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Yatskin R. Public relations of the budgetary control as the article of legal regulation
The article is dedicated to the concept of the legal regulation and its object, the author proves

that budgetary control is the form of budgetary activity and legal relationships of the budgetary
control are the type of financial legal relationships, examines the features of budgetary-control le-
gal relationships.

As well as all types of financial legal relationships, budgetary-control legal relationships have all
general signs of this group of legal relations. Relations from budgetary control arise up and develop
within the framework of financial activity of the state. Budgetary control, as control after the ob-
servance of budgetary legislation, comes true within the framework of budgetary activity of the
state, that is directly related to functioning of all budgetary system of the state. Relations that
arise up within the framework of the budgetary system behave to the financial relations are central
within the framework of the financial system and regulated by a financial law.

A Budgetary-control legal relationship is the form of realization of public interests, in this con-
nection characterized as a public relation. As budgetary relations are related to the centralized
state (municipal) funds of monetary resources, by the primary purpose of forming, distribution (to
the redistribution) and the use of that is material providing of public interests, budgetary activity is
public activity. From here, budgetary control as a form of budgetary activity is also characterized
by publicity.

A Budgetary-control legal relationship is an imperious relation in that one of parties the state
always comes forward in the person of her competent government bodies. Relations in the field of
state control are always related to realization of imperious plenary powers the state, by means of
actions of the authorized public organs. Thus one of variants of development of control legal rela-
tionship there is possibility of application of measures of state compulsion for violation of norms of
legislation.

Financially-legal relations always on the essence are economic relations. On the face of it rela-
tions from budgetary control do not have this line. However, in home literature from a financial law
marked justly, that financial activity of the state is not limited to only the financial relations, but
includes not financial (from the economic point of view) relations. Last also certain the state
economies and sent to that, to regulate in the necessary mode actually financial relations. To such
traditionally relations belong from control after the use of financial resources.

Financial legal relationships always are property. And here heterogeneity of financial legal rela-
tionships the so-called organizational or judicial (procedural) legal relationships exude between that
is nevertheless underlined again. To the last include those, that is sent to organization, planning;
what arise up in the process of establishment of forms of mobilization of monetary resources, order
of their distribution, control after their use.

Legal relationships from budgetary control are the variety of financially-legal relations, that
arise up within the framework of budgetary activity of the state and differ in organizational es-
sence, judicial maintenance, bilaterally individualized subject composition, unproperty object,
regulation functionality, derivative nature within the framework of difficult financial legal relation-
ship.

Key words: budgetary control, financial control, budgetary mechanism, budget facilities, the
state budget, local budget, public authorities, organs of local self-government.


