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THE PRINCIPLE OF INEVITABILITY AND THE INSTITUTION OF
EXEMPTION FROM LEGAL LIABILITY: ASPECTS OF THE
RELATIONSHIP

Abstract: The relevance of the research
problem is due to the need for theoretical
Justitication of the diversity of aspects of the
relationship  between  the  principles  of
inevitability and the institution of exemption
trom legal liability. The purpose of the article
is to identify the essence ol the relationship
between the principles of inevitability and the
institution of excmption from legal liability.
The leading methodological approach of the
research is the structural-functional approach,
which allows to consider the principles of
inevitability and the institution of cxemption
from legal liability as eclements af the
normative part of the legal system, which have
their own functional purpose. The article
reveals the ressence of the principle of

inevitability of lcgal liahility; the content of the
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L. INTRODUCTION

Duc to the spread of trends of
humanizaticn and democratization of the legal
worldview, liberalization of legal practice in
Ukraine, legal liability is no longer considerced
in a purely negative aspect. Scholars are

increasingly turning to its positive featurcs,
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using a broad approach, analyzing its prospects
in a democratized legal regime. Thus, legal
responsibility becomes relevant as a means of
influence, but in the context of recognizing its
dualistic nature, which requires a revision of
the structure of its principlcs, among which the
principle obf  inevitability deserves special
aitention for its propertics

In modern law, various trends have
emerged regarding the consideration of the
principle of inevitability of legal liability. A
group of researchers in the ficld of law gives
great  importance  to the  principle  of
inevitability of legal liability. Thus, the
establishient of state respunsibility for the
commission of offenses should provide for its
mandatory response as a manifestation of the
principle of inevitability ol responsibility for
what is done, which is directly the principle of
policy of any staw (Sobolev  and
Potapenka, 1589). The orincipiec  of
inevitability of legal responsibility should be
the principle of legal policy of cach state
governed by the rule of law
{Pomogalov, 2007).

New views on the principle of the
inevitability of legal liability have recently
emerged in Europe. It is seen as a principle of
positive legitimacy, and its meaning is that the
inevitability ol liability is the best way to
manifest the preventive effect of law. In
Germany, for cxample, this principle is quite

positively perceived by society and s
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embodied in the principle of legality, which
requires the prosccution of all perpetrators
(Lrgataetspmzip). This principle is opposed to
the principle of own discretion widely used in
common law systems, which gives the
prosecution the right to choose, based on their
own awareness of expedicncy, among the
probable defendants of some of them
(Pomogalov, 2007: Babaycv, 1999).

Another group ol researchers, without
discussing with opponents the principle of
incvitability of legal liability, takes the position
that this principle still remains the principle of
current state legislation, and its absence in the
structure of the principles of the Criminal Code
is not fundamental. Thus, it is believed that the
formation of the rule of law is directly rclated
to strengthening law and arder, strengthening
control over crime, ensuring the inevitability of
liability for offenses and full use in this activity
of all laws so that no offender could cscape
punishment (Vasilieva, 2003).

It is also possible to distinguish a
scparate group of rescarchers of the principle
of inevitability of legal liability, namely its
critics or opponents. Thus, it is noted that naot
all law researchers pay conceptual attention to
the absence ol the principle of inevitability of
legal liability in the system of principles of
criminal law, that the absence of the current
principle of inevitability of liability in modern
law is not negative, because it as well as once

the principle of inevitability ol punishment
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ceased to correspond to the latest trends in
legal policy, and with this approach will be
morc intensive approximation of national law
to Woestern, which does not see in the
responsibility something inevitable (Golovke,
1'999; Baulin, 2013).

The lack of clear ideas about the
existence of the principle ol incvitability of
both positive and negative liability, as well as
a strong understanding that they arc part of a
single holistic legal phenomenon, necessitates
the formulation within this article of the
definition of the principle of inevitability of
legal liability taking into account all the
speuific features of each of the forms ol its
implementation. The following methods were
used in the research provess: dialectical
method, as well as a number of theoretical
methoeds (analysis, synthesis, logical, systemic,
structural, functional, prognostic, hermeneutic,

cownparative-legal, formal-dogmatic).

2. GENERAL ASPECTS OF
UNDERSTANDING THE
CONCEPT OF LECGAL
LIABILITY

Usually, the category of legal liability is
associated with the illcgal brhaviour of the
subject of legal relations and the occurrence of
adverse consequences in this regard. But
recently, the legal literature has begun to draw

attention to a broad, positive understanding of
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legal responsibility, when the latter is seen as a
social, moral and legal obligation of the
individual, and therefore no one can be outside
the law. 1t should be noted that in the study of
this issuc  we will proceed from  the
understanding of the dualistic naturc of legal
responsibility, namely from the combination of
its positive and negative aspects. Given that the
law is characterized not ouly by prohibitive
tendencies, but the development and formation
of the rule of law determine the paraimount
importance obf positive legal responsibility,
which involves socially usetul activity of
people, it is important to prevent offenses so
that there is no need to punish them. And it is
positive legal responsibility that is necessary to
stimulate an active life position through the
provision of a wide range of rights.

In disclosing the essence of the principle
of inevitability ot legal liability should be
based on an understanding of the dualistic
nature of legal liability, and therefore it is
unacceptable to consider it only in the context
of the offense. This approach is due to the fact
that the principle ol inevitability should
characterize legal liability as a whole, rather
than individual aspects of its manifestaticn.
We consider it expedient to dwell on the
essence of the positive form of realization of
legal responsibility, so that we can derive the
common cssential characteristics of  the
principle  of  inevitability = of  legal
responsibility, which would be commeoen to the
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both aspects of this responsibility. We arc
convinced of the need to distinguish between
positive (voluntary] and negative (coercive)
forms of legal liability because in this approach
legal liability retains its inteprity, is not divided
into types or aspects, but is considered as a
holistic legal phenomenon with various forms
of manitestation or implementation. The
essence ol the forns ol realization of lepal
responsibility is a duty, because without taking
into account this legal catepory it is iinpossible
to understand the essence and nature of legal
responsibility (Karelsky and Perevalov, 2000).

The analysis of the current legislation
shows that the leading importance is given to
the wvolumtary form obf realization obf legal
responsibility. For example, in the Basic Law
of the statc the term 'responsibility” is used
several times in a purcly positive sense. Thus,
the Preamble of the Constitution of Ukraine
states that, realizing the responsibility before
God, its own conscicnce, previous, present and
futurc gencrations, the Verkhovna Rada of
Ukraine on behalf of the Ukrainian people
adopts this Constitution — the Basic Law of
Ukraine. In Article 79 of the Constitution of
Ukraine states that before taking oftice, MPs of
Ukraine take an oath before the Verkhowvna
Rada of Ukraine, where they swear allegiance
to Ukraine; undertake by all their actions to
defend the sovercignty and independence of
Ukraine, to care for the good of the Fatherland

and the welfare of the Ukrainian people; to
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abide by the Constitution of Ukraine and the
laws ol Ukraine, to perform their duties in the
interests ol all compatricts. Article 104 of the
Constitution of Ukraine stipulates that the
newly elected President of Ukraine, taking
office, takes an oath, where he solemnly
swears allegiance to Ukraine; undertakes to
defend the sovercignty and independence of
Ukraine in all its atfairs, to care for the good of
the Fatherland and the welfare of the Ukrainian
people, to defend the rights and freedoms of
citizens, to abide by the Constitution of
Ukraine and laws ot Ukraine, to fulfill its
duties in the interests of all commpatricts. In our
opinian, the reference of the legislator to the
duties of the President of Ukraine, MPs of
Ukraine is a certain method of legal technique,
by means of which their legal responsibility is
indicated (Lazarev, 1999},

Voluntary form of legal liability, as well
as cocrcive, has two stages: the first — static,
characterized by the presence of the subject of
legal relations of legal obligation; the second —
dynamic, is expressed in his lawful behaviour
and the usc of means af encouraging.
Voluntary form of implementation of legal
liability may have a procedural form of
implementation, which will be manifested in
the activitics of competent authorities to
establish signs of lawful conduct and the
application of means of encouraging. The
procedural form may consist in the activities of

the competent authorities for the assigning of
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honorary titles and awards. In some cases, the
establishment of normal citizen activity not
linked to the encouragement, also can take this
form. For cxample, this may be the activity of
the investigator, the prosccutor in establishing
the circumstances that exclude the criminality
ol the act. Usually, such cases end with the
closure of the case for lack of the evidence of
the offense or its fact. As a conclusion, it is
noted that the citizen acted lawtully, ic. the
statc  states  his  voluntary  {positive)
responsibility.

It is possible to allocate cssential
characteristics of the woluntary form of
realization of legal responsibility. Thus, the
external side of its manifestation is
characterized by the presence of such clements
as lawful conduct, its actual results, positive
legal consequences in the form of the
application of incentive sanctions, time and
place. The objective form of implementation of
voluntary legal liability is a concept broader in
content than the external side of its
manifestation, and includes the obligation to
commit certain acts provided by law, lawful
acts, the causal link between behaviour and its
consequences, positive legal consequences
{application of incentive sanctions), place,
time. The relationship between incentives and
voluntary forms of legal liability is as follows:
incentives arc a measure of voluntary form of
legal liability; legislative establishment of
normative

incentive measures is a
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consolidation of a wvoluntary form of
implementation; the application of incentives
is the implementation of voluntary legal
liability; woluntary legal liability can be
excrcised both befare and after the commission
of the offense. After committing an offense, a
voluntary form of legal liability is manifested
in the elimination of its negative consequences,
in the form of a conscientious attitude to the
performance of their duties while undergoing
cocrcive measures, in exemption trom the state
cocrcive forn of legal liability

Given the above, we propose to consider
the voluntary form of legal liability as a way to
ensure the legal obligation (necessity) of the
subjects of law to implement the provisions of
legal norins, which is vutwardly manifested in
their lawful behaviour, which is encouraged
and approved by the state; state-compulsory
form of realization of legal responsibility as a
way of legislative maintenance of necessity of
performance by the offender of obligations
concerning  deprivation of certain  social
benefits in connection with application to it of
cocrcive measures of negative influence.
Pasitive  legal  responsibility is  the
conscientious performance of the subject of
legal relations of its obligations to civil socicty,
the rule of law, a group of pcople and an
individual, and negative - a specific legal
relationship between the state and the offender,
resulting from the application of the latter

measurcs of state and legal coercion,

157


https://www.periodicojs.com.br/index.php/gei/index

GENERO E
INTERDISCIPLINARIDADE

characterized by condemnation of the offense
and the subject of the offense, imposing on the
latter the obligation to sufter deprivation and
adverse consequences of a personal, property
or organizational nature. Thus, duec to the
objectively existing dependence on the state,
the subject of legal relations is obliged to
comply with the instructions and comply with
the prohibitions provided by law.

It is necessary to pay attention to the
existence of two types of coercion in the case
of legal prosecutian: coercion to comply with
regulatory requirements and coercion to suffer
the negative consequences established by the
rule of law. If the first type of coercion is the
purpose of retrospective legal responsibility,
the second - a way to realize the social purpose
of responsibility, to achieve its goals. The
essence of retrospective legal liability is the
coercion of a person through the application of
measures of state coercion to comply with
regulatory requircments, i.c. to lawful and
responsible  behaviour. We can say that
retrospective responsibility is  the same
positive  responsibility, only under the
influence of coercion; the same performance of
duty, but in a state of cocrcion. The common
features of both forms of legal liability include
normativeness, formal certainty, legal security
and guarantee, phasing, and so on.

It is necessary to dwell on the
consideration of the subjective obligation to be

influenced by measurcs of legal responsibility.
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If we consider the negative form of legal
liability, this obligation, tirst of all, will be
expressed in the incvitable obligation of the
offender to suffer the negative consequences of
restricting his rights, freedoms and legitimate
interests. The degree of restrictions is directly
proportional to the degree of public danger of
the offense and the measure of legal
responsibility. An essential Feature of this
obligation is that when the rights and freedoms
of the offender are restricted, the will or
unwillingness of the offender is not taken into
account at all In addition, their strict and
unavoidable cxecution may be defined as an
additional obligation for the offender. The
principle ol inevitability forms the basis of this
obligation, which applics to all cases of
compliance with the requirements of legal
norms, and situations of their violation. The
imposition and performance of a duty must be
unavoidable and secured by the state, because
only in this case can we spcak of lawful
conduct that will express the responsibility of
the  subject.  Incvitability involves a
combination of persuasion and coercion aimed
at ensuring the fulfillment of a duty.

The cffectiveness of legal liability is not
manifested in its cruelty or rigidity, but in its
inevitability. Indecd, inevitability is a key
principle of legal responsibility, a kind of
engine of the process of implementation of its
measures, the implementation of which

contributes to the goals of legal responsibility
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in general and fullills the tasks of general and
special crime prevention in particular. Also,
compliance with this principle in combination
with others ensures the implementation ol such
a tunction of legal responsibility as increasing
the authority obf the law, law enforcement
agencies and maintaining law and order in the
state and so on The principle of  the
inevitability of legal liability was usually seen
as the duty of the state to respond to offenses;
to bring the offender to justice; the duty of the
oftender to be adversely atfected in the form of
convictian, deprivation ol property or personal
character. These aspects of the principle of
inevitability of legal liability help to better
reveal its close relationship with the functions
of legal liability, npamecly: punitive,
educational, restorative, etc.

In our deep conviction, the main
disadvantage of all approaches is a cne-sided.
purely retrospective approach to understanding
the essence of legal respansibility, and, as a
conscquence, awareness of the principle of
inevitability of lcgal responsibility, which does
not meet modern trends in legal understanding.
This situation has arisen due to the fact that
many cxperts in the field of the theory of law,
the cxistence of a positive aspect of legal
liability has been gquestioned or cven denied.
Traditionally, in public opinion, liability was
assaciated with retribution, punishment, and
the problem of legal liability was dealt with

mainly by lawycers who were primarily
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interested in criminal liability. This may be
because the understanding of law in public
opinion  and  science  was  focused  on
obligations, prohibitions, and state ceercive
measures.

UF course, the state of law must respond
to every offense committed, which will consist
in bringing the offender to Justice and restoring
the broken social relations. IF after committing
an offense against the guilty person measures
ol legal responsibility are not applied, it gives
the impression ol the admissibility ol illegal
bechaviour, there is confidence in the impunity
of further illegal actions by the offender and
others. In this case, the punishment of the
offender as an incvitable reaction of the state is
not its end in itself, but is carried out for the
sccond and main aspect ol inevitability — not a
violation of the legal relationship imposed on
him in the future. The inevitability of legal
liability shauld be manifested net only in the
negative reaction of the state to the offense, but
also in the preventive cffect on the offender. As
a result of the implementation of the punitive
function of legal liability, the offender is
subject to certain restrictions on their rights
and interests, thus losing the opportunity to
commit new offenses. Consequently, there is
an inevitability of private-preventive influence
on the offender.

In our opinian, the definition of
inevitability as a mandatory respense, impact

or negative assessment of the offense is rather
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vague. Defining the mandatory disclosure of
the otfense as a sign of the inevitability ot legal
liability, leads to its identification with the
basic principles of procedural and operational-
investigative activities. But we consider the
inevitability of legal liability as a principle of
substantive  rather  than  procedural  law.
Therctore, the mmandatory disclosure of an
offense cannot be considered as a principle of
legal liability, but it can become one of the
miain principles of the legal process. OF course,
the  inevitability of  legal  liability and
inevitability as a mandatory disclosurc of the
offense are interrelated, and usually it is
through the disclosure of the offense cnsures
the inevitability of liability, but it should be
noted that they lic in different legal arcas —
substantive and procedural law, respectively.
It is impossible to agree with the
interpretation of the inevitability of
responsibility as a mandatory application of
the sanction of the rule of law, the mandatory
imposition of punishment, because in this
approach the problem of incvitability is
narrowed, reduced to the inevitability of
punishment, not responsibility. Given that the
concepts of responsibility and punishment are
not identical, so the incvitability of
responsibility and the incvitability of
punishment are completely ditferent in essence
and naturc concepis. The principle of
inevitability of legal liability can be considered

through incentive measures, as their
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application is provided by law for the
commiission by the subject ot the right of a
socially useful act related to the vxcessive
performance ol his legal obligations. The state,
represented by ity wuthorized bodies, must
respond to both offenses and socially useful
acts.

We take the position that it is
inappropriate to link the inevitability of legal
liability with punishment. This principle is not
litnited to the obligatory reaction of the state to
the committed offense, its disclosure, cxposure
of the offender, etc. The principle of
inevitability should be cxplored through the
category of inutual responsibility. Atter all, the
state  itsclf, being a  participant  in legal
relations, bears legal responsibility to society
and citizens. In a state governed by the rule of
law, the subjects of legal relations must be
bound by mutual responsibility, where lawful
conduct must be incvitably ensured both for
citizens and for the state itself, as it is the result
of the principle of inevitability of legal
responsibility. We can talk about the
implementation of the principle of incvitability
of legal liability only if the imposition of legal
obligations on the subjects of law and ensuring
their implementatian will be incvitable duce to
their clear Iegal regulation and strict control by
the state.

The essence of the state-cocrcive form of
rcalization of legal responsibility is the

obligation to be subject to deprivation of
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property  or  non-property  character,  and
condemnation, actual deprivation are optional
teatures of this legal phenomenon. Se we can't
talk about their inevitability. The obligation to
be deprived arises simultaneously with the
commission of the offense by the person,
because it is at that moment that the static stage
of legal liability arises. In our opinian, the
principle of inevitability of legal liability
should be associated not only with the state-
compulsery, but also with the voluntary form
of implementation of the latter, because the
inevitability of liability in the long run remains
in all cases

Counsider the principle under study in

comnection  with  iis  direct  legislative

consolidation. Thus, the principle of

inevitability of criminal liability is manifested
in the fact that according to criminal law,
crimes are recognized only as punishable acts,
and in all the rules that dectermine the
composition of specific crimes, there are
sanctions, which determine the type and degree
of punishment. The existence of the principle
of incvitability of criminal liability is
evidenced by the tasks of criminal liability.
According to Article 1, the task of the Criminal
Code of Ukraine is to ensurc the lcgal
protection ol human and civil rights and
freedoms, property, public order and public
satety, the environment, the constitutional
order of Ukraine from criminal encroachment,

peace and security, and crime prevention. To

Vol n¢ 02 | n® 01 | ISSN: 2675-745 1

https:/ /vowew.periodicujs.combr findex php/gei/index

accomplish this task, the Criminal Code of
Ukrainc determines which socially dangerous
acts arc crimes and which punishinents are
applied to the perpetrators.  Also, the
inevitability ob liability tollows from the
purposes ol criminal liability and punishment.
According to Article 30 of the Criminal cede
of Ukraine, the punishrment aims not only at
punishment, but also correction ol convicts,
and also prevention ol commission of new
crimes both by convicts, and other persons. By
the way, it should be borne in mind that the
provision of privatc prevention directly
depends on bringing the perpetrators to justice.

The implementation ot the principle of
inevitability ob legal liability in bringing to
civil liability has certain featurcs, as the latter
depends on the will of the injured party. It must
be agreed that the inevitability of liability
under civil law has its own specifics, but this
does not preclude its existence. Indeed, civil
liability depends on the will of the injured
party, but the obligation of the guilty person to
apply legal measures arises inevitably, another
thing is that its implementation depends on
certain circumstances. The specificity of the
manifestation of the principle of incvitability
of legal liability in civil liability is not that this
principle is not typical for it, but that it is the
obligation of the state to prosecute the offender
in case of will of the victim, to strengthen the
liability ol legal entitics, in particular, and civil
liability in gencral. Therctore, it the person
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whase rights have been violated has applied to
the competent authorities for legal protection,
they inust take all measures provided by law to
bring the vitender to Jjustice. The principle of
inevitability of legal liability for offenses has
long been a stumbling block for all legal
science and practice. The rapid developiment of
the theory and practice of the application of
traditional  sectoral  measures of lepal
responsibility convinces us that not all of them
are effective, and quite often do not achieve
their goals.

Assuming  that  the application  of
measures of legal responsibility is always
appropriate, in this case it would be necessary
to exclude from the legislation of vur state the
institutions of cxemption from legal
respunsibility and punishment. We proceed
from the position that the application of these
measures is not always appropriate. It the law
enforcer establishes that the goals of legal
liability can be achieved without the
application of measures of legal liability, the
subject is released from legal liability wor
punishment, and so on. Modern domestic
legislation tends to increase the number of
cases of release from liability or punishment.
The Criminal Code of Ukraine provides for the
tollowing circumstances of release from
criminal liability, namely in connection with:
eftective repentance [Article 44],
reconciliation of the perpetrator with the

victim {Article 46), transfer of a person on bail
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{Article 47). change of circumstances [Article
48), the expiration ol the statute of limitations
tArticle 49). Amnnesty and pardon [Articles 85-
87) can be considered as a special type of
exemption  from  criminal - liability  and
punishment. By the way, the Code ot Ukraine
o Administrative  Otfenses  provides  the
possibility of transferring materials on an
administrative offensc for consideration by a
public  organization wor labour collective
{Article 21) or the possibility of exemption
from  adiinistrative  liability in  case of
insigniticance of the offense (Article 22). The
application of the above measures illustrates
the effect ol the principle of hunanism of legal
responsibility. The principle of incvitability in
this casc is manitested in the obligation to
incvitably apply measures of cxemption from
legal liability in cases provided by law.
Violation of this principle will automatically
lead to a violation ol the principles of legality,
expediency, humanism, individualization of
legal responsibility, as well as hinder the
achievement of the goals of this responsibility.

The constant emergence of new types of
offenses necessitates a rethinking ol the
essence of the mechanism of legal liability and
revision of its traditional goals. At present, it is
important to recognize the restoration of the
broken legal relationship as one of the main
goals, while usually the punishment of the
offender was brought to the fore. In today's

world, it seems more effective to take the
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necessary measures to Fultill legal obligations
by recenciling the parties than to demand
satisfaction. A rational solution to a situation
where a person  voluntarily agrees to
compensate for the damage caused before the
application of punishment is to release him
from legal liability

The study of the institution of exemption
trom legal liability was initially carricd out in
the tield ol criminal and administrative law in
connection with the exemption of mostly
individuals froimn personal, moral and property
restrictions. But later, thanks to economic and
other retorms, the legal system s
supplemented by a number of legal norms that
define new grounds for cxemption from legal
liability. Thus, the institution of exemption
from legal liability cxpands its boundaries,
namely: begins to apply to legal entities; the
mechanism of relcase from positive legal
responsibility starts to develap, etc. Please note
that the actual legal relationship in some cases
does not agree with the legal grounds for
excmption from legal liability: often the legal
grounds for cxemption from legal liability
cannot be implemented in specific legal
relationships duc to lack of clear procedural
mechanisms for their application at cach stage.
This, in turn, leads to a violation of the
principle of inevitability of legal liability: the
law coforcer violates the legal obligation of

inevitably application of the institution of
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exemption trom  legal liability in cases

specifivd by applicable law.

3. ASPECTS OF REGULATING THE
MECHANISMS OF EXEMPTION
FROM LEGAL LIABILITY AND
THE PRINCIPLES OF
INEVITABILITY

The lack of a clear mechanism tor
regulating public and private interests in the
implementation of legal liability creates a
certain imbalance: there is no clear regulation
of objective criteria tor applying or not
applying the grounds for exemption from legal
liability, which leads to ineffective application
of legal liability measures in peneral; the
existing trends in law enforcement need to be
adjusted to take into account public and private
interests, as they currently contradict the
principles of legal liability in some way, etc. In
order to cnsure the implementation of the
principle of incvitability, it is necessary to
formulate a definition of a comprchensive
institution of legal liability, which will include
such aspects as: the subject of regulaticn,
sysicm-forming  features and  intersystem
connections inherent in this institution. Due to
the dualism of views on the nature of legal
liability, the recognition of its positive and
negative aspects, it can be argued that their

functions in the context of the institution of
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excinption from legal liability will differ in
ESSCICE,

In the context af considering the negative
aspect ob legal liability, the institution of
excinption from it can be defined as an
independent comprehensive  intersectoral
institution that regulates legal relations arising
from the state’s retusal [expressed in the Form
preseribed by law)  from a fonnal
condemnation of the legal conduct of the
offender in order to achieve the maximurm
effect on the correctian or restoration of legal
relations that were violated as a result of illegal
actions, humanization and individualization of
measures of influence and prevention af
offenscs. Attention should be paid to the
grounds for exemption from legal liability —
the circumstances, the cxistence of which
deprives the affender of the negative
consequences for him of a personal, moral and
propeity nature. By the way, it should be
understocd that the concepts af the grounds for
relecase from legal liability, release from
punishment and exclusion of legal liability arc
completely different in nature.

The lack of systematic legislative
consolidation of the general features af
determining the grounds for cxemption from
legal liability is explained by the lack ol a
single normative act in domestic legislation
that would regulate the grounds for exemption
from all types of legal liability. Thercfore, for

the effective application of the institution of
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excmnption from legal liability in cempliance
with the principle of inevitability, it would be
necessary to derive general Features of the
grounds for exemption from legal liability for
turther application in the abscence of such
grounds in scctoral law. In the process of
regulating the exemption from legal liability,
legal norms and institutions, interacting with
each other, must form a qualitatively new
basis, which would be  determined by
establishing criteria for balancing public and
private law, as in cach case in the field of
lawmaking and law enforcement there is a
conflict ol interest: on the one hand, the state
sccks to implement the principle of
inevitability ot legal liability for cach offense
committed; on the other hand, the offender, in
the absence of a fixed balance of interests and
methods of substantiating the cffectiveness of
legal liability, using his legal right to protect
his own interests, sceks to find grounds for
release from legal liability, etc.

It should be noted that cach branch of
law, by its own means, solves the problem of
excmption from legal liability. Along with the
current norms, a comprehensive intersectoral
institution of excmption from legal liability
must contain a system forming a set of the
following clements: principles, institutions
{organizational ~moment}, ideas, vicws
{ideologival moment). IF we consider these
elements in the dynamics, they will give the

specified institution subject-tunctional nature,
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direct  law making  and  law-enforcement
provesses, flling with unity the dyoamics of
the eimnergence, change and ternnination of' legal
relations. You Lan dpree with
5.V, Medvedev (2003) that the cssence of the
legal structure of exemption from negative
legal liability should be understood as the
absence of a legal obligation tv undergo
measures ol state coercion in the form of
deprivation ol puersonal, moral and property
nature for the offense due to changes in its
assessinent and the subject of the offense as
well as the subject of the offense on the
grounds provided by law, in order to achieve a
socially uscful result.

This construction applies ta all types af
excmptions from legal liability, including its
positive and negative aspects. Exemption fram
positive  legal  responsibility has  specific
features: exemption from it is carried out not
only in the field of law enforcement, but alsa
in regulatory relations, when the socially
useful result is more in line with the interests
of’ political goals of the state, ruling parties,
excmption from positive responsibility s
assessed not only legally but also politically,
and is not always secn as a  puositive
phenomenon due to the possible option of
irresponsibility. In order to understand the
essence al the process of release from legal
liability, it is necessary ta determine from
which moment or stage of the legal

relationship there is legal liability, because it is
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unpossible 1o release from what doesn't exist
dactually.

Given that the question of the moment of
vccurrence ol legal liability is still debatable,
the approaches ol scicntists to the mmorment ot
release from it also ditfer. Taking into account
the analysis of legal concepts  and
constructicns, the legal relationship ob legal
liabilily is inextricably linked with the offense,
and release from it is possible at any stage ot
development of these legal relations, each of
which cnds with a legal event or action.
Theretore, the institution of exemnption from
legal liability must be considered in the
dynainics of the stages, taking into account the
specifics of each ot them.

Exemption trom legal liability at the
stagec al its occurrence involves the
identification of circumstances that preclude
the possibility of prasecution, for example, due
to insanity or failure to reach the age of legal
respansibility. This stage corresponds to a
related institution, namely the exclusion af
legal liability, which makes it impossible to
prescecute, although there are all greunds for
this. Exemption from legal liability at the stage
of concretization of legal liability takes place
as a means of clarifying the circumstances of
the case and the identity ol the offender, such
as clfective repentance or expiration of the
period of prasecuticn. In this case, it is a
question ol exemption trom legal liability in

the sensc of the institution, which determines
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the conditions and circumstances provided by
law, which determine the change of measures
of influence. Exemption from legal liability at
the stage of its implementation takes place
after the fact of bringing a person to legal
responsibility and provides for the release of a
person from punishment, such as amnesty or
pardon. At this stage, the institution ol release
trom punishment is included in the work,
which makes it impossible for the offender to
undergo measures of state influence. After
analyzing the three stages above, there is a
necd to compare such related concepts as the
exclusion of legal liability, exemption from
legal liability, exemption from punishinent in
order to clearly distinguish them.

Bringing a person to Justice presupposes
not only the existence of grounds for this, but
also certain conditions. The fact that an offense
has been committed does not necessarily mean
that the person who committed it will
necessarily bear legal responsibility, because
there must be certain circumstances for a
relationship of responsibility to arise. Thus, in
order for a person to be subject to legal
liability, he must have a sufficicnt level of
consciousness, which is achicved at a certain
age. After all, a person who has not reached the
age from which he is able to realize the social
significance of their actions, to understand
their actual nature, to predict the consegquences
of their actions, cannot be held accountable

befare the law for the offense. A person must
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also have an appropriatc mcental state that
allows him to understand the meaning and
significance of his actions, to anticipate their
consequences and to wish {or not want} their
occurrence. Persons, who suffer from a mental
disorder, do not understand the meaning of
their actions or cannot contrel them, go beyond
the scope of legal lability

The above does not allow to apply
punishment to them, as it would be contrary to
the spirit of law. Howewver, the fact that the
latter violated the rights of others still oceurs,
because there is a victim who was harmed,
there is also a rule of law, the requirements of
which were violated. And therefore, it is
possible to speak that the offense was
committed. In this case, the mentally ill person
is not subject to legal liability. Therctore, the
presence of an offense does not indicate the
possibility of applying to it measures of state
coercion. There is an offense in view of the
viclated legal norm, the violated right of a
particular person and the damage caused as a
result of this violation. In this case, there will
be no subjective side of the illegal act - guilt in
the form of intent or negligence, i.c. there is na
corpus delicti, which excludes the possibility
of bringing a person to justice. Alsa, in some
cases, legal liability can arisc only at the
request of the person who was harmed, even if
there is a corpus delicti.

If we consider such a legal construction

as rclease from punishment, then there is a
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unity ol views of scholars on the fact that
release trom punishinent is applicd within the
implementation  of  legal  liability  and
determines the circumstances that preclude the
offender ftrom state enforcement measures
established by law for a particular offensc.
Given that punishment takes place only after
the entry into force of the law enfurcement act,
thevefore, celease from punishinent is pussible
only atter its adopticn, when legal linbility has
alrcady begun to be exerddsed. And before the
cutry intu force of this law enforcement act, we
can talk about only cxemption from legal
limbility. Thus, the essence of the leyal
structure of exemption fromn punishment can
be defined as an clanent of the system of
exemption  from  legal liability, which
determines the circumstances or grounds
provided by law that exclude the application of
a sanction, the consequences of which for the
offense he already suffers.

Given that, the basis for bringing to
negative legal responsibility is the composition
of the offensec, so the release fram it is solely
due to changes in the assessment ol the social
significance  of  the  elvments  of  this
compaosition  through  their  legislative
consolidation. Provided that the social
assessment ol the subject's actions remains
unchanged, and the law  provides
circumstances that allow a milder assessment
of the identity of the oftender or his behaviaur,

there is a release from punishment: conviction
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as a mandatory component  of  legal
responsibility and measures of state influence
remains unchanged, and only the punishiment
changes. Thus, release from legal liability
always implies release from punishment, as
there is a change in the characteristics uf the
illegality of the act itself. Exemption trom
punishment docs not always imply exemption
from other measures of legal responsibility,
because the composition of the offvnse
remains unchanged,  and  the  offender’s
behaviaur, even if he is not deprived of
persunal, organizational ul property
deprivation, is subject to convicticn.

If we talk about the positive aspect of
lug'al responsibility, then in this sensc the
institution of exemption from it will be
considered as an clement of legal policy, which
stimulates the behaviour of legal entities
through legal incentives, causing a certain
socially significant result, thus contributing to
the rule of law and civil socicty. Of course, the
incentive will not anly stimulate the desire of
the subjects of legal relations te perform their
legal duties with high quality due to the interest
in achieving the desired result, but also
indirectly, through the use of positive methods,
deter anti-social and illegal behaviour. To date,
when researching the issue al exemption from
legal liability, none of the thearetical scholars
has considered the issue of exemption from
positive legal liability, in particular, on the own
initiative of the subject of legal relations. It
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should be noted that such a legal phenomenon
is currently quite commen, and the institution
of exemption from positive legal liability has
clear legal  regulations. Here awie somc
examnples.

Article 81 of the Constitution af Ukraine
stipulates that the powers of MP of Ukraine
shall be terminated prematurely in the event of
their resignation upon his personal applicaticn.
That is, the MP ot Ukraine is released from the
positive legal responsibility to incvitably
perform the legal dutics assigned to him by this
special status. Bui he, of cowse, cannot frec
himsell from the inevitable fulfillment of the
legal obligation to act lawfully, not to violate
the precepts of legal norms, from the
obligation that incvitably arises in cvery
citizen of our state with the acquisition of tort,
The same situation occurs when according to
Article |08 of the Constitution of Ukraine, the
powers of the President of Ukraine in case of
his resignation are tcrminated ahead of
schedule.

An intercsting cxample of excmption
from positive legal liability is contained in
Article |15 of the Constitution of Ukraine. The
Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine resigns before
the newly clected President of Ukraine. In this
case, it has a legal tact, ie. the clection olb a
new president. Ministers at the Cabinet of
Ministers of Ukraine must inevitably perform
their legal duties, defined by their special

status, f.c. bear positive legal responsibility
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during the term ol the presidential powcrs
under which the government was formed.
From the moment ol termination ot the powers
of the President of Ukraine, regardless of the
will and desire of the members of the
povermment, they are released from  the
inevitable  pertonipance  of - their  legal
obligatians, i.e. exempt lrom positive legal
liability. This article also stipulates that the
Primne Minister ot Ukraine and other members
of the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine have the
right to declare their resignation to the
President of Ukraine and release themsclves,
thus, on their own initiative from positive legal
liability under applicable law for legal entities
who have such a special status.

The resignation ot the Prime Minister of
Ukraine entails the resignation of the entire
Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine. In this case,
the Prime Minister af Ukraine, by voluntarily
relieving himself of the positive legal
responsibility of inevitably Fulfilling his duties,
automatically rcleases all members of his
government from fulfilling their legal duties
The adoption by the Verkhovna Rada of
Ukraine of a resolution of mistrust in the
Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine leads to the
resignation of the Cabinct of Ministers of
Ukraine. The release of members of the
government from the responsibility of
inevitably fulfilling the obligations provided

by law is based on a legal fact, namely a
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resolution of mistrust, which does not depend
on their will or interest

In the Civil Code of Ukraine, for
example, in Article 651 detines the grounds for
changing or terminating the contract
Moditication or termination of the contract is
allowed only with the consent of the parties,
unless otherwisce provided by contract or law.
The contract may be minended or terminated by
a court decision at the request of one of the
partics in the event of a material breach of
contract by the other party and in other cases
cstablished by contract or law. After the
conclusion of the contract and, in particular,
during its execution, there may be a need to
change or terminate it. The right to change or
terminate the contract is a logical continuation
of the freedom of the partics to enter into a
contractual relationship and determine the
content of the contract. As a general rulc,
change or termination of the contract is
allowed only with the consent of the parties,
unless atherwise provided by contract or law.
Among the grounds for termination of
obligations, the Civil Cade calls the agrecment
of the partics, in particular, the agrecment to
replace the original obligation with a new
obligation between the same  parties
{innowvation — Article 604 of the Civil Cade),
the transfer of the debtor to the crediter. Thus,
by amending or terminating the contract by
agreemcnt, the partics on their own initiative

partially or completely release themselves
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from positive legal liability, ie. the inevitable
performance of legal obligations arising from
them as a result of the agreement.

The Civil Code ol Ukraine illustrates
another case of cxemption from positive legal
liability. Thus, in Articles 744 "The concept of
a contract of lifetime maintenance (care)™, 749
"Obligations of the purchaser under the
contract ol lifetitne maintenance {care)”, it is
determined that the  person-purchaser,
concluding this agreccment, assumes the
responsibility to incvitably fulfill specitied
legal obligations. Exemption from positive
legal liability, namely the alicnator's retention,
will occur regardless ot the will of the acquirer
after the death of the person undergoing
lifelong care and the proper performance of all
cssential terms of the centract. That is, in this
case we can talk about a legal fact [death of the
alicnatar) as a basis for cxemption from
positive legal liability.

Article 105 of the Family Cede of
Ukraine  determines the grounds  for
termination of marriage due to its dissolutian.
The marriage is terminated as a result of its
dissolution upon a jcint application of the
spouses in accordance with Article 06 or one
of them in accordance with Article 107 of this
Code. Thus, the spouses jcintly or at the
request of one of them release themselves from
the paositive legal responsibility for the
incvitable performance of their obligations

arising from the moment of registration of
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marriage. Family Code of Ukraine in
Article 180 "The duty of parents to maintain a
child" regulates that parents are obliged to
mainiain a child until he or she reaches the age
of majority. Thus, when a child reaches the age
of |3, parents arc legally released from the
positive legal responsibility For the inevitable
pertormance of their maintenance
responsibilities, regardless of their  desire.
Article 138 of the Family Code of Ukraine
"Exemption of parents from the obligation to
maintain a child” stipulates that parents may be
released from the obligation to maintain a child
if the child's income far cxceeds the income of
cach of them and Fully meets its needs.

Code of Labour Laws of Ukraine
according to Article 38 "Termination of an
cmployment  contract  concluded for  an
indctinite peried, at the initiative of the
cmployec” and Article 39 “Termination of a
fixed-term employment contract at the
initiative of the cmployee” provides an
opportunity for the employee to rcleasc
himself from the duties assigned to him at will.
From the moment a person is fired, he
automatically ceases to bear pasitive legal
responsibility for the incvitable performance of
the work entrusted to him

The study of the legal literature suggests
the existence of different views on the essence
of the principle of inevitability of legal
liability, as well as the lack of special studies

aimed at clarifying aspects of its relationship
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with the institution of exemption from legal
liability.  Yes, AV Pomogalov  [2007)
suggests that the concept of the principle of
inevitability ot legal responsibility, given the
content and essence of modern legal
understanding, should be disclosed through the
concept of legal responsibility, because, in
essence, it wust already contain incevitability.
We can agree with O.V. Ivancnke (2007) that
lepal responsibility is the subject's awareness
of the right to his actions in the process of
realization of the rights and responsibilities
assigned to him, the will to act and the actual
behaviour (action or inaction}, which meets the
requircments of the law (voluntary form of
implcmentation}, and as the possibility of
expericncing certain restrictions in case of
violation of law {compulsory form of
implementation). A.Y. Shevchenko and
O.L. Strelnyk (2012) note that the restorative
function is cqually inherent in different types
of legal liability. The result of the impact of the
restorative function of legal liability contains
two aspects. The first involves the restoration
of law and arder, legality, legal relations, the
sccond — the restoration of social relatians,
spcial justice, psychological peace of society.
In addition, it is believed that legal liability for
violations of the law is a kind of social
responsibility for violations of varicus social
norms {Onishchenko, 2012).

Some researchers have paid attention to

the study of a positive form of legal liability.
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In particular, V.A. Yeleconskyi (1979} argues
that its source is legal norms. With positive
mesponsibility, sanctions are an incentive for
positive behavicur. AV, Malko (1997} argues
that the legal institution of encouragement is,
above all, un incentive to take legal action and
can be scen as an argument in favour of the
cxistence of a voluntary [positive) form of
legal liability. D.A. Lypynsky (1999) adds that
cncourageinent  is  dircctly  related  to  the
performance of duties, with the awareness of
the subject of their actions and is realized in
rcal lawtul behaviour. Y .M. Oborotov (2011)
arguecs that positive legal respounsibility is a
type obf legal responsibility, which is a
corresponding reaction of the state and society
to the socially useful lawful act of a person in
the form of application of wvarious legal
incentives. Finally, the need to include in the
positive form ol legal liability legal incentives,
benefits and incentives insist E.V. Biloziorov,
Y.0. Gida, A.M. Zavalny, A.O. Osaulenko,
T.0. Pikulya (2010), as well as
AY. Shevchenko and 5.V. Kudin (2018).
Most discussions in the scientific
literature have unfolded about understanding
the ecssence of the principle of inevitability af
legal liability. Thus, one group of scholars
connects the inevitability of liability with the
mandatory application of punishment or other
measures  of criminal law  influence
{Bazylev, 1985), V.N. Kudryavtscv [1388).

Others see the content of this principle as
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mandatory disclosure of offenses, conviction
of the guilty person, appointinent  and
execution of punishment [(Belyaev, [386).
There is also a group of supporters of the
awareness of the principle of inevitability of
legal liability through the mandatory influence
of the competent authorities on the offender
(Molodtsov and Blagov, 1384).

According to N.V. Vantceeva [2003) the
principle of inevitability of legal liability st
be observed at all stages of its implementation,
and therefore the components of its content
should include the fellowing requircments:
mandatory detection, disclosure of all otfenses
and  bringing  perpetrators o Justice
application of specific measurcs of legal
responsibility 1o the guilty persons; direct
implementation of these measures, etc. The
implementation of the principle of incvitability
of legal liability in cach case, in her opinion, is
possible only in the presence of these
components at the same time.

Some researchers have tried to consider
the principle of inevitability in connection with
the mutual responsibility of all subjects of law,
which exists both vertically and harizantally,
i.e. between the state and the citizen, and
citizens among themselves (Matuzov, 1996;
Mironenko, 2001). A scparate opinion was
expressed by L.V. Golovke (2002), who
argucs that such a principle does not exist at
all, citing the lack of its direct legislative

enshrinement. The study of the institution of

171


https://www.periodicojs.com.br/index.php/gei/index

GCENERO E
INTERDISCIPLINARIDALE

excinption from legal liability was initially
carried cut in the ield ol criminal and
adininistrative law in connection with the
excmption of mostly individuals from
personal, moral and  property  restrictions
Subsequently, exemnption oo legal liability in
Jurisprudence began to be considered as an
independent comprehensive  interdisciplinary
institution that regulates legal relations arising
from the refusal of the state to officially
condemnn the legal conduct of an entity that
cowmiitted an offense or failed to Fulfill its
statutory liability expressed in the Form
prescribed by law (Medvedev, 2005).

Note that clarifying the nature of the
exclusion of legal liability is controversial
among scholars. [t is considered that the
exclusion of legal liability is a concept
incompatible with release from legal liability,
as release is possible only in the
implementation of legal liability for the
offense, i.e. an act that contains all the statutory
features of the offense. In the absence of an
offense, there is no responsibility for it, so it
makes no sense to talk about release from legal
liability. Thus, circumstances that exclude the
criminality of the act, such as insanity,
necessary defence, extreme necessity, not
reaching the age of legal responsibility, are not
grounds for exemption from legal liability, and
should be considered as circumstances that
exclude the criminality and punishment of the

act [Endoltseva, 2004). There is also an
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opinion that the concept of "zxclusicn of legal
liability" due to its ambiguity can be used ina
bruad {preventing the existence, occwrrence of
something) and narrow  (termination of
somcthing} meaning (Shevchenko et al., 2011;

Shevchenko ct al., 2015).

4. CONCLUSIONS

The essence of the principle  of
inevitability ol legal liability is to ensure the
effectiveness of the law, the effectiveness of its
impact on human behaviour, as well as the
inevitable occurrence of legal liability in the
absence of grounds for exemption from it. The
study of the principle of inevitability should be
based on an understanding of the dualistic
nature  of  legal  liability, nanely  the
combination of its positive and negative forms
of implementation. Therefore, the positive
form of realization of legal responsibility
should be considercd as a way to ensurc the
legal obligation (necessity) of the subjects of
law to implement the provisions of legal
norms, which is outwardly manifested in their
lawful behaviour, which is cncouraged and
approved by the state; negative — as a way of
legislative provision of the need for the
offender to fulfill the obligations to deprive
him of certain social benefits in connection
with the application of coercive measures of

negative intluence.
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The principle ol incvitability of legal
liability is presented as a fundamental idea of
the functioning of this interdisciplinary
institution, which is mandatory compliance
with legal nors by lawful conduct of legal
entities {positive aspect), the response of
authourized bodies (otticials} to the facts of
offenscs, oftenders (ncgative aspect), as well
as the need for legal consequences as a result
of a tair responsc. The essence of the principle
of inevitability of legal liability is to ensure the
eitectiveness of law; the clfectiveness of its
influcnce on the behaviour ol the subjects of
legal relations; ctticiency of the institute of
legal responsibility in the mechanism of legal
regulation;  creating  guarantees  for  the
realization of subjective rights and legal
obligations; ensuring the protection of
guarantced human and civil rights and
freedoms; embodiment of the ideals of a fair
model.

The main requircments of the principle
of inevitability of legal liability, which form its
content, arc: the inevitable performance of the
subjects of law of their legal obligations; a
combination of persuasion and coercion aimed
at cnsuring the proper performance of legal
duties and, vonsequently, legal responsibility
itselt; mandatory compliance with the
implementation of positive and negative forms
of legal liability; ensuring the unavoidable
implementation of legal obligations due to

their clear legal regulation and strict control by
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the state. Exemption from legal liability always
implics excmption from punishment, but nat
vice versa. And the exclusion ol legal liability
implics its non-application, and therefore
cannot be vonsidered any ol the forms or stages
of cxemption from it.

The methodological signiticance of the
legal construction of the principle of
incvitability in connection with the release
trom legal liability in its positive and negative
coniexts of understanding is: in the negative
aspect @ person has an obligation not to be
subject to personal, organizational or inaterial
restrictions and then act lawtully, on the
pusitive side, the person is deprived ot the
incvitable obligation to perform  legal
obligations, but is not deprived of the
obligation to act exclusively lawfully. A
comprehensive institution of exemption from
legal liability can be considered as a set ofrules
of wvarious branches of law that govern the
goals, principles, grounds, conditions, limits,
forms, the process of their application. The
principle of inevitability and the institution of
excrmption from legal liability are interrelated
and complementary. The existence of the
institution of exemption from legal liability in
no way contradicts the principle of
inevitability and, morcover, cannot impede its
implementation, provided that there is no
abuse in the application of cxemption from
legal liability. Realization of the institute of

release from legal responsibility is possible
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The principle of incvitability of legal
liability is presented as a fundamental idea of
the functioning of this interdisciplinary
institution, which is mandatory compliance
with lepgal norms by lawful conduct of legal
entities (positive aspect). the responsc of
authorized bodies {officials] to the tacts of
offenses, offenders {negative aspect), as well
as the need tor legal consequences as a result
of a fair response. The essence of the principle
of inevitability of legal liability is to ensure the
effectiveness of law; the cffectiveness of its
influence on the behaviour of the subjects of
legal relations; cfficiency of the institute of
lepal responsibility in the mechanisim of legal
regulation;  creating guarantees for the
realization of subjective rights and legal
obligations; ensuring the protection of
guarantced human and civil rights and
freedoms; embodiment of the ideals of a fair
model.

The main requirements of the principle
of inevitability of legal liability, which form its
content, arc: the inevitable performance of the
subjects of law of their legal obligations; a
combination of persuasion and coercion aimed
at cnsuring the proper performance of legal
duties and, conscquently, legal responsibility
itself; mandatory compliance with the
implementation of positive and negative forms
of legal liability; ensuring the unavoidable
implementation of legal obligations due to

their clear legal regulation and strict control by
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the state. Exemption from legal liability always
implies excmption from punishment, but not
vice versa. And the exclusion of legal liability
implies its non-application, and therefore
cannot be considered any ol the torms or stages
of cxemption from it.

The methodological signiticance of the
legal construction of the principle of
incvitability in cennection with the release
trom legal liability in its positive and negative
contexts of understanding is: in the negative
aspect a person has an obligation not to be
subject to personal, organizational or wmatuerial
restrictions and then act lawfully; on the
positive side, the person is deprived of the
incvitable obligation to perform legal
obligations, but is not deprived of the
obligation to act exclusively lawfully. A
comprehensive institution of cxemption from
legal liability can be considered as a set of rules
of various branches of law that govern the
goals, principles, grounds, conditions, limits,
forms, the process of their application. The
principle of inevitability and the institution of
exemption from legal liability are interrelated
and complementary. The cxistence of the
institution of exemption from legal liability in
no way contradicts the principle of
incvitability and, moreaver, cannot impede its
implementation, provided that there is no
abuse in the application of cxemption from
legal liability. Realization of the institute of

release from legal responsibility is possible
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only on condition of observance of the
principle of inevitability of the specified

responsibility.
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