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CRIMINAL PROSECUTION IN THE CRIMINAL PROCEDURE OF
THE REPUBLIC OF ARMENIA

SAMVEL DILBANDYAN

This article is dedicated to the issues of criminal prosecution in criminal proce-
dure. In the current Code of Criminal Procedure, a new ideology was introduced for the
implementation of criminal procedure problems in pre-trial proceedings. In the criminal
proceedings, the criminal prosecution has a significant role, it determines the further
course of the criminal proceedings and the boundaries of the investigation. Criminal
prosecution is apparently the driving force behind criminal proceedings, which means
that the further course of criminal proceedings is determined by it. Undoubtedly, it is
also important for ensuring the protection of human rights within the framework of
criminal proceedings.

So far, the issues of initiation and implementation of criminal prosecution have
remained unresolved in the theory and practice of criminal procedure. Although the
criminal procedure legislation regulates in detail the legal bases of criminal prosecution,
some important issues remain unsettled. Today, the replacement of the terms of the
criminal proceedings with the terms of the criminal prosecution has caused problems in
the implementation of the right to defend for the persons who were actually prosecuted,
in particular, the said person is deprived of the opportunity to exercise the fundamental
rights of the accused. The essence of the problem lies in the fact that the body conduct-
ing the proceedings, in order to fit within the terms of criminal prosecution set by the
law, strives to give a later status to the person actually prosecuted, in order to fit within
the stated terms. Meanwhile, the body conducting the proceedings performs such proce-
dural actions throughout the criminal proceedings that affect the legitimate interests of
the person who is actually under criminal prosecution.

Key words: criminal prosecution, institute of criminal prosecution, criminal proceedings,
initiate criminal proceedings, actual criminal prosecution, terms of criminal prosecution

The concepts of 'Criminal Prosecution' and the 'Institution of Criminal
Prosecution' were initially legislated in the RA Constitution (1995) and later in
the Code of Criminal Procedure. Criminal prosecution was sufficiently studied
in domestic theory of criminal procedure law and the most recognized approach
was that criminal prosecution is related to the appearance of a person in crimi-
nal proceedings. This concept has been applied in the current Code of Criminal
Procedure. However, unlike the previous version, the current Code of Criminal
Procedure provides only a definition for the concept of the 'Initiation of Crimi-
nal Prosecution' among its main definitions. The demarcation of the concepts of
'Criminal Prosecution,' 'Initiation of Criminal Prosecution,’ and 'Accused' is
crucial because the initiation of criminal prosecution is often perceived as the
involvement of a person as an accused, while it is a broader concept in terms of
content.
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To address this issue, it is essential to consider the approaches found in le-
gal literature, which are instrumental for the legislative definition and practical
application of this concept. In judicial literature, there is no unified approach to
the concept of criminal prosecution, highlighting its complexity. Similarly, in
procedural literature, there are differing opinions regarding the characteristic
features and practical significance of the concept. It's worth noting that these
concepts were scarcely explored in Soviet criminal procedure law, as criminal
prosecution was not used as a procedural category in Soviet legislation. It was
only after being enshrined in the RA Constitution (1995) and the former Code
of Criminal Procedure that it received attention in domestic procedural litera-
ture. Both domestic and foreign legal scholars have generally recognized that
criminal prosecution relates to a person's involvement in criminal proceedings.

Soviet legal scholar M.S. Storgovich has studied the function of criminal
prosecution quite deeply, we think that we should agree with his approach, em-
phasizing that "the concept of criminal prosecution indicates the accusatory
nature of that activity, criminal prosecution is the accusation, as a procedural
function, accusatory activity" ' . Of course, there are scholars who have a differ-
ent approach, particularly in the procedural literature there is no unified ap-
proach to the concept of criminal prosecution. There are scholars, in particular
L. Larin and V. Savitsky, who consider the criminal prosecution to be an evi-
dentiary action at the stage of the preliminary investigation’. The above-
mentioned scholars expressed positions regarding the concept of "criminal
prosecution" which we can say complemented each other and today the men-
tioned concept is presented as a combination of these approaches.

Criminal prosecution indeed serves as the driving force behind criminal
proceedings, significantly influencing their course and outcomes. It plays a piv-
otal role in determining the trajectory of criminal cases and, unquestionably,
holds paramount importance in safeguarding human rights within the frame-
work of criminal proceedings.

In this context, it is imperative to align with the perspective articulated in
the guide on the RA Code of Criminal Procedure, which asserts that 'a com-
pletely new concept forms the foundation of legal relations related to criminal
prosecution.! Consequently, almost all regulations pertaining to this domain
have undergone fundamental revisions in the Code. The category of 'Criminal
Prosecution' has assumed a more comprehensive character. It now encompasses
not only the initiation of criminal prosecution, decisions of non-prosecution,
and its termination but also delves into the various phases of criminal prosecu-
tion, including its suspension and subsequent renewal’. Due to this logic, in the
new Code of Criminal Procedure, a new concept of pre-trial proceedings was
applied, in the center of which is the person - the accused. According to Article
6, Clause 17 of the former Code of Criminal Procedure: "Criminal prosecution”
means all procedural activities conducted by the prosecuting bodies, and in

! See Ctporosuu M. C. Yro/oBHOE IpeciieOBAHUE B COBETCKOM YrOJIOBHOM IIpOLECCE,
M., 1951, page 58.

% See VTomoBHSIiT MpoIece, CI0Baph CIPABOYHKK, /Mo pea. B.M. Casumkoro, M., 1999,
page 186.

? See A practical guide to conceptual solutions, innovative approaches and key institutions
of the new RA Criminal Procedure Code, Yerevan, 2022. page 287.
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cases envisaged in this Code, by the injured party, with the purpose of revealing
the action prohibited by criminal law, identifying the personality of its actor,
determining whether he is guilty of a crime, and ensuring that the criminal is
punished or subjected to other compulsory measures”. The concept of criminal
prosecution is not given in the current Code of Criminal Procedure of the Re-
public of Armenia, which, in our opinion, causes certain problems related to the
protection of the rights and legitimate interests of the persons actually subjected
to criminal prosecution.

According to Article 6, Clause 42 of the current Code of Criminal Proce-
dure of the Republic of Armenia: “Charges: a hypothesis about commission of
an alleged crime by a specific person, which has factual and legal substantia-
tion”.

The concept of charge was also defined in the Article 6, Clause 20 of the
former Code of Criminal Procedure: “A statement made in the manner pre-
scribed by this Code and claiming that a named person has committed a definite
action prohibited by criminal law”.

In contrast to the previous Code of Criminal Procedure, the criminal
prosecution under the new legislation begins with the decision to involve a per-
son as an accused. This legislative regulation gives grounds for concluding that
initiating a criminal prosecution is equivalent to involving a person as an ac-
cused. With the mentioned decision, the person acquires the status of the ac-
cused and fulfils his/her rights provided by the procedural law and bears the
corresponding responsibilities. In relation to the mentioned issue, the European
Court of Human Rights and the RA Court of Cassation interpret the concept of
criminal prosecution quite widely in their case law. In the case regarding Levik
Poghosyan, the RA Court of Cassation expressed the position that it considers
the initiation of a criminal case against a person as the initiation of a criminal
prosecution and considers the appeal of the decision to initiate a criminal case
legitimate®.

Within the framework of the case-law of the European Court and the RA
Court of Cassation, it is important to clarify the issue of whether there is crimi-
nal prosecution or not in the cases of arrest and initiation of criminal proceed-
ings. In other words, whether the person who found himself/herself in the men-
tioned status can consider himself/herself to be actually criminally prosecuted
and exercise the rights provided by the European Convention on the Protection
of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms and the Code of Criminal Proce-
dure of the Republic of Armenia. This issue, within the framework of the legal
regulations of the current Code of Criminal Procedure, poses problems related
to arrest and the initiation of criminal proceedings. According to the Code,
criminal prosecution begins at the moment a decision to initiate criminal pro-
ceedings is made.

Arrest: restriction of the right to personal liberty without a court decision
based on an immediately arisen reasonable suspicion of a commission of a
crime or for bringing the accused before the Court’.

4 See The Decision No. EKD/0136/11/11 of the RA Court of Cassation, 22 December 2011
regarding Levik Poghosyan.
5 See Article 6, Part 1, Clause 44 of the RA Code of Criminal Procedure.
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According to the previous Code of Criminal Procedure, arrest was also
considered a criminal prosecution. According to the current Code of Criminal
Procedure, although the arrest is not an initiation of criminal prosecution, the
arrested person exercises the rights provided by the law for the accused.

According to Article 109, Clause 5 of the Code of Criminal Procedure:
“Promptly, but no later than within six hours upon de-facto deprivation of lib-
erty in a manner prescribed by this Article, a decision on arresting or releasing
him, as well as the list of rights and obligations of the accused prescribed by
this Code shall be served upon the Arrested Person.” According to the regula-
tion in criminal law, in case of arrest, actual criminal prosecution is carried out
against a person, because before acquiring the relevant rights of the accused, the
arrested person has the following rights: to know the reason for depriving
him/her of freedom, to keep silence, to inform the person of his/her choice
about his/her location, to communicate and meet with a lawyer, to undergo a
medical examination at his/her request (Article 110, Clause 2 of the Code of
Criminal Procedure).

It is evident that an arrest signifies the initiation of criminal prosecution
against the person, irrespective of the fact that, according to criminal procedure
legislation, formal criminal prosecution and its associated timeframes com-
mence upon the decision to initiate such prosecution. In the case of an arrest, it
is clear that actual criminal prosecution has commenced, and the individual in
question, as a subject of criminal prosecution, possesses the right to protect their
rights.

The question of actual criminal prosecution upon initiating criminal pro-
ceedings can be problematic. Initiating criminal proceedings marks the com-
mencement of criminal proceedings and serves as the legal foundation for carry-
ing out procedural and evidentiary actions. The absence of this initiation can
result in the termination of criminal proceedings.

According to part 2 of Article 178 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, the
protocol for initiating criminal proceedings must include the investigator's
name, surname, position, the reason for initiating criminal proceedings, a factual
description of the apparent crime as stated in the report, and the relevant article,
part, or clause of the criminal code under which the proceedings commence.
The protocol may also list any attached materials. Notably, there is no require-
ment to identify the person allegedly responsible for the crime in the protocol
for initiating criminal proceedings.

The relationship between the initiation of criminal proceedings and crimi-
nal prosecution is of practical significance. Can initiating criminal proceedings
with characteristics of an apparent crime constitute actual criminal prosecution?

This issue remained relevant even under the previous Code of Criminal
Procedure, where a criminal case was initiated not only based on the occurrence
of a crime but also against the person allegedly responsible for it. Although
Article 6 of the former Code of Criminal Procedure defined the initiation of
criminal prosecution as involving the arrest of a person, making a decision to
implead a person as an accused, and applying compulsory measures, the RA
Court of Cassation, in its precedent decisions, interprets criminal prosecution
more broadly. Specifically, the Court of Cassation emphasizes that when a deci-
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sion to initiate a criminal case suggests that a specific person has committed a
criminal act, it carries legal consequences equivalent to charging that person®.

According to the case law established by the European Court of Human
Rights concerning the concept of a “Criminal charge” the term should be under-
stood not merely in a formal (documentary) but in a substantive (practical)
sense. In this context, an 'accusation' can be defined as an official notification
by a competent authority to an individual, indicating a presumption that they
have committed a criminal offense (see Deweer v. Belgium, Judgement of 27
February 1980, Application No. 6903/75, paragraphs 44, 46, 75). In simpler
terms, the presence of “an accusation” against an individual can also be estab-
lished through actions that imply suspicion of a crime and significantly affect
the situation of the person in question (as highlighted in the Eckle v. Germany,
Judgment of 15 July 1982, Application No. 8130/78, paragraph 73, Subinski v.
Slovenia, Judgment of 18 January 2007, Application No. 19611/04, paragraph
62, and G.K. v. Poland, Judgment of 20 January 2004, Application No.
38816/97, paragraph 98).

Since the protocol for initiating criminal proceedings is considered equiva-
lent to the decision to institute a criminal case, it's essential to refer to the posi-
tion of the Court of Cassation in cases such as V. Grigoryan and V. Manukyan.
According to this position, “The decision to initiate a criminal case does not
confer procedural status upon an individual allegedly involved in a crime”. The
Court of Cassation asserts that the decision to initiate a criminal case doesn't
require the identification of the person allegedly committing the crime. This is
because the purpose of initiating a criminal case differs from granting a status or
filing charges. Additionally, the law doesn't mandate a specific level of evi-
dence for making this decision. Furthermore, during the initiation of a criminal
case, the burden of proof is solely to establish the grounds for initiating a crimi-
nal case, not to assign a status to the alleged offender or press charges. In the
case of initiating criminal proceedings, a specific level of proof is also not re-
quired. However, if the crime report documents an event, action, or inaction that
can reasonably receive a preliminary legal assessment for compliance with any
act outlined in the Criminal Code of the Republic of Armenia, it may proceed.

Criminal proceedings are initiated on the fact, but not the person, so these
assessments can only refer to the facts and cannot refer to the person or his/her
actions.

If the actions of the person who allegedly committed the crime are de-
scribed in the record of initiation of criminal proceedings and an appropriate
legal assessment is given to them, then we can say that the criminal prosecution
against the person has already started with the execution of the mentioned pro-
cedural act.

The purpose of the broad interpretation of criminal prosecution is to
preserve to the person who is actually prosecuted with the rights within the
criminal proceedings, in particular with the right to dispute the legality of
the criminal proceedings initiated against him/her. It is not excluded that
criminal proceedings are initiated against a person before the decision to

¢ See The Decision No. EKD/0136/11/11 of the RA Court of Cassation, 22 December 2011
regarding Levik Poghosyan.
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institute criminal prosecution is made, in particular, procedural and evi-
dentiary actions may be carried out.

In fact, a person who is actually being prosecuted, but does not have the
status of a private participant in the proceedings, is deprived of the opportunity
to actively participate in the proceedings. Of course, one should agree with the
approach found in the procedural literature that criminal prosecution should
consider all those actions that contain suspicions that a person has apparently
committed a crime .

Today, the replacement of the terms of the criminal proceedings with the
terms of the criminal prosecution has caused problems in the implementation of
the right to defense for the persons who were actually prosecuted, in particular,
the said person is deprived of the opportunity to exercise the fundamental rights
of the accused. The essence of the problem lies in the fact that the body con-
ducting the proceedings, in order to fit within the criminal prosecution terms,
set by the law, seeks to give a status to the actual criminal prosecution person
later, in order to fit within the stated terms. Meanwhile, the body conducting the
proceedings performs such procedural actions throughout the criminal proceed-
ings that affect the legitimate interests of the person who is actually under
criminal prosecution. Thus, there are evidentiary actions defined by the Code, in
connection with the execution of which the accused exercises certain rights. The
private participant in the proceedings, to the legitimate interest of whom the
expert examination concerns prima facie, shall have the following rights in rela-
tion to the performance of an expert examination: 1) Prior to the performance of
the expert examination, to become familiarized with the decision of the Investi-
gator on ordering an expert examination and to obtain clarification of his rights
under this Article; 2) To seek a recusal to the Expert in three days after receiv-
ing the Investigator’s decision on performance expert examination, to submit a
motion to have a person specified by him invited as an Expert, substantiating
that such person is professionally competent as well as to submit a motion to
have posed additional questions to the Expert; 3) Upon the permission of the
Investigator and the consent of the Expert, to be present during the performance
of the expert examination; 4) To provide explanations to the Expert; 5) To ob-
tain a copy of the Expert’s conclusion within 3 days of transferring such conclu-
sion to the Investigator; 6) To submit a motion on questioning the Expert or
ordering an additional expert examination or a repeat expert examination; 7) To
take part in the questioning of the Expert performed on his motion®. In fact, this
is a very crucial evidentiary action, and sufficient rights have been fairly re-
served to the interested person by the legislation, therefore, the realization of the
above-mentioned rights is of essential importance for the person who has actu-
ally been prosecuted.

According to the Part 41 of the Article 6 of the Code of Criminal Proce-
dure: “Institution of criminal prosecution: rendering of a decision by the Prose-
cutor which contains description and legal assessment of the alleged criminal
offence of a person, or submission of a criminal claim to the Court by an alleged

7 See Kanbunuknii B. B. [IpaBo cBueTens Ha 3amnTy // 3aKOHOAATEILCTBO H IPAKTHKA,
2000, Ne 2(5) - pages 11-13:
¥ See Part 1 of Article 255 of the RA Criminal Procedure Code.
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Victim”. In the current Code of Criminal Procedure, the concept of "initiation of
criminal prosecution" is given, and not the "criminal prosecution". The content
of initiating a criminal prosecution is the description of the apparent crime
committed by a person and the legal assessment given to it.

The concept of criminal prosecution is not a theoretical category, but a
concept of practical importance, which is related to the implementation of the
right to protection of a person during the execution of procedural actions. For a
person, the possibility of exercising the rights provided by the law should be
very clear and certain in practice. For this, the person must have a clear and
practical opportunity to perform actions. It is more important in case of actual
criminal prosecution, when actual criminal prosecution is carried out against a
person, and the latter is not a formally prosecuted person, because no criminal
prosecution has been initiated yet. The practical significance of the concept of
criminal prosecution lies in the fact that a person should take advantage of a
clear and specific opportunity to challenge an action that is an interference with
his rights.

The actual criminal prosecution is all the procedural and evidentiary ac-
tions carried out by the investigator, which are of an accusatory nature, suspect-
ing the person of the alleged crime.

UUUYEL MW LERUVIBUL — Lpbwjwi hbnunghpnidp Zwpummulh Zwib-
puybknnippul pphwlwh punuywpniypyméoid — Zngusp wdhpjws k pphw-
jut punwjupnipmniind ppiuljut hknwyundwt hhdtwhwpgtpht: £phw-
Jut punwupnipjut gnpénn opktiugppnid npytg unp qunuthwpwjununipe-
i dhispuunulut Jupnypnud ppiuut Jupnyph punhpubph ppujuwbug-
dwt hwdwp: £pbwljut Jupnypnid pphuljut hbnwyinnudp bywbwlwih
wnktin t qpunbgunid. npuing wuwydwbwynpynid tu pphujut qupnyph hbnw-
qu pupwugpp b putnipjub vwhdwbtbpp: Lpiwjut hbnyunnudp wnkplnype
hwigugnpsmpyut Jpwpkpjuy hppufwbugnn ppiwljut Jupnyph pupdhs
nidl k, hull nw bowbwlnid E, np npuwing £ qujdwiwynpjwsé pphuljui Ju-
poyph htnwqu pupwugpp: Uujuuljws, wyt jupunp E twb pphuljut qupny-
ph oppwtwljubpnid wtdh hpwynitpubph wuwonyuwinipyuit wwywhnydwb
hwdwp:

Uhts wjuop ppwjuts hinwyuindwt hwpmigdwt b hppwljwbwgdwt hwup-
gbpp pphwljut nwnwjupnipju hpuyntuph nbunipjut dbe b ypwlnhluw-
mud dtwghy Bu spnisywms: Bl pphujut nuunwdupnipjut opkunpnipniup
dwtipudwut jupquynpnud E ppiujut hbnwyindwt hpujwlwb hhuptpp,
puyg npnyo Juplnp hwpgkp dtwgl) Bu sjupquynpdus: Ujuop pphkuljut Ju-
poyph dwdltnbbph thnpjpwphtnudp ppuui hbnwyundwt dudjknutph
thwutnnwgh pphwlub hbnwyindwt tupupws wdwibg hwdwp wnwgwg-
b Eyguwonyuimipjut hpuynituph hpuwbwgdwt punghpubp. dwubwgnpu-
whu' tpgws wdp qpiyws E Ukqunppuih hhdbwpwp hpuniipibptt hpuljw-
twgubint htwpwynpnipinithg: Munph tnipniut wyt , np qupnypt hpulju-
twgunn dwupdhup opkupny vwhdwiws ppwjut hbnwyundwt dudljintt-
rh Uk mEnuynpybtnt hwdwp dqunid E thwunwgh pphujuit hEnwygdwi
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Eupwuplyuws wudhtt mykih n1p jupquyhdwl wnwy: Uhuspbn Jupnyypt hpulw-
twgtnn dwpuhtup pphwjut Jupnyph nne ppwugpnid junwpnd L upny-
puyhtt wyiyhuh gnpénnnipmniuttp, npnup snpowthnd L hwunwgh ppwulu
hbnwyundwi Eupuplyus wudh hpwduswth pwhbpp:

Pwuunh punbp - ppbwlwh hknwwinnid, pplwlwlh hknuybngnid hupnighy,
pplwlwl Jupnipe, ppbwlul Jupngp hwpnudbphl, huaunugh ppkului Albnwwi-
pnud, pplwlml hnwybndwl dwdjlnikp

CAMBEJI TNWJIBAHISH — Yzonoenoe npecnedosanue 6 y20106Hom cyoonpo-
uzeoocmee Pecnyonuxku Apmenusn. — JlaHHas CTaThs TOCBSIIEHA BONPOCAM yTOJOBHO-
ro MpeciieloBaHusl B YrOJIOBHOM cyaompousBoacTBe. B neiictByromem YIIK BBenena
HOBAasi MJCOJOTHS PEaM3allii YrOJOBHO-MIPOIECCYaIbHBIX 3a/1a4 B JOCYICOHOM TIPO-
M3BOJCTBE. B yrosioBHOM CynONpPOU3BOICTBE YTOJOBHOE IMPECICIOBAHUE 3aHUMAET
3HAUUTENBHOE MECTO, OHO OMpeNesieT JalbHEUIIN X0l YTOoJOBHOTO MpoLecca U rpa-
HUIBl pacclieJOBaHUs. YTOJOBHOE TNpEecieIOBaHUE, OYEBUAHO, SIBISIETCS JBHKYILIEH
CUJION YTOJIOBHOTO CYAONPOM3BOJCTBA, a 3HAYUT, JAIbHEUIINI X0l YrOJOBHOTO CYHO-
TIPOM3BOJICTBA ompeAessieTcss M. HecoMHEHHO, 3TO BayKHO U ISl 00eCTIeYeHHUS 3aIIUTHI
IpaB 4eJI0BEKa B paMKaxX yTOJIOBHOTO CYIOIPON3BOCTBA.

Jlo ceromHsmHeT0 AHA BOIPOCHI BO30OYXACHUS W OCYIIECTBICHHS YTOJIOBHOTO
NPECIeOBAaHUs OCTAIOTCA HEPEIICHHBIMH B TEOPHH W TMPAKTUKE YTOJIOBHO-
MPOIIECCYaJbHOTO TpaBa. XOTs YTOJIOBHO-TIPOIECCYAFHOE 3aKOHOAATEIbCTBO J1ETaAIIh-
HO pEriaMeHTHPYET IMPaBOBBIE OCHOBHI YTOJIOBHOTO IPECIIEIOBAHMS, HEKOTOPHIE BaX-
HBIE BOIIPOCHI OCTAIOTCSl HEYpEerylIupoBaHHBIMU. Ha ceroansiHuil 1eHb 3aMeHa yCio-
BUU YrOJOBHOTO CYIONPOM3BOJCTBA YCIOBHUSIMHU YrOJIOBHOTO MpeCcieI0BaHUS BbI3Balia
npoOJeMBl B peanu3aliy MpaBa Ha 3allUTy s JIL, (paKTHYSCKH MPUBICUYCHHBIX K
YTOJIOBHOM OTBETCTBEHHOCTH, B YaCTHOCTH, YKa3aHHOE JIMIIO JIUIIAETCS BO3MOXHOCTH
OCYILIECTBIISITH OCHOBHBIC IpaBa 00BHHsAeMOro. CyTh MPOOJIEMBI 3aKIIOYACTCS B TOM,
YTO OpraH, BEIYLIHI MPOHM3BOJCTBO, YTOOBI YJIOXHUTHCS B YCTAHOBJICHHBIC 3aKOHOM
CPOKH yTOJIOBHOTO TIPECIieI0OBaHMsA, CTPEMHUTCS MPHUIATh OoJiee TIO3HHUH CTaTyC (haKTH-
YECKOMY JIHILy, OCYIIECTBIISIONIEMY YTOJIOBHOE IIpEeciieIOBaHHE, YTOOBI YIOXKHUTHCS B
YCTaHOBJICHHBIC 3aKOHOM CpoKH. IIpym 3TOM opraH, BeXymIuii MPOW3BOACTBO, B XOJE
YTOJIOBHOTO CYAOTIPOM3BOICTBA COBEPIACT TAKHE IMPOLECCYANbHBIE AEHCTBUS, KOTOPHIE
3aTparuBarOT 3aKOHHBIE WHTEPECH! JHIA, (GaKTHICCKH MOIABEPTrafoOMIeToCs YTOJIOBHOMY
MpeciieI0BaHuUIO.

KiroueBble ci10Ba - y2o106H0e npeciedosanue, 8030yxicoeHue Y20108H020 NPecie008aHUs,
VeONI06HO NPOU3EOOCMBO, UHUYUUPOBAHUE B030YHCOEHUE Y2OJI06HO20 0elONPOU3B00CmEd, pax-
muyecKoe y20n08HOe NPecile006anue, CPOKU Y20I08HO20 NPeCied08aHUs
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