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FORMS OF COOPERATION BETWEEN THE UNITS
OF THE STATE BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

AND PRE-TRIAL INVESTIGATION BODIES

AND THE MILITARY LAW ENFORCEMENT SERVICE
IN COUNTERING MILITARY CRIMINAL OFFENSES

Abstract. Purpose. The purpose of this article is to identify the forms of cooperation between the units
of the State Bureau of Investigation (SBI) and the pre-trial investigation bodies and the Military Law
Enforcement Service in countering military criminal offenses. Results. Military criminal offenses are
recognized as criminal offenses committed against the legally established procedure for performing or
undergoing military service, committed by servicemen, as well as conscripts and reservists during training
or assembly periods. It is emphasized that the term “cooperation” carries a significant semantic load. This
is explained both by the complexity and multiplicity of meanings of the term, as well as by the diversity
of perspectives from which it is studied. A common feature of nearly all definitions of the concept
of “cooperation” is that authors interpret it as coordinated activity aimed at achieving a goal, performing
tasks, or attaining a specific result. Conclusions. It is concluded that the forms of cooperation between
operational units and pre-trial investigation bodies in countering military criminal offenses constitute
a joint and coordinated activity based on legislative and subordinate regulatory acts (departmental
instructions), under the guiding and organizing role of an operational officer. This cooperation involves
a distribution of competence, functions, powers, and mutual responsibilities and is aimed at fulfilling
the tasks of criminal justice. The forms of cooperation are differentiated depending on the objectives
and tasks, the actors involved (operational unit officers, investigators), and the specific measures
and actions taken. Based on the findings, the article proposes the development of an Instruction on
Cooperation between the State Bureau of Investigation, pre-trial investigation bodies, and the Military
Law Enforcement Service. This Instruction should stipulate that cooperation is carried out at both strategic
and tactical levels. The strategic level includes the organization of the implementation of state policy in
the field of combating military crimes, eliminating their causes and conditions, and improving the legal
framework for combating military crimes. The tactical level encompasses the detection, documentation,
suppression, solving, and investigation of military crimes.
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1. Introduction

Since the beginning of the full-scale
invasion of Ukraine by the Russian Federation,
servicemen of the Armed Forces of Ukraine have
been defending our national borders. However,
despite the conscientious and honest fulfillment
of military duties by the overwhelming majority
of military personnel, incidents of military
criminal offenses committed by servicemen still
occur within the Armed Forces of Ukraine.

Military criminal offenses are recognized
as criminal acts against the legally established
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procedure of performing or undergoing military
service, committed by servicemen, as well as
by conscripts and reservists during the period
of military training or assembly.

In accordance with Article 5 of the Law
of Ukraine On the State Bureau of Investigation,
one of the key tasks of the State Bureau
of Investigation (hereinafter — SBI) is to
prevent, detect, suppress, solve, and investigate
criminal offenses against the procedure
of military service (Law of Ukraine On the State
Bureau of Investigation, 2015).
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According to official data, the majority
of criminal proceedings investigated by the SBI
concern military crimes.

Military crimes represent a particularly
complex category of offenses due to
the predominantly blanket nature of their legal
norms. That is, in order to determine whether
the elements of a criminal offense are present, it
is necessary to refer to numerous regulatory acts
that clarify relevant legal concepts.

Effective  counteraction to  military
criminal offenses is only possible through
the establishment of efficient cooperation
between operational units and pre-trial
investigation bodies.

In view of this, the issue of properly
organizing effective cooperation between
operational units and pre-trial investigation
bodies in countering military criminal offenses
is currently highly relevant and requires
continuous attention and the implementation
of practical measures for its improvement.

The theoretical foundation for the interaction
of authorized units with other actors involved in
countering military criminal offenses is formed
by the scholarly works of domestic and foreign
researchers in the fields of criminalistics, criminal
procedure, and the theory of operational
and investigative activities, in particular:
V. L. Vasylynchuk, O. M. Dzhuzha, V. V. Topchii,
S. R. Tagiyev, S. M. Kniaziev, D. Y. Nykyforchuk,
V.L. Ortynskyi, M. A. Pohoretskyi, Ye. D. Skulysh,
R.V.Osukhovskyi,O.0.Priadko,K.O.Chaplynskyi,
0. V. Pchelina, S. S. Cherniavskyi, V. V. Shendryk,
L. R. Shynkarenko, M. Ye. Shumylo, among others.

The works of these scholars have
primarily focused on general theoretical issues
of cooperation in countering criminal offenses.

At the same time, the problems of developing
aconceptual approach to the forms of cooperation
between operational units and pre-trial
investigation bodies in the context of countering
military criminal offenses, as well as ways to
improve this cooperation in light of current
legislative changes, remain outside the scope
of the aforementioned and other studies.

The absence of an in-depth, comprehensive
approach to studying these issues in the context
of combating military criminal offenses has
determined the relevance and the author’s
choice of the topic for this scientific article.

2. Specific Features of Defining the Concept
of "Cooperation"

The cooperation of the State Bureau
of Investigation (SBI) with other entities
involved in countering military criminal
offenses constitutes a form of organizing
both operational and investigative activities
and pre-trial investigations. Such cooperation
is aimed at consolidating forces and resources

to optimize performance and ensure the most
rapid achievement of common goals through
coordinated efforts (Priadko, 2023).

An analysis of existing research
shows that legal science has not yet
developed a unified approach to defining
the concepts of "cooperation," "collaboration,”
"coordination," "alignment,"” and "assistance." In
philosophy, cooperation is viewed as a category
reflecting the processes of mutual influence
among various entities, their interdependence,
changes in state, and the generation of one
object by another.

Theoretical definitions of cooperation are
largely based on the core principles of military
science, where cooperation is seen as a specific
process organized according to task, location,
and timing with the aim of effectively
utilizing available forces and means to achieve
the required result in the performance of service
(combat) duties.

The term "cooperation" implies "to act
jointly," "to work together,” "to collaborate,"
and it is grounded in law and subordinate
regulations. Cooperation represents joint
or coordinated actions by operational units
among themselves and with other departments
and services, carried out within their
competence and directed toward detecting
and preventing crimes, as well as neutralizing
the causes and conditions that contribute to
their commission (Kovalenko, Moisieiev, Tatsii,
Shemshuchenko, 2010).

As  noted by K.O. Chaplynskyi,
the prompt solving and investigation of serious
and especially grave crimes directly depends
on proper cooperation between operational
and investigative units. Such cooperation enables
effective planning of initial investigative (search)
and procedural actions, as well as operational
search measures (Chaplynskyi, 2022).

Inthisregard,thepositionof V.I. Vasylynchuk
is appropriate: errors in establishing proper
cooperation result in the loss of relevance
and often the accuracy of acquired information.
As a consequence, investigative efforts may
yield poor results (Vasylynchuk, 2014).

It is also worth agreeing with the opinion
of O.V. Pchelina, who asserts that cooperation
enables the optimization of activity by its
participants, thereby ensuring the effectiveness
of pre-trial investigation and judicial
proceedings as a whole, as well as operational
search and covert investigative (search) actions
(Pchelina, 2015). It is one of the methods
of combating crime that involves coordination
and combination of the efforts of several persons,
units, or agencies in accordance with the law
in order to optimize pre-trial investigations
of criminal offenses (Pchelina, 2020).
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Upon analyzing the definitions
of cooperation, it can be concluded that
the term carries significant semantic weight.
This is due to the complexity and polysemy
of the term, as well as the wide range of contexts
in which it is studied. A common feature
of nearly all definitions of "cooperation” is that
authors interpret it as coordinated activity
aimed at achieving a goal, performing tasks, or
attaining a result.

According to Article 7 of the Law
of Ukraine On Operational and Investigative
Activities, the units conducting operational
and investigative work are required to
cooperate with each other and with other
law enforcement bodies, including relevant
authorities of foreign states and international
anti-terrorist organizations, for the purpose
of prompt and full prevention, detection,
and suppression of criminal offenses (Law
of Ukraine On Operational and Investigative
Activities, 1992).

Article 22 of the Law of Ukraine On
the State Bureau of Investigation defines SBI’s
cooperation with other state authorities
and the central executive authority. The staffing
structures of the central offices of such bodies
provide for positions whose official duties
include cooperation with the State Bureau
of Investigation (Law of Ukraine On the State
Bureau of Investigation, 2015).

The Strategic Program of the State Bureau
of Investigation for 2017-2022 highlighted,
as a separate focus, SBI’s cooperation with
state authorities and law enforcement agencies
in countering criminal offenses, including
military crimes. Such cooperation should
be based on the principles of the rule of law,
legality, impartiality, and the independence
of each body, in alignment with the objectives
of criminal proceedings. It is to be implemented
in the following forms: exchange of information;
joint  research  activities;  development
of measures to achieve criminal justice
objectives and minimize corruption risks
within each agency; locating individuals
evading investigation; recovery of assets
obtained through criminal means; protection
of law enforcement officers and participants
in criminal proceedings; preparation of joint
legal acts for effective cooperation; and other
forms of cooperation not prohibited by current
legislation (Strategic Program of the State
Bureau of Investigation for 2017—-2022, 2017).

3. Defining the Forms of Cooperation
Between Units of the State Bureau
of Investigation

One of the forms of cooperation between
units of the State Bureau of Investigation (SBI)
is the exchange of operational information
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between the SBI and the National Anti-
Corruption Bureau of Ukraine, the internal
affairs bodies, the National Police of Ukraine,
the Security Service of Ukraine, the Bureau
of Economic Security of Ukraine, regarding
joint operations, and other state authorities
that, in accordance with the law, carry out
operational and investigative activities. Such
exchange is conducted upon written instruction
of the heads of the respective units (Law
of Ukraine On the State Bureau of Investigation,
November 2015).

Taking into account that, pursuant to
Part 3 of Article 216 of the Criminal Procedure
Code of Ukraine, the units of the SBI have
jurisdiction over criminal offenses “..against
the established procedure for military service
(military criminal offenses), except for offenses
stipulated in Article 422 of the Criminal Code
of Ukraine,” the legislator did not define, in
Article 22 of the Law of Ukraine On the State
Bureau of Investigation, the mechanism for
cooperation between the SBI and the Command
of the Military Law Enforcement Service in
the Armed Forces of Ukraine.

The Military Law Enforcement Service
in the Armed Forces of Ukraine is a special
law enforcement formation within the Armed
Forces of Ukraine, established to ensure law
and order and military discipline among
servicemen of the Armed Forces of Ukraine in
locations of military unit deployment, military
educational institutions, establishments
and organizations, military garrisons, as well
as on the streets and in public places. Its tasks
also include the prevention and suppression
of criminal and other offenses within the Armed
Forces of Ukraine; protection of the life,
health, rights, and legal interests of servicemen,
conscripts during training, and employees
of the Armed Forces of Ukraine; safeguarding
military property from theft and other unlawful
encroachments; and participation in countering
sabotage and terrorist acts at military facilities.

In accordance with Article 3 of the Law
of Ukraine On the Military Law Enforcement
Service in the Armed Forces of Ukraine, the core
tasks of the Service include: identifying causes,
preconditions, and circumstances of criminal
and other offenses committed in military units
and at military facilities; locating persons who
have deserted or are absent without leave;
preventing and suppressing criminal and other
offenses in the Armed Forces of Ukraine;
assisting, within its competence, operational
and investigative bodies, pre-trial investigation
authorities, courts, public authorities, local self-
government bodies, military command bodies,
enterprises, institutions, and organizations in
the performance of their statutory duties.
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Article 8 of the same Law tasks
the Military Law Enforcement Service with
a range of functions, including cooperation
with military formations established under
Ukrainian law, the National Police of Ukraine,
and other law enforcement agencies. This
includes the exchange of information with such
agencies to detect offenses; and the execution,
within the limits of its competence and in
accordance with the law, of instructions from
investigators and prosecutors, as well as court
rulings and judges’ resolutions (Law of Ukraine
On the Military Law Enforcement Service in
the Armed Forces of Ukraine, 2002).

Accordingly, the Military Law Enforcement
Service is obliged to cooperate with law
enforcement bodies, including the SBI units, in
particular through the exchange of information
to detect military criminal offenses.

Pursuant to Articles 9 and 25 of the Law
of Ukraine On the Prosecutor’s Office, Articles
5, 6, and 22 of the Law of Ukraine On
the State Bureau of Investigation, Articles 7
and 8 of the Law of Ukraine On the Military
Law Enforcement Service in the Armed Forces
of Ukraine, and Clauses 3 and 4 of the Regulations
on the Ministry of Defence of Ukraine, approved
by Resolution of the Cabinet of Ministers
of Ukraine No. 671 of November 26, 2014 (as
amended by Resolution No. 730 of October
19, 2016), in order to ensure the exchange
of information between the Prosecutor’s
Office, the State Bureau of Investigation,
and the Military Law  Enforcement
Service in the Armed Forces of Ukraine,
the Office of the Prosecutor General, the SBI,
and the Ministry of Defence of Ukraine jointly
adopted Order No. 25/60/99 of February
9, 2024 On the Exchange of Information
Between the Prosecutor’s Office, the State
Bureau of Investigation, and the Military Law
Enforcement Service in the Armed Forces
of Ukraine Regarding Offenses Committed by
Servicemen, Employees of the Ministry of Defence
of Ukraine, the Armed Forces of Ukraine,
and the State Special Transport Service,
Conscripts and  Reservists During Military
Assemblies, and the Conduct of Corresponding
Verifications.

According to this Order, and in line with
Article 222 of the Criminal Procedure Code
of Ukraine, and for the purpose of ensuring
the fulfillment of criminal justice tasks within
the scope of competence, the exchange
of information concerning offenses committed
by servicemen, employees of the Ministry
of Defence of Ukraine, the Armed Forces
of Ukraine, and the State Special Transport
Service, as well as by conscripts and reservists
during military assemblies, and the conduct

of corresponding verifications, shall be ensured
in the manner defined by this Order.

Following the registration of information
about criminal offenses under Articles 402,
403, 405, 407, 408, and 429 of the Criminal
Code of Ukraine in the Unified Register
of Pre-Trial Investigations, investigators,
inquiry officers, heads of pre-trial investigation
units of the State Bureau of Investigation,
and prosecutors of specialized military defense
prosecution offices are obliged to notify, in
writing, the respective command authorities
of the Military Law Enforcement Service in
the Armed Forces of Ukraine.

Bythe5thdayofeachmonth,themanagement
bodies of the Military Law Enforcement
Service in the Armed Forces of Ukraine must
provide the head of the corresponding pre-
trial investigation body of the SBI's territorial
office with a reconciliation act in two copies.
This act includes information on criminal
offenses committed by servicemen, employees
of the Ministry of Defense of Ukraine,
the Armed Forces of Ukraine, and the State
Special Transport Service, as well as conscripts
and reservists during military assemblies, along
with the results of their pre-trial investigations.
(Order of the Prosecutor General’s Office,
the State Bureau of Investigation, and the Ministry
of Defense of Ukraine “On the exchange
of information between the Prosecutor’s Office,
the State Bureau of Investigation, and the Military
Law Enforcement Service of the Armed Forces
of Ukraine regarding offenses committed by
servicemen, employees of the Ministry of Defense
of Ukraine, the Armed Forces of Ukraine
and the State Special Transport Service, conscripts
and reservists during military training, as well as
conducting relevant reconciliations,” 2024).

According to V.V. Topchii, the choice
of the form of cooperation depends on the nature
of the investigative or operational-search
situation arising during criminal proceedings or
operational-search activities and is determined
by the investigator, who initiates and exercises
procedural control over it (Topchii, 2014).

In accordance with the Law of Ukraine On
Operational and Investigative Activities (paras. 1
and 2 of Article 10), materials obtained through
operational and investigative measures may
serve as grounds and reasons for initiating pre-
trial investigations and for obtaining factual
data that may be used as evidence in criminal
proceedings (Law of Ukraine On Operational
and Investigative Activities, 1992).

During the investigation of military
criminal offenses, the general goal is to fulfill
the objectives of criminal proceedings as
outlined in Article 2 of the Criminal Procedure
Code of Ukraine. This overarching goal is

35



2/2024

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW AND PROCESS

achieved through resolving intermediate, or
so-called “tactical,” tasks—an operational
and criminalistic term—which may include
establishing specific circumstances of a crime,
identifying the offender and/or accomplices,
collecting sufficient evidence, etc.

It is evident that the authorized units tasked
with countering military crimes do not operate
in isolation. Therefore, in the course of their
professional activities, they interact with other
entities pursuing similar or related objectives,
in particular operational units.

An analysis of practical experience reveals
thatoneofthe problematicareasin cooperation is
the internal interaction between the operational
and investigative units of the SBI. According
to the requirements of the Criminal Procedure
Code of Ukraine, there are specific limitations
on the activities of operational unit staff
at the pre-trial investigation stage. As stipulated
in Article 41 of the CPC, they may conduct
investigative (search) actions and covert
investigative (search) actions only upon written
instruction from an investigator, inquiry
officer, or prosecutor (Criminal Procedure Code
of Ukraine, 2012).

Moreover, the majority of operational-search
measures (OSMs) and covert investigative
actions (CIAs) are carried out directly by
operational  personnel upon instruction
from an investigator or prosecutor. In some
cases, the investigator merely forwards
the information obtained by operational
officers to the prosecutor without examining
the collected materials. There are frequent
instances when, in order to expedite the process,
operational officers draft motions for conducting
OSMs and CIAs on behalf of the investigator.
Thus, it is reasonable to agree with the opinion
of R.V. Osukhovskyi that the term "operational
activity" today is no longer synonymous with
"rapid” or "swift" (Osukhovskyi, 2022).

The statutory grounds for
the interaction between the operational
and investigative units of the State Bureau
of Investigation (SBI) are as follows:
a) the common purpose and objectives
of the operational and investigative units;
b) the equal legal force of procedural acts
prepared by operational and investigative
officers—namely, the protocols of procedural
actions drawn up by operational personnel
carry  the same  evidentiary  value
as those compiled by investigators;
¢) the need to utilize the capacities of operational
units during the conduct of covert investigative
(search) actions (CISAs).

S.M. Kniaziev provides an insightful
interpretation by distinguishing the interaction
between operational and investigative units
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along the lines of their activities, namely:
procedural and organizational (non-procedural)
forms of cooperation (Kniaziev, 2019).

We support the view of scholars that
the foundation of interaction between
operational and investigative units of the SBI
in the context of combating military criminal
offenses lies in the norms of the Criminal
Procedure Code of Ukraine, while other
legislative and subordinate acts only detail
certain aspects of such interaction.

An analysis of the CPC of Ukraine shows
that the term interaction appears only in
Article 571, “Establishment and Activities
of Joint Investigation Teams.” However,
interaction is implicitly addressed in other
provisions of the CPC of Ukraine, including:

1. regulations on the execution of individual
procedural —actions upon request from
competent authorities of foreign states within
the framework of international cooperation
(Article 4 and Chapter IX of the CPC
of Ukraine);

2. during the exercise of procedural
supervision over the pre-trial investigation by
the prosecutor (Article 36 of the CPC);

3. when assigning the conduct
of investigative (search) actions and CISAs to
the relevant operational units (Articles 40, 40-1,
and 41 of the CPC), among others (Criminal
Procedure Code of Ukraine, 2012).

In the course of the study, it was found that
the procedural forms of interaction (regulated
by the Law of Ukraine On Operational
and Investigative Activities and the CPC
of Ukraine) include:

— providing assistance to the investigator
in conducting investigative (search) and covert
investigative (search) actions (Article 40
of the CPC);

—  instructions and  orders  from
the investigator regarding the performance
of CISAs (Articles 40 and 246 of the CPC);

— documenting and transmitting the results
of CISAs to the investigator or prosecutor
(Article 252 of the CPC).

Such cooperation is conditioned upon
the existence of legal grounds and preconditions
for the conduct of these actions, namely:

— the inability to obtain information about
a military criminal offense and the identity
of the perpetrator by other means;

— the conduct of CISAs exclusively in
serious or especially serious military crimes
(although locating a radio-electronic device
may also be allowed in other types of crimes);

— the conduct of CISAs based solely on
a ruling of an investigating judge, except for
locating a radio-electronic device, which
may be initiated, in urgent cases, pursuant to
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Article 250 of the CPC, based on a resolution
by the investigator approved by the prosecutor.

Organizational ~ (non-procedural)  forms
of interaction (those provided by departmental
regulations) include:

— coordinated action within investigation
task forces (ITFs);

— joint planning of covert investigative
(search) actions;

— exchange of operationally significant
information (including the use of criminalistics
and operational records);

— joint use of forensic and operational-
technical tools;

— consultations;

— coordination of covert investigative
(search) actions;

— joint analysis of the causes and conditions
contributing to the commission of the crime,
and discussions of preventive measures;

— mutual support using available resources
and personnel;

— exchange of professional experience;

- participation of operational
and investigative unit heads in briefings
and analyses of CISAs;

— joint issuance of analytical reviews
and methodological recommendations based
on the results of CISAs; — development
of proposals for regulations aimed at improving
cooperation between operational units and pre-
trial investigation bodies in countering military
criminal offenses.

4. Conclusions

To summarize, the forms of interaction
between operational units and pre-trial
investigation bodies in combating military
criminal  offenses  represent  coordinated
and joint activities based on legislative
and subordinate regulatory acts (including
departmental instructions). These activities are
carried out under the guiding and organizational
role of the operational officer and involve a clear
distribution of competences, functions, powers,
and mutual obligations. The ultimate aim is to
achieve the objectives of criminal justice.

The forms of interaction are differentiated
depending on the goals and tasks,
the actors involved (operational unit personnel,
investigators), and the specific measures
and actions undertaken.

As a result of the study, it is proposed to
develop a Guideline on the Interaction between
the State Bureau of Investigation, Pre-trial
Investigation Bodies, and the Military Law
Enforcement Service, which would define
interaction as being implemented at both
strategic and tactical levels.

— The strategic level entails organizing
the implementation of state policy in

the field of combating military crimes,
eliminating the causes and conditions of their
occurrence, and improving the legal framework
for addressing military offenses.

—  The tactical level includes
the detection, documentation, prevention,
solving, and investigation of military crimes.
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®OPMU B3AEMO/III MIZIPO3/ILIIB IEP;KABHOTO BIOPO
PO3CJIIYBAHD 3 OPTAHAMH JIOCYIOBOTO PO3CJIIIYBAHHS
TA BIFICBKOBOIO CJIV3KBOIO ITIPABOIIOPSI/IKY /T YAC ITIPOTUIIT
BIIICbKOBUM KPUMIHAJIBHUM ITPABOIIOPYIIIEHHSIM

Awnorauiss. Mema. Metoto crarti € BusHaueHHs (POPM B3aEMOIIT HiAPO3/LIB €PKABHOTO OIOPO PO3CIIILY-
BaHb 3 OpPraHaMu J0CY0BOIO PO3CIIILYBaHH Ta BIiICbKOBOIO CJIy:K0010 PABONOPSIKY I1i/1 Yac HPOTH Biii-
CHKOBIM KPVIMiHAJIBHIM IPABOTIOPYTITEHHAM. Peayismamu. BilicbKOBIMI KPIIMiHATIBHIMHE TTPABOTIOPYITIEH-
HSIMU BU3HAIOTBCS KPUMiHAJIBHI TIPABOIOPYIIEHHS IPOTH BCTAHOBJIEHOTO 3aKOHOIABCTBOM TIOPSI/IKY HECCHHS
a00 IPOXOKEHHS BificbKOBOI CJ1y:KOU, BUMHEH] BICHKOBOCIYKOOBIISIME, 8 TAKOK BilicbKOBO30OOB sI3aHUMH
Ta pe3epBiCTaMy ITij[ Yac IPOXOKeHHs 300piB. HarosiomieHo, 1o TepMiH «B3acMOIisi» Hece fiysKe Garato cMuc-
JIOBUX HaBaHTaxKeHb. LIe TTOSACHIOETHCS K CKIAHICTIO Ta 6araTo3HAYHICTIO JAHOTO TEPMIiHY, TaK i pisHOMaHIT-
HICTIO acrekTiB ioro BuB4eHHs. CHiJIbHOIO PHCOIO MaiiKe BCIX HABEJIEHNX BU3HAYEHD TIOHATTS «B3aEMO/Iis»
€ Te, 1110 ABTOPU TJIyMauaTh B3AEMO/IIIO SIK Y3TOJIKEHY [IisS/IbHICTh, CIIPSIMOBAHY Ha JIOCSTHEHHS METH, BUKOHAH-
Hsl 3aBJIaHb a00 [OCSTHEHHS Pe3yJisTary. Buctnoeku. 3pobiieHo BUCHOBOK, 1110 (hOpM B3aEMO/IIT OllepaTHBHIX
TT/IPO3/IUIIB 3 OPraHaMU JIOCY/I0BOTO PO3CIIYBAHHS T1i/T Yac MPOTH/il BilIChKOBUM KPUMiHATBHIM MTPABOIIO-
PYILIEHHSIM SIBJISIE COOOIO CITLIbHY Y3TOJUKEHY JIisUIbHICTh, 3aCHOBaHY Ha 3aKOHAX 1 MiBAKOHHUX HOPMATUBHUX
akTax (BiIOMUMX IHCTPYKIIiSIX ), P KEPiBHIll Ta OPraHi3yiouiii poJii OlepaTuBHOTO MPAIiBHIKA, 3 PO3MOILIOM
KOMIIeTeHIiT, GYHKIIIH, TOBHOBAKEHb, B3AEMHNX 000B I3KIB, SIKa HAIIPABJIeHa Ha BUPIIIEHHS 3aBIaHb KPUMi-
HaslbHOTO cyourHcTBa. Dopmu B3aeMozii udepeHIiiioBaH] 3a/Ie;KHO Bijl METH i 3aB/iatb, cy0'e€KTiB (Tpatlis-
HUKM OIIePaTUBHIX MiZIPO3/ILJIiB, CJIi/I4i) Ta KOHKPETHHX 3aXO0/IiB Ta [iil. B rpotteci octiipkents 3arpornoHoBa-
HO Po3poGKTH [HCTPYKILIO IIPO B3aeMojiiio oprauis JlepKkaBHOTo GIOPO PO3CIIYBAHb 3 OPraHAMK J0CYI0BOTO
PO3CIILyBaHHsI Ta BIlICbKOBOIO CIIyKOOH0 TIPABOIIOPSIIKY Y SIKiil BUBHAUNTH, 1O B3aEMO/Isl 3/[IHCHIOEThCS HA
crpateriyHoMy i TakTuaHOMY Hanpsivax. Crpareriunuii Harpsm nepeadayac opratisaiiiio peasisarii gepkas-
HOI IOMITUKH Y cpepi GOpoThOM 3 BIHCHKOBUMM 3/104MHAMM, YCYHEHHS IIPUYKH | YMOB iX ICHYBaHHsI, Y0CKO-
HaJIEHHSI TIPaBOBOI 0a3u 60POTHOM 3 BIliCbKOBUMHE 3J104MHAMHE. TAKTUUHUIT BKIIIOYAE B ceOe BUSIBICHHSI, JOKY-
MEHTYBAHHSI, IPUITMHEHHS, PO3KPUTTS Ta PO3CJIi/[yBaHHS BilICbKOBUX 3JIOUMHIB.

Kmouosi cmoBa: /lepxkasre 610po po3cifyBaib, OpPraHd TOCYA0BOTO PO3CTiLyBaHHs, BiiiChKOBI
3JIOUMH.
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