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THE INSTITUTIONAL FEATURES OF THE JUDICIAL OVER-
SIGHT ON THE LEGITIMACY OF THE "PRE-JUDICIAL" PHASE
OF THE PROCEEDINGS FOR CONFISCATION OF PROPERTY OF
ILLICIT ORIGIN

VAHE HOVHANNISYAN, TIGRAN MARKOSYAN

The legal proceedings for confiscating property of illicit origin represent a novelty
in Armenian legal system, and the study of both its comprehensive and individual issues
hold significant theoretical and practical importance.

Based on international documents, domestic legislation, and jurisprudence, the
authors present an analysis of the general characteristic of the confiscation of property
of illicit origin, as well as discuss several practical issues in the existing tools for
management of the legitimacy of its "pre-trial" stage. Namely, the necessity for
proper judicial oversight of acts, including actions and omissions that fall outside the
scope of current oversight mechanisms, its implementation peculiarities, including
consequences of recorded infringements are highlighted and as a result, the need for
legislative regulations of such issues is raised.

In the article, the authors present several scientific and practical conclusions, such
as the need to establish on a legislative level the scope and conditions for oversight of
the legitimacy of the decisions, actions, and omissions of the competent authority in the
"pre-judicial” stage of the confiscation of property of illicit origin. As a result, it can be
stated that the conclusions presented in the article can serve as an indication for the
further development of legal practice and existing regulations.
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The establishment of effective measures for the confiscation of property of
illicit origin is a necessity for every state. For this reason, states make signifi-
cant efforts to continuously develop such tools.

It is noteworthy that in addition to the institution of confiscation of property
of illicit origin in criminal proceedings, there is a growing trend of confiscating
property of illicit origin outside of criminal proceedings. In these cases, the con-
fiscation is initiated in the framework of a criminal proceeding but does not de-
pend on the outcome, or the confiscation is imposed on the property regardless of
any criminal proceedings.' Accordingly, this type of confiscation is commonly
known as "civil confiscation", "in rem confiscation", or by other similar names.’

While civil confiscation shares some similarities with the institution of
confiscation in criminal proceedings, it differs fundamentally in that it does not

! See Coser Eppomsl, Mcrosnb3oBanue apecTa ¥ KOHQUCKALMH 0e3 BHIHECEHHs OOBMHI-
TeJNBHOTO MpHUrosopa, 2021, page 10.
See Teogop I'punbepr, Junga Camio3ib, Bunreiit I'pant, Jlapucca I'peii, Bo3spar
TIOXHIIEHHBIX aKTHBOB: PyKOBOICTBO 1O KOH(HCKAIIMY aKTUBOB BHE YTOJOBHOTO IIPOHM3BOJICTBA,
Ilep. ¢ anri. — M.: Anpniuna [Ta6mumeps, 2010, page 35.
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necessitate the existence of a guilty verdict.” On the other hand, it is directed
against a broader range of illicit property. The use of a civil confiscation
mechanism is an acceptable tool not only for criminal assets but also for assets
obtained through other illegal ways.*

Considering the aforementioned, it is evident that this institution is a direct
interference with an individual’s rights to property, which requires more care-
fully developed legislation. In this regard, Resolution 2218 of CoE Parliamen-
tary Assembly should be highlighted, according to which such measures have
successfully withstood scrutiny by the highest courts of the countries concerned
and also by the European Court of Human Rights and were found to be com-
patible with human rights if legislation establishes appropriate safeguards, such
as full judicial review by an independent and impartial tribunal, within a rea-
sonable time, granting compensation to persons whose assets have been frozen
or confiscated erroneously, providing for legal aid for judicial review, compen-
sation proceedings for persons who cannot afford a legal representative, etc.’

In contrast to many other countries, the civil confiscation procedure is a
recent addition to the legal system of Armenia. It was introduced by the law
"On confiscation of property of illicit origin®," according to which proceedings
for confiscation of property of illicit origin is a procedure initiated by a compe-
tent authority’ for the purpose of confiscation of property of illicit origin, which
shall start by rendering a decision on initiating an investigation of grounds for
initiating a claim for in rem proceedings and shall be completed by a final judi-
cial act, that has entered into legal force, on the claim submitted for confiscation
of property of illicit origin, or based on other grounds prescribed by this Law.
Meanwhile, the law introduced the notion of “investigation on the grounds for
initiating a claim (hereinafter referred to as investigation)” as a procedure aimed
at obtaining data on the existence of illicit property, the volume thereof, and the
scope of persons concerned.

Thus, it can be inferred that the study and the confiscation proceedings of
the property of illicit origin are related as a part and a whole. In other words, the
study is the independent stage of the mentioned proceedings, which precedes
the judicial proceedings and has a “pre-trial” nature. Moreover, it determines
the possibility of filing a lawsuit, identifies the subject of the lawsuit to be filed,
and determines the court examination procedure.

However, it is crucial to examine whether the Law provides sufficient sub-
stantive and procedural safeguards to achieve a fair balance between the public
interests involved and the legitimate interests of persons targeted by confisca-

3 See Kan-IIsep bpion, Jlapucca I'peii, KeBun Ctusencon, Knaiis Cxort, PykoBoacTtso
0 BO3BpAaTy aKTHBOB JUIsl CHELMATHCTOB-NIPAKTHKOB; Ilep. ¢ anri. — M.: Anbnuna ITaGnumrep,
2012, pages 28-29, 161-163.

* See Venice Commission, CDL-AD(2022)048, Amicus curiae Brief for the Constitutional
Court of Armenia on certain questions relating to the Law on the Forfeiture of Assets of Illicit
Origin, adopted by the Venice Commission at its 133rd Plenary Session (Venice, 16-17 December
2022), para. 25.

> See Parliamentary Assembly Resolution 2218, Fighting organised crime by facilitating the
confiscation of illegal assets, 26 April 2018 (17th Sitting), para. 5 and 9.

6 Adopted 16.04.2020. entered into force 23.05.2020: See HHPT 2020.05.13/50(1605)
Art.580: Hereinafter referred to as “the Law”.

7 According to the Law - the responsible subdivision of the Prosecutor General's Office.
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tion measures.®

In this context, first of all, the justification for the adoption of the Law is
noteworthy, according to which:

“73. Furthermore, to ensure procedural guarantees for an effective de-
fense, the draft law has provided a certain time limit on the confiscation of the
property. This allows the defendant to effectively participate in the proceed-
ings and submit materials related to the case.

106. In addition to the introduction of a mechanism for the confiscation
of property of convicted persons, several guarantees have been established to
protect fundamental rights, including:

e time limits for the implementation of a study,

o confidentiality about the study and collected materials therein,

e implementing mandatory public notices to provide an opportunity for
all interested parties to participate in the case regarding the property,

e providing the opportunity to review the materials, submit statements,
and present positions prior to the submission of the claim,

e granting the possibility to appeal judicial acts in accordance with the
general procedure outlined in the RA Civil Procedure Code,

o the defendant's opportunity to use free legal assistance,

o allowing for the possibility of releasing a part of the confiscated prop-
erty from seizure by court decision to cover legal fees, living expenses of the
involved party, or to avoid interference with business activities,

o the right to claim compensation for damage caused by the use of the se-
curity measure”.’

Correspondingly, the legislator devoted Chapter 2 of the Law titled "Inves-
tigation on the Grounds for Initiating a Claim" to the regulations related to the
"pre-trial" stage of the confiscation of property of illicit origin, in the frame-
work of which the following issues were regulated: grounds for initiating an
investigation, initiation of investigation and lawfulness of investigation, scope
of investigation and time limits for conducting investigation, powers of the
competent authority when conducting an investigation, preliminary and final
summary of investigation results and other relations. Moreover, for comparison,
it should be noted that the Law "On Prosecution"'’, which included the initia-
tion of a claim for confiscation of property of illicit origin in the functions of the
prosecutor's office for initiation of a claim for the protection of the state inter-
ests, did not provide such detailed regulations regarding the preparation of the
initiation of a claim for the protection of state interests on other issues.

Moreover, the Law allowed the implementation of specific actions during
the study only with the decision of the court. According to Articles 12,14 and
15, notarial, bank, insurance or trade secrecy, service information prescribed by

¥ See Venice Commission, CDL-AD(2022)048, Amicus curiae Brief for the Constitutional
Court of Armenia on certain questions relating to the Law on the Forfeiture of Assets of Illicit
Origin, adopted by the Venice Commission at its 133rd Plenary Session (Venice, 16-17 December
2022), para. 27.

7 See https://www.e-draft.am/projects/1931/about

19 Adopted 17.11.2017. Entered into force 09.04.2018. See HHPT 2017.12.13/74(1349)
Art.1213.
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the Law on Securities Market, except for the information prescribed by Clause 6
of Part 2 of Article 98 of the Law on Securities Market, credit information or
credit history and evidence preliminary securing is possible only by the decision
of the court made on the basis of the application of the competent authority.

Meanwhile, the legislator stated in Part 4 of Article 6 that violations of the
procedural requirements regulating the initiation of investigation and implemen-
tation thereof, as prescribed by this Law, shall only entail consequences that are
directly prescribed by this Law, the Civil Procedure Code of the Republic of
Armenia, or other laws. The Law, as a matter of fact, provided only one such
consequence, namely, according to Part 1 of Article 8, an investigation may last
three-year maximum, and according to Part 2 of Article 8, a claim submitted in
violation of the time periods prescribed by this Article shall be deemed to be
submitted in violation of the statute of limitation.

In light of the above, the question is whether the legitimacy of decisions,
actions, and omissions by the competent authority, which are not related to the
infringement of the pre-trial investigation period, is susceptible to judicial re-
view. If so, how is such oversight executed. As an example, if the competent
authority conducted the study without sufficient legal grounds or in violation of
the procedural rules governing relevant decisions, exercised illegal discretion
regarding the duration of the study or the amount of property to be transferred
pursuant to a settlement agreement, or failed to notify interested parties.

Although the European Court of Human Rights has considered property
confiscation proceedings without a conviction to be civil in nature, some legal
scholars argue that defendants in these proceedings should be given more rigor-
ous protection measures typically afforded to a criminal litigant since measures
of civil proceeding are assumed to be "unfair" when there is a risk of confisca-
tion of the defendant's property. "' Yet, the Venice Commission stresses that the
procedural safeguards in civil confiscation procedures are as essential as those
in a criminal procedure, depending on the specific features of the confiscation
regime and private circumstances.'”

In this context, it is noteworthy to mention some of the positions expressed
by the Constitutional Court regarding the rights to property and judicial protec-
tion, such as the following:

- The right to property not only plays a crucial role in safeguarding the
rights and freedoms of individuals in a democratic, social, and legal state but
also holds significant constitutional and legal importance in serving as a frame-
work for regulating private and public legal relationships."

- Any legislative regulation related to the right to property, its interpreta-
tion and application must comply with the regulations established by the Consti-
tution and the legal positions presented by the Constitutional Court in relation to
the fundamental right, in particular, by establishing preconditions for the owner
to freely dispose, use and possess the property legally owned by him, as well as

' See Coser Espomsi, Hcrons30BaHie apecta ¥ KOHQUCKALMK 6€3 BHIHECEHMS OOBMHH-
TeJbHOro npurosopa, 2021, page 25.

2 See Venice Commission, CDL-AD(2022)014, Kosovo - Opinion on the Draft Law
N°08/L-121 on The State Bureau for verification and confiscation of unjustified assets, adopted
by the Venice Commission at its 131st Plenary Session (Venice, 17-18 June 2022), para. 19.

" See Constitutional Court Decision DCC-1432 of 30.10.2018.
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for the free development and equal legal protection of all forms of property,
must ensure compliance with constitutional requirements regarding deprivation
of property by judicial order in the cases defined by law, as well as guarantee
the protection of property rights based on legitimate expectations of acquiring
property.14

- The rights to judicial protection and fair trial are among the fundamental
constitutional rights, and their realization guarantees the respect and protection
of several other constitutional rights, therefore; “... the constitutional right to
judicial protection gives rise to the positive duty of the state to ensure it in both
law-making and law-enforcement activities. This duty entails, on the one hand,
the obligation of the legislator to establish the possibility and mechanisms of
full judicial protection in the laws and, on the other hand, the duty of law en-
forcers to accept, without exception, applications made to them in a legal man-
ner, through which individuals seek legal protection against alleged violations
of their rights”.15

- the institution of judicial appeal of decisions and actions of bodies and
officials, carrying out investigation and pre-trial investigation and of prosecu-
tors in pre-trial proceedings (as outlined in Part 2 of Article 278 and Article 290
of the Criminal Code of the Republic of Armenia) serves as a crucial means of
protecting the rights and freedoms of individuals involved in criminal proceed-
ings. Its purpose is to ensure the implementation of constitutional norms, such
as those laid down in Articles 18 and 19, as well as Articles 3, 14, 14.1, 16
and17 of the RA Constitution, as well as other key articles that reflect the prin-
ciple of protecting human rights and freedoms. It is designed to safeguard the
constitutional and other rights and freedoms of individuals, protecting them
from illegal or unlawful decisions and actions by state bodies and officials
through judicial oversight of pre-trial proceedings. As such, this is also high-
lighted in the review of motions from investigative bodies, investigators, or
prosecutors regarding the execution of investigative or operational-detective
activities and the application of judicial coercive measures that may limit a per-
son's constitutional rights and freedoms (as outlined in Part 1 of Article 278 and
Article 282 of the Criminal Code of the Republic of Armenia).'®

Hence, it can be inferred that the legitimacy of the decisions, actions, and
omissions of the competent authority during the "pre-trial" stage of the proceed-
ings in question should also be subject to judicial oversight based on reasons not
related to the violation of the study period. This conclusion also follows from
the concept of the rule of law, according to which no legal act, including norma-
tive (except for the Constitution), can be excluded from judicial review, the
purpose of which is the protection of the violated rights of a person, including
effective judicial protection, which is provided by an independent and impartial
court within a reasonable time, a fair and public hearing. '’

As for the regime of implementation of the aforementioned oversight, the
logic behind the appeal of interim judicial acts can serve as a helpful guideline.

4 See Constitutional Court Decision DCC—1611 of 28.09.2021.
15 See Constitutional Court Decision DCC—1249 of 22.12.2015.
16 See Constitutional Court Decision DCC-844 of 07.12.2009.

17 See Constitutional Court Decision DCC-1584 of 09.03.2021.
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Thus, the legislator differentiates between two fundamental types of appeals for
interim judicial acts, that is, an appeal within the framework of the appeal of a
judicial act resolving the case on its merits - "deferred appeal" and a direct ap-
peal of an interim judicial act. If the only possible means of legal protection
against an interim judicial act suspending the further course of the proceedings
is its direct appeal, and accordingly, the law is required to provide a procedure
for direct appeal of the given act, then the choice between the two mentioned
procedures for appealing an interim judicial act adopted during the pending and
ongoing proceedings is left to the discretion of the law. '® At the same time,
according to international jurisprudential practice, there is a general tendency to
minimize the possibility of direct appeal of interim judicial acts and to give
preference to their "deferred appeal" procedure. "

Considering the aforementioned positions and referring to the issue of
oversight of the decisions’ legitimacy, actions and omissions of the competent
authority on grounds not related to the violation of the investigation period in
the "pre-judicial" stage of the confiscation of property of illicit origin, it should
be noted that, apart from cases of direct oversight explicitly stated in the Law,
the remaining issues fall under the purview of the court review. In other words,
the "deferred" regime is the most acceptable option for judicial oversight on
legitimacy, as there is no need for an urgent appeal. The opposite approach
would create opportunities for artificial obstructions in the normal course of
investigation, which would significantly reduce the effectiveness of the institu-
tion of illicit property confiscation.

Moreover, this position, even in connection with a narrower range of is-
sues, was also stated in the Constitutional Court Decision DPJCC - 64 of No-
vember 21, 2022, according to which: "The legitimacy of the facts underlying
both the decision to start the study and the conclusion regarding the results of
the study can be referred to during the judicial examination of the relevant case.
Moreover, the mentioned facts can become the subject of judicial review and
assessment also within the framework of the appeal of the judicial act that re-
solves the case on its merits.”.

Nevertheless, it is important to emphasize that the limits and conditions of
such oversight require legislative regulation because, as mentioned, the Law
lacks certain legal regulations in this regard, and perhaps the only relevant rule
of the Civil Procedure Code of the Republic of Armenia® pertains to the admis-
sibility of evidence, which prohibits the use of evidence obtained by violation of
rights or violating the right to a fair trial. Therefore, it is evident that it sets an
extremely high threshold for effectively countering potential violations of legal-
ity.

Thus, based on this study, we can draw the following conclusions:

1. The proceedings for the confiscation of property of illicit origin is an
effective mechanism for confiscating property obtained through criminal or
other illicit means and comprise two stages: the pre-trial and judicial stages.

18 See Constitutional Court Decision DCC—922 of 02.11.2010.

19 See Constitutional Court Decision DCC—1191 of 24.02.2015.

2 Adopted 09.02.2018. Entered into force 09.04.2018. See HHPT 2018.03.05/16(1374)
Art.208.
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2. The "pre-trial” stage of the proceedings for confiscation of property
of illicit origin holds significant importance for the entire proceedings be-
cause it firstly determines the possibility of filing a lawsuit and, subsequently,
establishes the subject of the lawsuit and the scope of the judicial examina-
tion.

3. In the "pre-judicial” stage of the confiscation of property of illicit ori-
gin, the legitimacy of individual actions of the competent body (request of
confidential information provided by law, application of measures for pre-
liminary securing of the claim, and preliminary securing of evidence) is sub-
ject to direct judicial review and is carried out by examining the relevant ap-
plications submitted by the competent authority.

4. During the "pre-trial” stage of the proceedings for confiscation of
property of illicit origin, the legitimacy of the decisions, actions, and omission
of the competent authority, apart from the ones subject to the immediate judi-
cial control, are subject to a “deferred” judicial review within the framework
of the court proceedings.

5. It is necessary to establish on a legislative level the scope and condi-
tions for oversight of the legitimacy of the decisions, actions, and omissions of
the competent authority in the "pre-judicial” stage of the confiscation of
property of illicit origin.

JUZE 2N92ZULLRUSUL, SPAMUL UUNUNUBUL — Uuyophlih swgnid ni-
bkgny gqnuyph ppinuquiaddwl Jupniph «dhispunnulpumis thoyp opplnulwinp-
Juwl djunmfundp punnwlwl JEpuwhulngnipiuwd phunpunnighniuwy wnwbdinu-
hunnlnipin dhkpp — Uuyjophth dwgnid niukgnn gniph ppiwqubiddwt Juipny-
PR tnpnyp £ hupktuljut hpuguljut hwdwlupgnid, b npu hisybu hwdw-
wupthwly, wjtybu £ wpwudht hwpgbiph ntumdbwuhpnipniut nitth mbuw-
gnpstwljut Uks Juplnpnipmib:

Uhowqquyhtt thwunwpnpetph, huptuwlut optuunpnipjut b punudw-
pughnmpjub dke dhwuynpjus dninkgnmdubph hhdwt Ypu hinhtwlubpp tkp-
Juyugunid bt wwophth Swgnmid niikgnn qniyph pruwquuddwt Jupnyph puy-
hwnip punipughpp, hyybu bwb putiwpynud npw «dhisnuunuljut» thnyh oph-
twjuinipjut tjundwdp Jipuhuljnnnipiut weju gnpshpuljuquht wntsynn
uUh pwipp gnpstwljutt jpunhputp: Uwutwynpuybu hwunynid B wyophth dw-
gnud ntilignn qnuyyph ppiwquiiddwi Jupnyph qgnpshpuljuquh swsynyphg nnipu
quijnn Uh pupp wljnbph, wyy pynid wpwtdht gnpénmpinibikph b whgnp-
Snipjul Wunpwd nunuljut Jepuwhuljnnnipjut wthpudbynmpiniup, npu h-
pujuiwgdwt nkdhuh wnwbdbwhwnlnipmittikpp, thpunju wpdwtwgpyws
howjuinnidutph htnbwbpubpp, b hhpdtwdnpynid £ wyu hwpgbph (nisdwi nin-
nnipjudp opkiunpuju jupquynpmidubp twppunbubint hpunwwnipniip:

Znnudnid hinhtujubpp tkpfuwyugunid i ghinnwugnpsuwlut dh owpp
Eqpuhwhgnidukp, npnughg b opktunpuljuwt dujupyuynyg wyophh swgnid
niukgnn qniyph pruiwquuddwt Jupnyph pipugpnid hpujuwunt dwupduh npn-
onwlukph, gnpénynipniubph b wugnpénipjut hpwduwswthnipjub Yipuhu-
Ynnnipjut vwhdwbibpp b wuydwtubph hunwljkgdwt withpudbynmpmiup:
znyJudnid ukpuyugdus Eqpuhwignidubpp jupnn Gu ninkuhowyht (hul) p-
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pwjuwlhpwe ywpuunhluwgh, htyybu twb wnw jupquynpnidubph hblnwqu
qupqugdui hudwnp:

Pwunh punbp - pumupuwghwlwi ppiuqubdnid, wwyophlih Swgnid nibkgng
gniyph pphwquiddwl Jupnipe, in rem, ubihwiwinipyui ppunilp, «pisgunului»
thnyy, nuinuwwl YEpwhulnnniyeinil, whdhowlwh pnypnpuplnid, «hknwdqijué» pnnn-
puplnud

BATE OT'AHUCSH, TUTPAH MAPKOCSAH - Hucmumyuyuounanvhuie
ocobennocmu cyoe6Ho20 HAO30pa 6 OMHOWIEHUU 3AKOHHOCHU «(O0CYOeOHOI»
cmaouu KOHuckauyuu umyuiecmed He3aKoOHHO020 NPoucxoxcoenus — [Tpon3BoICTBO
(6] KOHq)I/ICKaL[I/H/I UMYyHICCTBa HEC3AKOHHOTO MPOHCXOXKACHUA ABJISICTCA HOBIICCTBOM B
OTCUYCCTBCHHON MPaBOBOW CUCTEME, U €€ KaK KOMIUICKCHOC M3YYCHUE, TAK U U3yUCHHE
OTJICIIBHBIX BOIIPOCOB MMEIOT OOJIBIIIOE TEOPETHKO-TIPAKTUUECKOC 3HAUCHUE.

Ha ocHoBe moJaX0[0B, BBIPAOOTAHHBIX B MEXKJIYHApOJIHBIX JOKyMEHTax,
OTCYCCTBCHHOM 3aKOHOJIATCIIbCTBE H MPOIECCYyabHOM IPABOBEICHHUH, B pabOTE aBTO-
PBI IIPEACTABISIIOT O0LIME XapaKTEPUCTHKU MTPOM3BOACTBA O KOH(PHUCKAMN MUMYIIECTBA
HE3aKOHHOT'O MPOHMCXOXKIICHUS, a TAKXKE OOCYKIAIOT PsINl MPAKTHYSCKUX MPOOIIEM Cy-
MIECTBYIOUINI HHCTPYMEHTApUH KOHTPOJIS 32 3aKOHHOCTBIO €T0 «IOCYNeOHOW» CTaIHH.
A UMEHHO apryMeHTHpYeTCs (paKT HeOOXOIUMOCTH HAJISKAIIETO CyAeOHOT0 KOHTPOIS
HaJ PSIIOM aKTOB, KOTOpPBIE HAXOIATCS 3a paMKaMH JaHHOTO MHCTPYMEHTAapHs, BKIIO-
yasi OT/AENbHBIC NeicTBUSA U Oe3aeiicTBre, 0COOCHHOCTH MX pean3aliy, BKIIOYas 10-
CIIEZICTBHSI OOHAPYKCHHBIX HapyIICHUH W, KaK CIEICTBHE, OTMEYCHa HEOOXOIMMOCTD
3aKOHOJATEIHFHOTO PETYIMPOBAHHS TOJOOHBIX BOIIPOCOB..

B cTathe aBTOPBI MPEACTABISAIOT Psifl HAYYHO-NPAKTHYCCKIX BBIBOJIOB, TAKUX KaK
HEOOXOTUMOCTh YCTAHOBJICHUS Ha 3aKOHOJATECILHOM ypOBHE 00BbEMa M YCIOBHU KOH-
TPOJIS 32 3aKOHHOCTBIO PEIICHU, NCHCTBUN U Oe3/IeHCTBUS KOMIIETCHTHOTO OpraHa Ha
«I0CyIcOHOM» CTamuu KOH(MUCKAIMH HMMYIIECTBA HE3aKOHHOTO IMPOUCXOXKICHHSA. B
pe3yibTaTe MOKHO KOHCTATHPOBATh, YTO BBIBOJIBI, U3JI0KECHHBIC B CTAThE, MOT'YT CTATh
OPHEHTHUPOM ISl JAbHEHIIETO Pa3BUTHS MMPABONPUMEHHUTEIBHON MPAKTHKH, a TakkKe
JIEUCTBYIOIIMX PETYIUPOBAHUM.

KnroueBble cioBa: cpasicoanckas Konguckayus, npou3zeo0cmeo o0 KOHpuckayuu

UMyujecmed He3aKOHHO20 NPOUCXOHCOEHUS, NPA6o COOCMBEHHOCTU, «00CYOeOHaAsy Ccmaous,
CYOeOHblIl KOHMPOTb, HENOCPEOCHBEHHAA 00HCATI0BAHUE, K OTIONCEHHASLY 00HCAN08AHUE
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