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B cTatbe noaBepraeTcs KPUTUKE KOHLIENUMS PAcLIMPEHIs MOAHOMOYMIA CNeACTBEHHONO CyfibW, HANpaBneHHas Ha
pedOpMMPOBaHUE NPEABAPUTENLHOTO PACCNENOBaHNS B COCTA3ATENbHYI0 GOPMY. VHCTUTYT cyneGHOr0 KOHTpOns pac-
CMaTpP1BAETCS C TOYKM 3PEHNS NCTOPUYECKM CHOPMUPOBABLLENCS MOLIENM OTEYECTBEHHOTO YrONOBHOTO NPOLecca Kak
MPOM3BOACTBA KOHTUHEHTANIHOTO TUNA, KOTOPOE OLLIMGOYHO NepeKpanBaTh B COCTA3ATENbHOE aHMOCAKCOHCKOE CyaebHOe
NMPON3BOACTBO. B HacTosLLEE BPEMS CIEACTBEHHBIE CyabM GYHKLIMOHMPYIOT B PamKkax AENCTBYIOLIErO NOpsiaKa cyaebHoro
KOHTPONSI, KOTOPbII COOTBETCTBYET TpeboBaHuam KoHcTutyumn PO 1 obecnednsaeT 3awmty npas 1 cBo60f, IMYHOCTH.
BanaHc ny6amyHOro 1 YacTHOr0 MHTEPECOB, BbICTYNAOLLMI MaBHbIM KpUTEPIUEM (OPMUPOBAHNS COBPEMEHHOTO YrONOBHO-
MPOLLECCYaNbHOr0 3aKOHOAATENbCTBA, TPEOYET COBEPLUEHCTBOBAHIS AOCYAEOHOM0 NPOM3BOACTBA HE B CTOPOHY CyAEOHOr0
KOHTPONS!, @ B CTOPOHY NOBbILLEHNS 9MEKTUBHOCTI PACKPbITUS 1 PACCNEA0BaHNS NPECTYNAEHNIA.

Knioyesbie cnosa: focyne6Hoe NPON3BOACTBO, UCTOPUYECKII TUM YrONOBHOMO NPOLECCA, COCTS3aTeNbHOCTb,
cneqnoBatenb, cyfeGHbI KOHTPOMb, CNEACTBEHHBIA Cyabsi, 3aulATa npas W cBo6OA NIMYHOCTK, BanaHe NybanyHoOro 1
4aCTHOrO MHTEPECOB.
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The article criticizes the concept of expanding the powers of the investigative court. The Institute of Judicial Control
gives an idea of the historically formed models of the national criminal process, which is an erroneous overspending in
adversarial Anglo-Saxon judicial proceedings. Currently, investigating judges operate within the framework of the current
judicial control procedure, which complies with the requirements of the Constitution of the Russian Federation, and ensures
the protection of individual rights and freedoms. The balance of public and private interests, which is the main criterion
for the formation of modern criminal procedure legislation, requires improving pre-trial proceedings not in the direction of
judicial control, but in the direction of increasing the efficiency of the disclosure and investigation of crimes.
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