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MeXxaHu3Mbl BbIIBACHUS CBSAI3W BEPAUKTA
NPUCSIKHBIX € UHPOPMALMEH, NPCACTABNACHHOMN
B XOAC CyAcOHOro pazébuparenncrsa

Crpenkosa 0.B.*

Uenb. Anann3 creumuduku npuMeHeHus kateropum «0b0CHOBAHHOCTb» K BEPAMKTY MPUCSXHbIX 3aceaareneit n 0C0OEeHHOCTeN
CBSI3V J10Ka3aTeIbCTBEHHO 0a3bl, U3Y4EHHOM B X0Z€ PACCMOTPEHNS A6, C BEDAUKTOM, @ TaKXe e€ BIUSHNS HA 3aKOHHOCTb BEDAUK-
1a. Merogonorus: ananekivka, CUCTEMHbIN METOA, METOL aHann3a, QopMabHO-Ipuandecknii MeTod. Beisoabl. 1) CBsisb mexay
MHGOPMALMEN, MPEACTABNCHHOMN NPUCSXHBIM, U COAEPXAHNEM BEDAMKTA YCTAHABMBAETCS NPY NOMOLLM CUCTEMbI KOCBEHHBIX Npe-
3ymnALmiA; npesymnLuy 060CHOBaHHOCTYM BEDANKTA BCEMM CBEAEHUSIMN, MOYYEHHBIMM B X0A€ CYAeOHOr0 pas3bupatenbCTaa; BAUSHUS
«3arnpeLLeHHOMN» nHpopMaLmm Ha 3aKOHHOCTb BEPANKTA, MOJHOMO YCTPAHEHNS 03BYYEHHOM «3aMNPELLUEHHON» UHGOPMALIMN 13 NEPEYHS
CcBefIeHH, COCTaBSIOLLMX OCHOBY BEPAMKTA, MOCPEACTBOM UHCTPYKUMI CyAbY; 2) AaHHbIE MPE3yMILMKN AENiCTBYIOT CUCTEMHO, Onpe-
1671951 COAEPXaHWe Kateropuu «0BOCHOBaHHOCTb» MPUMEHNTENbHO K BEDAMKTY: BEPANKT NPE3IOMUPYETCS 0O0CHOBaHHbIM DELIEHUEM,
B OCHOBE KOTOPOIrO IeXar BCe CBEAEHNS, N3Y4EHHbIE B XOA€ MPOLIECCA C Y4acTUEM NMPUCSXHBIX, KDOME TeX, KOTOPbIE HE J0KHbI ObITh
M07I0XEHbI B OCHOBY BEPAVKTA 110 YKa3aHUIO CyAbW; 3) ycuneHne 00beKTMBHOCTA BEPANKTA BO3MOXHO MOCPEACTBOM COBEPLLEHCTBO-
BaHWsI MEXaHU3MOB, MPENSTCTBYIOLMX MOMYHEHIIO «3aMPELLIEHHOA MHGOPMAaLmm» Npn 06ECHEHEHNI NOYYEHNS MaKCUMATbHO LLNPO-
KOro nepeyHsi CBEAEHUI, 3HaYMMBbIX 15 OLEHKU [0KA3aTe/IbCTB U Pa3PELLeHns BOMpoca 0 BUHOBHOCTH. HaydHas n npaktnyeckas
3Ha4YMMOCTb. [IDOBEAEHHOE NCCEA0BAHNE MOXET ObiTb MONE3HO YYEHbIM, CTyAEHTaM, aClYpaHTaM 1 NPaKTUYECKUM PAOOTHUKAM.

Kniouesbie cnosa: CYy/Zl NPUCSXHbIX, BEDANKT, 000CHOBAHHOCTb, npe3ymryns, HarnyTCTBeHHOE CJ/10B0.

Mechanism for Revelation of Connection between Jury Verdict
and Information Presented in Course of Court Proceedings

Strelkova Yu.V.™™

Purpose. Analysis of the specifi cs of applicability of category “validity” to the verdict and the features of connection between the
ev-idential material, examined in hearings and verdict, as well as its infl uence on the legality of verdict. Methods: dialectics, systematic
ap-proach, method of analysis, technical method. Results. 1) The connection between the information submitted to the jury and the
content of the verdict is established by a system of indirect presumptions: the presumption of the verdict’s validity by all the information
obtained during the trial; Infi uence of “forbidden” information on the legality of the verdict; Complete elimination of the presented
“forbidden” infor-mation from the list of information constituting the basis of the verdict through the instructions of the judge; 2) these
presumptions act sys-tematically, determining the content of the validity category in relation to the verdict: the verdict is presumed a valid
decision based on the all information examined in the process while the jury was presented, except for those that should not be put in
the basis for the verdict according to the instructions of a judge; 3) to strength the objectivity of the verdict is possible by improving the
mechanisms that prevent the receipt of “prohibited information” while representing the widest possible list of information relevant to
assessing evidence and resolv-ing the issue of guilt. The research may be useful for scientists, students, postgraduate students and
practitioners.
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