TIAJHOTO MHpa, UEHTP OTPOMHON KOJOHHAILHON HMMIEPHU, CYILECTBOBAHHE KOTOPOH
TaKKe 00eCneynBao MOJUTHYECKYIO CTAOMIIBHOCTD B CTPAHE.
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The problem of the Russian Federation responsibility for the breaking of hu-
man fights and liberties is conditioned by the constitutional «rating» of the person,
his rights and liberties. The responsibility is also being supported by the state duty to
defend them. But the Constitution of the Russian Federation doesn’t contain straight
indications on the nature, condition and forms of the abovementioned responsibility
[1]. In this case we suppose that there is no special law that could regulate such prin-
ciple relations. Moreover regulations of the Constitution that determine responsibility
of the Russian Federation in the sphere of human rights are greatly dispersed.

Taking into account that the subject of the responsible behaviour in the sphere
of human rights is fuzzy, so there is a convenient chance for the arbitrary behaviour
for the public subjects. That is why the Russian state has no other way out then to be
responsible for the arbitrary behaviour for the public subjects, but not only for its own
culpable behaviour. Just such an approach was laid down the foundations of interna-
tional demands which were directed to the state in the sphere of human rights.

The responsibility of the Russian Federation for the breaking of human rights
and liberties is determined by the national and international factors.

In particular the international factor can be observed in the following situation.
Being the member of the Council of Europe the Russian Federation is accepted obli-
gatoriness of the judgments pronounced by the European Court of Human Rights in
accordance with the actions against Russia. The problem is that the Russian Federa-
tion is the most diligent respondent in accordance with judgments of the European
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Court. But we can’t observe the same diligence in relation to the judgments of na-
tional courts.

The positive dynamics of actions against Russia directed to the European Court
of Human Rights is a straight evidence of this phenomenon. Analysis of the number
of such actions shows that during the period 2000-2004 the number of such actions is
greatly increased from 2313 in the year 2000 to 6691 in the year 2004 [2]. And this
dynamics did not changed for some period.

According to the absolute indices the number of actions against Russia is pre-
dominate. According to the relative indices the Russian Federation takes the eight-
eenth place in the range of the other states - members of the Council of Europe.

Actions against the Russian Federation are lodged because of breaking differ-
ent constitutionally guaranteed human rights and liberties. Normally actions in accor-
dance with the breaking of the right of expressing opinions and liberty of meetings
are lost by the Russian Federation nearly in 100 % cases. It happens as the Russian
courts pronounce the unreasoned judgments. '

We can observe the increasing of amounts which are adjudged by the European
Court of Human Rights on declarations against Russia. So in 2006 there was ad-
judged 1.237 million € in accordance with the declarations against Russia. This
amount increased till 2.5 million € in 2007.

In the year 2007 the European Court of Human Rights examined nearly 200 ac-
tions against Russia. 116 actions of them were connected with the long-lasting non-
execution of judgments. The European Court of Human Rights adjudged 800.000 €
for those offences and 700.000 € was called to account after examination of 24 ac-
tions against Russia for unreasoned imprisoning of citizens. 23 actions were brought
to the European Court on inhuman relations and disparagement. As a result 800.000 €
were called to account in accordance with the actions.

Abovementioned statistics seems to be exactly negative because it gives an
idea about incompetence of present-day Russia to provide effectiveness of state pro-
tection mechanism of constitutional human rights and liberties.

Consequently the citizens of the Russian Federation have to search judgment
wherever but not in the national courts.

No doubt this way is not suitable for the constitutional state and it can satisfy
neither Russian society nor Russian state. The protective activity of Russia is not lim-
ited by the activity of the European Court of Human Rights.

Our suggestion is that Russia should refuse from «smart-money» and start im-
proving its own protective mechanism that must become irresistible barrier for the
representatives of power in the sphere of human rights.
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pa3oM, MBI HE MOYKEM IPEYMEHBINATh. PONb MOJMIUH B KM3HH JIHOO0ro rocyxapcrea,
HO MBI TAKXKe JOJDKHBI [IOMHHTB, YTO OCHOBOIOJNATAIOIMM (pakTOpPOM AN yCIEUHOo-
r0 pa3sBUTHA JIOOOTO ToCyAapcTea B M0OOM citydyae Oylder sBIAATHCA MpPaBHIBHbLIH
BbIGOp GopMBI NpaBiieHUs B MPOBOAMMAN T'OCYJAPCTBOM MOJIMTHKA, OCHOBAHHaA Ha
JIEranbHBIX HOPMax M TIOIEPKUBaeMas BCEMH CIIOAMH HaCeIeHHA.
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S13pIk coBpeMeHHOMN POCCHICKOH Mpecchl — OTPAKEHHE TONMTHYECKOH U A3bI-
KOBOH KyJTsTyphl 0OHIeCTBa, OCBOOOAMBIIErOCs OT TOTANHTapHOH BiacTH. JIn6Gepann-
3auya oOlNeCTBEHHBIX OTHOIMEHHM MpHUBeNa K THOepanu3anuy B A3bIKE, YTO BHIPA3H-
JIOCh, NPEXJIE BCETO, B M3IMEHEHUH CJIOXKHBLIEHCA CHCTEMbI HOPM COBPEMEHHOIC JTH-
TEpaTypHOro A3biKa ¥ HAILIO HEMOCPEICTBEHHOE OTPAKEHHE B TEKCTAX CPENICTB Mac-
COBOM KOMMYHHKALIMH.

Texctel B CMH cTainM OTIIMYATECA APKOCTBIO, TBOpYecKo#l (paHTasHell 1 Hero-

. CpPeACTBEHHOCTHIO XKHBOM pe4H, NCYE3TH CKOBAHHOCTb, 3KAaTOCTh, CTAHAAPTHOCTS.
C apyroil cTOpOHBI, MCCEIOBATENM YKA3BIBAIOT Ha ABHBIH «11epebop» 3KCIIPECCHH,
TIPOSIBJICHHE ILUIOXOr0 A3BIKOBOrO BKyca. M 3Ta upesMmepHocTh, Nepebop M IutoxoH
A3BIKOBOH BKYC BO MHOFOM CTUMYJIHPYIOTCS CPEJACTBAMH MAcCCOBON KOMMYHHKALHH.
Ecnu paHbwe XypHanmucThl B GONBUIMHCTRE CBOEM, TaK WJIH HHaYe, OPHEHTHPOBA-
JINCE HA NMMCBMEHHBIHA A3BIK XYA0KECTBEHHOH JIMTEpaTyphl, TO Temneps Bce Gonblie
MPHOIFKAIOTCA K CTHITIO OOHXOIHOM pedH.

OT0 He MOXeT MpoATH GecclieNHO U A/IS A3BIKA, HA KOTOPOM TOBOPHT OOMECT-
BO - Bellb IO B CBOel MOBCEJHEBHOMN peuH, Kak MpPaBWio, OPUEHTHPYIOTCS He Ha
00pa3iibl XyJOKECTBEHHOM JINTEpaTyphl, a HA TEJICBU3HOHHBIH W Ta3€THBIA A3bIK.
CMW He Tonbko BO3CHCTBYIOT HA PEUEBYIO KYILTYPY norpedureneii ungopmaiuu,
HO ¥ CaMH MCILITHIBAIOT Ha ceOe BnusHUE oOecTBa.

IUis Toro, uTtoGhl OCTATECH KOHKYPEHTOCHOCOOHBIMH Ha HH(POPMauHOHHOMH
apeHe, CMU ofpamaioTcs K HHTEpecaM TOJNMBI H B COOTBETCTBUH C HUMHU CTPOAT
CBOIO MOZ€Nb, ¢ OJHOM CTOPOHBI, a C Apyro# - caMH GopMupyIOT BKYCHI noTpeduTe-
neli. OBpauieHne K BKycaM MaccoBO# ayIHTOpHH ONpeaenuio nomynapabie 8 CMU
TeMBI: 110y-OH3HEeC, HHTUMHBIE OTHOINCHHS, KpUMHHAN B T.I. A cTHIb oOmeHus ©
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