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This article emphasizes the formation of norms for
compensation of damage caused by internal affairs organs
(hereafter - the IAO in context), the participation and importance
of the IAO in tort relations as a “state organ” and “legal entity”.
Moreover, the difference between the liability of the IAO for
damage caused by its activities as a state organ and legal entity is
explained. The obligation to compensate for damage as a result
of the activity as a state organ should be paid from the state
budget and the obligation to compensate for damage as a result
of the activity as a legal entity from extra-budgetary funds of the
internal affairs organs are grounded.

Civilian scholars’ views on the issue of compensation for
damage caused by illegal decisions, illegal actions (inaction) of
internal affairs organs and officials are analyzed. The legislation
system of foreign countries, including Germany, England,
Turkey, Ukraine, the Russian Federation and a number of CIS
countries is considered.

Proposals and recommendations have been developed to
improve the mechanism of compensation for damage caused by
the illegal application of administrative and criminal law by the
internal affairs organs in our national legislation. Establishing
special state fund to ensure timely and full compensation for
damage caused to citizens and legal entities in the exercise of
internal affairs organs and their officials have been scientifically
substantiated
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W4ky  wnwiap  opraHjlapy  UINTUPOKUJATU  [EJUKT
MyHOcabaT/JapHU XyKYKAHW TapTUOra CcoJidil THU3UMHUHH
TaKOMUJLJIALITHPHUIL

AHHOTAIIUA
Kaaut cyznap: Mako.1a/ja M9KH HIIap opranaapu (6yH/aH KeiHuH MaTH/A -
sapap eTKasUIIJIAH Keu6 MWO0) TOMOHMAAH eTKAa3WIraH 3apapHU KoIIallra OWJ

YUKAAUTaH MOy pusTIap
HOPpMaJIapHHUHT MaKJ/IJIaHUIIH, AEJIUKT MYHOC36aT.Hap,£[a
JleJIMKT KaBOOrapJ/iuK

3apap MUOHuHr“saBnat opraHu” xamza “lOpujuk mwaxc’ cudaTuja
3apapHH KOoIIall WIITHPOKU BaOYHUHT aXaMHUATH épUTUO 6epunau. lllyHUHT €K,
Ae/TMKBEHT WUUOHUHT paBjaT oOpraHd Ba WPUAUK 1axc cudaTuaa
Habp/IaHyBH daosmaTHOKMGATHAA eTKa3uJIraH 3apap Y4YYH
»)KaBOOTapJIMKHUHT dbapkaHUIIA TYIIYHTHUPHUO
6epunau./laBaat opraHd cudartugard GaosUATH OKuUbaTHAA
eTKa3uJraH 3apapHHU KOTJIall
MaXXKOypUSATHU/ABAATOOIKETH/IaH, IOPUJUK IIaxc cudaTUujaru
daonusaTu HaTHXKacuja eTKa3uJIraH 3apapHHu
KOIJIaIMaKoypusiTu 3ca, UHUOHUHr OromxeTJaH TallKapu
MabJiafsiapu XHMCOOUIaH TYJaHUIIHU KepaKJIMTU
acoCJaHTHUPUJIIN.
HuBuauct onumaapHuHr UMO Ba MaHca610p maxcIapuHUHT
KOHYHra Xujod KapopJapy, FalpUKOHYHUN XapaKaT/apu
(xapakaTcu3aurd) okKubaTuJa eTKa3w/raH 3apapHU KoIjall
MacaJjlacu/ia 6uaavMprad GUKpJapy TaxJIua KAJIUHAA. XOPUKUU
JlaBJaTaapAaH, MacaaaH ['epmanud, AHriug, Typkud, YKpauHa,
Poccusi ®epepanuscu Ba MAXHUHT 6Up KaTop MaMJiaKaT/aapu
KOHYHUYMWJIUTY YPTraHUJIJIU.
Munnuin KoHyHuniaurumusga HWHUOHMHr MabMypuM Ba
YKUHOUM-XYKYKHUU HOpMaJlapHU KOHYHTra X0 Tap3/ja KyJuiall
HaTWXKacuJa eTKa3WwIraH 3apapHU KoOIJIall MeXaHU3MUHU
TaKOMWJJIAIITUPULI OYiiMya Takaud Ba TaBCcUsAJAp HILIA0
yukuaau.MMO0 Ba ysapHUHT MaHCcabZop 1axcjapyd TOMOHUJAH
XOKMMHUSAT BaKoOJIATJApUHU amMaJlira OLIMPHUILI KapaéHuja
dyKapora Ba IOpU/IMK 11axcra eTKa3w/iraH 3apapHu y3 BaKTH/1a
Ba TYJUK KOIUIAIIHA TabMHUHJAIl MaKcajuJa [AaBJaTHUHT
MaxCyC >»KaMFapMacCUHU TaUIKWJ 3THUII KePaKJIWTH HWJIMHHN
acocsiab 6epuaau.

CoBepIlIeHCTBOBAHME CHUCTEMbl NPAaBOBOr0 pEryJMpOBaHUSA
JIEJIMKTHBIX OTHOLIEHWH C yYaCTHUEM OPTaHOB BHYTPEHHUX JieJl

AHHOTAIIUA

Krrovessie croBa: B craTbe omnucbiBaeTcss GpOpMUpPOBaHHE MPABOBBIX HOPM
06:3aTe/IbCTBA BCIE/ICTRHE BO3MeIlleHUs1 Bpe/ia MPUYUHEHHOTO OPraHOB BHYTPEHHUX eI
NpUYvHEHHUA Bpea

P ped (nanee - OBJl), yuactue OB/] B Ae/UKTHBIX OTHOLIEHUSX KaK
JeJUKTHas

OTBETCTBEHHOCTh roCyZlapCTBEHHOI0 M IOpUAUYECKOro JIMLA, U ero OTJesbHble
Bpes acIeKThl 1eATeJIbHOCTH. A TaKxe, c/ielyeT UMeTb B BBUJY YTO
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BO3MelleHUs OB/l [OJ/KHBI OCYLLECTBJATb CBOK [JIeATeJbHOCTb, KakK
(xomMnencauus) BpeAa rocyapCTBEHHBbIH OpraH W Kak lopujudeckoe Jyiuno. U3 vero
ﬁig:gﬁg:;w CJIeZlyeT, 4TO TOCYJapCTBO JOJDKHO HECTH OTBETCTBEHHOCTD 3a
yuiep6, NpUYMHEHHbIN J1€ATEJbHOCTBI) €r0 YIOJHOMOYEHHbBIX
opraHoB InesnoM, a OB/l RO/DKHBI HeNMOCPeJCTBEHHO HECTH
OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 3a ylepb, IpUYMHEHHbBIN 3a pe3yJibTaThl UX
JesITeJIbHOCTH.
CyL1ecTBYIOT pas/iMYHble MHEHUs YYeHbIX-IMBHJIMCTOB Ha
npeAMeT OTBETCTBEHHOCTHM cyobekTtoB OB/l u  ero
JOJDKHOCTHBIX JIML, 32 YIep6, TPUYMHEHHBIN HX HE3aKOHHBIMU
peLIeHUsIMU 7 NPOTHUBONPABHBIMU JeNCTBUSIMU
(6e3nenictBueM). MB 3TOM myaHe ObLIO U3Y4YeHbl DAL
3aKOHO/IaTe/IbHbIX AKTOB 3apyOeXHbIX CTPaH, B TOM YHCIIE,
[epmanuy, Bennkobputanuy, Typuuu, Ykpaunsl, Poccuiickoi
®epnepanyuu U psaga crpad CHI.
[lpy aHa/sM3e HOPM HAIMOHAJIBHOI'O 3aKOHO/ATeJbCTBA
MPOCJEKUBAETCSI, YTO OTCOBETYeT MeXaHHW3M KOMIEHCALUU
yluiep6a, NPUYMHEHHOTO BCJIe/ICTBHE HEe3aKOHHOTO
IIpUMEHEHHUA B cBOeH AedTeJIbHOCTHU HOPpM
aZIMUHUCTPATHUBHOIO U yrOJIOBHOTO 3aKkoHoAaTesbcTBa OB/I. B
CBSI3M C YeM, BO3HMKAIOT INpoGJeMbl C KOMIeHcanuen
NoTepneBUIMM, W  MUCXOAA W3  3TOro, pas3paboTaHbl
COOTBETCTBYIOLIME MNpPEJJOXKEHUS] U PEKOMEeHJAUHUU 10 HX
YCTPaHEHHUIO.
llpeasnaraetcs,  Hay4YHO-paKTU4Yeckoe  06GOCHOBaHHE,
CO3JJaHUsl CIELMAJBHOTO TIOCYAAapCTBEHHOTo (OHAA, IeJbio
KOTOpOH sBJsIeTCA obecrneyeHWe CBOEBPEMEHHOW W IMOJIHOH
KOMIIEHCAalUM TMOTeplneBIIMM 3a yllepd, NpUYMHEHHbIH
JedareabHocTbio OB/l v ero J0/MKHOCTHBIMHY JIMIAMHU..

INTRODUCTION

There is general consensus in international civilian sphere that the damage caused by
the internal affairs organs and their officials is a separate type of tort. However, there are
controversial views in the national and foreign literature on the financial source of
compensation for damages caused by the internal affairs organs and their officials (the state
budget - extra-budgetary funds of the internal affairs organs - the funds of the guilty officials).

The aspect of the research topic has been studied in scientific research of some
scientists of foreign countries, for example, Leyland Peter, Anthony Gordon (Oxford
University) [1, p. 458-480], Galiya I. Chanysheva, Oleksandr S. Yunin, Nadiia V. Milovska,
Roman V. Pozhodzhuk, Viktoria V. Mazur [2], S6len Kiilah¢1 (Cyprus International University)
[3, p. 245-261], Ahmet Bozdag (Marmara University) [4, p. 33-48] and so forth.

We concluded in our research that while each state delegates authority to its own
organs, it must always ensure that these powers are exercised correctly and precisely in the
prescribed manner. In case the state cannot guarantee the exercise of the powers vested in
the internal affairs organs and their officials without absolute mistakes, as a result, it must also
assume the obligation to compensate for the damage caused to individuals and legal entities
have been scientifically substantiated.

It should be noted that there is no universally recognized procedure for compensation
of damage caused to individuals and legal entities by the IAO and their officials at the
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international level. The legislation of some foreign countries on this issue was profoundly
studied in our research. The scientific approaches of national and foreign scientists on the
subject were also analyzed. As a consequence, the opportunity to study and collect the
advanced achievements of foreign countries, to develop proposals and recommendations on
enforcement of optimal mechanisms for compensation of material and spiritual damage in
our national legislation are produced.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

The general and specific methods of scientific knowledge are used in this research. The
methods of analysis and synthesis, as well as the method of logic were used to determine the
involvement of internal affairs organs in the status of the state organ and legal entity in tort
relations. The dialectical method, on the other hand, made it possible to consider the state of
scientific research on the subject. The comparative-legal method was used in the analysis of
the legislation of the Republic of Uzbekistan on tort relations with the participation of internal
affairs organs. The method of statistical analysis has determined the amount of damage
caused by government agencies, including internal affairs organs and their officials in our
country, and the extent of the condition of recovery to the victim. The logical-semantic method
was used to clarify the content and significance of the “tort responsibility of the internal affairs
organs as a state body and a legal entity”. Using the normative-dogmatic method, the content
of normative legal acts regulating tort relations with the participation of internal affairs organs
was analyzed. By using the method of legal modeling enabled to develop proposals for the
optimization of national civil legislation in matters of responsibility of internal affairs organs
and their officials. The revised materials include the legislation of the Republic of Uzbekistan
and foreign countries, as such Turkey, Ukraine, the Russian Federation, Belarus, Kazakhstan
and a number of other CIS countries, as well as the scientific works of national and foreign
scientists.

RESULTS AND ITS DISCUSSION

The liability for damages caused by internal affairs organs and their officials is a special
type of obligatory relationship stems from the damage. Obligations stem from damage or
liability for damage are also referred to as the “tort” institution in the scientific field. This
institution is commonly used in the legislation system of many countries of the world
(England, France, Germany, Turkey, Ukraine, the Russian Federation and other CIS countries)
as universal rules protecting the violated rights and interests of humans. The formation of the
institution of compensation for damages caused by state bodies, as well as the internal affairs
organs and their officials in our national legislation dates back to the period when the country
was part of the former Soviet Union.

Particularly, the constitutional norm, stating: “citizens of Uzbekistan SSR have the right
to compensation for damage caused by illegal actions of state and public organizations, as well
as officials in the performance of their duties” [5, P.18] in the Article 56 of the Constitution of
the former Uzbekistan SSR, adopted on April 19, 1978.

Academician H. Rakhmonkulov mentions that the norm on compensation for damage
caused to citizens as a result of illegal actions of the state administration organs, public
organizations and their officials in the performance of their duties is not used in practice,
because the procedure (mechanism - author's statement) for damages is not clearly defined
by law in the Article 481 of the Civil Code of the Uzbek SSR, adopted in 1963 [6, p. 100].
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Remarkably, it is implied just in official form that recovering compensation for
proprietary or material damage caused by the state organs and officials, but no legislation of
that period provided for compensation of spiritual damage in the Constitution of the former
USSR, the Constitution of the former Uzbek SSR and the Civil Code.

B. Hamrokulov expressed his attitude on this issue as the following: “in case the citizens
of European countries consider themselves to be spiritually-damaged in the territory of the
former USSR, they couldn’t apply to the court for compensation due to the legislation system
of the former USSR does not imply spiritual damages as a type of liability, while this legal
institution initiated at the beginning of the twentieth century in the European countries. The
reason is that compensation for spiritual damage had not been regulated in the former USSR
legislation system [7, p. 29].

Leyland Peter and Anthony Gordon point out that until “the Crown Proceedings Act”
was adopted in 1947 in England, the Kinship and administrative authorities had a different
position on tort liability, but today their tort liability is exactly the same as that of other private
law subjects which means that they may also be sued for damages caused by their actions” [1,
p. 458].

As a matter of fact, “the Crown Proceedings Act” of 1947 [8] made a drastic change on
the issue of tort liability of the Kinship, administrative organs and officials in the history of
England. The second Article of this Law is entitled “Tort liability of the Kinship”, which
describes the liability of the Kinship and the administrative organs for damage caused by their
illegal actions (inaction), the procedure and bases of compensation.

Turkish researcher $olen Kiilahgi rightly emphasizes that “one of the inalienable
principles of the rule of law is that the state is responsible for the result of its illegal actions
and compensations for the damage caused to humans” [4, p. 34].

In this regard, it should be noted that the Civil Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan,
adopted in 1997, is thoroughly different from the Civil Code of the former Uzbekistan SSR,
which sets out some optimal mechanisms of compensation for damage caused by state organs
and officials. For example, chapter 57 of the Code, entitled “Obligations arising from the
damage”, deals with the institution of tort, which depicts: the liability for recovering damage
caused by their actions, the procedure of compensation for damage to life and health of a
citizen, as well as spiritual damage caused by the IAO and its officials as state organs, pre-trial
investigation organs of the internal affairs system, interrogation and preliminary
investigation organs are determined [9, pp. 446-466].

However, the life is rapidly evolving and social relations are expanding. These
processes, in turn, demand the improvement of institutions for the effective protection of the
rights and interests of the human in the civil law, the rejection of unjustified rules and the
development of creating directly applicable legal norms that meet the requirements of
advanced international standards.

It should be highlighted that the “Improvement conception of the civil legislation of the
Republic of Uzbekistan” [10], approved by the Resolution of the President of the Republic of
Uzbekistan dated on April 5, 2019, R-5464, marked a new stage in the development of tort in
our national legislation. The concept identifies the topical tasks such as improving the right of
obligations, improving the institution of civil-legal liability, ensuring fair procedure for
compensation and so forth. Today, an interagency commission consisting of representatives
of the related areas, practitioners, specialists, the scientific community and lawmakers is
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working to implement these tasks. The tort liability is not directly specified the damage caused
by the internal affairs organs and their officials in the Civil Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan.

Nevertheless, it can be comprehended that in the Articles 15, 990 of the Civil Code as a
state body and in the Article 991 as a law enforcement body (organs conducting pre-
investigation, interrogation and preliminary investigation -the embodiment of the internal
affairs organs) is a responsible subject (delinquent). In addition to, the organs of internal
affairs may also be responsible subject in the tort relationship as a legal entity (establishment)
(for example, as the subject of excessive risk sources, as an employer, etc.).

However, our research is devoted to the issues of the involvement of internal affairs
organs in the tort relationship, not as a “legal entity” (establishment) but as a “state organ”. It
should be noted that in some countries, such as the civil law of the Republic of Turkey,
“damage caused by public authorities, as well as IAO and officials” is not defined as a separate
type of tort, conversely it is regarded as the “employer’s liability”. For instance, the second
section of the Article 66 entitled “Obligation attitudes arising from the torts” of the Law of the
Republic of Turkey “On obligations” adopted in 2011, normalizes the “responsibility of the
employer” [11].

It is essential to mention that the civil law of the most CIS countries states “damage
caused by state organs, as well as internal affairs organs and their officials” as a special type
of tort. Analyzing the laws of these countries, it is apparent that there are some uncertainties
and problems related to the research topic. In particular, these problems are:

e the lack of accurate mechanisms of compensation for damage as a result of these
torts;

e financial sources of compensation is not specified in the legislation;

e there are some ambiguities on the issue of compensation, in what case by the state
organ and in what circumstance by the officials.

Furthermore, it is also debatable that, the obligation to compensate for damage caused
by illicit decisions, illegal actions (inaction) of internal affairs organs and officials whether to
assign to the IAO or a particular government agency, and no special fund has been established
to compensate for such damage in accordance with the civil laws.

For example, in the relevant articles of the Civil Code of the Russian Federation (Article
16) [12]; Civil Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan (Articles 267, 922) [13]; Civil Code of the
Republic of Belarus (Article 15) [14]; Civil Code of the Republic of Azerbaijan (Article 1100)
[15] and the Civil Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan (Article 15) [9] are indicated.

In our opinion, it is expedient to form special financial sources in order to cover the
damage caused by illegal decisions and illegal actions (inaction) of the state organs and
officials. This, in turn, increases the chances of compensating the victims in a timely and full
manner. In addition, it is not uncommon for the state organ to not always have sufficient funds
to cover damages.

It is also important to determine the damage caused by the activities of the IAO as a
“state organ” and a “legal entity” (establishment). In this regard, 1. S. Kokorin says that
“Assigning the responsibility of the IAO depends on the nature of the damage. For example,
liability arises if the damage was caused as a result of implementation of economic activity,
according to Article 1064 of the Criminal Code of the Russian Federation on general grounds
(responsible subject is internal affairs organs - the author's statement), if the damage was
caused in the course of criminal proceedings under the Article 1070 of the Criminal Code
(responsible subject is the state - the author's statement)” [16, p. 53].
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V. Vlasov states that it is right to impose legal responsibility on the state in case of
damage caused by the actions of a particular law enforcement establishment or official, as well
as responsible as a legal entity when participating in civil-legal relations as a subject of civil
law (“establishment” - the author's statement). [17, p. 24]. Summarizing these viewpoints, as
I. S. Kokorin noted, the obligation to compensate not only the damage caused by criminal
proceedings, but also the damage caused by its activities as a state organ in general, and the
damage caused by its activities as a legal entity, in accordance with the general principles of
civil law.

Studying the system of legal regulation of tort relations with the participation of the
internal affairs organs, we realize that it is truly underlined by Professor O. Okyulov that
“currently the civil regulation has a two-rungs system (Civil Code - special laws) and
sometimes a three-rung system” [18, p. 14]. Because, it can be seen that the participation of
the IAO as a delinquent in tort relations is legally regulated by the Civil Code - separate laws
and by-laws.

Scholars who have studied the civil-legal liability of police officers according to the
legislation of Germany note “the issue of civil liability of police officers is regulated by the Law
“On Federal Police” (Section 3, entitled “Compensation”) and the relevant rules of the German
Civil Code (Civil Code, 2002)". [2, p. 4].

Namely, it can be said that, this relationship is mainly regulated in two stages in German
law. In our country, this tort attitudes is regulated by three levels of legislation: the Civil Code,
the Law “On internal affairs organs” [19] and the Resolutions of the Cabinet of Ministers (for
example, Resolution No. 235 of 24.04.2017) [20].

Undoubtedly, regulating these relations by different law normscomplicates the process
of proper dispute resolution, on the one hand, complicates the possibility of similar legal
regulation of these relations on the other hand.

As a matter of fact, Part 3 of the Article 15 of the Civil Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan
states that: “if the damage was caused by the fault of state organs and the officials of citizens’
self-government bodies, the court may decide to compensate the damage to the officials of
these bodies. Part 2 of the Article 46 of the Law “On Internal affairs organs” states: “Damage
caused to individuals and legal entities due to illegal actions or omissions of the staff of
internal affairs organs is reimbursed by the internal affairs organs at the expense of extra-
budgetary funds, the amount of money are recovered from the guilty then".

The inappropriateness of the above norms is that the code imposes obligation to
compensate the damage in case of guilt of the official, and the law stipulates that compensation
is recovered by the internal affairs organs regardless of the guilt of the official.

In addition, according to the code it is possible to make obligation to the official only
with the decision of court, but the law doesn’'t imply this rule. Also, the fact that the law does
not provide an explanation of the procedure for resolving the issue of whether the staff has a
fault or not for damage can in practice lead to cases of unreasonable imposition of tort or
unjustified regression on the staff of internal affairs organs. According to the rule set out in the
part 2, Article 46 of the Law of the Republic of Uzbekistan “On Internal affairs organs”, the
damage caused by illegal actions or inactions of the staff is reimbursed from the extra-
budgetary funds of the internal affairs organs and then recovered from the guilty person. Part
3 of the Article 1001 of the Civil Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan stipulates that “... the state,
that paid the damage caused by officials, has the right of recourse against such persons in cases
where the guilt of such persons is determined by the court decision that come to effect”. That
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is, only if the staff’s guilt is determined by the court, the internal affairs organs may require
regression on the staff. Accordingly, it is appropriate to include in the content of this norm the
statement “this amount will be later recovered from the person found guilty by the court”.

Based on the above, it can be said that it is necessary to unify the norms of public and
civil law regulating tort relations with the participation of the internal affairs organs. At the
same time, it is necessary to clearly delineate the norms of public and civil law, to exclude from
the legislation the norms that require different interpretations or clarification of their
application in practice.

Another problem connected to the research topic is the increasing number of disputes
over the damage caused to citizens and legal entities by the state organs, including the internal
affairs organs and their officials, and the unsatisfactory state of timely and full recovery of
damages to victims. In fact, within 12 months of 2019, 537 officials, and within 6 months of
2020, 459 officials caused damage to citizens and legal entities. In addition, within 6 months
of 2020, 172 billion and 260 million soums were transferred by the above entities. 114 billion
267 million soums of material damage was collected. Explicitly, 44% of the total damage was
not reimbursed to the victims for various reasons [21]. This means that our work in this area
is still far from perfect and not without shortcomings. An important guarantee of the
protection of the rights and interests of persons is the obligation of the state to compensate
for the damage caused to a citizen or legal entity as a result of the activities of state organs,
including internal affairs organs and officials in a state governed by the rule of law. In this
regard, Ukraine should be recognized as one of the leading developing countries in this field
and has introduced into national legislation the optimal options for timely and full
compensation of damage. Chapter 82 of the Civil Code of Ukraine is entitled “Compensation
for damages” and the Articles 1170, 1174-1177 contain a slightly longer list of damages
caused by the exercise of state powers. The Civil Code of Ukraine, in contrast to other
countries, also establishes the procedure for compensation (compensate) of an individual
victim of the criminal offense (Article 1177). Most importantly, the damage caused by the
exercise of state powers is covered by the state budget of Ukraine [22]. By all means, it is
rather significant to create appropriate mechanisms for timely and full compensation of the
damage to citizens in the civil legislation of each state, although to ensure its implementation
in practice is a separate issue.

All things considered, it can be concluded that every country should have the system of
full guarantee of the rights and interests of humans, their personal and proprietary rights. The
establishment of the special budget fund for the timely and full compensation of damage
caused by the state organs, as well as internal affairs organs and officials in the exercise of
authority, also serves as the full guarantee of human rights.

CONCLUSIONS

The relationship connected with the damage caused by internal affairs organs and their
officials is complex civil-legal relationship in the civil law, regulated by the norms of public
and private law. In this relationship, the internal affairs organs participate as the status of the
state organ and legal entity (establishment).

The following conclusions are made as a result of research:

— The participation of internal affairs organs in a tort relationship as a status of the
state organ should be penetrated as a relationship connected with the damage caused to
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citizens and legal entities in the implementation of the functions and responsibilities assigned
by law;

The obligation to compensate for the damage caused by such activities should also
be directed to the state budget, not to the extra-budgetary funds of the internal affairs organs;

— Internal affairs organs may also cause damage to citizens or legal entities in the
process of performing its functions and tasks on the basis of the use of property attached to
the right of operative management.

— The damage caused as a result of activities of exercising their authority is irrelevant.

— Therefore, the obligation to compensate for the damage caused by such relationship
should be covered by the extra-budgetary funds of the internal affairs organs;

— Itis necessary to unify the law norms regulating tort relations with the participation
of the internal affairs organs.

— There should be a norm in the system of internal affairs organs that clearly defines
the procedure of the state compensation for damages caused by illegal actions of pre-trial
investigation organs, interrogation and preliminary investigation organs, as well as clearly
defines the mechanism of state compensation for damages;

—All in all, we conclude that the establishment of the special state fund for
compensation of damages caused by state organs, including internal affairs organs and
officials, serves as a guarantee of timely and full compensation for damages.
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