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Abstract

The relevance of the article. Finding the best
means of counteracting corruption necessitates
the need to focus the attention of the interested
community on the study of the resource, not only
the traditional ones, which have been used for a
long time, but also innovative ones (where the
practice of normalization and application of
which is only emerging). Monitoring the way of
life of public servants and their families is a tool
whose potential is linked to the unique legal
nature and maximum of its "approximation" to
"private autonomy", and therefore "threats" to
mistakenly identify it with a means of "excessive"
interference with personal and private life of
individuals.

The subject of the study is the monitoring of the
way of life of public servants as a means of
preventing corruption and preventing legally
enforced interference with a person's private and
personal life.

The subject of the study is the public relations that
arise in the process of using the resource of

AHoTanis

AxryanpHicTe. [lomyk onTumanbHHX 3ac00iB
npotuaii  Kopymnuii  3yMOBJIIOE  mOTpedy
30CepePKeHHS OTTTHOIEHOT yBary 3alikaBIeHoT
CHUTFHOTH HA JIOCTIKCHHI Pecypcy He TiIbKH
TPaAMLIMHNX, TaKUX IO BXE MPOTATOM
TPUBAJIOTO Yacy BHKOPHCTOBYIOTHCS, 3aC00iB, a
1l HOBallilf HUX, IPAKTHKa YHOPMYBAaHHsI 3acaj Ta
3aCTOCYBaHHA AKHX JuiIe GpopmyroTbca. OnHUM
i3 TakMX 3aC00IB € MOHITOPUHT CIIOCOOY JKUTTS
nyOMiYHUX CIY)KOOBI[IB Ta 4WICHIB iX CiMeH,
MOTEHI[al SKOrO TMOB’s3aHa 13 YHIKAJIBHOIO
MPaBOBOI0 MPHUPOJOI0 i MaKCHMalbHOK HOTro
«HAOJMKEHICTIO» JI0 «IPUBATHOI aBTOHOMI»
OCTaHHIX, a OTXKe W «3arpo3amMm» Ui
MIOMHJIKOBOTO HOTO OTOTOXKHEHHS 13 3acoOoM
«HAJIMIPHOTO» BTpPY4YaHHS Yy oOcoOHuCTe Ta
MIPUBATHE XUTTS BIAOBITHAX OCi0.

IIlpeameroM  MOCHIIKEHHS €  MOHITOPHHT
Croco0y XHUTTA IMyOIiYHMUX CITyKOOBIIB sIK 3aci0
3amobiramHs  Kopymmii ¥ YHEMOXIIHUBIECHHS
JIeTali30BaHOr0  [IPUMYCOBOTO BTPYYaHHS Y
MPUBATHE Ta 0COOUCTE KHUTTS 0COOH.
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monitoring the life of public servants as a means
of preventing corruption and preventing legally
enforced interference with the private and
personal life of these persons.

The methodology of the research is formed by a
combination of general scientific and special
methods of scientific knowledge. The dialectical
method was used as the basic method; the
methods of semantic analysis, logical-legal,
comparative, modeling, and prediction were
additionally used.

Research results. It is important to normalize the
standards of use of monitoring to avoid arbitrary
legalized forced interference with the private and
private life of public servants and to mistakenly
identify lifestyle monitoring with legalized
monitoring, including total, by appropriate
persons. It is advisable to: streamline and
normalize the thematic conceptual apparatus
("lifestyle monitoring™, "family members"”, “close
persons”, etc.), defining a "comprehensive"
monitoring model as one that reveals the whole
uniqueness of its resource; consolidation of the
principles of “justification” (only if there is a
suspicion of inconsistency of the real state of
affairs and official information on income and
expenses), "selectivity" (indicating the eligibility
criteria), purposefulness (to establish the
conformity or inconsistency of the above
information), admissibility ( normalization of the
circle  of authorized subjects of its
implementation, with the granting of their
respective status, coordination of cooperation
with other subjects of combating corruption),
algorithmization (stage, sequence, fixing of the
results) etc.

Keywords: Monitoring, lifestyle, lifestyle
monitoring, public servant, family members,
model, anti-corruption tool, "private autonomy"
of a person, private and personal life, standards.

Introduction

The attention of the interested community
should focus on a thorough identification of the
resource of means that would differ in their
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O0’€eKTOM JOCITIKEHHS € CYCIUTbHI BiTHOCHHH,
SKi BHHUKAIOTH Y TIPOIECI BUKOPUCTAHHSI
pecypcy  MOHITOPHHTY  CIOCOOY — JKHUTTS
myONMiYHUX CITYKOOBIIB SIK 3aC00y 3amoOiraHHs
KOpYIIIii Ta YHEMOXIIUBJICHHS JICrajli30BaHOTO
MPUMYCOBOTO BTPyYaHHS Yy TMpPHUBaTHE Ta
0COOMCTE JKUTTA LHUX OCi0.

MeTtomomnorito JociiKeHHs GOopMye CYKyITHUI
3aralbHOHAYKOBHX Ta CIICHialbHAX METOMIB

HayKOBOTO Mi3HAHHS. Sx OazoBuit
BUKOPHCTOBYBaBCSA  MIAICKTUYHHH  METOZ,
JOIaTKOBO BUKOPHUCTOBYBAIUCS METOIN
CEMAaHTUYHOTO aHaNi3y, JIOTIKO-IOPUANIHHH,
MOPIBHSUIBHUM, MO/ICTIFOBaHHS Ta
MPOTHO3yBaHHS.

Pesynpratn  pmocmijkeHHs.  BaximBum €

YHOPMYBaHHSI CTaHJapTiB BHKOPUCTAHHS HOTO
pecypcy  3amisl  YHUKHEHHS  JIOBUIBHOTO
JIeTajli30BaHOr0 [IPUMYCOBOTO BTPYYaHHS Y
IpUBAaTHE Ta OCOOUCTE XKUTTS BUILE3a3HAYCHUX
ocib i TTOMIJIKOBOTO OTOTOKHEHHS
MOHITOPHHTY CHOCOOY >KHTTS i3 JIeTaTi30BaHUM
CTE)XCHHS, B T.4. TOTAJbHUM, 32 BiJNOBITHUMH
ocobamu. JloLiapHIM BOayaeThC:
YIOPSAKYBaHHS Ta YHOPMYBaHHSI TEMaTHYHOTO
MOHATIHHOTO amapaty («MOHITOPHUHI CHOCOOY
KUTTSD), «WICHH CIM 1%, «OIH3bKI 0cOOM» TOIIIO),
BU3HAYCHHS «KOMILJIEKCHOD» MoJeni
MOHITOPUHTY SIK Takoi, L0 PO3KpUBAE BCIO
YHIKJIBHICT HOTO pecypcy; 3aKpilUIeHHs 3acaj
«BUIPABAAHOCTI» («IHIIe y pa3i HaIBHOCTI
MiZO3pH Y HEBIANOBITHOCTI PeaIbHOTO CTaHY
cripaB Ta OQIiITHAX BiIOMOCTEH PO JTOXOIU Ta
BUIATKH), «BUOIPKOBOCTI» (i3 3a3HAYCHHIM
KpHUTepiiB BUOOpY), IIECTIPIMOBAHOCTI (s

BCTAHOBJIEHHS BIIITOBITHOCTI1 abo XK
HEBIIMOBITHOCTI BHII[E3a3HAYCHUX BIJIOMOCTEIH),
MPUITY CTUMOCTI (YyHOpMYBaHHSI KoJia

YIIOBHOB&XEHUX CYy0’€KTIB #oro 31iiicHeHHs, i3
HAAUICHHAM  iX  BIAMOBIAHAM  CTaTycoM,
KOOpAMHAIIT CIHiBIpall 3 IHIIUMH Cy0 €KTaMH
MPOTHIIT KOpyTIIIii), aNropuUTMIzamii
(cTanmiiHICTD, IIOCJII IOBHICTD, ¢ikcyBaHHS
Pe3yIBTATIB) TOIIO.

Kiro4oBi ciioBa: MOHITOPHHT, CIOCIO XKHTTH,

MOHITOPHHT  CHOCO0y  JKHTTS,  IyOIidHU
CITy)00BeIb, YJIEHU cimM’i, MOJIETIb,
AQHTHKOPYIIIHHNH 3acio, «IpUBaTHA

aBTOHOMisl» O0COOHM, TpHUBaTHE Ta OCOOHCTE
KUTTA, CTAHAAPTH.

uniqueness (both meaningful and targeted), in
the search for effective means of preventing
corruption in the activities of public servants,




improving the provisions of anti-corruption
legislation, including at the expense of
introduction of innovative institutions driven by
the needs of a comprehensive approach to
eliminating any prerequisites for corruption and
acts of corruption by public officials, such as
personally and with the involvement of
"outsiders". One such tool is the monitoring of
the way of life of public servants, whose
practice of using the resource of history is
intensified in different countries, undoubtedly
focusing on the specifics of national rulemaking
and law enforcement.

On the one hand, we support the desire of
various countries to normalize the use of the
potential of the appropriate tool to eliminate any
threats to public power (and already have a
positive experience of wusing it in the
Philippines, Romania, Mongolia, Rwanda, etc.).
At the same time, on the other hand, the
specificity of this remedy lies in its maximum
involvement in the personal and private life of
public servants and the likely threat of coercive
legal intervention by the state. Moreover, the
analysis of the legislation of different countries
shows a largely fragmented approach to the
regulation of this issue (including taking into
account the novelty of the tool itself), which in
turn causes problems in law enforcement
(subjects of application, object of monitoring,
limits intervention, the grounds for the latter,
procedure, etc.). This requires "qualitative"
legislative regulation of the principles of
monitoring  existence, implementation of
"filters" for misuse, its inappropriate use while
guaranteeing a person's "private autonomy".

The "quality" of the legislative basis for
monitoring the way of life of public servants in
order to ensure its effective use as a modern
means of preventing corruption, rather than
legalized forced interference with the personal
and personal life of the above-mentioned
persons, can be achieved by using as a basis for
modern rulemaking and legal enforcement the
modernity of this means of highlighting the
uniqueness of its resource, the generalization of
which, despite their diversity, determines the
purpose of the study. Such a basis will help to
form perfect (by its content) legislation that
will define the principles of the use of the
monitoring of lifestyle of public servants as an
effective anti-corruption tool and will help to
eliminate any grounds for abusing it, as well as
unify the law enforcement practice, and and
ensure both the counteraction of corruption in
the public service and the "private autonomy" of
public officials.
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Methodology

The research is made based on both general
scientific and special methods of scientific
knowledge.

The dialectical method was used as the “basic”
general scientific method, which was used to
study the way of monitoring the lifestyle of
public servants as a means of preventing
corruption in the public service, qualitative
changes in the isolation of its models in the
context of the transformation of doctrinal
professional approaches to specific purpose, and
the regulatory basis for anti-corruption tools.

The semantic analysis method was used to clarify
directly related concepts, such as: "monitoring",
"lifestyle”, “private and personal life",

"verification”, "audit”, "control”, "supervision”,
"interference”, and more.

The basic legal definitions were formulated using
the logical-legal method, and the comparative
analysis identified the specifics of normalization
and practical use of lifestyle monitoring of public
servants in different countries, as well as an
approximate list of problematic aspects, which
significantly ~ reduces the  anti-corruption
efficiency and value.

Modeling and forecasting techniques have been
used to develop recommendations for addressing
the issues identified above, including through the
improvement of legal frameworks and the
harmonization of legal standards for the use of
this anti-corruption tool.

Analysis of recent research

The analysis of the available thematic sources
shows that the attention of legal scholars
focuses either on the study of the monitoring of
the lifestyle of public servants in the aspect of
comparative legal characteristics of the
experience of different countries (Lifestyle
monitoring..., 2016; Parkhomenko-Kutsevil,
2019; Bodnarchuk, 2014), or on some of its
features (Oyamada, 2005; Public office. Private
Interests.., 2012), or to the practice of using its
resource in individual countries with a focus on
specific "high-profile cases" (The French
minister resigned.., 2019), or fragmented in the
context of analyzing the entire diversity of anti-
corruption means (Chyzhmar, Kolomoiets,
Dniprov, & Rezvorovich, 2019; Willoria,
Sinestrom, & Bertok, 2010), or on the
observance of certain international legal
standards (Kolomoiets, & Kolpakov, 2019;
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Kolomoiets, Verlos, & Pyrozhkova, 2018), or
on the justification of the introduction of the
latest external forms of its manifestation
(Bessherstna, 2019), etc.

At the same time, there is still no work on the
aspect of demarcation of monitoring as an anti-
corruption  tool against the  outward
manifestation of legalized forced interference
by the state into the private and private lives of
public servants. The presence of this gap in the
scientific base of rulemaking activity focused
on consolidating the bases of the use of the
monitoring resource and law enforcement
activity aimed at the effective use of the
appropriate anti-corruption tool, and
necessitates its urgent need for its restoration in
order, on the one hand, to effectively prevent
corruption in the service of corruption including
at the expense of the resource of the
corresponding unique anti-corruption tool. And,
on the other hand, to guarantee the autonomy of
the private and private lives of public servants
from arbitrary interference by the state.

Presentation of key research findings

. Personal lifestyle monitoring:
""basic™ approaches to understanding
the set, models

"Monitoring the lifestyle of a person™ can be
considered as a complex concept, which is
conventionally composed of two parts:
"monitoring" and "lifestyle”. With regard to the
first part, it should be noted that this component
concept is not accidental, because the
etymological analysis of the word "monitoring"
allows to distinguish it from related legal
concepts (“control”, "supervision", "review",
"audit", "verification", "revision", and etc.) and
focus on "analysis" and "observation" in order to
identify compliance as the main "basic" element
that determines its resource. Despite the fact that
some countries may have a "lifestyle check"
provision (eg Philippines) (Lifestyle
monitoring..., 2016) or a “lifestyle audit"
(Lifestyle monitoring..., 2016) in At the same
time, a detailed analysis of the relevant
provisions indicates that it is a tool whose
content, above all, involves the analysis of data
and observation of a person, his behavior, herds,
which is actually the content of the monitoring.

Thus, misidentification of related legal concepts
actually causes the defective legal terminology,
which, in turn, may well be the basis for
diversification of law enforcement related to the
use of the resource of the respective anti-

Encuentre este articulo en http://www.udla.edu.co/revistas/index.php/amazonia-investiga o www.amazoniainvestiga.info
ISSN 2322- 6307

corruption tool. If the legislator envisages not
“daily” processing of documents of thematic
content (both active and passive forms thereof),
committing a variety of tangible procedural
actions related to direct intervention in the
activity, life of a public servant, taking action on
it, directly targeting its actions and harmful
consequences, identification of conditions,
causes of the latter, the qualification of such
actions, and vice versa, first of all, only
accounting, analytical activity of thematic
content, observations to find out the consistency
of the available data with the actual state of
affairs, it will nevertheless be correct to refer to
this type of activity using the term "monitoring".
In such circumstances, there will be a
reconciliation of the legislative term and its
substantive content, which is detailed in the
provisions governing the use of the lifestyle
monitoring resource.

Concerning another component of the notion
("lifestyle™), it is worth mentioning the
following. Unfortunately, there is no universally
accepted standardized definition of the "lifestyle
of a person”. However, the analysis of the laws
of different countries allows us to distinguish
conditionally several components that form the
content of "lifestyle". These are ... behavioral
(the study of leisure habits) ... the value of a
property, relative verification (the study of the
material status of relatives who could gain
employment through the influence of this
person), conflict of interest” (Lifestyle
monitoring..., 2016). Therefore, the provisions
on “property status of the person”, “leisure of the
person” are common, in the aspect of considering
them as an object of monitoring the lifestyle of
the person.

Corruption  Prevention Interpretative  Acts
contain provisions that can be conditionally
regarded as defining a “lifestyle”, namely: as a
“... the combination” of such components related
to a person: real estate, personal property, travel,
payment for education, extravagance parties,
casino games, loan repayments, gifts, spending
on certain lifestyles” (Lifestyle monitoring...,
2016) as ... sustainable life forms of individuals
and communities, measures of their entry into
society and relationships with groups, other
people” (Kolomoiets, & Kolpakov, 2019), ...
typical forms of n behavior of people ... reflecting
the standard of living and exclusive possession,
use or disposal of ... the property, cash assets,
etc.” (Kolomoiets, & Kolpakov, 2019). An
analysis of these provisions shows that the "way
of life" in the aspect of monitoring it as an anti-
corruption tool is how the individual lives on the




basis of the income he or she receives for
fulfilling the relevant public-authority duties and
whether or not he or she uses state-provided the
benefits of such public authority for their own
unlawful enrichment.

Monitoring, in terms of defining a lifestyle as its
object, is focused on finding out “... does it
match those income that is made public by a
person... and it assumes that officials who lead a
lavish lifestyle that does not meet their wealth
can be implicated in corruption” (Lifestyle
monitoring..., 2016). The state is interested not in
the fact that the public servant or his family
members (and they also fall within the scope of
view) of real estate or his behavior, but the
sources of income for such a lifestyle and the
existence of grounds for using them to benefit
from public service for the satisfaction of their
private interests and the private interests of
family members. The combination of
"monitoring” and "way of life of public servants™
allows to define actually its essence as analytical-
accounting, observational (visual) activity of the
authorized subjects of counteraction of
corruption, oriented on finding out of conformity
of the information given by a public servant on
property status, lifestyle and family members the
real state of affairs and the likelihood of
receiving money for such a lifestyle through the
misappropriation of the benefits of public
service.

The complex ("collective™) nature of the concept
itself determines the uniqueness of its content,
which is a combination of "documentary
research" ("desk research”, "work with
documents, information™) and "visual research"
("field research”, "review of visual observation
"). In the legislation of different countries,
depending on the detail of the bases of which
content component is given more attention,
several of its models are distinguished:

a) "documentary" ("cabinet");
b) "field" ("visual);
c) "combined" ("hybrid", "mixed").

Although the first two models have their
advantages  (efficiency, simplicity,  cost
minimization, clarity of results, elimination of
grounds for falsification, blocking of access,
etc.), as well as certain disadvantages due, first of
all, to the limited tools, which does not allow to
form a certain idea of compliance However, the
latest - the "combined" ("hybrid", "mixed")
model in full allows to use the whole resource of
this anti-corruption tool at the expense of
processing various information, data of registers,
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information databases, data from "open sources",
as well as visual observation of a person, his
behavior, his movable, immovable property, etc.
This determines the prevalence of this model in
most countries of the world and the
normalization of it, and therefore to find out the
relevance of monitoring the lifestyle of a public
servant to the private and personal life of the
latter logically to take a "combined” ("hybrid",
"mixed") model.

I Monitoring the lifestyle of public
servants and their private and
personal lives: the issue of ratio

The use of the potential of an appropriate anti-
corruption tool is linked to the diversity of
actions of the authorized state bodies regarding
“... the income and expenses of the public
servant and his family members; their movable
and immovable property both within the territory
of the country, on which they perform their
public service activities, and abroad; their actual
place of residence and place of registration;
traveling abroad; bank accounts (including
abroad); vehicles; their hobbies, leisure,
entertainment; valuable things they use in
everyday life; information about closed persons
who are not relatives; staff; utility bills;
bodyguard, ... debts, guarantees, income from
other sources, etc.” (Kolomoiets, & Kolpakov,
2019). In other words, the monitoring of what is
directly related to the identity of a public servant
and members of his or her family, to their lives
"beyond the performance of public-service duties
on a professional basis in a particular position",
and to their "private autonomy" that stipulates the
normalization of standards, “filters" for the
elimination of the prerequisites for identifying a
suitable anti-corruption tool with legally
enforced interference in the life of a person,
monitoring him and his family members.

The analysis of the provisions of the legislation
of the countries of the world, which are fixed on
the basis of the corresponding anti-corruption
tool, allows distinguishing a number of
problematic aspects of its use, among which:

a) "defectiveness" of the provisions on the
authorized subjects of carrying out the
corresponding actions, due to which
either there is a duplication of powers of
several entities and, as a result, lack of
coordination of their actions, or the
normality of monosubjectivity,
however, with the deprivation of such
sub an entity of an appropriate legal
status that would authorize it to take
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b)

c)

d)

9)

h)

actions that, in substance, would be
such as are monitored. As a result, the
issue of the legality of the action of the
subject and the results of his actions are
actualized;

In the absence of universally recognized
regulations on "personal life", "private
life of a person”, fragmentation in the
legislation of different countries of an
approximate list of those information,
the use of which directly implies a
connection with the "off-duty" activity
of a public official and members of his /
her family;

The lack of absolute certainty of the
provisions on the grounds for lifestyle
monitoring, the standardized criteria for
determining the “selectivity” of those
grounds that distinguish this tool from
total monitoring of a person and his / her
family;

"defectiveness” of the provisions
regarding the definition of so-called
"outsiders" in relation to whom lifestyle
monitoring may be carried out, such as
"family members of public servants”,
their mistaken identification with "close
persons”, which is of particular
importance, on the one hand, due to the
lack of their direct “connection” with
public service activities and, on the
other hand, the likelihood of “veiled”
use by the public servants of the benefits
of public service due to them, the
emergence of grounds for a conflict of
interest, etc .;

“defectiveness” of the provisions on the
intended purpose of the appropriate
remedy, as a result, the
misidentification of the latter with other
anti-corruption remedies (for example,
a special check, full verification of
declarations, etc.) and criminal
procedural remedies;

Fragmentation of the settlement of the
procedural bases of the implementation
of the monitoring resource, which
provides grounds for the diversity of
interpretation and application of the
relevant provisions on the above-
mentioned anti-corruption tool;
Prevailing declaration of provisions for
guaranteeing appeals of decisions,
actions, and inactivity of the subjects of
monitoring and compensation  of
damages;

The absence, for the most part, of a fair
balance of public and private interests
when applying the provisions on the

monitoring of the way of life of public
servants and their families.

The presence of these "basic" defects in the
normative basis of the use of the resource of an
appropriate anti-corruption tool causes a "blurry"
of boundaries in the application of the latter, the
"risks" of its threat to the private and personal life
of public servants and their families, since its
resource is directly related to intervention into
the "private autonomy" of public servants and
their families to clarify issues of possible
"connection" to its misuse by the public officer
of the benefits of public service. To find out
whether or not there is a proper “connection”, it
is envisaged to use an anti-corruption tool with
the possibility of interfering with the “private
autonomy" of a person and his family members,
which is, in fact, a way of monitoring the way of
life of public servants and their families.

To ensure that the resource of the appropriate
anti-corruption tool is used effectively and to
eliminate any prerequisites for “interfering with
the private autonomy” of public servants and
their families, which could be considered as
arbitrary forced collection, collection of data
about them, it is important to solve the above
problems issues, which are directly related to the
standardization of the lifestyle monitoring
principles for public servants and their families,
and the standardization of these principles. It
seems appropriate:

a) The normalization of the definition of
“lifestyle monitoring” in the “basic”
anti-corruption legislative act with the
fixing of its “complex” legal nature;

b) The fixation of the principles of
"justification" of its implementation
(only if there is a suspicion of the
inconsistency of income and expenses
of the public servant and his family
members, which is formed on the basis
of information from "open", "public"
sources);

¢) The normalization of criteria, the
determination of “selectivity” of this
measure (it cannot be that which is
applied “totally” to all public servants,
and to “outsiders”);

d) Purposefulness of the tool - the next
standard in the use of its resource (only
to determine the correspondence of the
existing state of affairs and information
in official registers, databases, etc.);

e) An absolute normative definition of
“outsiders”, who are members of the
family of a public servant, with their
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listing as, incidentally, and
normalization of the definitions of
“private life” and “personal life”
(preferably, listing their meaningful
elements) that will facilitate the
unification of enforcement of the
resource use of both this and other anti-
corruption means;

f) Admissibility as a standard of use of a
resource of an appropriate means,
which should provide for such use with
the definition of an authorized entity
with appropriate legal and procedural
status, coordination of its actions with
other entities against corruption;

g) The algorithmization of the use of the
tool, detailing the actions, their
sequence, results;

h) Proportionality, the normalization of the
provisions on the balance of public and
private interests, the use of instruments
whose  intrusiveness is  directly
proportional to the purpose of the
appropriate means, the maintenance of
the balance of public and private
interests (eliminating the prerequisites
for "excessive interference" in the
private and personal life of the
individual, personal and private life
association of this tool with the
legalized compulsory monitoring of the
person, collecting information about
him, etc.), guaranteeing compensation
for the damage caused and appealing
actions, decisions, inaction entity public
administration. It is only in the case of
normalization  (they  should be
systematically combined, using an
acceptable form of the latter) of the
relevant provisions, standards, the
content of which is consistent with
international and European legal
standards for the regulation of relations
"relevant” to the public service, in the
use of the relevant anti-corruption
resource it is possible to use it
effectively and at the same time
guarantee the "private autonomy" of
public servants and their families.

Conclusions

Throughout the diversity of anti-corruption
means, monitoring of the way of life of public
servants and their families should be
distinguished, the uniqueness of which is due to
its "complex" legal nature, which allows to
combine both "cabinet research" (processing of
information of different state registers, databases,
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information resources and other "open" public
sources) and "field research" ("visual
observation", "visual inspection on-site"). Given
the "maximum approximation" of the content of
the relevant anti-corruption tool to the "private
autonomy" of public servants and "outsiders"
who are members of the latter's families, it is
important to standardize the standards of using its
resource to avoid arbitrary legal forced
interference with privacy misidentifying lifestyle
monitoring with legalized monitoring, including
total monitoring of public officials.

It is advisable to: streamline and normalize the
thematic  conceptual apparatus  ("lifestyle
monitoring"”, "family members", "close persons",
etc.), defining a "comprehensive" monitoring
model as one that reveals the whole uniqueness
of its resource; consolidation of the principles of
"justification™ (“only if there is a suspicion of
inconsistency of the real state of affairs and
official information on income and expenses),
"selectivity” (indicating the eligibility criteria),
purposefulness (to establish the conformity or
inconsistency of the above information),
admissibility ( normalization of the circle of
authorized subjects of its implementation, with
the granting of their respective status,
coordination of cooperation with other subjects
of combating corruption), algorithmization
(stage, sequence, fixing of the results etc.);
proportionality (balance of public and private
interests, minimizing the intrusiveness of funds,
guaranteeing appeals against decisions, actions,
and omissions of public administration entities,
compensation for damages); minimization of the
use of evaluation provisions, open lists, lists in
determining the basics of appropriate
monitoring, and systematize relevant provisions
(using a country-specific form) that will ensure
the uniformity of the practice of using the
resource of the appropriate anti-corruption tool
and increase its effectiveness.
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