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The article considers separate theoretical, legislative, and practical issues of the legal and actual sense of 
“failure to fulfil obligations”. The purpose of the article is to determine the actual sense of “failure to 
fulfil obligations” by the authorities of the criminal process based on an analysis of forms of realization of 
legal norms, elements of criminal procedural legal relations, and elements of procedural status of subjects 
of the criminal process.

The relevance of the article is determined by the necessity of scientific comprehension of the category 
“failure to fulfil obligations” namely by the authorities of the criminal process, its legal and actual sense, 
correlation with other related concepts. It is proper performance of duties by the authorities of the 
criminal process that directly influences the state of law and order in the country, human rights and 
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freedoms in the criminal process and, in general, contributes to the achievement of objectives of a 
criminal proceeding. And, in turn, failure to fulfil obligations by the authorities of the criminal process 
determines a violation of human rights and freedoms, failure to achieve the objectives of criminal 
proceedings, deformation of public opinion about the authority of the court and law enforcement 
agencies, increase of the level of offenses in the state, etc.

According to results of the research, the author made the following conclusions:

– the legal sense of “failure to fulfil obligations” is expressed in legislative requirements that characterize 
this category as an offence in the criminal process, characterize its objective side (sanction, in turn, 
determines the type of offense and legal responsibility), and the actual sense is expressed in certain 
behaviour of subjects of the process;

– to eliminate the negative consequences of the enforcement, each procedural law should be in line with 
procedural duty, and its implementation by all subjects of the criminal process should be provided with 
measures of their legal responsibility;

– procedural status of subjects of the criminal process should contain both obligatory elements: legal 
rights and obligations, and responsibility for the non-fulfilment of duties, which is conditioned by the 
content of criminal procedural legal relations;

– failure to fulfil obligations – a legal category, the derivative of which is the concept of improper 
performance of duties, late fulfilment of duties, improper treatment of official duties, which, in cases 
determined by law, specify this legal category by volume, time, and subjects.

Perspective studies in this area are seen the rationale for expanding the grounds of procedural 
responsibility of the authorities of the criminal process and introduction of an institute for imposing a 
monetary penalty for offenses in the criminal process against these subjects.

Key words: failure to fulfil obligations, procedural duties, authorities of the criminal process, sanctions, legal 
responsibility.
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In the article, the author examines some questions of the use by the investigation of special knowledge at 
the investigation of extremist activity: either as a result of bringing in of specialists in the process of 
realization of some inquisitional (search) actions or at setting and realization of judicial examinations. In 
particular, at the examination of site of occurrence in the process of investigation of businesses about 
mass disturbances, interrogation, examination, and other judicial actions, where an investigator gets a 
consultative help from fire technology, medico legist, explosive engineering, commodity expert, 
psychologist et al in the situations of examination of place of fire, explosion, dwellings apartments, dead 
body, tattoos.


