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Abstract
The result of the reform of the criminal process in 2012 was the introduction of a new institute of procedural

guidance for pre-trial investigations. This institute has become the object of many scientific discussions, and
therefore there is a need to analyse its historical and legal genesis to clearly understand the place and role of the
prosecutor in modern criminal proceedings. The purpose of the study is to examine the institute of procedural
guidance in criminal proceedings and identify promising areas for improving its legal regulation. The study used
dialectical, system-structural, synthesis, formal-logical, and historical methods. It is proved that the institute of
procedural guidance originated quite a long time ago. From the very beginning, monarchs used civil servants
to represent exclusively their interests in certain processes that were important to them. It is established that
the genesis of the institute of the prosecutor’s office began to be used quite widely, up to the development of
a separate structure of the relevant state bodies and assigning them the function of supervision over certain
spheres of life, that is, the functions of the prosecutor’s office expanded sufficiently and representation of
the interests of the state in criminal proceedings became part of the overall function of supervision. With the
change in the socio-political orientation of Ukraine’s development after independence, the place and role of
the prosecutor’s office in the system of state bodies have evolved under the influence of advanced European
trends. The reverse process of changing the functions of the prosecutor’s office in criminal proceedings has
begun, namely, the function of total prosecutor’s supervision has begun to narrow and be reduced to procedural
guidance of the criminal process and representation exclusively in certain cases. As a result of the study, it was
stated that the legislation regulating the legal status of the prosecutor’s office has contradictions, namely, the
Law of Ukraine “On Prosecutor’s Office” imposes broader powers on the prosecutor than the Constitution of
Ukraine, which undoubtedly requires legislative correction by making appropriate changes. The findings of the
study can be used in rule-making and law enforcement activities
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Introduction

Nowadays, the active development of society, the con-
tinuous process of regulating public relations, globalisa-
tion and integration on the European continent require
the active development of legal institutes to bring them
in line with international standards. Not an exception
is the system of prosecutor’s offices, which during the
years of independence of Ukraine has been undergoing
both structural and functional changes. The most rele-
vant change in the activities of the prosecutor’s office,
which took place in 2012 with the adoption of the new
Criminal Procedure Code of Ukraine!, was the introduc-
tion of a new function - procedural guidance of pre-trial
investigations. In addition, further amendments to the
Constitution of Ukraine in 2016* showed a narrowing
of the powers of the prosecutor’s office and their reduc-
tion exclusively to participation in criminal proceedings
and representation in clearly defined cases. The func-
tion of procedural guidance of the pre-trial investigation
and the role of the prosecutor in criminal proceedings
as the head of the pre-trial investigation causes a lot of
discussion in connection with the consolidation of the
principle of immutability of the prosecutor throughout
criminal proceedings, which raises doubts about their
impartiality during the pre-trial investigation because
under such conditions, the prosecutor actually pre-
pares to maintain the state prosecution in court even
from the stage of collecting evidence during the pre-trial
investigation.

The general trend in the development of human
rights and freedoms in the world has become an
increase in the standards of these rights and freedoms,
which leads to the activation of the state represented by
its bodies in the relevant field of activity. An important
tool in ensuring human rights and freedoms by combat-
ing crime is the activity of law enforcement agencies,
in particular, the prosecutor’s office, as one of the key
subjects of criminal proceedings. During the existence
of the prosecutor’s office on the territory of Ukraine, the
functions and powers of these bodies have been changed
by the state. Thus, in Soviet times, the prosecutor’s
office mainly served the political regime and senior offi-
cials in the state, controlling all spheres of public life and
all branches of the national economy. During the years
of independence, the prosecutor’s office has undergone
structural and functional changes, and its role and tasks
in the system of state bodies have changed.

The institute of procedural guidance in the scien-
tific literature causes quite a lot of discussion since it is
a novelty of national legislation and many of its aspects
remain unexplored and theoretically unfounded. In par-
ticular, historical periods in the development of national
prosecutor’s offices, the genesis of their powers, and the
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place and role of the prosecutor in modern criminal pro-
ceedings remain understudied.

In most studies on the chosen issue, only the
functions of the prosecutor in criminal proceedings are
compared with their status as a procedural leader in
criminal proceedings. Since the procedural guidance is
one of the guarantees for achieving the tasks of crimi-
nal proceedings defined in Art. 2 of the Criminal Proce-
dure Code of Ukraine?, this function of the prosecutor’s
office requires scientific analysis with an appeal to the
historical origins of the foundations of the prosecutor’s
office’s leadership in criminal proceedings to investi-
gate the genesis of the role of the prosecutor in crimi-
nal proceedings in different historical epochs. The issue
of studying the dependence of the place and role of the
prosecutor in criminal proceedings on the general tasks
of criminal proceedings remains important, along with
the consideration of the principle of immutability of the
prosecutor throughout criminal proceedings.

The People’s Deputy of Ukraine S. lonushas in his
study analyses many options for regulating the powers
of the prosecutor’s office in the constitutional drafts of
Ukraine, but emphasises the problem of the relationship
between the function of supervision of the prosecutor’s
office and procedural guidance rather superficially [1].
S.Nazaruk, a graduate student of the Department of
State Legal Disciplines and Administrative Law of
V. Vynnychenko Central Ukrainian State Pedagogical
University, in his paper, indicated certain periods in the
development of prosecutor’s offices in Ukraine with-
out detailing the genesis of their role and powers [2].
A. Mykhailyuk, a graduate student of the Security Service
of Ukraine Academy, in his paper correlated the concept
of “prosecutorial supervision” and “procedural guid-
ance”, but did not highlight the problem of contradic-
tion between the regulation of prosecutorial powers in
the Law of Ukraine “On Prosecutor’s Office” and the Con-
stitution of Ukraine*[3]. D. Mirkovets, in his study, distin-
guished between the powers of the head of the prosecu-
tor’s office and the procedural head but did not indicate
the supervisory component in the powers of the head of
the prosecutor’s office [4].

As aresult of examining the above studies, it was
established that all of them are reduced to conducting
a similar periodisation in the development of prosecu-
tor’s offices, analysing their powers towards narrowing
the function of supervision of “everything and every-
one”, and actively investigating the form of prosecutor’s
supervision - procedural guidance. This study aims to
analyse the prerequisites for changing the functions
and powers of the prosecutor’s office in different his-
torical times along with the contradictions in the legal

!Criminal Procedure Code of Ukraine. (2012, April). Retrieved from https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/4651-17#Text.
2Law of Ukraine No. 1401-VIII “On Amendments to the Constitution of Ukraine (Regarding Justice). (2016, June)”. Retrieved from

https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/1401-19#Text.
3Criminal Procedure Code of Ukraine, op cit.

*Constitution of Ukraine. (1996, June). Retrieved from https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/254k/96-Bp#Text.
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regulation of the functions of the prosecutor’s office in
the Constitution' and the Law of Ukraine “On Prosecutor’s
Office™

Purpose of the study: to analyse procedural guid-
ance as a form of implementation of functions by a pros-
ecutor in criminal proceedings and develop scientific
recommendations to improve the legal regulation of the
institute of procedural guidance.

Materials and Methods

The study is based on conventional systems of general
scientific and special legal methods. The development
of the powers of prosecutor’s offices in dynamics was
considered using the dialectical method. The system-
structural and synthesis methods were used when con-
sidering the powers of the prosecutor’s office in different
historical times. The formal-logical method was used to
identify the features of procedural guidance as a form
of prosecutor’s activity. The historical method was used
to examine the periods of development of prosecutor’s
offices and their powers.

In the course of the study, papers on criminal law
were processed, namely, the study of S. Nazaruk in which
the detailed periodisation of the history of national pros-
ecutor’s offices was conducted and the genesis of pow-
ers of prosecutors was investigated [2]. Furthermore, the
study of the applicant of Kharkiv National University of
Internal Affairs E. Shinkarenko was processed, in which
he analysed in detail the problem of lack of definition
in the legislation of “prosecutorial supervision” along
with its theoretical content, but did not specify proce-
dural guidance as one of the forms of supervision [5]. In
addition, a study by V. Klochkov, Candidate of Law, Pros-
ecutor of the Main Investigation Department of the Pros-
ecutor General’s Office of Ukraine, was analysed, which
covered the relationship between “prosecutorial super-
vision”, “procedural guidance”, “organisation of pre-trial
investigation” [6].

The Institute of procedural guidance, periodi-
sation of the development of prosecutor’s offices, and
Soviet and modern criminal procedure legislation were
also analysed.

Results and Discussion

Prosecution as a social phenomenon has undergone
a long path of development from ancient times to the
present. The genesis of this phenomenon indicates that
it gave rise to criminal proceedings.

However, according to M. Muravyov, the original
prosecution is characterised exclusively by private features,
and in the future, the functions of the prosecution began
to be assumed by the state, which gives grounds from
early times to divide its forms into private and public [7].

At the first stages of implementing the functions
of the prosecution, the monarch usually instructed
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representatives of the Senate to organise the collection
of evidence and support the prosecution of the most
complex and high-profile offences. Thus, in Ancient
Rome, the terms “prokuro” - trustees and “procura-
tor” - administrator or manager appeared. There is no
historical information about the participation of these
persons in the prosecution proceedings, mostly these
persons were engaged in tax collection and administra-
tion of specific policy areas [8].

In the early stages of development, the state did
not need to maintain special bodies to perform the accu-
satory function and represent its interests. The state
enjoyed the privilege of exercising the prosecution func-
tion selectively, that is, from time to time, when a certain
state interest was seen in a particular case.

The homeland of the prosecutor’s office is France,
and its direct ancestor is Philip VI (the Fair), who in
1302 formalised the existence of the prosecutor’s office
as a separate institution of France. Initially, the powers
of the newly created body included only representation
of the interests of the monarch in the judicial bodies,
but later, with the strengthening of the absolute monarchy;,
the powers of the prosecutor’s office were expanded [9].

The institute of the prosecutor’s office in France
developed and strengthened along with the institute of
the monarchy and reflected the level of absolutism in
the state. In fact, the scope of powers of the French pros-
ecutor’s offices under Philip VI (the Fair) reflected the
dynamics of the growth of the monarch’s power, and the
prosecutor’s office with the possibility of exercising the
function of the prosecution to represent the interests of
the monarch was, so to speak, the privilege of the latter.

According to Montesquieu, the King of France was
ex officio a party to the charge of all offenses committed
in France, as he was responsible for ensuring the rights
of its citizens and maintaining public order [10].

The date of establishment of the prosecutor’s
office in the Russian Empire is considered to be Janu-
ary 12,1722, when Tsar Peter I signed a decree on the
establishment of prosecutorial positions in the Senate
and Boards. The purpose of signing this decree was to
develop a separate structure designed to combat bribery
and lawlessness in the course of court activities. During
the stay of Peter [ in power, the powers of the prosecu-
tor’s office changed several times towards their expan-
sion, but it is worth noting that among other powers
these bodies already had the obligation to participate
in criminal proceedings in the form of supervision of
legality, including pre-trial investigation bodies. Until
the middle of the 19 century, the Russian Empire had
a system of prosecutor’s offices, which was mainly super-
visory, including in the field of criminal proceedings at the
pre-trial stage [10].

The signing of the above-mentioned decree on the
establishment of prosecutor’s offices was preceded by an

!Constitution of Ukraine. (1996, June). Retrieved from https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/254k/96-Bp#Text.
“Law of Ukraine “On the Prosecutor’s Office”. (2014, October). Retrieved from https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/1697-18#Text.
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investigation of the French experience of their function-
ing. Therewith, it is worth noting that the prosecutor’s
offices of France and Russia at that time actually had
nothing in common, since the French prosecutor’s office
performed the function of prosecution, and the Russian
prosecutor’s office was primarily entrusted with the
function of supervision - the “eye of the sovereign”. The
need for such a supervisory body can be explained by
the fact that most of the regulations that were adopted
in the Russian Empire did not meet the interests of society,
and therefore were not implemented.

The first regulations that directly instructed
the prosecutor’s office to monitor pre-trial investiga-
tions were the Code of Laws of the Russian Empire in
1832, which stated: “prosecutors must carefully moni-
tor justice” [11]. In 1862, the authorities developed and
adopted a concept for the development of the prosecu-
tor’s office, which was later embodied in the “Institu-
tions of Judicial Institutions” [12] and the “Statute of
Criminal Procedure” [13]. In particular, the prosecu-
tor’s office was charged with supervising the compli-
ance of pre-trial and judicial bodies with the procedural
form. According to the statute of criminal proceedings,
the prosecutor had the right: to independently initiate
criminal cases; to provide written requirements and
demand materials from the bodies of inquiry and inves-
tigation; to provide instructions to the bodies of inquiry
and preliminary investigation; to demand an additional
inquiry and preliminary investigation; by their decision
to remove inquirers and investigators from further par-
ticipation in cases; to be present during investigative
actions [13].

According to Art. 53 and 54 of the Criminal Pro-
cedure Code of the Ukrainian SSR of 1922, the prosecu-
tor had the authority to monitor the state of pre-trial
investigation of criminal cases by investigative bodies,
initiate criminal cases, make decisions on sending them
to court, and the Criminal Procedure Code of the Ukrainian
SSR completely duplicated the relevant provisions of the
National Code™.

The next stage in the genesis of the prosecu-
tor’s office was the adoption of the Criminal Procedure
Code of the Ukrainian SSR of December 12, 1960, which
imposed on the prosecutor’s office, according to Art. 25,
the duty to “monitor compliance with laws by bodies
conducting inquiries and pre-trial investigations”?

Notably, the provisions of the law “On the Pros-
ecutor’s Office” of 1991 actually duplicated its Soviet-
style function, regarding supervision of the legality of
activities and decision-making by bodies of inquiry and
pre-trial investigation®.

The next stage in the genesis of the functions of
the prosecutor’s office was the adoption of the Consti-
tution of Ukraine* in 1996, which devoted the seventh

ua/12860501/legal/kriminalniy_kodeks_usrr_1922.

Code of Criminal Procedure of Ukraine, op cit.

"Law of Ukraine “On the Prosecutor’s Office”, op. cit
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section to the prosecutor’s office and imposed on these
bodies the duty to monitor compliance with the law by
bodies that conduct intelligence-gathering activities,
inquiry, and pre-trial investigation.

Amendments to the law “On the Prosecutor’s
Office” of 1992 to bring it into line with the Constitution
of Ukraine were made in 2001 [11].

An important element of these changes was the
consolidation in the principle of the adversarial nature
of the criminal process of the participation of the pros-
ecutor as its subject. In general, the function of the pros-
ecutor in criminal proceedings was mainly supervisory,
not accusatory, as evidenced by the title of Art. 25 of the
Criminal Procedure Code of 1960 “Prosecutor’s Super-
vision in Criminal Proceedings”>.

With the adoption of the new Criminal Procedure
Code of Ukraine in 2012, the status of the prosecutor
in criminal proceedings changed®. Thus, the new Code:

— excluded the provision concerning the supervision
of criminal proceedings by the prosecutor;

— established a new form of procedural activity of the
prosecutor - procedural guidance of pre-trial investigation;

— expanded the powers of the prosecutor at the stage
of pre-trial investigation;

— consolidation of the principle of invariable partici-
pation of one prosecutor in pre-trial and judicial criminal
proceedings;

— principle participation of prosecutors in all criminal
proceedings without exception;

— granting prosecutors the right to determine the
boundaries of judicial consideration of a case;

— introduction of the institute of agreements with the
participation of the prosecutor.

The expediency of fixing the principle of immuta-
bility of the prosecutor throughout criminal proceedings
remains an urgent issue today. Thus, when taking part in
criminal proceedings at the stage of pre-trial investiga-
tion, the prosecutor understands in advance that in the
future they will support the state prosecution in court in
this case, and therefore is actually interested in collecting
indictment evidence as a guarantee of successful support
of the state prosecution.

On 10/14/2014, the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine
adopted a new Law “On the Prosecutor’s Office”’, which
should improve the legal status of the prosecutor, detail
their functions, and harmonise national legislation with
international one. The law distinguished itself by elimi-
nating the function of general supervision by the prose-
cutor’s office over compliance with laws by bodies, legal
entities, and individuals, and reducing the functions of the
prosecutor’s office to the representation of the interests
of the state and citizens in certain cases in court, proce-
dural guidance of pre-trial investigations, and mainte-
nance of public prosecution in court.

!Criminal Procedure Code of the USSR. (1922, August). Retrieved from https://web.archive.org/web/20170527070402 /http://leksika.com.
Code of Criminal Procedure of Ukraine. (1960, December). Retrieved from https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/1001-05#Text.

3Law of Ukraine No. 1401-VIII “On the Prosecutor’s Office”. (1991, November). Retrieved from https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/1789-12#Text.
*Constitution of Ukraine. (1996, June). Retrieved from https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/254k/96-p#Text.

®Criminal Procedure Code of Ukraine. (2012, April). Retrieved from https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/4651-17#Text.
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On June 2, 2016, the norms of the Constitution of
Ukraine were harmonised with the norms of the Crim-
inal Procedure Code, namely section 7 was excluded
from the text of the basic law and Art. 131-1, accord-
ing to which the functions of the prosecutor’s office are
defined’.

The text of Article 131-1 of the Constitution of
Ukraine? defines that the prosecutor’s office, in addi-
tion to the procedural guidance of pre-trial investiga-
tion, also performs the function of organising it, but for
some reason, this function is ignored in most of the stud-
ies that were analysed. From the above, it is appropriate
to indicate that the current national legislation does not
contain a definition of “organisation of pre-trial investi-
gation” and “procedural guidance”, which undoubtedly
complicates law enforcement practice.

Thus, according to Art. 25 “supervision of com-
pliance with laws by bodies conducting intelligence-
gathering activities, inquiry, pre-trial investigation”
of the Law of Ukraine “On Prosecutor’s Office” of
10/14/201453, the prosecutor’s office is assigned the
function of supervision of bodies of inquiry and pre-
trial investigation, but the text of Art. 131-3 of the Con-
stitution of Ukraine* indicates the procedural guidance
of pre-trial investigation, its organisation, and supervi-
sion of investigative (search) actions as a function [4].

The analysis of the norms of the basic law and
the specified law “On the Prosecutor’s Office”> showed
their contradiction. Therefore, according to Art. 131-3
of the Constitution of Ukraine®, the prosecutor’s office
is assigned the function of supervising only the conduct
of investigative (search) actions, and the provisions of
the law assign the function of supervising compliance
with laws by bodies, including inquiry and pre-trial
investigation. Moreover, Art. 133-3 of the Constitution
of Ukraine’ indicates the “organisation of pre-trial inves-
tigation” as one of the functions of its activities, but this
function is not detailed in the legislation [1].

Given that the Constitution of Ukraine® and the cur-
rent Law of Ukraine “On the Prosecutor’s Office”® inter-
pret the functions of the prosecutor’s office somewhat
differently. It is worth noting that the above-mentioned
current law “On the Prosecutor’s Office”'® more broadly
regulates the powers of the prosecutor’s office using the
word “supervision”, while Art. 131-1 of the Constitution
of Ukraine!! indicates the supervision of the prosecutor’s
office exclusively over the conduct of investigative (search)
actions by law enforcement agencies as a function [14].

Ibidem, 1996.

*Constitution of Ukraine, op. cit.

SLaw of Ukraine No. 1401-VIII “On the Prosecutor’s Office”, op. cit.
5Constitution of Ukraine, op. cit.

7Ibidem, 1996.

8Ibidem, 1996.

“Law of Ukraine No. 1401-VIII “On the Prosecutor’s Office”, op. cit.
lbidem, 1991.

H"Constitution of Ukraine, op. cit.
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Conclusions

Prosecutor’s offices in Ukraine have gone through a long
path of development, and their functions have changed
depending on the socio-political orientation of the state’s
development. Today, the reform of the prosecutor’s office
of Ukraine continues, the driving force of which is to raise
human rights standards. The current trend of reforming the
powers of the prosecutor’s office is to narrow the function
of general supervision and highlight the function of partic-
ipation of the prosecutor in criminal proceedings, which
can manifest itself in the following forms: organisation of
pre-trial investigation; guidance of pre-trial investigation;
maintenance of public prosecution; supervision of secret
and other investigative and search actions of law enforce-
ment agencies; resolution of other issues during criminal
proceedings in accordance with the law. In the Constitu-
tion of Ukraine, the word “supervision” is used exclusively
in the context of supervision “of covert and other inves-
tigative and search actions of law enforcement agencies”,
not supervision of pre-trial investigation in general, which
is certainly not limited to covert and other investigative
actions. However, Art. 131-3 of the Constitution of Ukraine
enshrined, as one of the forms of activity of the prosecu-
tor’s office “the resolution of other issues in accordance
with the law during criminal proceedings”, one of such
other issues, according to Art. 25 of the Law of Ukraine
“On Prosecutor’s Offices” is the supervision of compliance
with the law by bodies conducting intelligence-gathering
activities, inquiries, and pre-trial investigation. Undoubt-
edly, conducting covert investigative and other investiga-
tive and search actions is a considerably narrower activ-
ity in comparison with the activities of bodies engaged
in intelligence-gathering activities, inquiry, and pre-trial
investigation. The constitutional activity of the prosecutor’s
office in the form of “decision in accordance with the law
of other issues during criminal proceedings” is detailed in
Art. 25 of the Law of Ukraine “On the Prosecutor’s Office”
and imposes on these bodies the function of supervision,
which objectively includes supervision of covert and other
investigative actions.

These inconsistencies must be corrected by bringing
the rules set out in Art. 25 of the law of Ukraine “On Prose-
cutor’s Office” with those tasks which are set before bodies
of prosecutor’s office of Ukraine, according to Art. 133-1
of the Constitution of Ukraine. Primarily, the law “On the
Prosecutor’s Office” in its content should regulate “the par-
ticipation of the prosecutor in criminal proceedings”, not
supervision of the implementation of criminal proceedings.

!Constitution of Ukraine. (1996, June). Retrieved from https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/254k/96-Bp#Text.

3Law of Ukraine No. 1401-VIII “On the Prosecutor’s Office”. (1991, November). Retrieved from https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/1789-12#Text.
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Bibikova I

feHe3a IHCTUTYTY NpouecyanbHOro KepiBHULTBA:
iCTOPUKO-NpaBOBUIA acnekKT

Mapraputa OnekcaHapiBHa bibikoBa

HauioHanbHa akageMiqa BHYTPILLHIX cnpaB
03035, nn. ConoM'aHcbka, 1, M. KuMiB, YKpaiHa

AHoTauia

Pe3ysibTaToM npoBeeHHs pedopMu KpuMiHaabHOTro npouecy 2012 poky cTaso 3alpoBa/KEHHS IHCTUTYTY
IpolLecyaJbHOr0 KepiBHULITBA JOCYA0BUM PO3CJIilyBaHHAM. 3a3Ha4eHUN iIHCTUTYT CTaB 06’ €KTOM YU CIEHHUX
HayKOBUX JIUCKYCiH, a 0TXe, icHye noTpeba B IpoBe/ieHHi aHaJIi3y HOro icTOpMKO-IpaBOBOro IreHe3Ucy JJs
YiTKOr0 pO3yMiHHA MicLig ¥ poJii IPOKypopa B Cy4aCHOMY KPMMiHaJbHOMY Npolneci. MeToo cTaTTi € BUBYEHHSA
IHCTUTYTY IpOLLeCyaJbHOr0 KepiBHULTBA B KPUMIHAJIbHOMY IPOBAJXKEHHI Ta BU3HAYEHHA NePCIeKTUBHUX
HanpsAMIB y0CKOHa/JIeHHS HOr0 IPaBOBOT0 Pery/l0BaHHA. Y Mexax JOC/IiP>KeHHSA 3aCTOCOBAHO Aia/IeKTUYHUH,
CUCTEMHO-CTPYKTYpHUH, pOopMasbHO-JIOTYHUIM Ta iICTOPUYHUI METOH, a TAKOXK METO/J, CUHTe3y. /loBe/ieHo,
1110 IHCTUTYT NPOLeCyaJbHOI0 KEPIBHUILITBA 3apPOAUBCA JOCUTH aBHO. CIOYaTKy MOHApXy BUKOPUCTOBYBA/IU
Jlep>KaBHUX CJY>KOOBI[iB /IS TpeJCTaBJeHHS BUK/IIYHO IXHIX iHTepeciB B OKpeMHUX BaOXKJIUBUX JJIsI HUX
npouecax. Y npoueci reHe3ucy iHCTUTYT NPOKypaTypHU MOYaJu BUKOPUCTOBYBAaTH AOCUTh ILIMPOKO, X
o opMyBaHHS OKpeMoOi CTPYKTYypH BiZIOBifHUX Jep>KaBHUX OpraHiB i IOKJAJeHHS Ha HUX QYHKIiH
HarJsgay 3a OKpeMUMHU chepaMu XKUTTENISIJIBHOCTI, 3 OrJIAAY Ha 10 MpeCTABHUIITBO iHTepeciB AepaBu B
KpPUMiHaJbHOMY MpOIeci CTaJo YaCTUHOW 3arajbHoi GyHKLil HarasaLy. 3i 3MiHOW CyCIiJIbHO-NOMITUYHOT
dopmalii po3BUTKY YKpaiHU Mic/is 300y TTs HE3aJIeXKHOCTI Miclie i poJib IPOKYPATyPH B CUCTEMI Jlep>KaBHUX
OpTraHiB eBOJIIOLIIOHYBaJIM MiJi BIVIMBOM IlepeJlOBUX EBPONENCBKUX TeHAeHILiH. [loyaBca 3BOpoTHUM npolec
3MiHM QYHKIIH NPOKYypaTypH B KpUMiHaJbHOMY MpoLeci, a BJacHe QYHKIisl TOTAaJbHOTO MPOKYPOPCHKOTro
HarJAaAy nodvasa 3BY>KyBaTHCh i 3BOAUTHUCA [0 NIPOLECyaJbHOI0 KepiBHULTBA KPUMiHAJILHUM IIPOLECOM Ta
NpeACTaBHULTBA BUKJIIOYHO ¥ BU3HAYEHUX BUIaAKaxX. KOHCTAaTOBaHO, 1110 3aKOHOABCTBO, IKe BPeryJIbOBYE
NpaBOBUM CTATyC NPOKYpPaTypH, MICTUTb CyNepedvHOCTi, 30kpeMa 3akoH YkpaiHnu «Ilpo npokypatypy»
NOKJIA/Ia€ HAa MPOKypopa GiJbIl IIHPOKi MOBHOBaXKeHHS, Hixk KoHCcTUTYLis YKpainu. Pe3yabTaTu gociimkeHHA
MOy Tb OYTH BUKOPUCTaHi B HOpPMOTBOPYil i MpaB03acTOCOBHIMN AisfiIbHOCTI

KniouoBi cnoBa:

JIOCy/Zl0Be pO3CJiyBaHHS; NIpoLecyaJlbHUN KepPiBHUK 4O0CYLOBUM pPO3CJiAyBaHHAM; HarJisi/; IOBHOBAXKEHHS;
poO3cailyBaHHA; Ji3HaHHA
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