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B cTaTbe CKBO3b MPU3MY KaTeropusauuy NPecTynaeHuii paccMaTpBaETCs MHCTUTYT YCAOBHOTO OCYXAEHUS. ABTOP CYMTAET, YTO MPUMEHEHIE
[aHHOI Mepbl YTONOBHO-NPABOBOIO XapakTepa 0MXHO ObITb MOCTABAEHO B 3aBNCUMOCTb OT KATErOPWUN NPECTYMAIEHIS, @ HE OT NEPEYHS MPECTYMHBIX
LEesHNA. B CBA3M C 3TM COBEPLUEHME TULOM MH0ObIX 0CO00 TEXKMX MPECTYMNEHNA aBTOMATUYECKU AOMKHO BAEYb HEBO3MOXHOCTb MPUMEHEHUS
cT. 73 YronosHoro koaekca Poccuiickoit ®epepaunn* (nanee — YK P®). B 70 xe Bpemsi COBEPLIEHNE TXKUX NPECTYNAEHMIA NPK ONPENeNneHHbIX
00CTOATENBCTBAX, CHUXAIOWLMX CTENEHb OBLIECTBEHHON ONACHOCTM, AOMKHO YYUTBIBATLCS MPW Ha3HAYEHUN Haka3aHWs, NOTOMY CPOK JIMLIEHNS
cB000AbI, 0603HaYEHHDbIV B 4. 1 ¢T. 73 YK P®, 3aBbiweH 1 JonxeH ObiTb CHKEH A0 nat neT. OTMEYaeTcs, YTo YCNOBHOE OCYX[AEHNe He
MOXET MPUMEHSTLCA TakxXe K NnLy, COBEPLUMBLIEMY MPECTYNAEHME Npu MoOOM Buae peumanBa. ABTOP 3akK/iOYaeT, YT0 UCMbITATeNbHbIE CPOKM
CneayeT NpUPaBHATb K CPOKaM HA3HAYEHHOTO HakasaHus. BblABUraeTcs Te3UC O TOM, YTO COBEPLUEHWE NOBOTO MPECTYMHOMO AEHUS B TEYEHNE
WCMBITATENBHOTO CPOKA [IOMXHO MPUBOANTL K MMNEPATUBHOM OTMEHE YCNOBHOMO OCYXAEHMS. YkasaHHble B paboTe Cyx/[eHus NOATBEpXAaloTCs
CTaTUCTUYECKMMM JaHHBIMM CYA0B OOLLEN PUCAMKLIAK. B 3aKnto4eHME BbiCKa3aHbl KOHKPETHbIE MPENOXeHNs 06 BMEHEHUI PSIA HOPM.

KnioueBble cnoBa: yCNOBHOE OCYX[EHWe, Kateropusans npectynneHuin, TIXKoe NpecTynneHne, 0cobo TSXKoe NPecTynaeHne, 3anper,
nuLeHne cBoboapbl.
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In the article, the institution of probation is considered through the prism of categorizing crimes. The author believes that the application of this
measure of criminal law should be made dependent on the category of crime, and not on the list of criminal acts. In this regard, the commission of
a person of any particularly grave crimes should automatically entail the impossibility of using art. 73 of the Criminal Code. At the same time, the
commission of serious crimes under certain circumstances that reduce the degree of public danger must be taken into account when imposing
punishment, therefore the term of imprisonment, indicated in p. 1 of Art. 73 of the Criminal Code, overvalued and should be reduced to five
years. It is noted that probation cannot be applied also to the person who committed the crime in any form of relapse. The author concludes that
probationary periods should be equated to the terms of the punishment imposed. A thesis is advanced that the commission of any criminal act
during a probationary period should lead to an imperative cancellation of probation. The judgments indicated in the work are confirmed by statistics
of courts of general jurisdiction. In conclusion, specific proposals were made on changing a number of norms.
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