person and active status of the citizen) (Elistratov, 2017).

S.G. Stetsenko, who is also a supporter of the classical approach, notes that the concept of “administrative legal
status” should be understood as “a set of rights, responsibilities and guarantees of their implementation, which are
enshrined in the rules of administrative law”. The scientist believes that the basis of administrative-legal status is
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administrative legal personality and emphasizes that each subject of administrative law has its own version of its
inherent administrative-legal status (Stetsenko, 2007: 87).

V. Zui also emphasizes that the obligatory elements of the administrative-legal status are duties, rights, guaran-
tees of activity and legal responsibility (Zui, 1995: 107-108).

It is important when considering the issue of administrative legal status to clarify its legal regulations. Thus,
the legal basis of the administrative legal status of citizens of Ukraine is the Constitution of Ukraine, the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights of 1948, the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Free-
doms of 1950, ratified by Ukraine by the Law of July 17, 1997, and others.

The basis of the administrative legal status of foreigners and stateless persons in Ukraine, in addition to the above,
is the International Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their Fam-
ilies 1990, the Convention Relating to the Status of Refugees 1951 and others, as well as bilateral and multilateral
international agreements of Ukraine, which determine the peculiarities of the legal status of foreigners.

According to the Constitution and laws of Ukraine, citizens of Ukraine are endowed with full rights and respon-
sibilities recognized and guaranteed by the state. As for foreigners and stateless persons, Art. 26 of the Constitution
of Ukraine, Art. 3 of the Law of Ukraine “On the Legal Status of Foreigners and Stateless Persons” stipulates that
foreigners and stateless persons legally staying in Ukraine enjoy the same rights and freedoms and have the same
obligations as citizens of Ukraine. Exceptions to this rule for foreigners and stateless persons are established by
the Constitution of Ukraine, laws or international treaties of Ukraine. (Constitution of Ukraine, 1996: Art. 26; Law
of Ukraine “On the Legal Status of Foreigners and Stateless Persons”, : Art. 3).

It follows from this provision that the administrative and legal status of such persons is similar in content to
the status of citizens of Ukraine, but is narrower than the status of citizens of Ukraine. It is a question of depriving
such persons of the opportunity to obtain and use rights and perform duties that are related exclusively to belonging
to the citizenship of Ukraine (primarily political rights and rights to participate in public administration, the obliga-
tion to perform military service, admission to state secrets, etc.). They are also endowed with special tort (Articles
16, 24 of the Code of Administrative Offenses up to the possibility of deportation outside Ukraine). Thus, the Law
of Ukraine “On the Legal Status of Foreigners and Stateless Persons” restricts a number of rights of foreigners. This
applies to the order of their entry into Ukraine, stay on the territory of Ukraine, as well as transit through its territory,
etc. (“Administrative law”, 2020: 90-92).

As we can see, from the standpoint of the science of administrative law, which is observed in the relevant sci-
entific studies of administrative legal personality and administrative-legal status, we can conclude that in modern
conditions there is no common understanding and definition of these concepts.

It is also important for this study to emphasize that the administrative legal status is different in terms of rights
and responsibilities for citizens of Ukraine, foreigners, stateless persons, refugees and, accordingly, persons who
represent our own scientific interest — migrants.

The legal status of a migrant is ensured by a system of legal norms through which Ukraine exercises its rights.
The peculiarities of the legal status of a migrant include the fact that he is established by the host state, and not by
the state of his affiliation.

The legal literature expresses the view that the scope of legal capacity of citizens of Ukraine and foreigners is
the same (Horban, 2009: 63). However, the legislation of Ukraine may establish certain exceptions and some restric-
tions on the legal capacity of foreigners.

For example, at the level of citizens of Ukraine, only those foreigners who permanently reside in Ukraine (have
obtained an immigration permit and issued a permanent residence permit) are entitled to state assistance, such a rule
is provided for in the Law of Ukraine “On State Assistance to Families with children”. (Law of Ukraine “On State
Assistance to Families with children”, 1993).

Thus, the fullness of the legal capacity of foreigners largely depends on the legal grounds for their stay in
Ukraine.

The position of the Ukrainian legislator on the establishment of restrictions on the rights and obligations of for-
eigners compared to the scope of rights and obligations of citizens of Ukraine are consistent with international
legal instruments. Thus, in Art. 2 of the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights states:
“Developing countries may, with due regard for human rights and their national economies, determine the extent to
which they will guarantee the economic rights recognized in the Covenant to persons who are not their nationals”
(International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, 1966: Art. 2).

In addition, we agree with the position of SF Konstantinov that the legal status of permanently residing foreigners
is naturally broader than that of foreigners who are temporarily on the territory of Ukraine (Konstantinov, 2002: 28).

An interesting position is expressed by SB Chekhovych on the attribution to the constituent elements of the legal
personality of migrants: migration capacity, migration dispositive capacity and migration delictual capacity.

According to S.B. Chekhovych, “Migration capacity means the ability to have migration rights and responsibil-
ities, which is recognized in Ukraine equally for everyone, regardless of race, color, political, religious and other
beliefs, gender, ethnic and social origin and property status. It arises from the moment of a person's birth and ends
with his death” (Chekhovych, : 28).

But in our opinion, migration capacity, which is established by legal acts of different branches of law, in fact can
be defined as the general legal capacity of the migrant, in other words, these two concepts are identical. What can
not be said about the administrative capacity of the migrant, because it applies only to a certain range of rights in

© Knowledge, Education, Law, Management 183



ISSN 2353-8406 Knowledge, Education, Law, Management 2020 Ne 6 (34), vol. 2

the executive branch. Similarly, it is impossible to equate migratory dispositive capacity with administrative-legal,
and migratory delictual capacity with administrative tort.

Moreover, taking into account certain properties and features, it is necessary to consider separately the legal
capacity of such migrants as citizens, foreigners, stateless persons, refugees, internally displaced persons.

The legal status of Ukrainian citizens, foreigners and stateless persons is different. For example, foreigners are
endowed with a special legal status in accordance with the Law of Ukraine “On the Legal Status of Foreigners
and Stateless Persons”. At the same time, there is a special category among citizens - internally displaced persons,
whose legal status is determined by the provisions of the Law of Ukraine "On Ensuring the Rights and Freedoms
of Internally Displaced Persons".( Law of Ukraine 20n the Legal Status of Foreigners and Stateless Persons”; Law
of Ukraine “On Ensuring the Rights and Freedoms of Internally Displaced Persons”)

In turn, among foreign citizens, refugees have a special legal status in accordance with the “Law of Ukraine “On
Refugees and Persons in Need of Additional or Temporary Protection”. (“Law of Ukraine “On Refugees and Per-
sons in Need of Additional or Temporary Protection”, 2012).

According to V.M. Dashkovskaya, “the difference in the legal status of persons lies, firstly, in the differences
related to natural factors (the status of a child, pensioner, woman) and, secondly, in the differences related to legal
factors” (General theory of state and law, 2011: 343), in our case it is the status of a migrant.

In turn, the administrative legal personality of migrants largely depends on the natural factors that are inherent in
a particular person. There is a special administrative legal personality of migrants: children, people with disabilities,
women who have children, in particular, pregnant women, pensioners and the elderly, etc.

The legal status of a foreigner also has its own characteristics. In particular, this applies to the moment of his
legal capacity on the territory of Ukraine.

In our opinion, the position on the allocation of limited legal capacity of a migrant is contradictory.

Thus, according to O.M. Bandurki, “a foreign citizen who arrived in our country first has a limited legal capacity
(at the time of obtaining permission to enter and processing documents at the embassy or consulate), then full (from
the moment of arrival in the country). Termination of legal capacity occurs in case of departure of a foreign citizen
outside the state or change of citizenship” (Bandurka, 2011: 145-146).

But from the standpoint of the theory of law and administrative law, there is a general rule that the legal capacity
of any individual comes at birth and terminates in connection with his death. General and special legal capacity
(which includes administrative) is characterized by the fact that it is inseparable from the person, in other words,
a person can not be deprived of legal capacity, just as it can not be “taken away” or “limited”.

The provision that a person’s legal capacity begins at birth and ends with his death is enshrined in the rules
of international law. In particular, the analysis of the norms of the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights
and Fundamental Freedoms of 1950 (Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms
of 1950) makes it possible to conclude that civil and political human rights have a very positive origin and belong
to everyone from birth.

We find the same confirmation in the norms of the national Ukrainian legislation. Thus, according to
Art. 25 of the Civil Code of Ukraine “Civil legal capacity of an individual arises at the time of his birth and termi-
nates at the time of his death” (The Civil Code of Ukraine, 2003: Art. 25).

To better understand the legal personality of migrants, it is necessary to consider their dispositive capacity.

Scholars in the field of migration law distinguish the concept of “migration dispositive capacity”, which means
“the ability of an individual to carry out legal actions independently, ie of their own free will or conscious desire
to enter into migration relations, acquire migration rights, exercise them, perform duties”. It is emphasized that not
all able-bodied individuals are able to migrate. For example, the migration dispositive capacity of such a category
of migrants as immigrants is carried out according to the established national regime (Chekhovych, 2004: 28).

It is necessary to agree with the position that migration dispositive capacity can be partial or full. Full dispositive
capacity comes from the age of majority — 18 years. Partial dispositive capacity occurs in case of departure outside
Ukraine. For example, in accordance with Part 2 of Art. 4 of the Law of Ukraine “On the procedure for departure
from Ukraine and entry into Ukraine of citizens of Ukraine” registration of a child’s travel document is carried out
on the basis of a notarized request of parents or legal representatives of parents or children in case of independent
departure abroad. The application shall contain information about the child, as well as the absence of circumstances
restricting the right to travel abroad in accordance with the above Law (only for children aged 14 to 18). When one
of the parents does not consent to the departure of a minor citizen of Ukraine abroad, permission for such departure
may be obtained on the basis of a court decision. (Law of Ukraine “On the procedure for leaving from Ukraine
and entering into Ukraine of citizens of Ukraine”, 1994 : Part 2 of Art. 4).

One more examples, minors are denied access to the exclusion zone in accordance with the provisions
of the Order of the Ministry for Emergencies Ne 1157 of November 2, 2011 “On approval of the Procedure for visit-
ing the exclusion zone and the zone of unconditional (compulsory) resettlement.” (Order of the Ministry for Emer-
gencies Ne 1157 of November 2, 2011 “On approval of the Procedure for visiting the exclusion zone and the zone
of unconditional (compulsory) resettlement).

Certain restrictions are provided for citizens of Ukraine who have been declared incompetent by a court, leaving Ukraine
for them may be allowed on the basis of a notarized request of their legal representatives or by court decision, in accordance
with Art. 10 of the Law of Ukraine “On the procedure for leaving Ukraine and entering Ukraine for citizens of Ukraine”.
(Law of Ukraine “On the procedure for leaving Ukraine and entering Ukraine for citizens of Ukraine”, 1994: Art. 10).
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Without denying the possibility of allocating migratory delictual capacity, we also draw attention to the fact that
it was already mentioned above that it cannot be equated with the administrative delictual capacity of migrants.

Scholars in the field of migration law propose “migration delictual capacity to understand the ability of the sub-
ject to bear a certain type of legal liability (civil, criminal, disciplinary, administrative, legal) for violation of migra-
tion law” (Migration law of Ukraine, 2016: 37). Whereas, the administrative delictual capacity of migrants concerns
the prosecution for committing administrative offenses (misdemeanors). And this type of legal liability is the most
common in relation to migrants.

In our opinion, administrative delictual capacity depends on which migrant has committed an administrative
offense. Thus, only in relation to foreigners and stateless persons such a specific type of administrative penalty as
forced expulsion can be applied. This provision does not apply to migrants — internally displaced persons, because
they are citizens of Ukraine and, accordingly, are held administratively liable on general grounds.

Conclusions. Based on the reserch, in our opinion, the administrative legal personality of migrants can be
defined as enshrined in international and national law the legal status of citizens, foreigners, stateless persons, ref-
ugees, internally displaced persons who carry out spatial displacement (change of residence or stay), which poten-
tially allows them to enter into administrative legal relations and be holders of certain rights and responsibilities in
the field of public executive and administrative activities.

Having analyzed various scientific views on the definition of concepts of interest to us, we believe that the pres-
ence of administrative legal personality of migrants is a prerequisite for the acquisition and basis of their adminis-
trative legal status.
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W SPRAWIE OKRESLENIA PODSTAW PRAWNYCH OCHRONY DANYCH OSOBOWYCH
W DZIALALNOSCI SADU
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Adnotacja. W artykule dokonano analizy zabezpieczenia prawnego w dziatalnosci sadu. Przeanalizowano opinie
naukowcow dotyczace tresci pojecia ,,dane osobowe”.

Uzasadniona jest potrzeba utworzenia specjalnej jednostki notyfikowanej lub wyznaczenia osoby odpowiedzialnej,
ktora organizuje prace zwigzane z ochrong danych osobowych podczas ich przetwarzania, a takze upublicznienie tych
informacji, ponlewaz sad jest instytucja, w ktdrej gromadzone i przechowywane sa duze ilo$ci danych osobowych.

Stwierdzono, ze do obejmowania stanowiska sgdziego przewidziano specjalna procedur¢ powolywania, ktora
przew1duje pewne ujawnienie danych osobowych kandydata. Podczas sktadania dokumentow kwalifikacyjnych kandydat
wyraza pisemna zgodg na gromadzenie, przechowywanie, przetwarzanie i wykorzystywanie informacji o sobie jako
kandydacie, jednak w zaden sposob nie o innych osobach, ktore sg jego krewnymi i/lub znajomymi. Dlatego udowodniono
zasadno$¢ wprowadzenia wyraznego rozroéznienia przez ustawodawcc; danych osobowych kandydata na sedziego i danych
osobowych zwigzanych z nim 0s6b poprzez uzyskanie od takich osob odrebnej zgody na gromadzenie, przechowywanie,
przetwarzanie i wykorzystywanie informacji o sobie.

Stowa kluczowe: dane osobowe, informacje, informatyzacja, przetwarzanie informacji, zgoda na przetwarzanie
danych osobowych.

LEGAL BASIS OF PERSONAL DATA PROTECTION IN THE JUDICIARY
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Abstract. The article analyzes the legal support in the judiciary. The opinions of scientists on the content of the concept
of personal data are analyzed. Defined the need to create a special authorized unit or person who organizes the work
related to the personal data protection during processing and publication of this information because the court itself is
the institution where a large amount of personal data is collected and stored.

Stated that a special procedure for the appointment on the position of a judge is provided and it includes certain
disclosure of personal data of the candidate. During submission of documents by participants of the selection, the candidate
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