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PE®EPAT

Junnomuast padota: 65 c., 44 UCTOUHHKA.
KiroueBble cj10Ba: HEJONMYCTUMBIE JOKA3aTEIbCTBA, CYIIECTBEHHBIE HApYyIICHUS
YTOJIOBHO-TIPOLIECCYAIBHOTO 3aKOHA, YTOJOBHBIM IPOIIECC, «AaCUMMETPHUS MPaBUI
JOMYCTUMOCTH JOKa3aTEIbCTBY, JOMYCTUMOCTh JOKA3aTENbCTB.
O0bexkT mcciIe0BAaHUSI — T[PABOOTHONIIECHUS MEXAY CYOBEKTaMH YroJIOBHO-
MPOIECCYATbHON NIESITEIbHOCTH B XOJ€ OLICHKU JOMYyCTUMOCTH J0Ka3aTebCTB Ha
Pa3IMYHBIX CTAIUSAX YTOJIOBHO Ipoliecca.
Ilpeamer wWcciaexO0BaHUsT —  HOPMBI  3aKOHOJATENbCTBA,  PETYJIHPYIOLIHE
JIOMyCTUMOCTb JIOKa3aTeJIbCTB B YIOJIOBHOM IIPOIIECCE,  HAYYHO-TECOPETHUUECKHUE
pa3pabOTKH IO BOMPOCaM JAUIIOMHOM paboThl, CyJeOHas U ClIeICTBEHHAs IPAKTUKA,
OTpa)KCHHAsl B MaTepUAJIaX YTOJOBHBIX JIEI.
Heapr padoThl: NOpOAHAIU3UPOBATH COCTOSHHE HMHCTUTYTa  JOMYCTHMOCTH
JIOKa3aTeIbCTB B YTOJOBHOM Mpoliecce, pa3padoTaTh PEKOMEHJAIUU, TPU3BAaHHBIE
o0ecrneunTh MOJHOLIEHHOCTh JI0KA3aTeNIbCTB B YTOJIOBHOM MPOLIECCE.
MeToabl  HCCJIEIOBAHUSA:  CHUCTEMHBIM, HWCTOPUYECKUN,  JHAJCKTUYECKUU,
dbopManbHO-TOTHYEeCKUH, HYHKIIMOHATBHBINA U CPABHUTEIHHO-TIPABOBON METOIBI.
HccnenoBanus u pa3padb0TKU: BCECTOPOHHE MCCIEIOBAH MHCTUTYT JIOMYCTUMOCTH
JIOKa3aTeIbCTB, ClEJIaH aHaIu3 CyAeOHOW MPAaKTUKH, BBISBIEHBI CYIIECTBYIOUINE
POOIEMBI, TPEIIIOKEHBI TPAKTUIECKUE PEKOMEHIAITIH.
ABTOp pabOThl MOATBEPXKIAET, YTO TPHUBEACHHBIM B HEW MaTepuan OOBEKTHBHO
OTPa)XAaeT COCTOSIHUE MCCIEAYyeMOro BOMpOca, a BCE 3aUMCTBOBAHHBIC U3
JUTEPATyPHBIX U APYTUX HUCTOUYHHUKOB IOJIOKEHHUSI COMPOBOXKIAIOTCA CChUJIKAMHU Ha

MX aBTOPOB.



PODEPAT

JlpimioMHast padota: 65 c. , 44 KpbIHILIbL.
KirouaBblisi CJIOBBI: HEAAMYIIYAIbHBIS JOKAa3bl, ICTOTHBIA MAPYLIIIHHI KpbIMiHATIbHA-
mpalpcyajbHara  3akoHa,  KpPhIMIHQJIBHBI — TpaldC,  «aciMeTphis  IpaBuiay
JanyuygaibHacIl AoKa3ayy, JanyidaibHacp JoKazay.
AO0’eKkT JacjielaBaHHS — TIPaBaagHOCIHBI TaMiK Cy0’ekTami KpbIMiHaJbHA-
npaipcyanbHail J3eiiHacill ¥ X0/3€ alpPHKI JamylidalbHacIll JoKa3ay Ha PO3HBIX
CTaJIbIIX KPhIMIHAJIbHA MPALACy.
IIpagmMer fgaciaegaBaHHA —  HOPMBI  3aKaHaJayCTBa, KISl  PAryJIIOIOLb
JanyiyaibHaclp J0Kazay y KpbIMIHAJIBHBIM IIpaldCce, HAaBYKOBA-T3APATHIYHBISA
pacnpanoyki Ma MbITaHHSAX JbIIUIOMHad paOoThl, CyAoBas 1 cieayas MNpPaKThIKa,
aJUTIOCTpaBaHas ¥ MaTaphisiiax KPhIMIHAIBHBIX CTIpay.
Mbsta mpanbl: TpaaHanizaBallb CTaH 1HCTBITyTa JamylIvajibHACIl JI0OKazay y
KpbIMiHAJIBHBIM MpaldCe, paclpamaBalb pIKaMeHAallbll, 3aKJIIKaHbIS 3a0sCHedbllb
nayHaBapTacHacIlb J0Ka3ay y KpbIMiHAJIbHBIM MpaLace.
Mertaabl naciefaBaHHS: CICTOMHBI, TICTAPBIUHBI, JBISJICKTHIYHBI, (hapMaibHa-
JarivHbl, QYHKIBITHAIBHBI 1 TapayHalbHA-TTPaBaBbl METAJIbI .
JacaenaBaHHi i pacnpanoyki: ycebakoBa jaacieaBaHbl iHCTBITYT AamylrdalbHACI
JI0Ka3ay, 3poO0JICHbl aHaji3 CyJAOBall MPAaKTBIKI, BBISYJICHBI ICHYIOUBIS MpPalIeMBbl,
nparnaHaBaHbl MPAKTHIYHBIS PIKAMEH/IAIIbII.
A¥yTtap paboThl manBsApKae, IMTO MPBIBEA3CHBI y € MaTIpbisia a0’ eKThIyHA
aJUIIOCTpOYBae CTaH TMBITaHHS, SKO€ Jacliefyelila, a Yyce 3amna3bl4aHbld 3

JITapaTypHBIX 1 IHIIBIX KPBIHII MajakdHHI CylpaBajpKaroliia Crachulkami Ha iX

ayrapay.



THE ABSTRACT

Diploma paper: 65 p., 44 sources.
Key words: inadmissible evidence, essential violation of the criminal procedure law,
criminal trial, «assimetry of rules of an admissible of evidence », an admissibillity of
evidence.
The object of the research is the legal relations between the parties of the criminal
procedure concerning the admissibility of evidence at various stages of criminal
proceedings.
The subject of the research is legislation regulating an admissibillity of evidence in
criminal proceedings, main scientific and theoretical developments concerning to the
theme under research, judicial and investigative practice reflected in materials of
criminal cases.
Project’s objective: to analyze the state of the institution of admissibility of evidence
in criminal proceedings, to develop recommendations to ensure the usefulness of
evidence in criminal proceedings.
Research methods: systematic, historical, dialectical, formal-logical, functional and
comparative legal methods.
Research outcomes: comprehensively investigated institute of admissibility of
evidence, the analysis of judicial practice, existing problems, practical
recommendations has been done.
The author confirms that the material contained in the paper objectively reflects the
state-of-the-art under research, and all borrowed from the literary and other sources
theoretical, methodological and methodical positions and concepts are accompanied

by references to their sources.



