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PECULIARITIES OF CONDUCTING PROCEDURAL ACTIONS
BEFORE ENTERING DATA INTO THE UNIFIED REGISTER OF PRE-TRIAL
INVESTIGATIONS IN TERMS OF PROBLEMATIC ASPECTS
OF THE MODERN TIME

Hapin  JlazapeBa, Ouekciii Keccapiiicbknii. OCOBJ/IMBOCTI ITPOBEJEHHS
MPOLECYAJIBHUX JIA 10 BHECEHHS JAHUX JIO €JIMHOIO PEECTPY JOCYJI0OBUX
PO3CIIAYBAHDb B PO3PI3I IMPOBJIEMHUX ACHEKTIB CYYACHOCTI V Haykosiil crarti
PO3IIAIAETHCS IPOBEICHHS MPOLIECYAIbHHUX il 10 BHECEHHS BiIOMOCTEH 10 €IMHOrO peecTpy JOCYIOBUX
PO3CITiTyBaHb 3 TOYKU 30py HPOOJIEMHHX aCleKTIB CY4acHOCTi. ABTOP 3BEpTAE yBary Ha OHOBJICHI ITOJIOKEHHS
IIPO MOYATOK JIOCYJJOBOTO PO3CIIiIyBaHH, 30KpeMa BUKOPUCTaHH: €JIMHOr0 PeecTpy JOCYAOBHX PO3CIiLyBaHb
HPOTATOM YChOT'O 4acy HOro npoBeieHHs. BpaxoByroun Te, 1110 YUHHUM IPOLIECYaIbHUM 3aKOHOABCTBOM JI0CI
HE BpEry/lIb0BaHO OKpEMi MO3MIII LION0 BEACHHsS PEECTpy Ta HOro opraHizallii, MOXIIMBOCTI NPOBEICHHS
OKPEMHX CITiuMX (PO3LIYKOBHX) il 10 BHECEHHS BIZIOMOCTEH, 11e CBIMMTH PO HEOOXiMHICTh TpaHchopMaLii
DALY TIOJIOKEHB, SIKi CTOCYIOTBCS II0YaTKy JOCYAOBOI0 PO3CITITyBaHHS.

BupimeHHs 1bOro NMUTaHHS € BaXJIMBUM JUIA CIIJUOI HPAaKTHKU. Y CTaTTi PO3KPUBAIOTHCS
poOIeMHI aCleKTH MPAaKTUYHOI HisUIBHOCTI, SKI MOXYTh OYTH BHpIIIEHI IIUIIXOM HPOBEIEHHS NEBHHUX
JIOCTIJKEHb BiZOMOCTEH €IMHOTO peecTpy JOCYIOBUX PO3CIiAyBaHb 3 METOI OpraHizalii AisuIbHOCTI
OpraHiB ZI0CYJIOBOTO PO3CIIilyBaHHS Ta CIPAMYBaHHS iX Ha BUKOHAHHS 3aB/laHb KPUMIHAJIBHOT'O IIPOLIECY.

ABtop 3a3Hauae, mo €P/IP € nocuTh KOPHCHUM B OpraHi3allii 10CyI0BOr0 PO3CIIiayBaHHs, ajxKe
3aB/IIKM HOMY KOHTPOIOEThCS Iepedir KpUMiHAIbHUX HPOBAKEHb Ta IX PyX y CHCTEMi OpraHiB
JIOCYZIOBOI'O PO3CIIiyBaHHs. TakoX IOLUIBHO 3a3HAYUTH, IO CTBOPEHHS Ta CHCTEMHE BJOCKOHAJICHHS
€JIIP € BaxiIMBUM KPOKOM Ha IIUISAXY CIIBBIZHOLICHHS YKpaiHCBKOrO KPUMIHAJIBHOIO IIPOLECY Ta
MDKHapOIHOTO 3aKOHOJABCTBA, K€ nependadae (popMyBaHHS BiMIOBITHUX 0a3 JaHMX JUIS CIIPOLICHHS
JUSUTBHOCT] TPABOOXOPOHHHMX OpTaHiB Ta BIOCKOHAJICHHS iX sikicTb. CIlifi 3a3HauWTH, IO B CYHOBIil
npaxTuLi 3a(ikCoBaHO BU3HAYAJIbHE 3HAUEHHs CIMHOrO PEeCTpy IOCYLOBUX PO3CIiAyBaHb K 0a3u uis
0011iKy Ta 30epeKeHHS BiIOMOCTEH PO KPUMiHAJIbHI IPABOIOPYLICHHS.

Knrouoei cnosa: €ounuii peccmp 00cyoosux po3cuioysais, npoyecyansvhi 0ii, 02110 micys nooii,
noYamox 0ocy008020 po3ciioyeants, clioyi (po3utyKoei) Oii.

Relevance of the study. In the context of Criminal Procedure Code of Ukraine
(hereinafter referred to as CPC of Ukraine), it may be stated that there are certain updates to the
provisions regarding initiating a pre-trial investigation, particularly, the use of the Unified
Register of Pre-trial Investigations (hereinafter referred to as URPTI) throughout its conduct.
Taking into account the fact that current procedural legislation has not yet regulated certain
positions regarding keeping records in the register and its organization, as well as the ability to
conduct certain investigative (search) actions before entering information, this argues for the
need to transform a number of provisions that relate to the beginning of a pre-trial investigation.
Resolving this issue is important for investigative practice.

Recent publications review. In criminal procedural literature, the issue of initiating a
pre-trial investigation has been studied by multiple scholars and practitioners among which a
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few names should be mentioned: Yu. Alenin, Yu. Hroshevyi, L. Loboiko, O. Tatarov,
V. Farynnyk, V. Shepitko, etc. Despite this, the regulations of procedural actions that should be
performed by an investigator at the stage of pre-trial investigation remain unclear,
underdeveloped, and requires further research and studies.

The research paper’s objective is to examine the peculiarities of conducting procedural
actions before entering data into the URPTI in terms of problematic aspects of the modern time.

Discussion. According to the mandatory provisions of the current Criminal Procedure Code
of Ukraine, the stage of criminal proceedings, pre-trial investigation, begins from the moment of
entering data into the Unified Register of Pre-trial Investigations. Regulations regarding the Unified
Register of Pre-trial Investigations, the procedure for its formation and maintenance are approved by
the Prosecutor General’s Office of Ukraine upon mutual approval with the Ministry of Internal Affairs
of Ukraine, the Security Service of Ukraine, the government body that monitors compliance with tax
legislation. In accordance with the Regulation regarding the Unified Register of Pre-Trial
Investigations, the procedure for its formation and maintenance No. 298 dated 30.06.2020 "the
register is an electronic database created with the help of an automated system, according to which
the collection, storage, protection, logging, search, and compilation of data are carried out, as specified
in clause 1 of chapter 2 of the ... section [Regulation], which are used to generate reports, as well as
provide information about the data entered into the Register, in compliance with the requirements of
criminal procedural legislation and legislation regulating the issue of personal data protection and
access to information with limited access" [1]. From the above given annotation of the concept of the
register, it is possible to formulate the statement that an automated system is also used in the work of
pre-trial investigation bodies for the purpose of accumulating and processing data, namely
information about committing a certain criminal offense. This system functions in a similar way to to
the court's automated document management system, where a judge, trial terms and other essential
criteria are also autonomously appointed. It should be noted that the URPTI is quite a useful tool in
the organization of pre-trial investigation, as it assists in controlling the circulation of criminal
proceedings and their movement in the system of pre-trial investigation bodies. It is also worth noting
that the creation and continuous improvement of the URPTI is an important step towards the
correlation of the Ukrainian criminal process and international legislation, which provide for the
formation of relevant databases to simplify and improve the quality of the work of law enforcement
agencies. It’s important to mention that the key value of the Unified Register of Pretrial Investigations
as a database for recording and preserving data on criminal offenses is recorded in judicial practice,
in particular, in the decision of the Grand Chamber of the Supreme Court, it is established that the
issue of registering criminal offenses and regulation of other features of systematization are contained
in a specialized normative legal act, i.e. Regulation about the procedure for maintaining the Unified
Register of Pre-trial Investigations [2, pp. 198-203]. The maintenance of the register is coordinated
with the provisions of the Criminal Procedure Code of Ukraine, which in many aspects are mandatory
and must be followed by authorized officials who have access to the automated system. URPTI is
maintained with the purpose of implementing a number of tasks of the criminal process, as well as
with the purpose of ensuring:

— prompt and timely registration of criminal offenses (proceedings) and keeping record
of decisions made during the pre-trial investigation, recording of personal data of persons who
have committed a criminal offense. The results of court proceedings are also entered in the
register;

— the register also plays an important role in the statistical arrangement of available
information, in particular the analysis of the state and structure of the quantitative ratio of
criminal offenses committed throughout the entire territory of the state or area-based by certain
administrative-territorial units, etc.;

— the register is an important resource for ensuring the information and analytical
activities of law enforcement agencies [3].

Going back to the judicial practice of the Supreme Court, which formulated a number of
provisions on the basic foundations of the functioning of the register, it should be noted that the
entry of information about a criminal offense into the URPTI is a procedural action and is carried
out in accordance with the current criminal procedural provisions. Part 1 of Article 303 of the
Criminal Procedure Code of Ukraine defines which decisions, actions, or inaction of the
investigator or prosecutor in pre-trial proceedings may lead to a complaint being lodged [4].
Taking into account the fact that the stage of pre-trial proceedings begins from the moment of
entering information into the URPTI, there is a certain disagreement regarding the wording of
the above mentioned concept, because it does not provide for the right to appeal at this stage the
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actions of the investigator or prosecutor regarding the entry of information into the URPTI.
According to the second part of this article, complaints about other decisions, actions or inaction
of the investigator or prosecutor are not considered during the pre-trial investigation and may be
taken into consideration during the preparatory proceedings in court in accordance with the rules
of articles 314-316 of the Criminal Procedure Code of Ukraine [4]. Thus, complaints about
decisions, actions, or inaction of the investigator or prosecutor, which cannot be appealed in
accordance with the first part of Article 303 of the Criminal Procedure Code of Ukraine during
the pre-trial investigation, may be considered during preparatory proceedings in accordance with
the Criminal Procedure Code of Ukraine [4]. This is also stated in the codified procedural law in
the provisions related to the entry of data into the register and the possibility of appealing the
decisions, actions or inaction of authorized officials.

The Regulation contains information about the data entered into the Register, particularly
about the date and time of receiving the report, the commission of a criminal offense; the sources
from which information regarding the commission of a specific offense came from or the data
of the person who reported it; a brief summary of the circumstances (factual allegations), taking
into account all the key features of the committed socially dangerous act; legal qualification
(according to the Regulation, it is preliminary, since criminal procedural legislation does not
provide for a ban on changing the qualification of a criminal offense in the future). The Register
also requires a big amount of data of various variability, which must be determined for a
particular kind of criminal offense. In order to correctly mark all the elements of the elements of
criminal offence that is being registered, it is obligatory, based on the legal qualification, to take
into account all the features. The automated system is arranged in such a way that it automatically
makes a record of the time of entering information into the URPTI and assigns a number of the
criminal proceedings with a certain coding, meaning that among many markings for various
criminal offenses, the URPTI also contains a coding system [5].

In accordance with the current provisions of the Criminal Procedure Code of Ukraine, in
particular Part 6 of Art. 214 of the Criminal Procedure Code of Ukraine "the investigator, the
inquirer shall immediately notify the head of the prosecutor's office in writing about the initiation
of the pre-trial investigation, the grounds for the initiation of the pre-trial investigation and other
information", provided for in Part 5 of Art. 214 of the CPC of Ukraine, which we outlined above
[4]. Also, the analyzed norm provides for the possibility of entering information into the URPTI
by the prosecutor, who is obliged to transfer the available materials in compliance with the rules
of investigation to the relevant body of pre-trial investigation no later than the next day after the
entry of the data, concurrently authorizing the conduct of a pre-trial investigation.

The most important characteristic of the criminal procedural norm provided for in Article
214 of the Criminal Procedure Code of Ukraine is that it prohibits the conduct of pre-trial
investigation prior entering the information into the register or without such entry. Accordingly,
conducting a pre-trial investigation without entering the data into the register is not allowed and
entails accountability as provided for by current legislation.

It should be emphasized that the legislator deems it logical to conduct an inspection of
the scene of the event before entering information into the URPTI, and to enter information
immediately after the completion of such inspection. In case signs of a criminal offense were
detected on a sea or river vessel located outside of Ukraine, a pre-trial investigation is launched
immediately; information about the investigation is entered into the Unified Register of Pre-trial
Investigations at the earliest opportunity. An investigator, prosecutor, any other official
authorized to accept and register statements and reports on criminal offenses is obliged to accept
and register such a statement or report. Refusal to accept and register a report or statement of a
criminal offense is not allowed. We draw your attention to the fact that the criminal procedural
legislation prohibits the refusal to accept a statement about the commission of a criminal offense
from a person or legal entity, but this does not mean that the information will be entered into the
URPTI immediately, within 24 hours. In accordance with the Procedure for keeping uniform
records of statements and reports about criminal offenses and other events in police bodies
(subdivisions), approved by order No. 100 dated 08.02.2019, certain filtering mechanisms are
provided for, which enable managers to distribute statements and reports about criminal offenses
that have been received by corresponding territorial police body [6]. This mechanism enables a
more efficient implementation of identification of events in which the elements of a criminal
offense is traced. Mechanisms for filtering statements and messages are quite effective, however,
in our opinion, the issue of entering information into the URPTI, i.e. starting a pre-trial
investigation provided there is a criminal offence, remains relevant. Opponents of this position
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might point out that in order to determine the elements of a criminal offense, it is necessary to
find and establish a number of mandatory constituents, and this is difficult to do at the stage of
solving the issue before entering information into the URPTI. We propose to expand the
investigator's toolkit in this matter in order to be able to resolve the issue of entering information
into the register at the stage of registering the application in the unified accounting journal. We
argue for this based on the fact that recently the vast majority of applications received by the
territorial police bodies are entered into the register, which has impact on the workload of each
investigator and, accordingly, the quality of their work [7, pp. 51-55].

However, legal precedents provide an opposite position on this issue, because according
to the Case law analysis of processing complaints against the decisions, actions or inaction of
pre-trial investigation bodies or the prosecutor during a pre-trial investigation, which contain the
legal positions of higher judicial authorities, in particular the Higher Specialized Court of
Ukraine for consideration of civil cases and criminal cases in letter No. 9-49/0/4-17 dated
12.01.2017 "... if it is clear from the person's application that he raises before the pre-trial
investigation body the issue of the commission of a criminal offense, initiating his performance
of the actions specified by the CPC, then even if the results of the analysis of the information
provided by the person indicate the absence of signs of the elements of the crime, such
information must be entered into the URPTI with subsequent closing of the criminal proceedings
in accordance with Art. 284 of the CPC", etc. [3]. Thus, from this position of the judicial
authorities, we can derive a well-argued premise that despite the existence of certain filtering
mechanisms it’s the authorized persons that enter information into the register, because this is
the position of the legislator and judicial practice today. There is an equally common practice
where applicants, after receiving a refusal to enter information into the register, refer to the
appropriate court with the aim of issuing a decision in which the judge will oblige an authorized
official of a specific territorial police body to enter information about the commission of a
criminal offense into the URPTI. Moreover, this mechanism is quite effective for applicants,
since an authorized official of a specific body, having received a court decision to enter
information from the applicant or by mail, is not allowed to refuse to do so. In accordance with
the current criminal legislation, failure to comply with a court’s decision constitutes an
independent component of the criminal offense provided for in Art. 382 of the Criminal Code of
Ukraine (hereinafter — the CCU) "deliberate failure to execute a sentence, decision, resolution,
court resolution that has taken legal effect, or obstruction of their execution." In addition, this
norm also provides for failure to comply with a court’s decision by an official in Part 2 of Article
382 of the CCU, which indicates the specialization of this norm in relation to officials [8].

In connection with the active full-scale military aggression, from February 24, 2022, a
number of amendments were introduced to the CPC of Ukraine, which regulate the conduct of
pre-trial investigations under martial law conditions, in particular, the codified criminal
procedural law was supplemented by key norms: Articles 615-616.

Amendments introduced to the CPC of Ukraine were made in view of the existence of a
socio-political turmoil, during which compliance with legal order plays an important role, for
which effective legal mechanisms are created by the legislator, based on certain objective
circumstances and taking into account the relevant limits. In view of the introduction of martial
law from February 24, 2022, the legislator made changes to Section IX-1 "Special regime of pre-
trial investigation, trial under martial law" of the CPC of Ukraine, which should ensure effective
criminal prosecution of persons who have committed a criminal offense, taking into account
unfavorable situation in society and the state as a whole [4]. Concurrently, along with the
introduction of changes, there is a tendency to narrow the procedural guarantees of the defense
side and, accordingly, to expand the procedural possibilities of the prosecution side. However, it
should be noted that the expansion of the prosecution's procedural capabilities does not always
have negative consequences, granting certain freedom of actions in regard of using certain
procedural tools can significantly improve the quality of the pre-trial investigation.

Despite this, some researchers focus on the fact that the freedom of action of the
prosecuting party may entail unlawful restriction of the rights and freedoms of a person who is
subject to criminal prosecution under martial law. From this follows the logical statement that in
the conditions of martial law, the active participation of the defender is necessary in order to
prevent cases of arbitrary violation of the rights and freedoms of the suspect. Also, the probability
of violation of the rights and freedoms of a person suspected of committing a criminal offense
can be linked even to the moment of the start of the pre-trial investigation. Thuswise, in
accordance with Clause 1, Part 1, Art. 615 of CPC of Ukraine "there is no technical possibility
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of access to the Unified Register of Pre-Trial Investigations — the decision to initiate a pre-trial
investigation is made by the inquirer, investigator, or prosecutor, about which a corresponding
resolution is issued, which must contain the information provided for in part five of Article 214
of this Code. In urgent cases, an inspection of the scene of the incident may be conducted before
the inquirer, investigator, or prosecutor issues a decision on the initiation of a pre-trial
investigation (the decision is taken immediately after the inspection is completed). Information
which is subject to be entered into the Unified Register of Pre-trial Investigations is entered into
it at the earliest opportunity, and procedural actions during criminal proceedings are recorded in
relevant procedural documents, as well as with the help of technical means of recording criminal
proceedings, except in cases where recording with the use of technical means is impossible for
technical reasons. In case it is impossible to draw up procedural documents about the progress
and results of investigative (search) actions or other procedural actions, recording is carried out
by available technical means with the subsequent drawing up of a corresponding protocol no
later than seventy-two hours after the completion of such investigative (search) actions or
relevant procedural actions" [4]. Purely theoretically, it is not possible to start a pre-trial
investigation without entering information into the URPTI, however, in the conditions of martial
law, the legislator slightly simplified a number of provisions related to maintaining the register.
Significantly, before the resolution on the initiation of the pre-trial investigation is made, it is
allowed to conduct an inspection of the scene of the incident, similarly as if the pre-trial
investigation was initiated upon submitting information. Despite this, even in the conditions of
martial law, it is still required to comply with the deadlines for entering information into the
URPTI, although a specific deadline for this has not been determined, there is an indication to
complete it urgently, within the shortest period of time possible [9, p. 25].

As we have already mentioned earlier, a significant number of problematic aspects related
to the efficiency of the pre-trial investigation would be resolved if the legislator expanded the
list of procedural tools to be used before entering information into the register. Thus giving the
opportunity to the investigator, inquirer or prosecutor to start a pre-trial investigation according
to the resolution, the legislator still defines only one investigative (search) action that can be
carried out before entering information into the URPTI — an inspection [10, pp. 241-246; 11,
pp. 246-256].

We are convinced that such autocratic position negatively affects the efficiency of the
pre-trial investigation and, correspondingly, the implementation of the tasks of the criminal
procedure, including the protection of the individual, society and the state from criminally
unlawful infringement. Today, it is still commonplace to aim for quantitative rather than
qualitative work of law enforcement agencies. Meanwhile, URPTI as a statistical data processing
system displays thousands of criminal proceedings, which investigators, due to the lack of time,
do not have the opportunity to examine fully, quickly, and without bias. It should be noted that
the problem does not lie in the lack of proper qualification or expertise of the investigators, but
rather in a considerable workload. This is precisely reflected by the URPTI, because it contains
data on the number of registered criminal proceedings against all pre-trial investigation bodies
of territorial divisions of the National Police on the territory of Ukraine. We are of the opinion
that the subject of sociological research should be the quantitative distribution of the workload
among these subdivisions and the assessment of the possibility of a qualitative investigation
under the conditions of having a certain number of criminal proceedings for a certain
investigative body of the National Police of Ukraine.

Conclusions. In accordance with the mandatory provisions of the current Criminal
Procedure Code of Ukraine, the stage of the criminal procedure, a pre-trial investigation begins
from the moment of entering information into the Unified Register of Pre-trial Investigations.
The given system functions similarly to the court's automated document management system,
where a judge, trial terms and other mandatory parameters are also autonomously appointed. It
should be noted that the URPTI is quite a useful tool in the organization of pre-trial investigation,
because it enables the control over the circulation of criminal proceedings and their movement
in the system of pre-trial investigation bodies.

Taking into consideration the introduction of martial law throughout the territory of
Ukraine, amendments were made to the CPC of Ukraine in view of the existence of an acute
socio-political turmoil, during which compliance with legal order is of great importance, for
which effective legal mechanisms are created, which are formed by the legislator, based on
certain objective circumstances and taking into account corresponding limits. However, a
significant number of problematic aspects related to the efficiency of the pre-trial investigation
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would be resolved if the legislator expanded the list of procedural tools to be used before entering
information into the register. By providing an opportunity for an investigator, inquirer or
prosecutor to start a pre-trial investigation according to the resolution, the legislator still defines
only one investigative (search) action that can be carried out before entering information into the
URPTI — an inspection. We are convinced that such autocratic position negatively affects the
efficiency of the pre-trial investigation and, correspondingly, the implementation of the tasks of
the criminal procedure, including the protection of the individual, society and the state from
criminally unlawful infringement. Today, it is still commonplace to aim for quantitative rather
than qualitative work of law enforcement agencies. Meanwhile, URPTI as a statistical data
processing system displays thousands of criminal proceedings, which investigators, due to the
lack of time, do not have the opportunity to examine fully, quickly, and without bias.
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ABSTRACT

The scientific article examines the conduct of procedural actions before entering information into
the Unified Register of Pretrial Investigations in terms of problematic aspects of modern time. The author
draws attention to the updated provisions for the initiation of a pre-trial investigation, in particular, the use of
the Unified Register of Pre-trial Investigations throughout its conduct.

Taking into account the fact that current procedural legislation has not yet regulated certain positions
regarding keeping records in the register and its organization, as well as the ability to conduct certain
investigative (search) actions before entering information, this argues for the need to transform a number of
provisions that relate to the beginning of a pre-trial investigation. Resolving this issue is important for
investigative practice. The article reveals problematic aspects of practical activity that can be solved by
conducting certain studies with the information contained in the Unified Register of Pretrial Investigations in
order to organize the activities of pretrial investigation bodies and direct them towards the implementation of
the tasks of the criminal process.

Keywords: Unified register of pre-trial investigations, procedural actions, inspection of the scene
of the incident, initiation of pre-trial investigation, investigative (search) actions.

YIK 342.7
DOI: 10.31733/2078-3566-2023-3-44-51

Iarik OTAHICSIH®

KaHIUIAT FOPUINIHAX HAYK
(Aninponemposcokutl Oeporcagrull yHigepcumem
eHympiwHix cnpas, M. /ninpo, Ykpaina)

ITPABOBI CTAHJIAPTH Y C®EPI 3AXUCTY
ITPAB JITEA B YMOBAX 36POMHOI'O
KOH®JIIKTY B YKPAIHI

B ymoBax BiitH1 0co0JIMBOI yBaru notpedyoTh AiTH, SKi € HaHOUTBII BPa3JIMBOO IPYIIOLO 1 CTAIOTh
TOJIOBHUMU XKEPTBAMH BOEHHHMX Jiil. JliTH, SIKi ONMHAIOTHCS B €MiLEHTpPi 30pPOHHNX KOH(IIIKTIB, CTUKAIOTBCS
3 0e3MocepeIHBOI0 3arPO300 I CBOT'O JKUTTS Ta 3/I0POB'S, NCHUXOJIOIIYHMM TPaBMaMHU Ta OOMEXKEHHSIM
JIOCTYITy JI0 OCBITH Ta 3ac00iB mpokuBaHHA. OCOOIMBO IOCTPO 11 MPOOJIEMH BiTIyBarOThCS B YKpaiHi, sKa
3a3Haa arpecii 3 00Ky pociiicbkoi (enepaii Ha cBoiii Tepuropii. KinbkicTs aiTei, mocTpa)xaaimx BHACIIIOK
30pOIfHOI arpecii, 3aIUIIAEThCS BHCOKOIO, IO CTaBUThH IEpel] YKPAaiHCBKUM YpSIOM CEpiHO3HI 3aBIaHHS
3a0e31eueHHs IXHbOI Oe3MeKH, OCBITH Ta COLIaIbHOI afanTanii. JlocsSTHeHHS TO3UTHBHUX PE3YJbTaTIiB B il
cepi norpedye BIPOBAHKEHHS KOMIUIEKCHHX 3aXOIB 3 MOKpANIEHHS IOCTYIY A0 SIKICHOI MEIMYHOL
JIOTIOMOT'H, OCBITH Ta COLUAJBHOI MIATPHMKH JUIS JiTed, mocTpaxxaanux Bin koHpuikry. Lle mepenbauae
CTBOPEHHS CIIELiIbHUX IEHTPIB pealbiiiTalli, IICHXOIOriuyHOi MATPUMKN Ta COLIadbHOI amamramii Juis
3a0e31eueHHsI IIOBHOIIHHOTO PO3BUTKY VISl KOXKHOI AUTHUHU, ITOCTPAKAAIIOL BT BOEHHOTO KOHQIIIKTY.

Knrouogi cnosa: npasa oumunu, npagosuii 3axucm, besnexa, azpecis, 3axXucm npag OUmuHu.

IMocranoBka mpobGiaemu. J[iTh € 0COONMBO BPa3IMBOIO KAaTEropi€lo HaCeIeHH,
BIKOBOIO TPYIIOO, SIKii HaWOlIbIle 3arpoXKye OiMHICTH Ta comianbHa 130i1smis. Takok BOHH €
OCHOBHHM CY0’€KTOM Ta 00’€KTOM CHCTEMHOI TUCKPUMIHAIIII, TKa 0COOIIMBO 3arOCTPIOETHCS B
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