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KiroueBble cJi0Ba: 0npoc MpUCSKHBIX 3aceaTesei B are)-
JISLMOHHOW MHCTaHILMU, YIaCcTHE CleNoBaTes sl B Cyae0HOM
pa30upaTeIbCTBE, IPUBUJIETHS IIPOTUB CBUACTEILCTBOBAHMS.

PaccmatpuBaetcs mpaBoBast mo3uiinust KoHCTUTYIIMOHHOTO
Cyna PO, nonyckaroiiass BO3MOXHOCTb OIPOca B Cyje areli-
JIIUMOHHOM MHCTaHUMM MPUCSIKHBIX 3acenaTelieil 6e3 mpe-
JIOCTaBJICHUSI UM TIPOLIECCYATIbHOTO CTaTyca CBUIETENST U 110
orpaHMYeHHOMY npeaMeTy. JlaeTcs olieHKa AJaHHOUW MO3M-
LMY KaK TepeIOMHOM, KapIMHAJIbHO M3MEHSIONIENH BEKTOP
OTHOIIEHUM K CyAbsM (IyCTh U HENPOdeCCUOHAIbLHBIM) —
OT HOPMATUBHO TMPOBEAEHHON TPE3yMITIIMU X 0e3yNpeyHo-
CTH, UCKJTIOUAIOIIIE BCSTYECKUE ONPOCHI CY/Ieil MO JII0ObIM BO3-
HUKAIIMM TTOBOJaM, K BO3MOXHOCTU MPOBEPKU 3aKOHHO-
CTU OpraHU3aIMKU OOCYXIEHUST MPUCSKHBIMM 3acelaTesIsIMu
BEPIMKTa, B YACTHOCTU 3aCHYIIMBAHMIO MX IO 3TOMY BOIPO-
Cy CyIOM amneJuISIMOHHON MHCTaHIMuU. CTaBUTCS BOIIPOC O
3HAYCHUU HOBOTO TOJIKOBaHMS YacTU 3 CTaThbk 56 YroJIOBHO-
npoueccyanbHoro konekca PP nis paspeuieHus: mpoodJeMbl
y4yacTusi B CyaeOHOM pa30oupaTeIbCTBE IPYTUX BJIACTHBIX CYOb-
€KTOB YTOJIOBHOTO TIPOIIECCa, BHITTOJIHUBIIMX CBOIO (DYHKIIUIO
Ha TIPEAIIeCTBYIONINX CTAANSIX MPOU3BOACTBA TI0 YTOJOBHOMY
Jiety, HampumMep, cienoBatesis. JlenaeTcss BHIBOA O CYIIHOCT-
HOM pa3JInIuy JaHHBIX CUTYalIMii, B TO e BpeMsi 0003HavYaeT-
cs1, YTO OT/EJIbHbIE HIOAHCHI TAaBHEH TUCKYCCUM O TIOJIOXKEHUU
JOTIpalliMBaAeMOTO CJIeOBATE/si MOTYT ObITh YTOUHEHBI.

The legal position of the Constitutional Court of the Russian
Federation, which allows the possibility of questioning jurors in
the court of appeal without granting them the procedural status
of a witness and on a limited subject, is considered. This position
is assessed as a turning point, radically changing the vector of
relations to judges (even if they are not professional) — from
the normatively conducted presumption of their honesty, which
excludes all interviews of judges on any emerging occasions, to
the possibility of checking the legality of the organization of jury
discussion of the verdict, in particular, hearing them on this issue
by the court of appeal. The question is raised about the significance
of the new interpretation of part 3 of article 56 of the Code of
Criminal Procedure of Russian Federation for resolving the
problem of participation in court proceedings of other powerful
subjects of criminal proceedings who performed their function
at the previous stages of criminal proceedings, for example, the
investigator. The conclusion is made about the essential difference
between these situations. At the same time, the article shows that
certain nuances of the long-standing discussion about the position
of the interrogated investigator can be clarified.
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