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Yyacte npokypopa B YroOBHOM MPOLECCE OXBATbIBAET Kak €ro CyaeOHble, Tak 1 aocynebHble crammu. OOLEN3BECTHO, YTO NPOKYPOp B
POCCUIACKOM YrONOBHOM MPOLLECCE BBICTYNAET Kak CYObEeKT A0Ka3blBaHMs HE TOMbKO B KAYeCTBE FOCYAAPCTBEHHOrO OOBWUHUTENS, HO MMABHbIM
00pa3oM B Ka4yeCTBe nUa, BEAyLLEro YroNoBHbIA MPOLECC UM HABMOAAKOLLErO (HAA3MPAIOLLENO) 3@ €r0 MPOM3BOACTBOM B AOCYAEOHBIX CTaaMsX
YrONIOBHOTO CYLOMNPOM3BOLCTBA.

B nOKTprHE pOCCUMIACKOrO YroNOBHOTO NpoLecca, HaduHas ¢ Yctasa YronosHoro Cymonpou3soactsa 1864 r. 1 4o AeiCTBIS COBPEMEHHOMO
YNKP® 2001 . BkAt0unTENBHO, MPOKYPOP B TOW UM MHOI CTEMEHN BLICTYNAN B KAYECTBE NONHOLEHHOTO CyObeKTa JokasblBaH!s Ha NPeaBapHTENbHOM
paccnefosanun. B aeiicTeytoleM npaBoBOM PEryanpoBaHii Npokypopa, HECMOTPS Ha Psif CYLLECTBEHHbIX AehopMaLyii ero NpoLeccyansHoro
cTatyca, MOXHO OTHECTM K MOMHOLEHHbIM CyObekTam [0ka3biBaHus. ocne u3BecTHON pedopmbl OT 5 nioHs 2007 T., CyLIECTBEHHO 3aTPOHYBLLE
npoueccyanbHblil CTaTyc NPOKypopa Ha A0CYAEOHbIX CTaausx YroNOBHOMO Mpouecca, NPOKYPOp, MO MHEHMIO MHOTMUX M3BECTHBIX YYEHbIX-
MPOLLECCYanuCToB (X NO3uLMK OYayT NPUBENEHbI MPK U3NOXEHUM MaTepuana), nepectan ObiTb NOAHOUEHHBbIM CYObEKTOM J10Ka3biBAHNS, TaK Kak
UMK y4acTie Npokypopa B [10ka3blBaHWM CBA3bIBAETCS G HANMYMEM NONHOMOYMIA NO COBMPAHMIO, MPOBEPKE U OLIEHKE A0Ka3aTeNbCTB. POCCUACKNIA
MpOKypop AuWeH cyaeBHO-CNeACTBEHHOMO MHCTPYMEHTAPUS, OH He BMpaBe CaMOCTOSTENbHO COOMPaTb [OKa3aTeNbCTBa MyTeM MpPOM3BOACTBA
CNeaCTBEHHbIX JEMCTBUA, a B OTHOLWEHWW CAEACTBUS OH AULIEH [axe MONHOMOYMS AaBaTb CNeaoBatenio 0083ateNbHble AN UCMOAHEHUS
MUCbMEHHbIE Yka3aHWst 0 COBMPaHNN 1 NPOBEPKE A0KA3ATENbCTB.

Ncxoas m3 ueneit nccneaoBaHns, aBTOPOM AaHa OLEHKA COAEPXaHWIO MOAHOMOYMIA NPOKypopa kak cyObekTa [0Ka3biBaHUs B [OCYAEOHbIX
CTaausiX POCCUIACKOTO YrONOBHOMO CyA0NPOM3BOACTRA. [1pn HaNMCaHWM CTaTbit @aBTOPOM OblAM MCTMONb30BaHbI 0OLLEHAYYHbIE METOAbI (aHANU3,
WHOYKUMS, LELyKUMA U Opyrie) 1 Y4aCTHOHay4YHble METOLbI (GOPMabHO-NOTMYECKUIA, CPABHUTENBHO-NPABOBOM). Ha OCHOBE aHann3a nocnegHunx
TEHAEHUMIA pedopMMpoBaHNs A0CYAeOHbIX CTafMiA YroNOBHOMO NPOLECCa 3apyOexHbIX CTPaH NPeanaraeTcs BHECTU YTOYHEHUS MPOLECCYaNbHOTO
cTatyca npokypopa B JOCYAeOHOM NPOU3BOACTBE.

KnioueBbie cnoBa: npokypop, GyHKUMM Npokypopa, CyObekT A0Ka3biBaHWs, [0Ka3blBaHWe, Haf30p 3a CNeACcTBUEM, YrOfNOBHOE
npecnenoBaxme.
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The participation of the prosecutor in the criminal process covers both his judicial and pre-trial stages. It is well known that the prosecutor in the
Russian criminal process acts as the subject of evidence, not only as the state prosecutor, but mainly as the person conducting the criminal process
or observing (supervising) his proceedings in the pre-trial stages of criminal proceedings.

In the doctrine of the Russian criminal process, starting with the Charter of the Criminal Procedure of 1864 and up to and including the modern
Code of Criminal Procedure of 2001, the prosecutor, to one degree or another, acted as a full-fledged subject of evidence in the preliminary
investigation. In the current legal regulation of the prosecutor, despite a number of sign if | can t deformations of his procedural status, it can be
attributed to full-fledged subjects of evidence. After the well-known reform of June 5, 2007, which significantly affected the procedural status of the
prosecutor at the pre-trial stages of the criminal process, the prosecutor, in the opinion of many well-known procedural scientists (the positions
will be given in the presentation of the material), ceased to be a full-fledged subject of proof, since the participation of the prosecutor in evidence
is associated with the availability of authority to collect, verify and evaluate evidence. The Russian prosecutor is deprived of forensic tools, he does
not have the right to independently collect evidence by carrying out investigative actions, and in relation to the investigation he is deprived of even
the authority to give the investigator binding instructions on collecting and verify in evidence.

Based on the objectives of the study, the author assesses the content of the powers of the prosecutor as the subject of evidence in the pre-
trial stages of Russian criminal proceedings When writing the article, the author used general scientific methods (analysis, induction, deduction and
others and private scientific methods (formal logical, comparative, legal). Based on analysis of the latest trend since forming the pre-trial stages of
the criminal process of foreign countries, it is proposed to clarify the procedural status of the prosecutor in pre-trial proceedings.
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