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HPE3UJAEHTCKOE ITPABO CAMOIIOMUJIOBAHHUSA B CIIA:
K BOITPOCY O JOKTPUHAJIBHBIX NCTOYHHUKAX

KOCHUXHUHA Cgetrsnana CTenaHoBHA
KaHIUJIaT UICTOPUYCCKHUX HAYK, JOIICHT
JIOLIEHT KadeApbl KOHCTUTYIIHOHHOTO MTpaBa
AMYpCKUI rOCYynapCTBEHHbIA YHUBEPCUTET
r. birarosemenck, Poccus

Bonpoc o xoncmumyyuonnocmu npe3udenmceko20 camonoOMuIO8aHUs. Colepai CyWecmeeHHyio poiib 8 peule-
Huu Bepxoenoeco cyoa 6 dene Tpamn npomus Coedunennvix Llimamos (2024), kacaowecocs abcorromuozo
Xapaxkmepa npe3udeHmcKo20 umMmyHumema. B nacmoswee epems npobrema 803MOHCHOCHU CAMONOMULOBA-
HUS OMHOCUMCA K chepe KOHCMUMYYUOHHOU O08ycMblcleHHocmu. B cmamve paccmampusaemcs éonpoc o
OOKMPUHATBHLIX UCMOYHUKAX Npe3udeHmckoeo npasa camonomunosanus ¢ CILIA u oOyciosnenuvix smum
haxmopom cnopHuIx u HepeueHHbIX KOHCIMUMYYUOHHBIX NPOOIEMAX.
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paBO MOMUJIOBAHUS 3aKPEILICHO 3a MPe3u-
nentoM CIIIA Bo BropoMm paszzaene II cra-
Tb KOHCTUTYIIMU: TIPE3UZICHT «...MMEET MPaBO
JapoBaTh MMOMUJIOBAHHME 3a MPECTYIUICHUS
npotuB CoeauHenusix LllTaroB, kpome Kak 1o
nenaMm uMmrmaMenTta» [1, c. 146]. Ilupokodop-
MaTHBIM XapakTep MPEe3UJACHTCKOro IMpaBa Io-
MUJIOBaHHUS CTABUT BOMPOC O BKJIFOYEHUH B HETO
B KaueCTBE KOMIIOHEHTA IpaBa Ha CaMOIIOMMJIO-
BaHue. KOHCTUTYIIMOHHBII TEKCT HE COACPKHUT
yKa3aHU# KakK Ha ero JIOMYCK, TaK U Ha 3arperT.
3aKOHHOCTh MPEANOIAraeMoro caMmornoMuIO-
BaHMsI HUKOTJAa HE MPOBEPsIach B CUCTEME ame-
PUKAHCKOTO MpPaBOCYIUs, U YUECHBIC-FOPUCTHI
pacxonmarcsi BO MHEHHSIX O TOM, NMPU3HAIOT JIU
ero cyasl. IlpencraBnsercss yMECTHBIM OCTaHO-
BUTHCSl Ha MPE3UACHTCKOM CaMOIIOMUJIOBaHUH,
MIPOAHAIIM3UPOBAB JOKTPUHAIbHBIE MCTOUYHHKH,
Ha KOTOPBIE OMUPAIOTCS CTOPOHHUKHU aJbTepHa-
THUBHBIX TOYEK 3PEHUS.

Bonpoc 0 BO3MOXXHOCTH CaMOINOMMJIOBAHUS
obcyxnancs eme Ha Punanenbuiickom KoH-
CTUTYLIMOHHOM KOoHBeHTe 1787 1. B wactHOCTH,
3. Ponnoned yrBepxaan, 4To MOMUIOBAHUE 32
W3MEHY JIOJDKHO OBITh MCKJIFOUEHO W3 TOJTHOMO-
YU MPE3UICHTA, MOCKOIbKY MPE3UJIEHT MOXKET
ObITh BUHOBEH caM. J[)X. YWicoH mapupoBaid B
OTBET, YTO TPABO IMOMHUJIOBAHUS JOIDKHO OBITH
MIPEOCTABICHO MCKITIOYUTEIBHO MPE3UICHTY, a B
CUTyallid BUHOBHOCTH TOCJEIHETO «OH MOXET
OBITh TIPHWBIICYEH K OTBETCTBEHHOCTH TIOCPE/I-
CTBOM HMIIMYMEHTa». Touka 3peHHss YuicoHa
ObUTa TOmJepKaHa OOJIBITMHCTBOM JIEJIETaTOB.

Takum o00pa3oM, TpaBO TOMWIJIOBAaHHSA OBLIO
YCTaHOBJICHO B €ro HbIHEIHeH dopme [3, p. 786].

[IpuHATO cuuTaTh, YTO OTLHI-OCHOBATEIH UC-
XOIWJIM U3 aKCHOMBl «HUKTO HE JIOJKEH OBbITH
Cyabeil B cBoeM coOcTBeHHOM neney». Hemorry-
CTUMOCTb CaMOIIOMWJIOBaHMsI KBajuduuupoBa-
Jachb MMHU KaK OUYEBHUIHBIM M He TpeOdyrouien
TEKCTYaJIbHOT'O 3aKpeIyIeHus (aKT.

Jpyroii BaXXHbIM NPUHLIAI, YKOPECHUBIIMICS B
KOHCTUTYLIMOHHOM TnipaBe CIUA, — mpuHumn Bep-
XOBEHCTBA 3aKOHA — 3a()MKCHPOBaH B PEILICHUU
Bepxosnoro cyna no aeny «Coenunenssie LITars
rpotuB JIm»: «Hu oavH 4enoBek B 3TOW CTpaHe He
CTOUT TaK BBICOKO, YTOOBI OBITh BBIILIE 3aKOHA. ...
DTO eIMHCTBEHHAs BEpXOBHAsl BJacTh B HallleH
CHCTEME YIIPABJIECHUS, U KaKIbI YEIOBEK, KOTO-
pBIM, IpUHUMAas JOJDKHOCTb, Y4YacTBYeT B €€
GyHKUSIX, TeM Oosee 00s13aH MOTUMHATHCS 3TOMY
BepxoBeHcTBY» (US v. LEE (1882). — URL:https://
caselaw.findlaw.com/us-supreme-court/106/196.
html (1ata o6pamienus: 30.05.2025).

AHanu3 NpUBEIEHHBIX UCTOYHUKOB MPUBOJIUT
K BBbIBOJY: HUKTO, @K€ MPE3UJEHT, HE MOXKET
HaXOJUTHCS BBIILLIE 3aKOHA U, CJIEI0BATENBHO, BbI-
CTyNaTh CyJbel B COOCTBEHHOM Jene. Takum 00-
pa3oM, JOKTpUHAIBHbIE UCTOYHUKH OOecredrBa-
10T JOCTaTOYHYIO MIPABOBYIO OCHOBY JUIS TIPU3HA-
HUSI CAMOIIOMWJIOBAHUS HEIEHCTBUTENBHBIM U HE
MMEIOIUM KOHCTUTYIIUOHHOMN CHJIBI.

VYKka3aHHas MO3ULUS HE HAXOOUT MOAJIEPKKH
y pslla CHEeIUaJINCTOB B O0JIaCTH KOHCTUTYLHU-
OHHOTO IIpaBa. B kayecTBe 10BOJOB MPUBOAATCA
CIIEyIOIIMe apTyMEHTHI:
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1) yTBepxkaeHne O HEIOMyCTUMOCTU OBITh
CyIbel B COOCTBEHHOM JieJieé HENpUEeMIIEMO K
ToJIKOBaHUIO KOoHCTUTYILMH, TaK Kak IIPaBo Ipe-
3UJICHTAa HA CaMOIIOMMJIOBAHUE SIBJIETCS aKTOM
UCTIOJIHUTENIbHOW, a He cyneOHoi Bmactu. K
HEMY HENpPUMEHHMbl CTaHJapTHbIC IpaBUIIA
FOpUIMYECKOMN TIpoLeaypsl [S];

2) caMOIIOMMJIOBaHME HE 00s3aTeIbHO SIBIISA-
€TCsl aKTOM «camoriomoun». Ilpe3ueHt moxer
IPUHATH PELIEHHE O CAMOIIOMMJIOBAHUH B Iie-
JSIX 3aLIUTHI IPYTUX JIUI OT BO3MOXKHBIX OOBH-
HEHUH B MPUYACTHOCTH [2, p. 5];

3) B nonutnueckoi npakrtuke CIA HeomHo-
KPaTHO INPUMEHSICA MHCTUTYT HOMMJIOBAHUS 110
MIPEABSIBICHAS KOMY-THOO O(QHUIMATLHOTO OOBH-
HeHust. [lo aHanoruu nono6Hast MOZENb CUUTACTCS
JIOITYCTUMOM B OTHOIIIEHHH CaMOIIOMUJIOBAHMUSI.

TonkoBaHMe JOKTPUHAIBHBIX HMCTOYHHUKOB
MI03BOJIAET MPUBOJAUTH JIOBOJBl KaK B IIOJb3Y
IPE3UICHTCKOro MpaBa CaMOIOMUJIOBaHMS, TaK
U 1poTuB Hero. OJHaKko OOJBIIMHCTBO aBTOPOB

CIIUCOK JIMTEPATYPbI

COMIaCHBI C TEM, YTO CAMOIIPOIIEHHE MOXKET
co3/1aTh OIACHBIN TpeleaeHT Ha Oymyliee, aa-
Basi BOBMOXKHOCTh IMPE3UJIEHTaM OTpaXkaarh ce-
Os1 OT OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 3a MPECTYIUICHHS, CO-
BEpILEHHbIE Ha IOCTY IVIaBbl rocynapcrsa [4].
Bricka3piBaloTCsi MHEHUS O MPUAAHUUA MTOMMIIO-
BaHMIO KOHKPETHOTO XapaKTepa M YCTAHOBJIE-
HUH €T0 JOMYCTUMBIX TipenesioB. OcoOblii nHTe-
pec TpeAcTaBisieT MPEUIOKEHUE O BHECECHUU
MONPABKH K KOHCTUTYIIUH C (OPMYIUPOBKOM:
«IIpesunent Coeaunennsix IltatoB wumeer
MpaBoO JapoBaTh ... NOMWJIOBAaHUE 3a MPECTYI-
nenusi npotuB Coenunenubix lllTaro, kpome
KaKk 1o JejJaM MMIIMYMEHTa IS BCeX JIMII, 3a
WCKIItoueHHeM cynpyru/cynpyra [Ipe3unenra,
NeTel, OpaTbeB U CECTEP, POAUTEIICH MIIH CaMO-
ro cebs» [2, p. 2].

Takum 006pazom, mpodIeMa caMOITOMIJTIOBAHUS
MIPE3UICHTa OCTAeTCSl JAUCKYCCHOHHOH U Tpedy-
OIIIEH CBOETO FOPUIMYECKOTO Pa3peIICHHUS.
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The question of the constitutionality of presidential self-pardon played a significant role in the Supreme
Court's decision in Trump v. United States (2024), concerning the absolute nature of presidential immunity.
Currently, the issue of the possibility of self-pardon belongs to the realm of constitutional ambiguity. This
article examines the doctrinal sources of the presidential right of self-pardon in the United States and the
controversial and unresolved constitutional problems caused by this factor.
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