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B cTaTtbe 060CHOBLIBAETCS BbIBOA, 4TO HET HeoOX0ANMOCTH B 3TOM WHCTUTYTE, NOCKONbKY, BO-NEPBbLIX, U ceitvac Bce

Cyzibi B cEpe YronoBHOTO CYA0NPOU3BOACTBA, MO BaKTy, SBAIOTCS CYAbSIMI N0 CNEACTBUKD, BO-BTOPbIX, €70 NOSIBNEHE
HE M3MEHUT CYLLECTBYIOLLYIO MPaKTUKY NOAABNSIOUIErO YAOBNETBOPEHNS XOAATaliCTB OPraHoB NpeBapuTenbHOro pac-
CNefloBaHms.

KniouyeBbie cnoBa: npokypop, Cya, CNeACTBEHHbIN Cyabs, CNEef0BATENb, XOAaTaliCTBO, apecT, cyacbHas npakTuka.

The Investigating Judge — an Unnecessary Institution

Karetnikov Aleksandr S.
PhD (Law), Associate Professor

Koretnikov Sergey A.
Attorney at the MTSKA Moscow Central Bar Association

The article justifies the conclusion that this institution is unnecessary as, first, all judges in the sphere of criminal

proceedings are now in fact investigating judges, second, its appearance will not change the existing practice of predominant
satisfaction of motions of pre-trial investigation authorities.
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