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«3. YBoperns COI' 3a y4acTio omepaTHBHUX HpaliBHUKIB [lemapTraMeHTy KiOepromimii
HamionmaneHoi momimii YkpaiHm, HOro CTPyKTypHHX MiJPO3AINIB, IS PO3CHiAyBaHHS
KpUMIHAJIbHUX MPABOMOPYIIEHb y cepi BUKOPUCTAHHS KOMIIT FOTEPIB, CHCTEM Ta KOMIT FOTEPHUX
MepexX 1 Mepex eNeKTPO3B’SI3Ky 3IIMCHIOEThCA 3a CIIJIBHHM HaKa30M KepiBHMKA OpraHy
JIOCYZIOBOTO PO3CINiTyBaHHS Ta KEPiBHUKA BIAIOBITHOTO ONEPATHBHOIO MiAPO3ALTY. YTBOpEHHS
COI' y KpuMiHaJIBHOMY TPOBa/DKECHHI, JOCYJOBE pO3CIiJAyBaHHS Y SKOMY 3[iCHIOETBCS
lonoBHuM cnijuuM yrpaeniHHsM HarionansHOT moninii YkpaiHu, 37iHCHIOETBCS 3a HakKa3oM
I'onmoBu HamionansHoi momimii Ykpainn abo 3a Haka3oMm 3acTymHmka [omoBum HamioHamsHOT
noyinii YkpaiHu — HadanbHHKa ['OJIOBHOTO CIIITYOTO YIPaBIiHHS, ITOTOKEHHM KEPiBHHITBOM
Jenapramenty ki6eproninii Hanionanenoi nomimii Ykpainu. Crapmum COT e chiguuid, sikoro
KepiBHUKOM OpraHy JOCYHZOBOIO pO3CHiTyBaHHS BH3HA4UECHO 3JIiIICHIOBaTH  JIOCYIOBE
PO3CIiTyBaHHS KPHMIHAIEHOTO IIPABOIOPYIICHHS.

3anpornoHoOBaHi HAMH NPOIO3HIlii, HA HAIIY YMKY, CIIPUATAUMYTh €)eKTUBHOCTI B3a€MOJIIi
OpraHiB JOCYIOBOIO PO3CIiyBaHHS Ta ONEPATHBHUX MiAPO3IiIiB Kibepnomiiii mijg yac npoTumii
37I04MHAM Y cdepi IHTeNeKTyaabHOI BIACHOCTI.
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CONDUCT OF SIMULTANEOUS INTERROGATION OF PREVIOUSLY
INTERROGATED PERSONS DURING THE INVESTIGATION OF CRIMINAL
OFFENSES AGAINST MORALITY: DIRECTIONS OF IMPROVEMENT

The investigation of criminal offenses against morality obliges authorized persons
(investigator, investigator, prosecutor) to carry out all possible procedural actions as efficiently
and quickly as possible until its indictment. In accordance with Part 2 of Art. 42 of the Criminal
Procedure Code of Ukraine, the accused is the person against whom the indictment was submitted
to the court [5]. That is, from the moment information is entered into the EDPR and before the
indictment is drawn up, the indicated persons must conduct the maximum number of investigative
(search) actions, covert investigative (search) actions and other procedural actions, which will
ensure the objectivity of the decision made. Among the specified actions, simultaneous
interrogation of previously interrogated persons occupies an important place. In terms of the
investigated category of illegal acts, its implementation is extremely important, since a large
number of persons (victims, witnesses, suspects) are involved in their commission. At the same
time, in most cases, they all provide somewhat or completely contradictory indications. Due to the
implementation of the specified procedural action, it is possible to eliminate these contradictions
or inaccuracies [2, p. 305].

It should be noted that simultaneous interrogation was conducted in 82 % of criminal
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proceedings of the studied category. On the basis of a questionnaire of law enforcement officers,
the significant effectiveness of simultaneous interrogations of members of an organized group or
criminal organization (pimp, prostitute, owner of a place of debauchery, etc.) was established,
which is characterized by the elimination of contradictions in 58 % of cases.

Regarding the list of organizational and preparatory measures, in our opinion, the most
complete and accurate is given in his own monographic study by K. Chaplinskyi [8, p. 274-282].
We adjusted it somewhat in accordance with the changes in the Code of Criminal Procedure of
Ukraine and defined the following measures:

— full and comprehensive study of criminal proceedings materials;

— making a decision on simultaneous interrogation of previously interrogated persons;

— determining the time and place of simultaneous interrogation of previously interrogated
persons;

— establishment of circumstances to be ascertained;

— conducting an additional interrogation;

— determination of the persons between whom the simultaneous interrogation of
previously interrogated persons will be conducted and the sequence of their interrogation;

— selection of participants for simultaneous interrogation of previously interrogated
persons;

— psychological training of participants in the simultaneous interrogation of previously
interrogated persons;

— determination and preparation of technical means of recording the simultaneous
interrogation of previously interrogated persons;

— creation of favorable conditions for simultaneous interrogation of previously
interrogated persons;

— drawing up a plan for simultaneous interrogation of previously interrogated persons.

We consider it necessary to consider the most important organizational and preparatory
measures in the investigation of criminal offenses against morality. Such, in particular, is the
determination of the persons between whom the simultaneous interrogation of previously
interrogated persons and the order of their interrogation will be conducted. During it, the
authorized person must take into account the possible influence of persons on each other. In this
regard, we support the position of O. Luskatov, who emphasizes that first you need to listen to the
opinion of persons with a more «weak» psyche or persons who give truthful testimony [6, p. 27].
And indeed, during the investigation of the studied category of illegal acts, there will definitely be
persons of the specified type (for example, prostitutes, minors).

The study of judicial and investigative practice made it possible to conclude that the
number of persons involved in the specified investigative (search) action

is as follows:

a) two interviewees — 95 %;

b) three — 4 %;

¢) four or more — 1 %.

In addition, the analysis of the questionnaire of the respondents indicates the highest
efficiency of the interrogation between two people — 99 %. In the course of the study, it was found
that the indicated investigative (search) action was carried out in 68 % of cases between members
of an organized group or criminal organization (pimp, recruiter), pimp and witness — 21 %, pimp
and victim — 10 %, victims — 1 %.

We support scientists who emphasize that it is not recommended to conduct simultaneous
interrogation between the following categories of persons:

— between persons, each of whom gives knowingly false testimony;

— if there is reasonable evidence that the persons with whom the face-to-face bet is to be
conducted have agreed to give false testimony;

— with the participation of a suspect who partially admits his guilt, but is prone to
changing his testimony;

— between persons from whom the one giving truthful testimony is financially, family or
otherwise dependent on another participant;

— when one of its participants refuses to testify in the presence of another person;

— between a minor and an adult, if there is reason to believe that the adult will negatively
influence the testimony of the minor, etc. [4, p. 30].

In turn, K. Chaplinsky defined the following main circumstances to be investigated: finding
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out the reasons for the contradictions in the statements of the interrogated persons and their
elimination; exposure of one of the interrogators in giving false (incomplete) testimony;
verification of the veracity of statements of previously interrogated persons; overcoming honest
mistakes of the interrogated; psychological influence on an unscrupulous participant in
investigative action in order to induce him to give truthful testimony; strengthening the willpower
and positions of a conscientious participant of the direct bet; discovery and establishment of
evidence and new circumstances relevant to the case; verification and assessment of forensic
versions; additional verification and confirmation of statements of witnesses, victims, accused
persons, suspects; strengthening the position of certain participants in the investigative action who
gave truthful statements, etc. [7, p. 355].

It should be noted that both non-conflict and conflict situations may arise during the direct
simultaneous interrogation. A certain set of tactical techniques can be used to solve them. In turn,
V. Konovalova and V. Shepitko offered the following list of tactical techniques:

— supporting communication with the presentation of evidence;

— masking the goal of the eye bet;

— the suddenness of its implementation;

— concealment of the investigator’s awareness of certain circumstances of the case;

— conducting several face-to-face bets in a row with a dishonest participant or conducting
a face-to-face bet in combination with an interrogation;

— conducting eye bets according to increasing strength [3, p. 239].

On the basis of the conducted research, we identified the most effective tactical methods of
simultaneous interrogation: the use of contradictions in an organized group or criminal
organization (for example, between a pimp and a prostitute), involving the interrogated in a
dispute [1, p. 221]. In addition, as noted earlier, the establishment of psychological contact and the
presentation of evidence will be important tactical techniques.

Summing up, we note that the simultaneous interrogation of previously interrogated
persons is a rather important investigative (search) action during the investigation of criminal
offenses against morality. Thanks to its implementation, it is possible to eliminate contradictions
in the testimony of participants in criminal proceedings. Measures of an organizational and
preparatory nature have been defined, among which the following are highlighted: identification of
persons between whom simultaneous interrogation of previously interrogated persons will be
conducted and the sequence of their interrogation; establishment of circumstances to be
ascertained. On the basis of the conducted research, we identified the most effective tactical
techniques of simultaneous interrogation: the use of contradictions in an organized group or
criminal organization (for example, between a pimp and a prostitute), involving the interrogated in
a dispute. In addition, establishing psychological contact and presenting evidence will be
important tactical techniques.
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