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Crarbsl MOCBSLIEHA HAYYHO-TEOPETUYECKOMY U NMPUKAAAHOMY aHAAM3Y 3HAUMMOCTU MHCTUTYTA XO-
AATaliCTB B A€ATEABHOCTM aABOKATa-3alljUTHNKA HA IIPEABAPUTEABHOM CAEACTBUI. B cBoeil paboTe aBTOp
ONMPAETCs KaK Ha TeOpeTUYeCKHe, TaK 1 Ha SMIMPUYECKME METOADI ICCAEAOBAHNSL. B X0Ae M3bICKaHWIT aBTOP
oOpailjaeT BHUMAHIe Ha OTCYTCTBME 3aKOHOAQTEAbHOTO 3aKpeIAEHN TTOHATHA XOAATAIICTBA, YTO BAEYET €T0
HEOAHO3HAYHOE TOAKOBAHNE B AUTEPATYPHBIX MCTOYHMKAX, IIPUBOAMT IIPEAAATaeMble YUEHBIMM OTpeAeAe-
HUSI AQHHOTO TePMIHA, aHAAUBUPYET VX 1 IPEAAAraeT CBOI0 GOopMyANpOBKY. Takoke IOABEPraeTCs U3y4eHII0
¥ BCECTOPOHHEMY UCCAEAOBAHIIO BOTIPOC HEYPEryAMPOBAHHOCTY HEOOXOAMMOCTH COrAAQCOBAHNSI 3asIBACHNUS
XOAQTalICTB aABOKATOM-3alUTHUKOM CO CBOUM AOBepUTeAeM. ABTOPOM AQETCs OLieHKa CYILIeCTBYOLMM
MO3MLMAM HEKOTOPBIX YYEHBIX U AABOKATOB OTHOCUTEABHO BOIPOCA HEOOXOAMMOCTY COTAACOBAHMS XO-
AaTalicTB ¢ AoBepuTeAamul. IIpesaaraeTcsa KaacCUPUKALMA XOAATANCTB KaK MOAAEXKALINX 0053aTeABHOMY
00CY)KAEHNIO C TOA3AIIUTHBIM, TAK 1 He TPEOYIOLIMNX COrAQCOBaHMsI C HUM. VI3 CTaTby CAEAYET, YTO YKasaHHast
poOAEMATHKAa MHOTOACIIEKTHA 11 Y)Ke MHOTMe TOABL SIBASIETCS IIPEAMETOM HAY4HOI AucKyccuu. Takum 06-
PasoM, OABOASL UTOTH, CTABUTCS LieAb aKTYaAM3MPOBAThb BOIPOC 1{eAeCO0OPasHOCTH pa3paboTKu HayqHO
000CHOBAHHBIX PEKOMEHAALIMIL O HEOOXOAMMOCTY COTAACOBAHIS AABOKATOM XOAQTAIICTB C TMOA3AILUTHBIM.
B aaAbHellireM Takie PEKOMEHAALMY MOTYT OBITb MCIIOAB30BAHBI KaK B NMPAKTMYECKOI, TaK ¥ B HayYHOI
AEATEABHOCTI.

KAroueBble cAOBa: aABOKAT-3aIIUTHYK, XOAATAIICTBO, YTOAOBHOE CYAOIPOM3BOACTBO, IIPeABaPUTEAD-
HOE CAEACTBUE, KAACCUDMKALIMA XOAATANCTB, COTAACOBAHME XOAATANICTB C AOBEPUTEAEM.
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The article is devoted to the scientific, theoretical and applied analysis of the significance of the institute
of petitions in the activities of a defense attorney at the stage of the preliminary investigation. The author relies
on both theoretical and empirical research methods. In the course of research, the author draws attention to
the lack of legislative consolidation of the concept of petition, which entails its ambiguous interpretation in
literary sources, he provides the definitions of this term proposed by scientists, analyzes them and offers his
own interpretation. Also, the lack of the regulations of the necessity to come to agreement between the de-
fense attorney and his client about the petitioning is subject to study and comprehensive research. The author
assesses the existing views of some scientists and lawyers regarding the necessity to come to agreement with a
client. A classification of petitions that are both subject to the obligatory discussion with the client and those
that do not require any agreement with him is proposed. It follows from the article that the specified prob-
lems are multifaceted and have been the subject of the scientific discussion for many years. Thus, the goal is
to update the practicability of developing scientifically based recommendations on the necessity for a defence
council to come to agreement with his client about the petitioning. In the future, such recommendations can
be used both in practice and in scientific activity.
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