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B cTaTbe paccMaTpuBalTCA IPOTUBOPEYNs, IIOTPELIHOCTH Y TAKYHBI, 0OHapy)K1BaeMble
IIpY aHa/IM3e IMIaBbl 39 YToNMoBHO-IIpoLiecCyaabHOro Kogekca P®, u npepiaraorcsa MHOrounc-
JIeHHbIe TIONPAaBKY, IPU3BAaHHbIE YTY4YIINTh PACCMOTPEHHbIE HOPMBI.

KnroueBble c10Ba: yToMOBHBIN IPOIIeCC, ITIOCTAHOB/IEHME TPUTOBOpa.

ITo OTHOIIEHNIO K BUHOBHBIM HY>KHO OBITb CYpOBBIM 0€3 )KeCTOKOCTH
VAV CHYICXOAUTEABHBIM 0€3 MOIyCTUTEAbCTBA.
[Tapab ITuHO Aroxao

Procedural Intricacies of Imposition of a Sentence
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The article discusses several contradictions, errors and gaps found within the framework of Russian
Criminal Procedure Chapter 39 analysis, and proposes numerous amendments designed to improve
the considered norms.
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