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The article presents a comprehensive analysis of the administrative and legal principles
of legality and the rule of law as fundamental foundations for ensuring the coordination function
of anti-corruption entities in Ukraine. Emphasis is placed on the fact that these principles serve
as key benchmarks for forming an effective system of interaction between state authorities, local
self-government bodies, and specialized anti-corruption institutions. Conceptual approaches to
understanding legality and the rule of law in administrative law science are examined, allowing
for a reevaluation of their role in ensuring legal order and transparency in public
administration. Particular attention is paid to the adaptation of these principles to the conditions
of administrative law reform in Ukraine, as well as to the legal regime of martial law, which
significantly impacts the functioning of the anti-corruption system.

The article highlights the theoretical and practical challenges of understanding and applying
the principles of legality and the rule of law, which, despite their universality, often remain formal
declarations without proper implementation in the actual activities of anti-corruption bodies. A
detailed analysis of the normative framework for coordinating the activities of anti-corruption
entities is conducted, particularly regarding its compliance with international standards and
national interests. The key challenges in law enforcement are identified, focusing on ensuring the
principle of inevitability of accountability and safeguarding human rights in the fight against
corruption. Special attention is devoted to the implementation of the rule of law principle in the
activities of anti-corruption bodies under complex legal conditions, including extraordinary legal
regimes arising from armed aggression against Ukraine. The article explores the interconnection
between the principles of legality, the rule of law, and other administrative and legal categories such
as transparency, accountability, and efficiency. It is substantiated that adherence to these principles
is a fundamental prerequisite for ensuring legal certainty and the proper functioning of the public
administration system. The study also examines international experience in applying these principles
in anti-corruption activities, outlining prospects for integrating this experience into national
practice.
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In conclusion, the article offers the author’s vision for improving the system of principles
governing the administrative and legal coordination of anti-corruption entities. Recommendations
are provided for legislators, practitioners, and scholars on harmonizing national legislation with
international standards and ensuring a comprehensive approach to implementing the principles of
legality and the rule of law in the field of anti-corruption coordination.

Key words: legality, rule of law, public administration, administrative law, anti-corruption
efforts, anti-corruption agencies, legal regulation, legal liability, international standards,
harmonization of legislation, legal mechanisms, coordination, law enforcement, transparency, public
trust
Formulation of the problem. Principles represent a fundamental category of the legal system,

performing a system-forming function and ensuring the structural and substantive coherence of law. It is on
the basis of these principles that the architecture of the legal system is built, encompassing not only the
interaction of its elements but also defining the trajectory of its development. The study of principles of
administrative and legal regulation of the state’s coordination function in combating corruption provides an
opportunity to conduct a comprehensive analysis of this category, uncovering the patterns of its
implementation and its significance for ensuring the efficiency of the state apparatus. These principles are
not only the ideological foundation of law but also reflect its integrative nature, bridging theoretical concepts
with the realities of legal practice. The state of development and practical implementation of principles
directly impacts the stability and effectiveness of the corresponding legal institution. Therefore, the need to
study the principles of administrative and legal regulation of the state’s coordination function in combating
corruption arises from their determining influence on the coherence and efficiency of interaction between
the elements of the state mechanism. A high degree of scientific elaboration of these principles contributes
not only to the optimization of coordination processes but also ensures legal stability in the face of growing
societal challenges. Within the framework of administrative and legal regulation, the state’s coordination
function is normatively embodied through principles that serve as guiding benchmarks for the formation and
implementation of relevant legal relations. These principles provide the structural organization of the content
of coordination activities, forming legal mechanisms that adapt to the dynamic changes in society. Without
their proper normative consolidation and practical application, ensuring harmonious interaction between the
subjects of state coordination is virtually impossible. The relevance of studying the principles of
administrative and legal regulation of the state’s coordination function is driven by their insufficient
elaboration in the scientific domain. This highlights their significance not only for the development of the
theoretical foundation of administrative law but also for the creation of an effective normative environment
that ensures the fulfillment of the state’s objectives in combating corruption. Thus, the outlined issue holds
not only theoretical novelty but also practical importance for the legal system of Ukraine.

Analysis of the study of the problem. The legal constructions and system of principles of administrative
and legal support for the coordination of anti-corruption entities have been studied by such scholars as S. Boiko,
A. Borovyk, A. Hladilina, V. Hladkyi, 1. Hryn, M. Hryshchuk, Yu. Hurzel, M. Hutsuliak, Yu. Demianchuk,
D. Yerenko, I. Klochko, Yu. Kovalenko, V. Kryvenko, V. Kubalskyi, R. Lemeha, O. Lytvynov, S. Moshenskyi,
L. Pashkevych, V. Piekhov, O. Rudenko, T. Sozanskyi, V. Spasenko, O. Khomchenko, D. Chumachenko, and
Ya. Shvydkyi. The necessity to study the principles of legality and the rule of law in the administrative and legal
regulation of the state’s coordination function regarding anti-corruption efforts is dictated by the importance of
filling theoretical gaps and providing scientific assistance to the legislator in resolving existing issues in the
regulation of this institution [281, p. 173]. This is particularly relevant in the context of public administration
transformation, where coordination among anti-corruption entities is not only a matter of ensuring legality but
also of the effective use of state resources.

It is important to emphasize that the principle of legality in administrative and legal regulation serves
as the foundation, ensuring that all anti-corruption actors adhere to clear rules and procedures. At the same
time, the principle of the rule of law guarantees that these rules comply with international standards and
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protect human rights. The principles of coordination aim to prevent the duplication of functions, which can
lead to resource wastage and reduced efficiency. They also define mechanisms for interaction among
executive authorities, local self-government bodies, and specialized anti-corruption institutions. A signi-
ficant component of coordination is the introduction of modern information technologies that enable real-
time data exchange and action coordination. This, in turn, enhances transparency and reduces opportunities
for misconduct.

During the period of 2023-2025, Ukrainian scholars continued to actively study the principles of the
rule of law and legality in the context of anti-corruption activities. In particular, R. Grechaniuk, in her article
published in 2023, provided a detailed analysis of the mechanisms for formulating and implementing
Ukraine’s state anti-corruption policy during martial law, focusing on the role of the National Agency on
Corruption Prevention and the peculiarities of the Anti-Corruption Strategy for 2021-2025. Additionally, in
2024, M. Chekhunov dedicated his article to a comprehensive analysis of the current state of corruption in
Ukraine’s private sector, highlighting ongoing scholarly efforts in this field. Furthermore, the Ministry of
Education and Science of Ukraine announced a competition in 2024 for research and development projects
by young scientists working in higher education institutions and research organizations, with project
implementation to begin in 2025. This initiative reflects the state’s support and encouragement of academic
research in the field of anti-corruption activities and the rule of law. During this period, Ukrainian scholars
have continued to advance the study of the principles of the rule of law and legality in anti-corruption
activities, contributing to the development of both theoretical and practical dimensions of this critical area.

The article is aimed to study the principles of legality and the rule of law in the administrative and
legal regulation of the state’s coordination function contributes to the development of a theoretical
foundation for improving the effectiveness of anti-corruption measures, ensuring legal certainty, and
harmonizing national legislation with international standards.

Presenting main material. The principles of law represent fundamental normative ideas that define the
axiological benchmarks of legal regulation and ensure the integrity and systemic nature of the legal system. They
serve as the conceptual foundation upon which the formulation, implementation, and interpretation of legal norms
are based, harmonizing the legal order with the strategic goals of societal development. Among the key principles
of law are the rule of law, legality, justice, equality, humanism, legal certainty, and others, which reflect the
sociocultural essence of law. The universal nature of these principles ensures their relevance both within the
context of national legal systems and in the international legal sphere, serving as a bridge between legal traditions
and global standards. They promote the alignment of positive law with ethical, moral, and humanistic values,
forming its social legitimacy. The principle of the rule of law, for instance, affirms the idea of the priority of legal
norms over political or administrative decisions, maintaining a balance between the state and the individual. At
the same time, the principles of law play a heuristic role, determining the strategic directions for the development
of legal doctrine and serving as a tool for adapting the legal system to evolving societal challenges. Their
observance is a mandatory condition for establishing the rule of law, democratic governance, and the protection
of fundamental human rights and freedoms.

The effectiveness of the coordination mechanism for entities engaged in combating corruption is
ensured through the incorporation of principles into domestic legislation, which establish the administrative
and legal foundations for this activity. These principles, once formally enshrined in legal norms, become
fundamental guidelines for organizing and directing the activities of specialized anti-corruption institutions,
regulating their interaction and competence. General ideas acquire the status of principles only when they
are formally expressed in legal provisions, which underscores the pivotal role of their normative
consolidation in ensuring administrative and legal coordination in anti-corruption efforts. Thus, principles
not only serve as a systemic foundation but also as a methodological framework for coordination activities,
ensuring their internal coherence and legal legitimacy. Moreover, the normative nature of these principles
allows for their universal applicability and systematic implementation within the complex legal environment.
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Their integration into the national legal system establishes a legal framework that facilitates the adaptation
of coordination mechanisms to contemporary challenges, such as the globalization of corruption schemes or
the use of advanced technologies to evade legal accountability. A critical aspect is that adherence to these
principles by all participants in the coordination process contributes not only to enhancing the efficiency of
anti-corruption efforts but also to strengthening public trust in the institutions responsible for these activities.
Conversely, failure to adhere to these principles may not only diminish the effectiveness of coordination but
also generate significant reputational and functional risks for the entities involved in combating corruption,
thereby hindering their ability to achieve strategic objectives in the fight against corruption.

When it comes to the coordination of anti-corruption subjects, the legislative basis for its implementation
consists of the provisions of the Constitution of Ukraine [2], the Regulation on the Coordination of Law
Enforcement Agencies in the Fight Against Crime and Corruption [3], the Order of the Prosecutor General of
Ukraine dated February 8, 2021, No. 28 “On the Approval of the Procedure for the Coordination of Law
Enforcement Agencies in the Fight Against Crime” [4], and other regulatory legal acts. Thus, both the domestic
legislator and the Prosecutor General of Ukraine have adopted a number of norms, the purpose of which is to
uphold the rule of law and strengthen law and order in the legal relations between the subject responsible for
coordinating anti-corruption subjects (for example, the Prosecutor’s Office) and the subjects being coordinated
(such as the National Anti-Corruption Bureau of Ukraine and the State Bureau of Investigation).

The principles themselves define the powers of coordination entities and serve as a guarantee for its
implementation [6, p. 146]. Essentially, the principles of administrative and legal support for the coordination
of entities combating corruption are fundamental guiding provisions of coordination and are mandatory for
all participants. They not only reveal the essence and significance of coordination but also serve to fulfill the
tasks of coordination activities, being directly embodied in each form of coordination.

At the scientific level, it is noted that the understanding of the principles of the coordination role
somewhat differs from the generally accepted understanding of principles. While principles in the general
sense are interpreted as the fundamental basis of legal regulation in a specific area, the meaning of principles
in the coordination role goes beyond this. In particular, P. M. Karchak defines the principles of coordination
as general guiding provisions or means that determine the powers of coordination subjects and serve as a
guarantee of its implementation [7, p. 286].

Referring to works that analyze the principles of other state functions, it is first appropriate to focus
on the research of V. I. Vyshkovska, who analyzed the principles of the state’s human rights function.
According to the scholar, they should be divided into two groups:

1. General principles — determined by the level of societal development, which is the result of human
achievement: the principle of humanism, the principle of democracy, the principle of social justice, the
principle of equality before the law.

2. Special principles — a kind of system of coordinates within which the state’s human rights function
is implemented: this group includes the principle of the rule of law; legality; publicity; the principle of joint
activity of state authorities of Ukraine with local government bodies, citizens’ associations, and the
population; the principle of the independence of subjects implementing the state’s human rights function;
the principle of professionalism and competence [1, p. 118].

The list of general legal principles in this position is more refined than in the previously analyzed ones,
with each of them being acceptable and relevant to the state’s coordination function in the fight against corruption.
Regarding the special principles, several of them are also general. In particular, the principles of the rule of law
and legality were previously highlighted in the works of other authors as general legal principles. The principle
of joint activity of state authorities of Ukraine with local government bodies, citizens’ associations, and the
population was also emphasized earlier in this work, as its content is fundamental to understanding the essence of
the state’s coordination function in the fight against corruption. Thus, it can be concluded that despite the generally
specialized nature of this position, most of the principles are also characteristic of the function under investigation.
Furthermore, when researching the preconditions for the emergence and current state of administrative-legal
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support for the coordination of subjects in the fight against corruption, it was emphasized that the principles of
unity and interaction were at the core of the development of this institution. These principles remain guiding ideas
for the state’s coordination function in combating corruption today.

The principle of legality entails the strict adherence to and implementation of legal provisions by the
subjects of the state’s coordination activities, meaning the elements of the state apparatus and non-
governmental subjects of the social system, such as state authorities of Ukraine, local government bodies,
citizens’ associations, the population, and others. The subjects of the state’s coordination activities may use
all the rights granted to them by law to carry out the tasks assigned by current legislation, provided that their
activities do not exceed the boundaries set by law. This principle is constitutional and is enshrined, in
particular, in the norms of the Constitution [2], as well as in legislative acts that regulate the activities of the
aforementioned subjects, where the requirement to comply with the legislation of Ukraine is clearly
established. This principle is general, as legality is the foundation of any activity regulated by law, and the
requirements for ensuring legality apply to all subjects of any legal relations without exception.

The principle of the rule of law follows from Article 8 of the Constitution of Ukraine [2], which
recognizes and enshrines the principle of the rule of law in Ukraine. The recognition, adherence to, and
practical implementation of this principle are important conditions for the participation of any subjects in
legal relations, including participants in the state’s coordination activities. Under other conditions, the
existence of a rule-of-law state would be impossible. Moreover, the constitutional enshrinement of this
principle signifies that it is one of the priorities.

Special principles have a more specific nature, although even those principles that have been
emphasized and borrowed from the works of other scholars, in the context of the state’s coordination function
regarding anti-corruption efforts, also possess unique characteristics.

The principles of administrative-legal support for the coordination of anti-corruption subjects, in
general, should not differ from the principles of administrative-legal regulation of the coordination role of
individual institutions or other state functions.

At the same time, each of the analyzed principles is distinguished by characteristics that are unique to
it, shaped by the peculiarities of the studied institution. In general, summarizing the study of the principles
of administrative-legal regulation of the state’s coordination function, it can be stated that these legal
categories are often examined in conjunction and interconnection, and this research has demonstrated their
kinship and complexity.

Therefore, within the framework of the study of the principles of administrative-legal support for the
coordination of anti-corruption subjects, we will primarily focus on the content of the Regulation on the Coor-
dination of the Activities of Law Enforcement Agencies in the Area of Combatting Crime and Corruption [3].

Section 3 defines the following principles of coordination in the fight against corruption: legality;
equality of subjects in coordination activities in defining problematic issues regarding crime and corruption
prevention and combating, as well as in developing proposals for measures aimed at overcoming them; the
principle of independence of each law enforcement agency in implementing agreed decisions; the principle
of accountability of law enforcement leaders, within their competence, for the quality and timely execution
of agreed measures; the principle of transparency regarding coordination activities, highlighting the results
of the work in mass media within the limits that do not contradict the requirements of legislation on the
protection of human and civil rights, state and other secrets.

The approach of supplementing the list of principles of coordination of anti-corruption subjects with the
principle of the rule of law is also supported in the works of other scholars. In particular, I. S. Kurbatova, analyzing
the principles defined in Section 3 of the Regulation on the Coordination of the Activities of Law Enforcement
Agencies in the Area of Combating Crime and Corruption [3], concluded that the principle of the rule of law is
paramount, given the content of the Constitution of Ukraine [2] and the Criminal Procedure Code of Ukraine [5],
as neither the court nor any state body can apply the provisions of a legal act if its application infringes upon the
rights and freedoms of individuals and citizens guaranteed by the Constitution [8, p. 119].
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Therefore, the need to supplement the list of principles of administrative and legal support for the
coordination of anti-corruption subjects with the principle of the rule of law is quite reasonable. Based on
the conducted research on the principles of the state’s coordinating function, the analysis of the content of
normative legal acts, and the works of domestic scholars, the principles of administrative and legal support
for the coordination of anti-corruption subjects include the principle of legality in the coordination of anti-
corruption subjects and the principle of the rule of law in the process of coordinating anti-corruption subjects.

Legality is considered in the scientific literature as the general and fundamental principle of any
activity regulated by law, and therefore, the requirements for strict compliance with legality apply to all state
bodies, officials, and citizens. In other words, all subjects, objects, levels, forms, various procedural and
organizational foundations of coordination must be defined in the provisions of the current legislation, and
the coordination itself must be carried out in strict adherence to them. The principle of legality in the practical
activities of anti-corruption bodies is the foundation of the rule of law, serving as a key factor that ensures
the legitimacy and legality of all actions undertaken within anti-corruption investigations and requires strict
adherence to both national and international legal standards. It stipulates that all procedures, from the
initiation of an investigation to the judicial process, must strictly comply with the provisions of the
legislation, which serves as the highest criterion of legality in the activities of anti-corruption structures. The
principle of legality also guarantees that no body or official has the right to exceed their authority, and their
activities cannot violate the fundamental rights and freedoms of individuals, as enshrined in the Constitution
of Ukraine and the international treaties to which the country is a party. At the same time, to ensure full and
proper implementation of this principle, constant adaptation and updating of the normative and legal
framework is necessary, as changes in the socio-political life may require adjustments in the approaches to
applying anti-corruption legislation. Moreover, the principle of legality demands that all measures related to
combating corruption, from overseeing state bodies to conducting special investigative actions, be carefully
checked for compliance with legal norms, particularly through the system of internal control and supervisory
institutions, which ensure the independence and impartiality of the process. In this context, the role of exter-
nal control mechanisms is crucial, as they guarantee respect for the rights of individuals suspected or accused
of corrupt crimes, preventing the arbitrary use of powers by anti-corruption bodies. The principle of legality
also requires strict adherence to procedural requirements established by law regarding the use of evidence,
conducting investigations, and implementing preventive measures, as violations of these norms may lead to
negative consequences, including the potential annulment of anti-corruption actions. Additionally, this
principle contributes to increasing public trust in anti-corruption bodies, as clear and transparent adherence
to the law prevents accusations of bias or violations of human rights, which is critically important for
effective anti-corruption efforts. Furthermore, the principle of legality requires anti-corruption bodies to be
flexible and capable of quickly adapting to changes in the legal field, which creates conditions for their
effective operation even in a rapidly changing legal and socio-political context. In turn, ensuring the rule of
law, as a component of the principle of legality, not only enables the effectiveness of anti-corruption
activities but also contributes to the realization of the fundamental principles of the rule of law, including
equality before the law and the protection of citizens’ rights and freedoms.

An important principle, which has a general legal character and, in the field of coordination, acquires
a certain specificity in the administrative-legal support of coordination of anti-corruption subjects, is the
principle of the rule of law. The inclusion of this fundamental idea in the list of principles of administrative-
legal support for the coordination of anti-corruption subjects is quite controversial. Specifically, it is absent
from the list of principles defined in the Regulation on the Coordination of Law Enforcement Agencies in
the Fight Against Crime and Corruption [3].

The principle of the rule of law is fundamental to any activity, including the coordination activities of
anti-corruption subjects, and is regulated at the level of the Constitution of Ukraine, the Criminal Procedure
Code of Ukraine, as no state body can carry out activities that violate the rights and freedoms of individuals
guaranteed by the Constitution. Additionally, the principle of the rule of law is included in the basic
principles of the coordination of law enforcement activities in the fight against crime in the Order of the
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Prosecutor General of Ukraine of February 8, 2021, No. 28, “On the Approval of the Procedure for the
Coordination of Law Enforcement Agencies in the Fight Against Crime” [4], which undoubtedly also serves
as evidence of the need to include this principle in the list of principles of administrative-legal support for
the coordination of anti-corruption subjects.

The fact that the administrative-legal support for the coordination of anti-corruption subjects is based
on the principle of the rule of law is evidenced by the establishment of rules and procedures according to
which the coordination of anti-corruption subjects should take place, and, consequently, failure to comply
with these rules results in responsibility and the imposition of sanctions on the violators.

Harmonizing Ukraine’s national legislation with international standards and ensuring a com-
prehensive approach to implementing the principles of legality and the rule of law in anti-corruption
coordination is a multi-tiered task requiring coordinated efforts from legislators, practitioners, and scholars.
Foremost, attention should be directed toward developing a specialized legislative act that establishes the
conceptual foundations and mechanisms for coordinating the activities of anti-corruption entities. Such an
act should integrate key provisions of international instruments, including the UN Convention Against
Corruption and GRECO recommendations, to align Ukraine’s legal framework with European and global
standards. Concurrently, it is crucial to review the existing administrative legislation to eliminate conflicts,
particularly concerning the legal regulation of interaction among state bodies within anti-corruption
activities, especially under extraordinary legal regimes, such as martial law. At the practical level, effective
coordination tools rooted in the principles of legality and the rule of law must be introduced to ensure
transparent and efficient interaction between anti-corruption institutions. One such tool could be the creation
of a unified digital platform for monitoring and coordinating anti-corruption activities, which would reduce
bureaucratic barriers, accelerate decision-making processes, and enhance accountability. Systematic
professional development for officials involved in anti-corruption efforts is also essential, through the
introduction of training programs based on international best practices. In this context, fostering close
cooperation with international organizations that could provide expert assessments of Ukrainian anti-
corruption initiatives and share their expertise to improve existing practices is of paramount importance. The
academic community, in turn, should focus on in-depth studies of the principles of legality and the rule of
law, particularly in the context of their application to the state’s coordination function during crisis situations.
New conceptual approaches to defining the content of these principles must be developed, taking into
account contemporary challenges related to globalization, war, and digitalization. Comparative legal
research on the experiences of other countries in combating corruption could form the basis for innovative
coordination models. Special attention should be given to analyzing the effectiveness of Ukraine’s existing
anti-corruption institutions, especially their ability to adhere to the principles of legality and the rule of law.
The harmonization of national legislation and the implementation of international standards in the field of
anti-corruption activities require simultaneous efforts on regulatory, practical, and scientific-theoretical
levels. This will facilitate the establishment of a unified, comprehensive system of legal regulation for anti-
corruption coordination, aimed at affirming democratic values, increasing public trust in state institutions,
and ensuring effective counteraction to corrupt practices.

Conclusions. The coordination function of the state remains largely underestimated in theoretical
discourse and methodologically underdeveloped, particularly when analyzed through the lens of
administrative and legal categories designed to ensure systematic and consistent governance. The insufficient
scientific attention to issues of administrative and legal support for the coordination of anti-corruption
actors—especially regarding its essential characteristics, structural-functional aspects, and implementation
directions—highlights the pressing need to define the system of principles underpinning this legal institution.
These principles, which serve as conceptual guidelines and determine the logic of state influence on social
relations, must form the theoretical foundation for developing effective coordination mechanisms. However,
their insufficient elaboration is largely due to the overall fragmentary nature of research in this area and the
challenges associated with conceptualizing the very notion of “principle.”
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Despite the considerable potential of principles for administrative and legal support in coordinating anti-
corruption efforts, they have yet to become the subject of in-depth scholarly analysis. In most cases, principles
are addressed abstractly and detached from the realities of practical activity, significantly diminishing their applied
value. Yet, coordination, as a complex, multi-level, and dynamic phenomenon, cannot exist without the
formulation of clear and overarching methodological foundations. The absence of such foundations prevents not
only the full disclosure of the essence of the state’s coordination function but also complicates the identification
of key principles governing its functioning and interaction with other aspects of public administration.

The principle of legality, as a fundamental category of the legal system, cannot be confined to specific
sectors or areas of activity—its universal and intersectoral nature provides the foundations for legal regulation
across all spheres of public life. At the same time, legal theory acknowledges other general legal principles,
such as the rule of law, humanism, and democratism, which are equally critical for understanding the state’s
coordination activities. Ignoring these principles within the framework of studying the specifics of
administrative and legal support for coordinating anti-corruption actors creates significant methodological
gaps. In this context, it is essential to distinguish between general legal principles, which possess a universal
nature, and special principles that pertain exclusively to coordination activities. This approach would allow
for the systematization of principles, clarification of their hierarchy, an understanding of the interaction
between them, and an assessment of their impact on the effectiveness of the administrative and legal
coordination mechanism in the field of anti-corruption.

The principle of the rule of law, as a cornerstone of the legal system, remains a critically important element
in the functioning of Ukraine’s anti-corruption bodies, even under the legal regime of martial law. Its
implementation under wartime restrictions ensures not only the maintenance of legality but also serves as a
safeguard against abuse of power and arbitrariness, which may arise due to the expanded authority of state
institutions. During this period, anti-corruption bodies must adhere to internationally recognized human rights
standards, ensuring a necessary balance between protecting national interests and respecting individual rights.
The rule of law plays a pivotal role in ensuring transparency in state governance procedures, which is crucial for
minimizing corruption risks, particularly amid the heightened challenges associated with resource mobilization
and defense activities. Moreover, this principle guarantees that any actions of public officials, even within the
framework of an extraordinary legal regime, must strictly comply with the Constitution of Ukraine and current
legislation. Of particular importance is the role of judicial oversight over the activities of anti-corruption bodies,
as only through independent judicial review can potential violations of legal norms, which may arise during the
intensification of state oversight functions, be avoided. Overall, adherence to the principle of the rule of law under
martial law is an essential condition for ensuring the stability of the legal system, fostering public trust in anti-
corruption institutions, and upholding the legal equality of all participants in legal relations.
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3AKOHHICTh TA BEPXOBEHCTBO ITPABA:
OCHOBHI AJIMIHICTPATUBHO-IIPABOBI IIPUHIIUTIN
Y 3ABE3NEYEHHI ®YHKIII KOOPIUHAILI CYE’€KTIB MPOTHUAII KOPYIIIIIi

Y crarTi 31ilicHeHO KOMILIEKCHMII aHAJIi3 aAMiHiCTPAaTHBHO-NIPABOBUX NPUHUMIIB 3aKOHHOCTI Ta
BEPXOBEHCTBAa MpaBa K (yHIAMEHTAJbHHX 3acaj] 3a0e3neYeHHs] KOOpAUHALIHHOT PyHKIil cyd’ ekTiB
npoTuaii kopynuii B YKpaiHi. AKIIeHTOBaHO yBary Ha TOMY, 110 i IPUHIUNIM BUCTYNAIOTh KJIIOYOBUMH
opienTupamMu 18 (opMyBaHHs edeKTHMBHOI CHCTeMH B3a€MoOAil Mik opraHamMm Jep:KaBHOI BJaaH,
MiCl€eBOIr0 CAMOBPSIAYBAHHS Ta CHeNiaJi30BAHMMM AHTUKOPYNUiiiHUMHM iHCTUTYHissMH. PO3rIsiHyTO KOH-
HeNnTyaabHi MiAX0AH 10 PO3YyMiHHS 3aKOHHOCTI Ta BEpXOBEHCTBA MpaBa B aAMiHiCTpaTHBHO-NpPaBoOBiii
HayIi, 10 103B0JISIE MEPEOCMHUCIUTH iX PoJb y 3a0e3neyeHHi MPaBONOPSIAKY Ta MPO30POCTi AepP:KABHOI0
ynpapiainag. Oco01uBy yBary npuiijicHO NUTAHHIO aJanTanii NPUHIUIIB 3aKOHHOCTI Ta BEPXOBEHCTBA
npasa /10 yMOB pe¢opMyBaHHS aJAMiHICTPATHBHOIO NpaBa B YKpaiHi, a TAKOXK /10 IPABOBOr0 PeKAMY
BOEHHOI0 CTAHY, 110 CYTTEBO BIJIMBA€ HA (PYHKUIOHYBAHHS aHTUKOPYNUiHOI cMCTeMHU.

Y crarTi po3KpUTO NPoOJeMH TEOPETUYHOI0 TA MPAKTHUYHOr0 CIPUHHATTSA NPUHUUIIB 3aKOH-
HOCTi Ta BEPXOBEHCTBA MPaBa, sIKi, NONPH IXHI0 YHiBepPCAJIbHICTH, HEPIAKO 3AIUIIAKTHCA GopMaTbHUMHU
JeKJapanisiMu 0e3 HAJIeKHOT0 BTiIeHHSI B pPeasIbHYy JislJIbHICTh aHTUKOPYNUiiHuX opraHiB. 3ailicHeHo
JeTadbHUI aHAJi3 HOPMATUBHOTIO 3a0e3MeYeHHs] KOOpANHANiNHOI AignbHOCTI cy0’ €kTiB NpoTUAil KOpyn-
uii, 30kpemMa B acnekTi HOro BiANOBiIHOCTiI Mi’KHAPOJIHUM CTAaHAAPTAM Ta HALIOHAJIBLHUM iHTepecaM.
Bu3HaveHo 0CHOBHI BUKJIUKH Y c(epi mpaBo3acTocyBaHHs, MOB’si3aHi 3 3a0e3neYeHHIM NPUHIMILY HeBilI-
BOPOTHOCTI BilMOBiZAaJIbHOCTI Ta JOTPUMAHHAM NPaB JIOJAUHH Y npoueci 60poThoM 3 Kopynuicw. Ocod-
JIMBY yBary nNpuaijieHo npoojeMi imniaeMeHTauii NpUHUMIIY BEPXOBEHCTBA MPaBa B AiVIbHICTH AHTUKO-
PYNUiHUX OPraHiB y CKJIaJHMX NPAaBOBUX YMOBAX, BKJIOYAIOUM HAJA3BM4YaiiHi NPABOBi peKUMH, 1O
BHHHMKAIOTh YHACJHII0K 30poiiHoi arpecii nporu Ykpainu.

JocaigkeHo B3a€MO3B’SI30K MiK NMPUMHUMIAMH 3aKOHHOCTi Ta BePXOBEHCTBA NpaBa il TaKUMH
aIMIHICTPATHBHO-NIPABOBMMH KaTeropisiMu, ik Ipo30picTh, MiA3BiTHiCTH i edexTuBHicTh. OOIrpyHTO-
BAHO, 1110 JOTPUMAHHSA IMX NPUHIMIIIB € 0CHOBOIIO0JI0KHOK0 YMOBOIO /1J1s1 3a0e3MeYeHHs] NPaBOBOi BU3HA-
YEHOCTi Ta HATEKHOT0 (PYHKIiOHYBAHHS CHCTEMHM JepxkaBHOro ynpasiaiHHs. IIpoananizoBaHo MixHa-
POAHMIT J0CBiA 3acTOCYBAaHHS 3a3HAYeHHMX NMPUHUHUIMIB Y AHTHKOPYNUiiHIA JiAIbHOCTI, IO 103BOJIWJIO
OKPeCJINTH NepCneKTHBY Horo inTerpanii B HAliOHAJIbHY NPAKTHKY. Y MiICYyMKY CTATTi 3aIPONIOHOBAHO
aBTOpchbKe 0ayeHHs B/IOCKOHAJEHHSI CHCTeMM NPHUHIUIIB aAMiHICTPATHBHO-NPABOBOro 3ade3nevYeHHs
KOOpAUHALII cyd’ eKTiB mpoTuaii kopynuii. 3aponoHOBaHO peKOMEHIAIII A1 3aKOHOAABLIB, MPAKTUKIB
i HAyKOBUIB 1100 rapMoOHi3alii HALIOHAJBLHOIO0 3aKOHOJAABCTBA 3 MIKHAPOAHMMM CTaHAAPTaAMHU Ta
3a0e3neyeHHs] KOMIUIEKCHOTO MiAX01y A0 peasi3auii NPUHIMIIB 3aKOHHOCTI Ta BepXOBEHCTBA MpaBa B
c(epi aHTHKOPYNUiHHOT KOOPAMHAL].

KurouoBi ciioBa: 3aKOHHiCTH, BEPXOBEHCTBO NpaBa, Jep:KaBHe YIPABJIiHHS, aJMiHicTpaTuBHe
NpaBo, NPOTHAIA KOPYyNIii, AHTUKOPYNUiiiHi opranu, npaBoBe peryJlOBaHHs, IOPUANYHA BiINOBiIaab-
HiCTh, Mi>KHAPO/IHI CTAHAAPTH, TAPMOHIi3allis 3aKOHOJABCTBA, IPABOBi MeXaHi3MH, KOOpANHAILisl, TPAaBo-
3aCTOCYBaHHs, PO30PicTh, cycHijibHA 10Bipa.
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