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KioueBble ci10Ba: 3aKoueHIeE 0/ CTPaXy, MEPHI ITpece-
YeHUSsI, YTOJIOBHBIM MPOLIECC.

B cratbe paccMaTpuBaeTcsi KOMILJIEKC MPOOJeM, CBSI3aH-
HBIX C CyleOHOI opUcAuKIMel B chepe MPUMEHEHUS MepPbI
rpeceyeHus B BUIE 3aKJII0UeHus moj cTpaxy. [Ipennaraercs
P TOTIOJIHEHUI JEeMCTBYIOIIET0 3aKOHOAATEIbCTBA O TMPU-
MEHEHUU MEpPBI NpeceyeHus B BUIE 3aKJIIOYEHUs TMOJA CTpa-
XKy. B TaHHO# cTaTbe paccMaTpUBalOTCS OCOOEHHOCTU MpPU-
MEHEHUSI Mepbl TIpeceyeHMsl, TaKOil KaK 3aKJIUYeHUE IO
cTpaxy. bblu ycTaHOBIEHBI OCHOBHBIE OCOOEHHOCTH €€ TpU-
MeHeHus1. [IpoBoauTcs rccnenoBaHue MPOLECCyalbHBIX OCO-
OEHHOCTEll TaKOil pa3HOBMOHOCTU MEp IIpecedyeHMs, KaK 3a-
KJIIOYEHHUE TOJ CTPaxy, MPOU3BOIUTCS aHATU3 MPOLIETyPHbBIX
MEPONPUSATUIA, CBI3aHHBIX C 3aKJIIOUEHUEM TIOJ CTPAXy MO-
J103peBaeMoro/00BUHIEMOro/MOACYAMMOT0, aHAIU3UPYIOT-
Cs TIOJIOKEHUS NEWCTBYIOLIETO YIOJOBHOTO-TIpOLEeCcCyalb-
HOTO 3aKOHOJATeIbCTBA. YKa3aHO, 4TO oOecreueHue Mpan
MoJI03peBaeMbIX, OOBUHSIEMBIX MPU U30paHUU U TIPUMEHE-
HUU B OTHOILEHUU HUX MEPHI MpPEeceuyeHnsl B BUIE 3aKII0ue-
HMS TIOJL CTPAXYy, CTAJIKMBAETCS C TPYAHOCTSIMU, BBI3BAHHBIMU
npexxjae Bcero yHaaMeHTaIbHBIMU Mpo0JieMaMK BCETO POC-
CHUICKOTO YrOJIOBHOTO CYIOITPOM3BOACTBA: YPEIMEPHOM TN~
TEJIbHOCTBIO TIPOM3BOJICTBA TIO Ay, eT0 U3JIUIITHENH 01po-
KpaTusauueut, popmasinzmMom, runepTpoupoBaHHON POJIbIO
MpeaBapUTeILHOTO paccieloBaHus Iepen CyaeOHbIM pa3ou-
paTebCTBOM, TJIOXUMU YCIIOBUSIMU COAECPKAHUS MO/ CTPaXei
u apyrumu. Ucnonwsytorcss matepuanbl CaHkr-IleTepOypra,
ApXxaHTeNIbCKOI 00JIaCTH.

The article deals with a set of problems related to judicial ju-
risdiction in the application of preventive measures in the form
of detention. A number of additions to existing legislation on
the use of preventive measures in the form of detention are pro-
posed. This article deals with the peculiarities of the applica-
tion of a preventive measure, such as detention. The main fea-
tures of its use were established. The procedural characteristics
of such a type of preventive measures as detention are studied,
the procedural measures related to the detention of a suspect/
accused/defendant are analyzed, the provisions of the current
criminal procedure law are analyzed. It is stated that ensuring
the rights of suspects accused when choosing and applying a pre-
ventive measure in the form of detention against them is faced
with difficulties, primarily due to the fundamental problems of
the entire Russian criminal proceedings: the excessive length of
the proceedings, its excessive bureaucratization, formalism, the
hypertrophied role of the preliminary investigation before the
trial, poor conditions of detention and others. Materials
of St. Petersburg, Arkhangelsk region are used.
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