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Abstract

The scientific originality of the study is that it: 1) highlights the problems of defining a criminal corruption
offence and ways to solve them; 2) identifies shortcomings in the definition of a corruption crime
provided for in the Draft General part of the Criminal Code of Ukraine 2020, formulates proposals for their
elimination; 3) clarifies the main advantages and disadvantages of the list of corruption offences contained
in the note to Art. 45 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine; 4) improves the classification of criminal corruption
offences by the method and subject of their commission; 5) defines the content, positive and negative
aspects of criminal law consequences of a criminal corruption offence. The purpose of the study is to
identify problematic issues related to the construction of legal provisions concerning criminal corruption
offences, both in the Criminal Code of Ukraine and in the draft General part of the Criminal Code of Ukraine
2020, and to determine ways to solve them. The study used a set of scientific methods: terminological,
system-structural, formal-logical, and comparative-legal. The theoretical basis of the research consists of
the papers of Ukrainian and foreign researchers, the provisions of the Criminal Code of Ukraine, and the
practice of its application. According to the results of the study, the following conclusions were formulated:
1) the absence of the definition of “corrupt criminal offence” in the Criminal Code makes it impossible to
determine the criminal-legal content of this group of torts and establish what criminal offences and crimes
are included to them; 2) during the establishing of this definition, it must be consistent with the definition
of a criminal offence, corruption offences, and corruption; 3) the concept of a tripartite understanding
of the unlawful benefit (as subject, purpose, and means of committing the crime) in the definition of
corruption should transform the design similar to “acts consisting in the offer or the promise of providing
unlawful benefits, its provision, acceptance of an offer or promise of such benefits on receiving the request
or demand to provide”; 4) the list of corruption offences proposed in the note to Art. 45 of the Criminal
Code of Ukraine, on the one hand, does not cover all of criminal offences related to corruption, and on
the other - includes criminal offences that should not be attributed to corruption; 5) criminal corruption
offences by way of commission is proposed to be subdivided into: a) unlawful acquisition of certain
property abusing the official position; b) abuse of power, official position or authority; c) offer, promise
to provide unlawful benefit and the provision of such benefits for the commission or omission of certain
actions (active bribery); d) the acceptance of an offer or promise of such benefits, obtaining it, request
or the requirement to provide (passive bribery); d) other corrupt criminal acts (conditional corruption,
quazi-corruption, and criminal offences that are included in the notes to Art. 45 of the Criminal Code
unjustified); 6) analysis of the negative criminal law consequences of criminal corruption offence shows
the law in certain cases equated these offences to grievous and extremely grievous crimes; 7) in the
context of the reform of the criminal law it is necessary to improve the foundation of different types of
confiscation, prohibition to engage in certain activities or to hold certain positions, and to consider the
criminalization of concealment of criminal corruption offence
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Introduction

Corruption has been, is, and will continue to be (at
least in the near future) one of the largest and ma-
jor problems in Ukraine. Even though a number of
systematic measures have been taken to combat cor-
ruption in recent years, it is still widespread in var-
ious spheres of the public life of Ukrainians [1]. The
Ukrainian state annually loses billions from embez-
zlement in all areas of public life, as a result of which
a substantially lower quality of services, goods, the
level of social and material security, and most im-
portantly - irreparable human losses. For example,
embezzlement in medicine causes an increase in the
level of morbidity of the population, its mortality,
and in defence - an increase in irreparable losses
among military personnel, volunteers, and the civil-
ian population [1].

Corruption is a socially dangerous phenome-
non not only for Ukraine but also for other states. It
makes it impossible to establish and maintain inter-
nationally accepted rules and is one of the main rea-
sons that the least developed countries still remain
so [2]. Corruption increases operating costs, limits
investment incentives and, ultimately, leads to a de-
crease in economic growth [3], public confidence,
productivity of the social and political economy, in-
creases inequality [4], and is one of the most sub-
stantial factors that undermine the quality of public
administration [5]. The high level of corruption and
low level of public administration that is observed in
most modern countries harm the well-being of soci-
ety and undermine public confidence [4].

Among all the manifestations of corruption,
the highest danger is represented by criminal cor-
ruption offences. Therefore, ensuring criminal legal
protection of public relations from criminal corrup-
tion offences is a priority area of modern criminal
law policy in Ukraine.

To this end, the law on criminal liability estab-
lishes a number of criminal law provisions that de-
fine the types of criminal corruption offences, mea-
sures of influence that can be applied to the persons
who committed them, and other legal consequences
of committing such torts.

In recent years 0.0. Dudorov, T.0. Kolomoi-
ets, S.M. Kushnir & O.L. Makarenkov [3] and other
researchers have been working on solving the prob-
lems of criminal corruption offences. However, at
present, a single concept of a criminal offence, which
would provide an opportunity to formulate a defini-
tion of this concept, highlight its features, determine
the list of such torts, and justify their criminal-legal
consequences, increasing the effectiveness of coun-
tering criminal offences and crimes of this category
has not been formulated.

The purpose of the study is to identify problem-
atic issues related to the construction of criminal law

provisions concerning criminal corruption offences,
both in the Criminal Code of Ukraine and in the draft
General part of the Criminal Code of Ukraine 2020,
and to determine ways to solve them.

Results and Discussion

A systematic analysis of the provisions of criminal
legislation allows identifying a number of shortcom-
ings in the construction of an appropriate mech-
anism for criminal-legal counteraction to persons
who commit criminal corruption offences. The Crim-
inal Code of Ukraine does not define the concept of
“criminal corruption offence”, which makes it impos-
sible to clearly outline the criminal legal content of
this group of torts, and therefore, establish which
criminal offences and crimes belong to them.

Since a criminal corruption offence is a type of
criminal offence, it is characterised by the following
features:

— it is a socially dangerous act (commission or
omission);

- it is provided for by the Criminal Code of
Ukraine;

— it is a culpable act;

- it is committed by the subject of a criminal of-
fence.

Therewith, a criminal corruption offence
should logically have the characteristics of a corrup-
tion offence (part 1 of Art. 1 of the Law of Ukraine
“On prevention of corruption” of October 14, 2014)
or, at least, should not contradict them.

A corruption offence is an act containing signs
of corruption committed by a person specified in
part 1 of Art. 3 of the Law of Ukraine “On prevention
of corruption” of October 14, 2014, for which the law
establishes criminal, disciplinary, and/or civil liabil-
ity [6]. That is, a criminal corruption offence, con-
sidering its belonging to corruption offences, should
have three more features:

— itis an act that contains signs of corruption;

- itis committed by the person specified in part 1
of Art. 3 of the Law of Ukraine “On prevention of cor-
ruption” of October 14, 2014;

— it has a criminal liability established for it. A
comparison of these signs with the signs of individ-
ual criminal corruption offences gives grounds to
assert that there are certain discrepancies in the rel-
evant categories.

Socially dangerous manifestations of corrupt
criminal offences are not limited to three forms of
corruption:

- use of official powers or related opportunities
for the purpose of obtaining unlawful benefits;

- accepting an unlawful benefit or promising/of-
fering such benefit to oneself or others;

- promise/offer or provision of unlawful benefits
to a person specified in part 1 of Art. 3 of the Law
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of Ukraine “On prevention of corruption”, or at their
request to other individuals or legal entities to per-
suade this person to illegally use the official powers
granted to them or related opportunities [6]. They
also cover other acts (for example, misuse of budget
funds, illegal enrichment, etc.).

In addition, there are more subjects of crimi-
nal corruption offences than the subjects defined in
part 1 of Art. 3 of the Law of Ukraine “On prevention of
corruption”. For example, in the case of an offer, prom-
ise, or provision of an unlawful benefit, the subject is
general, which is not mentioned in part 1 of Art. 3
of the Law of Ukraine “On prevention of corruption”.

Thus, when formulating the definition of a
criminal corruption offence, it is necessary to con-
sider the fact that it must be consistent with the
definition of a criminal offence (part 1 of Art. 11 of
the Criminal Code of Ukraine), a corruption offence
and corruption (part 1 of Art. 1 of the Law of Ukraine
“On prevention of corruption” of October 14, 2014).
Therewith, it cannot be excluded that if the defini-
tion of a criminal corruption offence is constructed,
it may be necessary to make appropriate changes to
the definitions of corruption offence and corruption
to coordinate these concepts.

Corruption crime in the draft Criminal Code
of Ukraine 2020. Unlike the current Criminal Code
of Ukraine, the draft new Criminal Code of Ukraine
defines a corruption crime. A crime that has two
mandatory characteristics is recognised as corrupt:

a) unlawful benefit as the purpose, object, or
means of committing a crime;

b) a method of committing a crime that consists
in the illegal use of power, official position, or certain
powers or influencing decision-making by a person
with power, an official position, or certain powers
(paragraph 18 of part 2 of Art. of the 1.3.1 draft) [7].

The analysis of this definition gives grounds
to assert that only crimes related to unlawful benefit
(as the purpose, subject or means of committing a
crime) are recognised as corrupt, which can be com-
mitted in one of the following ways: by illegal use of
power, official position, or certain powers, or by in-
fluencing decision-making by a person vested with
power, an official position, or certain powers. Thus, a
corruption crime has two mandatory features, each
of which contains alternative elements.

The first sign is related to an unlawful bene-
fit. However, in the General part of the draft Criminal
Code of Ukraine, there is no definition of an unlawful
benefit, which should be recognised as a disadvan-
tage since this concept is important for the applica-
tion of various legal provisions. It should be covered
in Art. 1.3.1 “Meaning of the main terms of the Crim-
inal Code of Ukraine”.

This is also a problem of the current Criminal
Code of Ukraine, which contains several definitions
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of unlawful benefits (in the note to Art. 160 of the
Criminal Code of Ukraine, in part 2 of the note to
Art. 354 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine, in the note to
Art. 364-1 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine). The defi-
nitions, provided for in part 2 of the note to Art. 354
of the Criminal Code and the note to Art. 364-1 of the
Criminal Code of Ukraine are identical, and therefore
there was no need to duplicate the provisions of the
criminal legislation.

The project concept provides that unlawful
benefits as an element of a criminal corruption of-
fence may exist within it in the form of the purpose,
subject, or means of committing a crime.

The proponent of this concept is M.I. Khav-
ronyuk [4] noted that in the use of official powers or
related powers, the unlawful benefit is the goal of a
corrupt act, and when this goal is achieved (for ex-
ample, in the case of an official taking someone else's
property under the circumstances set out in Art. 191
of the Criminal Code of Ukraine) - its subject.

If an official or other relevant person accepts
an offer, promise, or requests or demands an un-
lawful benefit, then the latter is the purpose of their
corrupt act, and the unlawful benefit that such a per-
son receives is its subject. If an unlawful benefit is
offered, promised, or provided (bribery), then it is
mainly a means of committing a corrupt act.

Another unlawful benefit (“the commission or
omission of any action in its favour or in the interests
of third parties”, that is, providing services or bene-
fits of an intangible nature) is the goal, which a per-
son tries to achieve by promising or offering it, and
if it receives it in return - then it is the subject; there
may be another situation (remuneration), when first
a person receives an unlawful benefit as an object,
and in return transfers another unlawful benefit to
the person concerned - just like the subject of a cor-
rupt act” [8].

The analysis of this concept raises a logical
question: How to apply it practically? If a person is
preparing to use official powers or related powers
for the acquisition of certain property or commits
an attempt on such an act, then the unlawful benefit,
according to this concept, should be considered as
the goal of a corrupt act, and if the person took pos-
session of the relevant property, then the unlawful
benefit should be recognised as the subject. Conse-
quently, within the same structure of a criminal of-
fence, depending on the stages of its commission, an
unlawful benefit can exist as a goal and as a subject.

According to this concept, an unlawful benefit
is subject only if it is received (part 3, 4 of Art. 354,
Art. 368, part 3, 4 of Art. 368-3, part 3, 4 of Art. 368-4,
part2,3 of Art. 369-2 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine).

The unlawful benefit is a target for abuse of
power, official position, or authority (Art. 364, 364-
1, 365-2, 369-3 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine).
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However, the purpose in the composition of these
offences is to obtain (receive) such benefits. This
refers to the illegal use of power, official position, or
authority to obtain unlawful benefits. In these cas-
es, it is easiest to establish it, since the word “goal”
is directly indicated in the disposition of the article.

However, M.I. Khavronyuk's [4] position, ac-
cording to which an unlawful benefit is the goal in
cases where a person accepts an offer, a promise
of an unlawful benefit, or requests or demands it,
seems debatable. It is possible to partially agree
with the approach of the researcher because the
goal in these compositions is the will, the desire of
a person to get an unlawful benefit. However, in this
case, there is a competition between two concep-
tually different views on the interpretation of this
feature of the corresponding elements of criminal
offences: according to one, the unlawful benefit is
the goal, and to the second - the subject of a crimi-
nal offence [8].

An unlawful benefit is a means if it is offered,
promised6 or provided for committing or omitting
certain actions (part 1, 2 of Art. 354, part 1, 2 of
Art. 368-3, part 1, 2 of Art. 368-4, 369 of the Criminal
Code of Ukraine). In these compositions, it is a means
of inducing a person to commit certain acts.

The disadvantage of distributing unlawful
benefits on the subject and means of a criminal of-
fence is that it contradicts the established view of
the subject of a crime as material values (which a
person can perceive with their senses or record by
special technical means), about which and by direct
influence on which (or without such influence) a
criminal act is committed (authors of the definition:
A.A. Muzyka & E.V. Lashchuk) [7]. For example, con-
sidering an offer or promise to provide an unlawful
benefit, there is no doubt that the offer and promise
are socially dangerous actions in this case. The con-
nection of socially dangerous actions with the sub-
ject of a criminal offence consists in the fact that the
act is committed about the subject or by direct in-
fluence on it. In this case, the offer and promise are
made regarding the subject of a criminal offence.
However, the position that an unlawful benefit, in
this case, facilitates the commission of a socially
dangerous action - an offer or promise, that is, it is
a means of a criminal offence, seems erroneous [9].

A three-way understanding of an unlawful
benefit (as an object, purpose, means) can be trans-
formed into a construction like “acts consisting in of-
fering or promising to provide an unlawful benefit,
providing it, accepting an offer or promise of such a
benefit, receiving it, requesting or demanding to pro-
vide it”. In such circumstances, all possible aspects of
unlawful benefits would be considered. Therewith,
its advantage will be to simplify the understanding of

this characteristic of a criminal corrupt offence, and
therefore, make it easier to apply in practice.

Interpreting the concept of unlawful benefits
literally, it can include items for illegal actions with
which (manufacture, storage, carrying, sale, etc.)
criminal liability may occur, in particular firearms,
military supplies, explosives, drugs, etc. Admittedly,
an official can receive an unlawful benefit in the form
of a firearm as it is property and is received without
legal grounds. However, it should be considered that
in the literal sense, unlawful benefit as a sign of rel-
evant criminal offences concerns only those of their
composition, in the dispositions of which it is provid-
ed. In these circumstances, is it possible to recognise
as unlawful benefits the objects of crimes provided
for in Art. 191, 262, 308, 312, 313, 320, 357, 410 of
the Criminal Code of Ukraine, in case of acquisition
of them by abusing an official's official position? An
important argument in favour of a negative answer
to this question is that the term “obtainment” is used
in the definition of unlawful benefits, and these com-
positions regard “acquisition”, which is not identical.

The second sign of a corruption crime, which
is proposed in the draft Criminal Code of 2020, is the
presence of one of the following methods of commit-
ting a crime, which consists in:

- illegal use of power, official position, or certain
powers;

- influence on decision-making by a person with
power, official position, or certain powers.

[llegal use of power, official position, or certain
powers covers the commission of relevant crimes
through abuse of power, official position, or certain
powers. However, not any illegal use of power, offi-
cial position, or certain powers can be a way of cor-
ruption crime, since it is necessary to combine such a
way with an unlawful benefit as the purpose, subject,
or means of committing a crime. Illegal use of power,
official position, or certain powers is the most com-
mon way to commit criminal corruption offences. It
is typical, in particular, for Art. 191, 262, 308, 312,
313, 357, 364, 364-1, 365-2, 410 Criminal Code of
Ukraine.

Suchamethodas “influencing decision-making
by a person with power, official position, or certain
powers” isinherentin cases of proposals, promises to
provide unlawful benefits, and providing such bene-
fits for committing or not committing certain actions
(part 1, 2 of Art. 354, part 1, 2 of Art. 368-3, part 1, 2
of Art. 368-4, 369 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine).

Therewith, the situation regarding the accep-
tance of an offer, promise or acquisition of an unlaw-
ful benefit, and a request or demand to provide such
a benefit, is not clear. What method can such cases
be attributed to? Can this be illegal use of power, of-
ficial position, or certain powers? It is impossible to
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any, since the illegal use of power, official position,
or certain powers, which consists in committing or
omitting certain actions, is outside the objective side
of such criminal offences. This is another flaw in the
new concept of corruption crime, which shows that
this project needs to be finalised.

Types of criminal corruption offences. The
list of corruption offences presented in the note to
Art. 45 of the Criminal Code has many shortcomings,
related, on the one hand, to the fact that it does not
cover all criminal offences that should be considered
corruption, and on the other hand, it contains individ-
ual criminal offences that do not belong to corruption.
It seems that one of the conditions for forming a
scientifically substantiated list of criminal corrup-
tion offences should be the definition of a criminal
corruption offence, and possibly the development of
their classification since there are criminal offences
that only partially belong to corruption. They can
be either corrupt or non-corrupt. It is not entirely
correct to consider them corrupt. However, it is also
impractical not to recognise them as corrupt under
certain circumstances. Therefore, it is necessary to
determine the future concept of criminal corruption
offences: to provide a definition of a criminal corrup-
tion offence without a clear list of such torts or to
formulate a clear list of offences of this category, as
in the note to Art. 45 of the Criminal Code.

Currently, 20 criminal offences are recognised
as corruption. The list of criminal corruption offences
isexhaustive.They canbedivided into two groups. The
first is criminal offences that are recognised as cor-
rupt only if they are committed through abuse of offi-
cial position (provided for in Art. 191, 262, 308, 312,
313,320, 357, 410 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine).

Criminal corruption offences, according to
the Criminal Code of Ukraine, are criminal offenc-
es provided for in art. 191, 262, 308, 312, 313, 320,
357, 410, in case of their commission by abuse of
official position, and criminal offences provided for
in art. 210, 354, 364, 364-1, 365-2, 368, 368-3-369,
369-2, 369-3 of this Code.

Mainly these are the main and qualified com-
positions of acquisition by abuse of an official's po-
sition of certain property: someone else's property
(Art. 191 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine); firearms
(except smoothbore hunting arms), military sup-
plies, explosives, explosive devices, or radioactive
materials (Art. 262 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine);
drugs, psychotropic substances or their analogues
(Art. 308 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine); precur-
sors (Art. 312 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine);
equipment intended for the manufacture of drugs
(Art. 313 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine); docu-
ments, stamps, seals (Art. 357 of the Criminal Code of
Ukraine); weapons, military supplies, explosives or
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other military substances, means of transportation,
military and special equipment, or other military
property (Art. 410 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine).
The only exception is a crime under part 2 of
Art. 320 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine, but it also,
although it does not directly consist in taking posses-
sion of certain property by abusing an official's posi-
tion, because it consists in violating the established
rules for sowing or growing sleeping poppies or
cannabis, and violating the rules for the production,
manufacture, storage, accounting, release, distribu-
tion, trade, transportation, transfer, or use of drugs,
psychotropic substances, their analogues, or precur-
sors intended for the production or manufacture of
these drugs or substances, which led to the acqui-
sition of drugs, psychotropic substances, their ana-
logues, or precursors by abusing an official's position.
If criminal offences of the first group are com-
mitted by any entity other than an official (general or
other special entity, as, for example, in Art. 191 of the
Criminal Code of Ukraine), they are not recognised
as corrupt. The second group consists of criminal of-
fences under Art. 210, 354, 364, 364-1, 365-2, 368,
368-3-369, 369-2, 369-3 of the Criminal Code of
Ukraine, which in any case are recognised as corrupt,
regardless of the subject and method of commission.
Classification of criminal corruption offences
can be conducted according to various criteria. By
the method of committing the crime conventionally,
they are divided into: supplies, explosives, explosive
devices, or radioactive materials (part 2 of Art. 262
of the Criminal Code of Ukraine); drugs, psychotropic
substances or their analogues (part 2 of Art. 308 of
the Criminal Code of Ukraine); precursors (part 2 of
Art. 312 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine); equipment
intended for the manufacture of drugs, psychotropic
substances, or their analogues (part 2 of Art. 313 of
the Criminal Code of Ukraine); documents, stamps,
seals (Art. 357 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine);
weapons, military supplies, explosives, or other mil-
itary substances, means of transportation, military
and special equipment, or other military property
(part 2 of Art. 410 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine):

- abuse of power, official position, or authority:
abuse of power or official position (Art. 364 of the
Criminal Code of Ukraine); abuse of authority by an
official of a private legal entity, regardless of its or-
ganizational and legal form (Art. 364-1 of the Crimi-
nal Code of Ukraine); abuse of authority by persons
providing public services (Art. 365-2 of the Criminal
Code of Ukraine);

- offer, promise to provide an unlawful benefit,
and providing such a benefit for committing or omit-
ting certain actions (part 1, 2 of Art. 354, part 1, 2 of
Art. 368-3, part 1, 2 of Art. 368-4, Art. 369, part 1 of
Art. 369-2, 369-3 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine)
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(active bribery). It is the influence on decision-mak-
ing by a person with power, official position, or cer-
tain powers. The peculiarity of this corruption of-
fence is that it is committed by a general subject;

— acceptance of an offer or promise of such a
benefit, its acquisition, request, or demand to pro-
vide (part 3, 4 of Art. 354, 368, part 3, 4 of Art. 368-
3, part 3, 4 of Art. 368-4, part 2, 3 of Art. 369-2 of
the Criminal Code of Ukraine) (passive bribery);

— other criminal and illegal corruption acts.
These are conditionally corrupt, quasi-corrupt and
criminal offences that were unreasonably included
in the note of Art. 45 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine.
These include: misuse of budget funds, implemen-
tation of budget expenditures or provision of loans
from the budget without established budget assign-
ments or with their excess (Art. 210 of the Crim-
inal Code of Ukraine); violation of the established
rules for the circulation of drugs, psychotropic sub-
stances, their analogues or precursors (Art. 320 of
the Criminal Code of Ukraine); illegal enrichment
(Art. 368-5 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine); illegal
influence on the results of official sports competi-
tions (Art. 369-3 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine).

By subjects of a criminal offence, they can be
divided into:

- those committed by a general subject (part 1,
2 of Art. 354, part 1, 2 of Art. 368-3, part 1, 2 of
Art. 368-4, Art. 369, part 1 of Art. 369-2, 369-3 of
the Criminal Code of Ukraine);

- those committed by a special subject (other
criminal corruption offences). Special subjects of
criminal corruption offences are:

a) an official (Art. 191, 262, 308, 312, 313, 320,
357 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine);

b) an official of a private legal entity, regardless of
its organizational and legal form (Art. 364-1, part
3, 4 of Art. 368-3 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine);

c) an official of a legal entity under public law
(Art. 364, 368 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine);

d) military official;

e) aperson authorised to perform the functions of
the state or local self-government (Art. 368-5 of the
Criminal Code of Ukraine);

f) an official of the administrator or recipient of
budget funds (Art. 210 of the Criminal Code);

g) an employee of an enterprise, institution, or
organization who is not an official, or a person who
works for the benefit of the enterprise, institution,
or organization (part 3, 4 of Art. 354 of the Criminal
Code of Ukraine);

h) a person who is not a civil servant, or an official
of local self-government, but conducts professional
activities related to the provision of public services
(Art. 365-2, 368-4 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine).

Criminal and legal consequences of a crimi-
nal corruption offence. The commission of a crimi-

nal corruption offence has specific negative crimi-
nal-legal consequences for their subjects. A person
who has committed a criminal corruption offence
cannot be released from criminal liability in con-
nection with active remorse (Art. 45 of the Criminal
Code of Ukraine), reconciliation of the guilty per-
son with the victim (Art. 46 of the Criminal Code
of Ukraine), transfer of the person to bail (Art. 47
of the Criminal Code of Ukraine), change of circum-
stances (Art. 48 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine).
The prerequisites for these types of exemption
from criminal liability are criminal offences and
negligent minor crimes (Art. 45, 46 of the Criminal
Code of Ukraine) or criminal misconduct and minor
crimes (Art. 47, 48 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine).
Among criminal corruption offences, only the com-
position provided for in parts 1 and 3 of Art. 357
of the Criminal Code of Ukraine belongs to criminal
misconducts. Minor crimes are criminal corruption
offences under part 2 of Art. 191, part 1 of Art. 210,
part 2 of Art. 320, part 2 of Art. 357, Art. 354, part 1
of Art. 364, part 1 of Art. 364-1, part 1, 2 of Art. 365-
2, part 1 of Art. 368, part 1, 2, 3 of Art. 368-3, part 1,
2, 3 of Art. 368-4, part 1 of Art. 369, part 1, 2 of
Art. 369-2, 369-3 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine.
Consequently, if they are committed, a person can-
not be released from criminal liability on the spec-
ified grounds. Such a ban does not apply to exemp-
tion from criminal liability due to the expiration
of the statute of limitations (Art. 49 of the Crimi-
nal Code of Ukraine), and to dismissal for offering,
promising, or providing unlawful benefits (part 5 of
Art. 354 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine). However,
in the criminal legislation of some countries, these
prohibitions also apply to exemption from criminal
liability due to the expiration of the statute of lim-
itations. For example, illegal acquisition by abuse of
official position of certain property: someone else's
property (part 2 of Art. 191 of the Criminal Code
of Ukraine); firearms (except smoothbore hunting),
combat in accordance with part 6 of Art. 62 of the
Criminal Code of Kyrgyzstan, a person who commit-
ted certain corruption crimes, in particular under
part 1, 2 of Art. 319 (corruption), part 4 of Art. 320
(abuse of official position), part 1, 2 of Art. 323 (il-
legal enrichment), it cannot be released from crim-
inal liability due to the expiration of the statute of
limitations for criminal prosecution [10]. Prohibi-
tion of imposing a more lenient sentence than is
provided for by law (Art. 69 of the Criminal Code of
Ukraine). For a person who has committed a crimi-
nal corruption offence, based on Art. 69 of the Crim-
inal Code of Ukraine, the court may not:

- impose the main penalty below the lowest limit
established in the sanction of the article (sanctions
of part of the article) of the Special part of the Crimi-
nal Code of Ukraine;
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— switch to another, more lenient type of main
punishment, not specified in the sanction of the ar-
ticle (sanctions of part of the article) of the Special
part of the Criminal Code of Ukraine for this crimi-
nal offence;

- not to impose an additional penalty, which is
provided for in the sanction of the article (sanctions
of part of the article) of the Special part of the Crim-
inal Code of Ukraine as mandatory.

Prohibition exemption from punishment on
certain grounds: exemption from punishment due to
the loss of a person's public danger (part 4 of Art. 74
of the Criminal Code of Ukraine), exemption from
serving a sentence with probation (Art. 75 of the
Criminal Code of Ukraine); exemption from serving
a sentence with probation for pregnant women and
women with children under the age of seven (Art. 79
of the Criminal Code of Ukraine). In practice, there
are cases when courts apply part 1 of Art. 75 of the
Criminal Code of Ukraine regarding the release from
serving a sentence with probation of persons who
have committed a criminal corruption offence, which
in turn leads to the incorrect application of the law of
Ukraine on criminal liability by the court [11].

For persons who have committed corrupt
criminal offences, there are also stricter require-
ments for parole (Art. 81 of the Criminal Code of
Ukraine). They must factually serve a longer sen-
tence than persons who have committed similar
criminal offences, but non-corrupt ones. For exam-
ple, according to part 3 of Art. 81 of the Criminal
Code of Ukraine, parole can be applied after the
convicted person has factually served at least two-
thirds of the sentence imposed by the court for a
corruption minor crime, intentional grievous crime
or negligent extremely grievous crime, and also if
the person has previously served a sentence of im-
prisonment for an intentional criminal offence and
before the cancellation or removal of the conviction
again committed an intentional criminal offence,
for which they were sentenced to imprisonment.

The conditions for replacing the unserved
part of the sentence with a more lenient one are
stricter (Art. 82 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine).
For example, according to part 4 of Art. 82 of the
Criminal Code of UKkraine, the replacement of the
unserved part of the sentence with a more lenient
one is possible after the convicted person has fac-
tually served at least half of the sentence imposed
by the court for a corruption minor crime, an in-
tentional grievous crime, or a negligent extremely
grievous crime, and if the person has previously
served a sentence of imprisonment for an inten-
tional criminal offence and before the cancellation
or removal of the conviction again committed an in-
tentional criminal offence for which they were sen-
tenced to imprisonment.
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The analysis of these provisions shows that
the legislator equated a corruption minor crime with
an intentional grievous crime or a negligent extreme-
ly grievous crime. For persons who have committed
criminal corruption offences, additional conditions
for release from serving a sentence are established
based on the law of Ukraine on amnesty or the act of
pardon. According to part 4 of Art. 86 of the Crimi-
nal Code of Ukraine, persons found guilty of commit-
ting criminal corruption offences, sentences against
which have not entered into legal force, cannot be
released from serving their sentence, and persons
whose sentences have entered into legal force can-
not be completely released by the law on amnesty
from serving their sentence. These persons may be
released from serving their sentence after they have
factually served the terms established by part 3 of
Art. 81 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine, that is, those
established for parole.

According to part 3 of Art. 87 of the Criminal
Code of Ukraine, persons convicted of committing
corrupt criminal offences may be released from serv-
ing their sentence by clemency after they factually
serve the terms established by part 3 of Art. 81 of the
Criminal Code of Ukraine, that is, those established
for parole.

Conviction removal before the expiration of
the terms specified in Art. 89 of the Criminal Code of
Ukraineisnotallowedin cases ofintentional grievous,
extremely grievous, and criminal corruption offenc-
es (part 2 of Art. 91 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine).

Committing certain criminal corruption of-
fences or socially dangerous acts that fall under the
characteristics of an act provided for in the Special
part of the Criminal Code of Ukraine (Art. 191, 262,
308, 312, 313, 320, 357, 410, 210, 354, 364, 364-1,
365-2, 368, 368-3-369, 369-2, 369-3), is the basis for
applying special confiscation. Most of these articles
are grounds for special confiscation if the main pen-
alty for committing the acts described in them is im-
prisonment or a fine of over three thousand non-tax-
able minimum incomes of citizens. The exception is
criminal offences under part 1 of Art. 210, 364-1,
365-2 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine, in the case of
which special confiscation is applied regardless of
their sanction.

The commission of a criminal corruption of-
fence may be the basis for applying criminal law
measures to a legal entity.

The grounds for applying criminal law mea-
sures to a legal entity are:

- commission by its authorised person on be-
half of and in the interests of a legal entity of any of
the criminal offences provided for in Art. 209 and
306, parts 1 and 2 of Art. 368-3, parts 1 and 2 of
Art. 368-4, Art. 369 and 369-2 of the Criminal Code
of Ukraine;
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— failure to fulfil the obligations imposed on its au-
thorised person by law or constituent documents of
a legal entity to take measures to prevent corruption,
which led to the commission of any of the criminal
offences provided for in Art. 209 and 306, part 1, 2 of
Art. 368-3, part 1, 2 of Art. 368-4, Art. 369 and 369-2
of the Criminal Code of Ukraine (paragraphs 1, 2 of
part 1 of Art. 96-3 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine).

The study of such consequences of commit-
ting criminal corruption offences shows that the
legislator substantially limited the possibilities of
exemption from criminal liability of the relevant
subjects and established stricter conditions for ap-
plying other measures of a criminal legal nature.
Therewith, the criminal legislation of other coun-
tries mainly does not provide for such negative
criminal-legal consequences.

In certain cases, the legislator equated the neg-
ative criminal-legal consequences of minor corrup-
tion crimes with similar consequences for grievous
and extremely grievous crimes. In addition, the fact
that legislator in certain cases does not differentiate
the criminal-legal consequences for different types
of criminal corruption offences in terms of severi-
ty does not correspond to the principle of fairness.

In this regard, 0.0. Dudorov [3] notes that the
goal of the legislator (reducing the scale of corrupt
behaviour through increased criminal law repres-
sion) meets public expectations. In addition, it is a
typical example of fragmentary, non-systemic chang-
es in the Criminal Code. These changes can hardly
be assessed otherwise than as a manifestation of
distrust of the state represented by the parliament
towards the judicial corps, which is not able to apply
the norms of the General part of the Criminal Code
in a qualified and balanced way for some reason
only in relation to violators of anti-corruption legis-
lation. The researcher considers such an increase in
criminal law repression appropriate and fair, how-
ever, only in relation to the so-called grand corrupt
officials and subject to a well-thought-out imple-
mentation of this idea in a legislative matter [12].

The results of the examination of the judicial
practice of sentencing for criminal corruption of-
fences give grounds to assert that for such acts the
court mostly imposes a fine, much less often - im-
prisonment for a certain term with its factual serv-
ing. As an additional penalty, deprivation of the right
to hold certain positions (related to the provision
of public services, law enforcement agencies, lo-
cal self-government bodies, institutions, organi-
zations, and enterprises, regardless of the form of
ownership, organizational, and legal form; related
to the performance of administrative, economic,
and organizational administrative functions, se-
nior positions in military formations of the Armed

Forces of Ukraine, etc.) and confiscation of proper-
ty are used. A plea agreement is often concluded.

Despite the insubstantial amounts of unlaw-
ful benefits in some cases, the courts do not close
criminal proceedings due to insignificance. For ex-
ample, for providing unlawful benefits to a police
officer for 150 UAH, a convicted person was fined
17.000 UAH [13].

Therewith, in the new draft Criminal Code of
Ukraine, a corruption crime is important only for:

- appointment of a fine as an additional penalty.
According to part 5 of Art. 3.1.3 of the draft, a fine
as an additional penalty is imposed only in certain
cases, in particular in the case of committing a cor-
ruption crime;

— determination of the limits of the criminal law
in relation to an act committed outside the territo-
ry of Ukraine. According to part 2 of Art. 1.4.5 of
the draft, this code is subject to application to a for-
eigner or a stateless person who does not perma-
nently reside in Ukraine, if they have committed an
act outside the territory of Ukraine that, according
to Art. 2.1.5 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine, is rec-
ognised as a corruption crime in complicity with a
citizen of Ukraine.

Thus, in the draft Criminal Code of Ukraine,
the legislator completely renounces restrictions on
criminal corruption offences enshrined in the Crim-
inal Code of Ukraine. Such a step cannot be evaluat-
ed unambiguously. On the one hand, the criminal-le-
gal consequences of committing corrupt criminal
offences violate the principles of criminal law, and
therefore, it would probably be possible to predict
that the Constitutional Court of Ukraine could even-
tually declare them unconstitutional. Although, on
the other hand, they have a certain potential to de-
ter from committing corrupt criminal offences.

Notably, in the context of reforming criminal
legislation, other countries use other tools to coun-
teract corrupt criminal offences.

Confiscation. lllegal assets acquired by a per-
son as a result of committing corruption or other
criminal offences are mainly confiscated. The Crim-
inal Code of Ukraine also uses confiscation tools in
the context of countering corrupt criminal offences:
it is considered a punishment and a criminal-legal
measure. Confiscation of property, the origin of
which a person cannot explain, in a civil manner,
without bringing them to criminal responsibility,
seems promising. The advantages of such a tool,
compared to other proof standards, are that the re-
spondent will be required to explain the source of
the excess wealth. Otherwise, such property is sub-
ject to confiscation. However, there are also certain
shortcomings associated with the low level of guar-
antees for the protection of human rights, compared

Law Journal of the National Academy of Internal Affairs, 20(2), 21-32



to those used in criminal proceedings (in particular,
the lack of presumption of innocence). Therewith, it
is possible to solve this problem by raising the stan-
dards of proof, without reducing them to those used
in criminal proceedings [14].

Given the existence of a number of options
for confiscation of certain assets in connection with
the commission of a criminal corruption offence,
it is important that they do not contend with each
other and are not used for the commission of the
same act. The existence of different levels of sanc-
tions against the same fact rightly notes P. Mag-
gio [6], leads to problems of violation of the “ne bis
in idem” rule [15].

Lifetime prohibition to hold certain posi-
tions or engage in certain activities. For persons
who have committed corrupt criminal offences,
lifetime bans on engaging in certain activities or
holding certain positions can be applied as a pun-
ishment, or at least increase the minimum and
maximum limits of this punishment provided for in
part 1 of Art. 55 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine. An
indefinite (lifetime) ban on holding positions in the
civil service is provided, for example, in Art. 317 bis
of the Criminal Code of Italy [16].

Criminalization of concealment of a crimi-
nal corruption offence. According to part 1 of Art.
396 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine, criminal lia-
bility is imposed for the concealment of a grievous
or extremely grievous crime. However, the criminal
legislation of certain countries highlights the con-
cealment of a corruption crime. For example, Art.
432 of the Criminal Code of Kazakhstan establish-
es criminal liability for concealment of corruption,
grievous or particularly grievous crime or a crime
against the sexual integrity of a minor [17].

The scientific originality of the study is that it:
1) highlighted the problems of defining a criminal
corruption offence and ways to solve them; 2) iden-
tified flaws in the definition of a corruption crime
provided for in the draft General part of the Crimi-
nal Code of Ukraine 2020, formulated proposals for
their elimination; 3) identified the main advantages
and disadvantages of the list of corruption offences
presented in the note to Art. 45 of the Criminal Code
of Ukraine; 4) improved the classification of crimi-
nal corruption offences according to the method and
subject of their commission; 5) considered the con-
tent, positive and negative aspects of the criminal
legal consequences of a criminal corruption offence.

Conclusions
Based on the conducted research, the following con-
clusions were formulated.

1. The absence of a definition of “criminal cor-
ruption offence” in the Criminal Code of Ukraine

Law Journal of the National Academy of Internal Affairs, 20(2), 21-32

vozniuk I

does not allow outlining the criminal legal content
of this group of torts and establishing which criminal
offences and crimes belong to them. When formu-
lating this definition, it should be considered that it
must be consistent with the definition of a criminal
offence, corruption offence, and corruption. There-
with, it cannot be excluded that if the definition of a
criminal corruption offence is constructed, it may be
necessary to make appropriate changes to the defini-
tions of corruption offence and corruption to coordi-
nate these concepts.

2. The analysis of the definition of a corrup-
tion crime used in the draft General part of the
Criminal Code of Ukraine 2020 (paragraph 18
of part 2 of Art. 1.3.1) allowed identifying the
shortcomings of the trilateral understanding of
unlawful benefits (as the subject, purpose, and
means of committing a crime) and formulate a
proposal to transform this feature into construc-
tion like “acts consisting in the offer or promise
of providing an unlawful benefit, its provision,
acceptance of the offer or promise of such bene-
fits, its acquisition, request or demand to provide”.
Another drawback of the definition of a corruption
crime is that it does not cover such methods of com-
mitting illegal acts as accepting an offer or promise
or receiving an unlawful benefit and requesting or
demanding to provide such a benefit.

3. Set in the note to Art. 45 of the Criminal Code
of Ukraine the list of corruption offences has a num-
ber of substantial drawbacks, related, on the one
hand, to the fact that it does not cover all criminal
offences that are classified as corruption, and on
the other hand, it contains individual criminal of-
fences that should not be considered corruption. It
seems that one of the conditions for forming a sci-
entifically substantiated list of criminal corruption
offences should be the formulation of the definition
of a criminal corruption offence, and possibly the
development of their classification since there are
criminal offences that only partially belong to cor-
ruption.

4. Criminal corruption offences according to the
method of commission are proposed to be divided
into: 1) illegal acquisition by abuse of an official's
position of certain property; 2) abuse of power, of-
ficial position, or authority;

3) offer, promise to provide an unlawful benefit,
and providing such a benefit for committing or omit-
ting certain actions (active bribery); 4) accepting an
offer or promise of such a benefit, receiving it, re-
questing or demanding to provide (passive bribery);
5) other corrupt criminal illegal acts (conditionally
corrupt, quasi-corrupt and criminal offences that
fell under the note of Art. 45 of the Criminal Code of
Ukraine unreasonably).
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5. Analysis of the negative criminal and legal con-
sequences of a criminal corruption offence shows
that the legislator in certain cases equated these
torts with grievous and extremely grievous crimes.
In addition, the absence of differentiation of crimi-
nal-legal consequences for different types of crimi-
nal corruption offences in certain cases does not cor-
respond to the principle of fairness.

The refusal in the draft Criminal Code of Ukraine
from restrictions on criminal corruption offenc-
es, which are enshrined in the Criminal Code of
Ukraine, cannot be assessed unambiguously. On the
one hand, the criminal-legal consequences of com-
mitting these torts violate the principles of criminal
law, and therefore, it would probably be possible
to predict that the Constitutional Court of Ukraine
could eventually declare them unconstitutional. Al-
though, on the other hand, they have a certain po-
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KopynuivHi KpMMiHanbHIi NpaBONOpPYLUEHHS:
KOHLUenTyasibHi Npo6neMun B KOHTEKCTI
pedopMyBaHHSA KPMMiHA/IbHOIMO 3aKOHOAABCTBA
YKpaiHu

AHOpin AHOpinoBmY Bo3HIOK

HauioHanbHa akageMia BHYTPILLHIX cnpaB
03035, ConoM'aHcbKa nnouwla, 1, M. Knie, YKpaiHa

AHoTauia

MeTo10 cTaTTi € BUSABJIEHHS NPO6JEMHUX MUTaHb, OB’ 3aHUX i3 KOHCTPYIOBAHHAM KPHUMiHa/JbHO-IPAaBOBUX
MOJIOXKEHD, 10 CTOCYHOTHCA KOPYNLIMHUX KPUMIHAJbHUX NpaBoONOpylleHb, AK y KpuMiHalbHOMY KoJeKci
Ykpainy, Tak i B 1poekTi 3aranbHoi yacTuHU KprMinaibHOro kogekcy Ykpainu 2020 poky, a TaK0 BU3HAaYeHHSA
IIAXiB 1X po3B’si3aHHs. Y CTAaTTi BUKOPHUCTAHO KOMILJIEKC HAayKOBHUX METO/IB, a caMe: TepMiHOJIOTIYHUH,
CUCTEMHO-CTPYKTYPHUU, POopMaIbHO-JIOTIYHUH, TOPiBHANIBHO-NIPAaBOBUM. TeopeTHyHe MiAIPYHTS JOC/Ti/PKEHHS
CTAHOBJIATH Ipalli YKpaiHCbKUX Ta IHO3eMHUX YYEHUX, 10J10KeHHA KpuMiHa/lbHOrO KoZleKcy YKpaiHH, a TaKoX
MpaKTHKa HOro 3acTocyBaHHs. HaykoBa HOBHU3HA CTATTi MOJISITAa€E B TOMY, 1[0 B Hi: 1) BUCBiTJIEHO TpOGIEMHU
BU3HAUYEHHS KOPYMI[iHHOTO KPUMiHAJbHOrO NPABOMNOPYLIEHHS Ta LUIAXM X PO3B’3aHHs; 2) BHUSABJIEHO
Ba/IM Y BU3HA4YEHHI KOPYNLIAHOIO 3/JI0YMHY, Nepe6ayeHoro B NPOEKTI 3arajbHoi YacTUHU KpuMiHaibHOTO
Kozekcy Ykpainu 2020 poky, cpopMyIbOBaHO MPOMO3HUILii 110/10 IX YCyHeHHs; 3) 3’ICOBaHO OCHOBHI IepeBaru
¥ HeZoJIiKU IMepeJsiiky KOpYNUiHHUX MPaBONOPYLIEHb, 10 MiCTUTbCSI B NMPUMITHi A0 cT. 45 KpumiHaibHOrO
KoJiekcy YKpaiHy; 4) ylockoHaseHo Kiacudikaliito KopynuiiHUX KpUMiHaIbHUX IPaBONOPYIIEHb 3a CIOCO60M
i cy6’ekToM iX y4yHHeHHs; 5) BU3HA4YeHO 3MICT, MO3UTHUBHI Ta HeraTHUBHI acleKTH KpPUMiHaJbHO-IPABOBUX
HaCJiJKIB KOpPYNIIIHHOrO KPUMIHaJIbHOTO NPaBONOPYLIEHHA. 3a pe3y/JbTaTaMM 3/iHCHEHOTO JOC/iKeHHS
chopMyiboBaHO Taki BUCHOBKHU: 1) BifcyTHicTh y KpuMiHasbHOMY KoJiekci YKpaiHM BU3HAYEHHs MOHSATTS
«KOpYILiHe KpHUMiHa/bHe MpaBONOPYLIEHHSA» He Ja€ 3MOIM OKpeCJIUWTH KPUMIiHAJIBbHO-NPAaBOBUH 3MiCT
ui€el rpynu AemikTiB i BCTAaHOBUTH, fIKi KPUMiHaA/IbHI NMPOCTYIKU Ta 3JIOUMHM [0 HUX HasieXaTb; 2) MiJ 4yac
dopmyBanHs 1€l Aedininii cif ypaxyBaTH, 110 BOHA IOBUHHA Y3T0/XKYBATHCS 3 BU3HAYEHHAM KPHUMiHAJIbHOTO
MpaBONOPYLIEHHS, KOPYNLiHHOr0 MPaBONOPYIIeHHs Ta KOPYyNiii; 3) KOHIENIif0 TPUCTOPOHHBOI'O0 PO3YMiHHSA
HernpaBoMipHOi BUroju (fK mpejMeTa, MeTH Ta 3aco0y BYMHEHHS 3JI0YMHY) y BHU3HA4YeHHI KOPYILiHHOTO
3JIOYMHY CJTiJi TpaHCPOPMYBATU B KOHCTPYKIIiI0 Ha KIITAJIT «isTHHS, 110 MOJISITAIOTh Y IPOMO3HULii 4u 06iaHIi
Ha/laHHS HEMPaBOMipHOI BUTO/H, I HalaHHI, TPUUHATTI IPono3ullii a6o 06ilgHKY Takol BUTOIY, il 0/[epKaHHi,
MPOXaHHI YM BUMaraHHi HaZjaTu»; 4) 3apornoHOBaHUM y npuMiTLi 1o cT. 45 KpuMmiHaibHOrO KoZiekcy YKpaiHu
nepesiiKk KOPYMNI[iHHUX MPABOINOPYIIEeHb, 3 OAHOTO OOKY, He OXOIUIIOE BCiX KpUMiHAJbHUX NPABOIOPYILIEHb, sIKi
HaJlexKaTh 10 KOPYNLiHHHUX, a 3 iHIIOr0 — MICTUTB OKpeMi KpUMiHaJ/IbHi IpaBONOpPYIIEHHs, AKi He CJIif BIJHOCUTH
Jl0 KOpYIUiHHUX; 5) KOpynuiiHi KpuMiHa/bHI NMpaBOMOpYLIEHHS 3a CHOCOG0M YYHMHEHHs 3alpOINOHOBAaHO
MOJIJIATH HA: a) He3aKOHHEe 3aBOJIOJ[iHHS LUISXOM 3JIOBXKUBAHHS CJIY»KO0BOI 0C000I0 CBOIM C/Iy>K60BUM
CTAHOBHUIIEM NEBHUM MaiHOM; 6) 3JIOBXKMBAHHS BJIAJ[010, CAYKOOBUM CTAHOBMILEM YK NOBHOBAXKEHHSMU;
B) NPOIMNO3MUIiI0, OGIIAIHKY HaZlaTU HENpaBOMIpPHY BUTOJy, a TaKOX HaJlaHHS TaKoi BUTOJM 3a BYMHEHHS
YM HEBUMHEHHS NMeBHUX [Jil (aKTUBHUHU MiZKyN); I') NIPUHHATTS Npono3uuii abo 06GiLsTHKU TaKoi BUTOJH,
ii ofepkaHHs, MPOXaHHS YW BHMaraHHS HaJaTH (MAcHBHUW miaKym); [n) iHWi KopynuidHi KpUMiHa/NIbHO-
MPOTUIPABHI AisiHHS (YMOBHO KOPYNIiiiHi, KBa3ikopymnuiiHi Ta KpUMiHa/JbHI MPaBONOPYLIEHHS, SIKi BKIIOUYEHO
Jl0 MPUMITKH CT. 45 KprMiHa/sibHOT0 KOZieKCcy YKpaiHU HeoOI'pyHTOBAHO); 6) aHasli3 HeraTUBHUX KPUMiHA/IbHO-
MPaBOBHUX HAC/IIAKIB KOPYNLIMHOTO KPUMIHA/JIBHOTO IPABONOPYIIEHHs 3aCBiUYE, 1110 3aKOHO/AaBellb Y TEBHUX
BUNA/IKax NPUPIBHAB Ii JEeJIKTH IO TSHKKHUX Ta 0COBJIMBO TSKKHUX 3JIOUMHIB; 7) Y KOHTEKCTI pepopMyBaHHS
KPUMiHAJIBHOT'O 3aKOHOJIAaBCTBA HEOOXiJTHO BJOCKOHAJIUTU MiZICTaBU pi3HUX BHU/IB KOHicKamii, 3a60poHU
3aliMaTHCA NMEBHO0 JiSIJIbHICTIO YM 3aMMaTH MEeBHI 0Ca/iy, a TaK0XK PO3IJVISHYTH LOLJIbHICTh KpUMiHasizanil
MPUXOBYBaHHA KOPYNLIHHOT0 KPYMiHAJIBHOT'O PAaBONOPYLIEHHSA
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