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The article considers the features of legal regulation of the stage after the pretrial investigation in criminal
proceedings Ukraine.
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Boiirouu €.M. JUCKYCIHAHI [IMTAHHS CTAJII 3AKIHYEHHS JIOCYIOBOI'O PO3CIIYBAHHS
B KPUMIHAJIBHOMY TTPOLIECI YKPATHU / 3anopisbkuii HanioHansHuil yHiBepeuTeT, Ykpaina
VY crarti poO3MISTHYTO OCOONMBOCTI 3aKOHOJABYOIO BPEryJIIOBAHHS CTajii 3aKiHYEHHsS JIOCYZOBOTO
po3cIigyBaHHs B KpHMIHAIBHOMY HIpolieci YKpaiHH.
Kniouoei cnosa: kpuminanvuuil npoyec, c¢madis 00cy008020 pO3CHIOY8AHHS, GIOKPUMMS MAmMepianie IHuiil
cmoponi, 0068UHYBANLHULL AKM, PecCmp MAmMepianie 00cy008020 PO3CiOYEAHHS.

Boiitopmu  E.M. JIMCKYCCHUOHHBIE BOIIPOCbI CTAJIMM OKOHYAHUA JOCYAEBHOI'O
PACCIIEAOBAHIS B VYI'OJIOBHOM IIPOLECCE VYKPAMHBI / 3amopoxckuii HalMOHAIBHBIA
YHUBEPCUTET, YKpanHa

B cratee paccMOTpeHBI OCOOEHHOCTH 3aKOHOJATENBHOTO yPEryIHPOBaHUS CTAAUN OKOHYAHMS JOCYIEOHOTO
paccieJoBaHUsI B YTOJOBHOM IIporiecce YKpauHEL JIJIsT 9TOTO HCCIIeOBAHO OIpEACNICHNE «I0CyneOHOoe
paccieoBaHue», OOpalieHO BHHMaHHE HA HEONPEISNCHHOCTh MOMEHTa OKOHYAHMSI JTOH CTauH.
HceemoBaHbl IeHCTBYS yYaCTHHKOB ITpOLecca B MOMEHT OKOHYAHHUS CTAJMHU JJOCYIeOHOTO pacciIeoBaHus, B
YaCTHOCTH, NPOLERypa OTKPBITHS MaTEpUANOB APYroil CTOpOHE. YIEICHO BHUMAHUE TEOPETUYECKUM MU
[PAKTHYECKUM MPOOIeMaM pealln3aluy [paB YYaCTHUKOB YKAa3aHHOH MPOLEayphl, B YACTHOCTH, OTCYTCTBHE
YCTaHOBJIEHHOTO 3aKOHOM MEXaHM3Ma €€ OCYIIECTBJICHUS U JTOKYMEHTHPOBaHMs; 000CHOBAHO HEcorjacue ¢
TpeOOBaHUAMH 3aKOHA O HEOOXOAMMOCTH OTKPBITHS MaTepHAIOB CO CTOPOHBI 3alUTHI MU HECOOTBETCTBHE
9TUX TpeOOBaHMN NPHUHLHUIIAM YIrOJIOBHOrO Ipouecca. lccnenoBaHbl OOBUHMTENBHBI aKT U peecTp
MaTepHanoB AOCYIeOHOTO PacCIeOBAaHUS KAaK UTOTOBBIC JOKYMEHTHI CTaJUH JOCYAEOHOTO paccieOBaHUs.
PaccMOTpeHB! BO3MOXKHBIE AEHCTBHSI CTOPOHBI OOBHHEHUS B CIydae MPUHATHS CyIOM PEILICHHS O BO3BpAaTe
OOBHHUTEIIBHOTO aKTa MPOKYpOPY B CIydae, eCIIM OOBHHMTENBHBIH aKT HE COOTBETCTBYET TPEOOBaHHUSIM
3aKOoHa. PaccMOTpeH BONMpOC O TOTEHIHATFHOH BO3MOXKHOCTH BO300HOBIECHHUS CTaAUH JOCYAeOHOTO
CJICJICTBUSI TIOCIIE TIPUHSTHUS PELICHHsI O COCTABICHUH OOBUHUTEIBLHOIO aKTa U HAIPaBJICHUS [IPONU3BOJCTBA B

Cya.
Kniouesvie cnosa: yeonosuviii npoyecc, cmaous 00cy0e6H020 paccied08anusl, OMKpblmue Mamepuanos opyeou
cmopone, 008UHUMENbHbLIL AKM, Peecmp Mamepuaiog 00Cy0ebHo20 paccied08aHus.

Modern legal proceedings of Ukraine is in the process of reform. Message of the President of Ukraine
to Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine “European the choice. Conceptual foundations of economic and social
development strategy Of Ukraine for 2002-2011” [1, 2] found that judicial reform has not only
confined to the improvement of the activity of judges and courts, and inwidest sense to create
conditions for strengthening protection of the rights and freedoms of man and citizen. Of course,
powered directly true for the sphere of criminal proceedings, since the Institute criminal liability is the
most difficult kind of legal responsibility and is applied to a person who committed a crime state
coercion in the form of punishment [2, 128]. It should also be mentioned one of the objectives of the
judicial reform is to simplify the access of citizens to justice. This is the epitome of the constitutional
provisions concerning the right of everyone to appeal in court the decisions, actions or inactivity of
bodies of state power, bodies of local self-government, officials and officers,enshrined in article 55 [3,
4]. Specified reform continues; the most importantevent in reforming exactly the criminal proceedings
is, certainly, the adoption of the Criminal procedure Code of Ukraine [4, 11], which entered into force
on 19 November 2012.

This normative act can be regarded as an important step in the direction of the realization of the
constitutional rights of citizens; improved legal regulation in the sphere of criminal proceedings
brought him European values and principles, established attempt to transform steady observance of
human rights in the key idea of the entire criminal process and provide real, not declared equality of
procedural possibilities of the parties to the criminal proceedings and to approve the competitiveness
process.

However, the time which has elapsed since the entry into force of the Code, found a number of
problems both practical and theoretical particular at the stage of after the pretrial investigation, which
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require research and a practical solution. This is due to the relevance of the topic this work.

The acting criminal procedural legislation defines pre-trial investigation as a stage of criminal
proceedings, which starts with the recording of the information about the criminal offence in a Single
register of pre-trial investigations and ends with the closing of the criminal production or direction of
the court indictment, request on the application of compulsory measures of a medical or educational
nature, request for release from criminal liability In such a the law explicitly associates the end of the
stage of pretrial investigation with a certain action of the Prosecutor, who takes the final procedural
decision - approves the indictment and submit it to the court; approves the corresponding request of
the investigator and submit it to the court. On the basis of a literal understanding of the law after the
pretrial investigation matches in one case with the effect of the direction of the corresponding
procedural document in court, and in the other case with the adoption of the decision - making a
decision about termination of the proceedings.

In case, when the stage of preliminary investigation ends a decision on the closure of production,
theoretical or practical no issues.

Case of completion of pre-trial investigation committing an action requires a more detailed study,
because the mechanism of implementation of the decision, the parties relative to the direction of the
respective document to the the court is quite complex, and according to the author, his legislative
regulation no is perfect. This mechanism is stipulated in the § 3 of Chapter 24 of the criminal code of
Ukraine «Appeal to the court with an indictment, a petition on the application of compulsory measures
of a medical or educational nature». For the sake of the objectives of the work mechanism of
realization of the decisions of the prosecution of directions to the court a motion to release a person
from criminal responsibility will not be explored.

After the decision about the direction of the production to the court parties should open each other
materials that is provided by the senior CPC 290 Ukraine. This discovery is a necessary condition for
the admissibility of evidence in stage of the trial due to the requirements of 4.12 of this article. At first
glance, these requirements correspond equality of the parties to the criminal proceedings before the
law and court, however, certain theoretical inconsistencies impression distort.

So, the Prosecutor when deciding on the sufficiency of the evidence collected must inform the defense
about the end of the pre-trial investigation and provide access to materials of criminal proceedings,
right defined by part 1 tbsp. 290. However, as follows from the terminology of the Code, above, the
pre-trial investigation ends the action - direction to the court of the procedural document. By the
moment when the Prosecutor decides on the sufficiency of evidence and formulating such a document,
this act of directing the document to the court is not perfect, therefore pre-trial the investigation is not
completed. In such circumstances, notification, parties shall protection about the end of the pre-trial
investigation is inconsistent with the facts and is an introduction to the defense misleading. If to
adhere to the point of view that certain inconsistencies law still allow come to the conclusion that the
moment of completion of pre-trial investigation of all associated with the adoption of the Prosecutor of
the decision on the sufficiency of evidence, the question of the legitimacy of the procedural steps a
Prosecutor, an investigator in the final pre-trial investigation. Because the procedure opening of
materials is quite procedural action.

You should give a reason. The requirement of the law regarding the need the prosecution open to the
defense, the materials of the investigation, quite reasonable, because these parties are in advance
categories, due to of opportunities evidence collection, impact on other social processes,
accompanying the procedure of criminal prosecution, the possibilities of application of measures
provision of criminal proceedings, etc. moreover, party the charge is essentially the initiator of the
criminal proceedings, therefore, it is logical, that one of the elements of the right to protection is the
right to hand protection to know on what evidence informed the charges. However, the requirement of
the law about the necessity of opening of materials the defense should be subjected to some criticism.
So, it is a question about the expediency of such a discovery by the protection given to the
achievement of objectives of the criminal proceedings.

Them in due to the requirements of article 2 of the CPC is the protection of individuals, society and
the state from criminal offences, protection of rights, freedoms and legitimate interests participants of
criminal proceedings, as well as ensuring a rapid, a full and impartial investigation and trial to
everyone who has committed a criminal offence, was attracted to responsibility to the degree of his
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guilt, no one innocent has not been accused of or convicted, no person has been subjected to
unjustified procedural coercion and to each participant in the criminal production was applied proper
legal procedure. If we assume that the charges wrong, and the efense's arguments about the absence or
criminal an offence is convincing, we can assume that this familiarization can be the ground for
making a decision on the Prosecutor closure of criminal proceedings. However, the above-mentioned
theoretical problems, which are incorporated in the body of the code formally deprived of the
Prosecutor the capacity to do so; moreover, that the requirement of part 1 tbsp. 290 of the code of
Ukraine they have already committed a message about the sufficiency of evidence and directions
production in court. In practice, such a discovery materials from the defense will lead to the
destruction of evidentiary value of certain evidence, opens wide possibilities of abuse of their
authority by guests the prosecution.

Another problem is the lack of a mechanism for documenting the procedure of opening an
investigation materials.

So, in practice, investigators and prosecutors continue to draw up minutes of the procedural action, on
the the author's opinion does not meet the requirements of the law. For example, part 1 tbsp. 104 of the
code of Ukraine determine unequivocally: the progress and results of the procedural actions are
recorded in Protocol in cases envisaged in this Code. As senior CPC 290 Ukraine remembers on the
minutes of the procedural actions, his compilation in fact is a violation of the law. However, the
opening of materials, as mentioned above is a prerequisite for further use, the materials in as evidence,
therefore, the requirements about opening of materials required prove to the court in the future senior
290 of the code of Ukraine notes that parties are obliged to confirm in writing the opposite side, and a
victim - the Prosecutor of the fact of giving them access to the materials with the indication of names
of such materials. Therefore, it is a written confirmation, but neither the name of this document, nor
his mandatory requisites, except guidance on the need to specify the name of the materials, the law not
actually determines. According to the author, this lack of a systematic approach the legislator is a
significant drawback of legislative regulation, because able to have the effect of non-uniform approach
of the court.

Not regulated by the law and procedure of the opening of materials by protection. So, it is unclear
whether the protection of open materials the prosecution simultaneously with acquaintance with the
materials protection, or can it be done without violating any time after notification of the Prosecutor
about the end of the pre-trial investigation but to the beginning of trial on the merits. Not defined by
law mechanism familiarization protection of the prosecution with such evidence as the testimony of
the witness, because in the understanding of part 8 thsp. 95 of the criminal procedure code explanation
a witness, a lawyer can be taken away from such a participant of the process is not source of evidence;
at the same time to carry out the interrogation of the witness lawyer is deprived of the rights - such
right of pre-trial investigation shall enjoy only the Prosecutor and investigator.

As noted above, after the requirements of the law regarding the opening materials of the Prosecutor or
investigator with his behalf must be one of procedural documents mentioned above. It seems
appropriate consider the most difficult situation is with the preparation of the indictment Thus, as this
is the document actually is formulated accusations can be regarded as a preparation of the indictment
the most important decision that the prosecution accepts the stage of pretrial investigation in criminal
proceedings.

The indictment must meet the requirements of Art. 291 of the criminal procedure code of Ukraine.
When drawing up the indictment investigator and in case of its approval the Prosecutor should be
remembered that the court in the preliminary court session may take a decision on the return of the
indictment the Prosecutor in cases, if the indictment does not meet the requirements of the CPC of
Ukraine (p.3 part 3 tbsp.314 of the code of Ukraine). Such a situation should be considered in more
detail with taking into account the grounds for the refund and the further actions of the Prosecutor
Discussion is the gquestion of the existence of the grounds for return the indictment the Prosecutor in
case of non-conformity with law the register of materials of pre-trial investigation. So, on the one
hand, m.3.4.3 Art.314 of the code of Ukraine defines as the basis of the return of the indictment the
Prosecutor mismatch Code is the indictment. However, when this Art.291 of the criminal procedure
code of Ukraine, which should correspond to the indictment, has the name «the indictment and the
register of materials of pre-trial investigation». It should be taken into account that according to item 4
tbsp. 291 of the code of criminal procedure register materials of pre-trial investigation has the
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character of an integral Appendix to the indictment; registry requirements materials of pre-trial
investigation significant and clearly set out in article 109 of the code of Ukraine. When such the
circumstances of the breach of the requirements of Art. 109 the CPC of Ukraine compilation of the
register materials of pre-trial investigation can be equated to the absence of such the inherent
application.

You also have to consider the fact that the law prohibits the provision of the court in the
commencement of the trial in fact any documents in addition to conviction act, the register of materials
of pre-trial investigation, a civil action and evidence of handing the copies of these documents to the
defence, as defined in part 4 senior 291 of the criminal procedure code of Ukraine. If we analyze the
contents of the indictment, defined in 1-9 part 1 thsp. 291 of the criminal procedure code of Ukraine
should come to the conclusion that the court deprived of the opportunity to know anything about what
evidence will reasonably position of the defense and the prosecution during the trial the indictment. In
such circumstances, the common working documents of the court - the indictment and the register of
materials of pre-trial investigation. And of course, a violation of law when drawing up both of these
procedural documents in advance prevent the court in accordance with the requirements of the law to
judicial review. Given this any violation of the requirements of Art. 109, 291 CPC Ukraine should be
regarded as the Foundation of the return of the indictment the Prosecutor.

Avrise and questions concerning the actions of the Prosecutor in criminal proceedings, the indictment
that was returned by the court. Discussion is the question of the possibility of the Prosecutor to refer
the criminal case to the investigator for resolving deficiencies identified by the court, by conducting
investigative, proceeding or for the preparation of a new indictment or the registry materials of pre-
trial investigation. Among prosecutors and investigators common the thought that the answer to this
question depends expired pre-trial investigation. According to the author, such a position is absolutely
untrue, on the following basis.

With the direction of the indictment in the court of the pre-trial stage the investigation is finished, and
this conclusion is final. This conclusion you can and should come as a result of system analysis item 5
part 1 thsp.3, part 4 thsp. 110 part 1 thsp. 290 of the code of Ukraine. The only event of renewal of
pre-trial investigation law binds with the case where the past production was stopped from bases
provided by the law. No other Foundation conduct any investigative or procedural actions of the
investigator or the Prosecutor in criminal proceedings, which finished the pre-trial investigation the
law does not provide. Thus, it seems, the only action actually only has legal, because, as shown above,
certain theoretical problems being deprived of this legality and such action is preparation of a new
indictment act or registry materials of pre-trial investigation by the Prosecutor. Is the status that will be
a decision of the Prosecutor of the closing criminal proceedings on the grounds stipulated by the law.
Any other action, or any other solution will be, in fact, mean a return to Institute of the additional
investigation that contradicts the conceptual the basics of criminal procedure law, which was quite
clearly proclaimed in the explanatory note to the draft Criminal procedural Code of Ukraine [4]

It seems that the problems, highlighted in the work really need solutions in the plane of the
methodological work and by bringing in the current legislation relevant changes.

REFERENCES

1. European choice. The conceptual basis of the strategy of economic and social development of
Ukraine for 2002-2011. The Message Of The President Of Ukraine to the Verkhovna Rada of
Ukraine // Uryadovyi Kurier. — 2002. — Ne 100.

2. Scientific and practical commentary to the Criminal Code Ukraine. Under the General
editorship of TTore6ensrko M.A., Goncharenko V.G. — K. : Forum, 2001. — Vol. 1.

3. Constitution of Ukraine // the Official Herald of Ukraine. — 2010. — S. 15.

4, Explanatory note to the draft of the Criminal procedure Code of Ukraine [Electronic resource].
— Mode of access : http://wl.cl.rada.gov.ua/pls/zweb2/webproc4_1?pf3511=42312

IOpuouuni nayxu



