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Mepbl NPOLECCYaNnbHOr0 NPUHYKAEHUS SBASIOTCH OAHUM U3 KIIOYEBbIX NEMEHTOB, MPUMEHSEMbIX NS PELIEHNS
33724 BO BPEMS YrONOBHOTO Cyfonpon3soactea. Mpuxstue GenepanbHoro 3akoHa ot 18 anpens 2018 roga N2 72-03
MOCTaBUAO NOJ COMHEHME OAHO W3 LEHTPANbHBIX NONOXEHMI COBPEMEHHOI AOKTPUHBI B BUAE 3anpeTa Ha O4HOBPEMEH-
HOE NPUMEHEHNE B OTHOLEHUM 0BBUHAEMOTO ABYX MEP MPECEYEHMs, KOTOPbIIA, Kak NPeanonaraeTcs, BbiCTynaeT OfHUM
13 rNaBHbIX GAKTOPOB, CAEPXMBAIOLLMX NPaKTUKy N30paHus 3anora, 1 NPEnsTCTBYET NPUAAHMIO eMy anbTepPHATUBHOMO
xapakTepa. BaxHbIM CTano Hay4Hoe uccneaoBaHine BO3MOXHOCTU KOMOMHMPOBATb 3a0r C 3NeMeHTaMi HOBOW, paHee
HEM3BECTHOW POCCUIACKOMY 3aKOHOAATENbCTBY MEPLI MPECEYEHNS B BUAE 3anpeTa onpeaeneHHblx AeicTBuid. bobiau
BbIJIENIEHbl OCHOBHbIE MPOBAEMbI U NYTW X pa3pellenus, KOTOpble NpeanonaraioT OTMEHY MUHMMAbHBIX MPEAenoB
CyMM 3a10ra, KOpPeKTUPOBAHME LieNeil HANOXEHUS 3ai0ra, cTaTyca 3anorofatens, a Takke 100aBneHne BO3MOXHOCTH
HanpaBneHns CyMMbl 3anora Ha KoMMeHcaumio yuiep6a, NpUYMHEHHOrO NPECTyNAeHNneM. Takke B XOe UCCNe0BaHNS
Bbina BbiBNEHa HOBasi Npobnema, CBsi3aHHasi C BO3MOXHOCTbIO PaCLUMPEHIst 3anpeToB, NPeLyCMOTPEHHbIX YaCTbio 6
ctatbit 105.1 YronoBHo-npoLieccyanbHoro kogekca PD, ee aanbHeillee UCCNeA0BaHUE MOXET NOMOYb UBMEHEHMIO
npakTuky NpUMEHeHUs Mep npeceyenus B Poccuiickoit Pepepaim.

KnioueBbie cyi0Ba: yronoBHOE CynONPOM3BOACTBO, MPEAYNPEXAEHIE NPECTYNNEHNA, Mepa NPECEYEHMs, 3anor,
npeameT 3aiora, 3anpet onpefeneHHbIX AeNCTBINA.
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Coercive procedural measures are one of the key elements used for solving problems during criminal proceedings.
The adoption of the Federal law of April 18, 2018 No. 72-FZ, questioned one of the Central provisions of the moder doctrine in the
form of a ban on simultaneous use against the accused of two measures of restraint, which, as expected, is one of the main factors
hindering the practice of election of the collateral, and prevents giving him an alternative character. Important was the scientific
study of the possibility to combine the collateral with elements of new, previously unknown to Russian law a preventive measure
in the form of prohibition of certain actions. Were highlighted the main problems and their solutions, which involve the abolition
of the minimum limits of mortgage amounts, correction of the purposes of imposing collateral status of the collateral provider, as
well as adding an option to the direction of the Deposit for damages, a causal crime. Also the study has revealed a new problem
with the possibility of extension of the prohibitions under part 6 of article 105.1 of the criminal procedure code of the Russian
Federation, its further study may help to change the practice of application of measures of restraint in the Russian Federation.
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