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SUMMARY 

Sobakar A.О. Relations between state control and administrative observation as a public 
administration means. In the article, on the basis of the analysis of scientific, empirical and journalistic 
sources, the essence, content and peculiarities of the interpretation of state control and administrative 
supervision as important means of public administration are clarified, their correlation (comparison) is 
performed in order to identify common features and distinguishing features. The lack of attention of 
scientists to the problem of interpreting control and supervision as a means of public administration has 
been emphasized, the solution of which will allow to identify these phenomena as structural elements of 
the public administration system and to give them a full description. 

The author has concluded that it is impossible to give a comprehensive answer to the question of 
defining the boundaries between the terms "control" and "supervision". After all, there are too many ap-
proaches to defining “oversight”. Some authors believe that supervisory activity is a specific type of con-
trol exercised in a specific field (or a type of supervisory control). Others generally reject the existence of 
such a standalone method of protection as administrative surveillance. 

It is emphasized that in the theoretical and legal sense, supervision has fundamental differences 
from control (state, judicial, parliamentary, public), since it is based not on the verification of executive 
activity, and other management activity - on the supervision of the behavior of the management entity, so 
that the latter did not engage in unlawful acts that could cause harm to society and to individual citizens. 

In distinguishing the two concepts, the main problem is that scientists take as their basis different 
criteria (whether the depth of control activity, or the possibility of canceling the decision of the supervised 
structure, etc.). In this connection, the following criteria of separation of control and supervision are 
proposed: depth of verification activity (main criterion); the nature of the powers of the relevant control 
and oversight bodies; the position which each of them occupies in the system of state bodies; the presence 
of the organizational subordination of the entities of the supervisory activity and the controlled or 
supervised entities. 
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