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raiding, improve supervision of the observance egality in the market of mergers and
acquisitions, to ensure coordination of law enfareat and regulatory authorities and executive
authorities and local governments.

Improvement of legislation, regulation of relationglated to corporate disputes,
strengthening the criminal responsibility for orgamg raiding.

Targeted formation of negative attitudes in socityl condemnation of any attempt to
capture illegal businesses, active involvementaaf Enforcement and regulatory agencies and
NGOs. After all, civil society is an indicator dfe effectiveness of government action to combat
illegal activities intruders.

On some individual parts counter raiding, then,oading to lawyers, the best way to
protect yourself from raiding - to focus more ogdksupport of corporate procedures at the
facility. Many raiding starts due to a misundersiiag between the shareholders, and therefore
in the creation of enterprises is essential spall#dthe structure of government relations future
business owners, as well as ways and mechanisdecigion-making asset management.

Keywords: corporate raiding, right of ownership, illegal restribution of propert, illegal
alienation of propert, unfriendly absorption.
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SIMULTANEOUS INTERROGATION OF TWO EARLIER
INTERROGATED PERSONS: ORGANIZATIONAL ASPECT

Yammucbka Q). A. OqHoyacHMid 10NKC ABOX paHille JONMUTAHUX OCI0: opraHizamiiHui
acnekT. JlocniukeHO aKkTyasbHI MPOOJEMHI MUTaHHS OpraHi3aliifHoro 3a0e3MevyeHHsT MPOBEICHHS
OJTHOYACHOTO JIOTIMTY JIBOX paHille JOMUTaHUX oci0. Po3risHyTo opraHi3amiifHO-iroTOBYl 3aX011
710 TIPOBEACHHS OHOYACHOT'O JOMHUTY 3a Y4acTIO MiJJO3PIOBAaHUX 1 OOBUHYBAYECHHX.

Knrwuosi cnosa. opeanizayis, opeanizayiiine 3a0e3neyenHsi, ciodi 0ii, 0OHOYACHUL OONUM.

Statement of the problem. Simultaneous interrogation of two early
interrogated persons («confrontation») is the mostmmon and effective
investigative action, which gathers information aibtihe criminal offence and the
criminal activities of certain persons. This is daethe high informative features
simultaneous interrogation and reliability, ease sjpeed of obtaining results.

At the same time, the simultaneous interrogatioanis of the most difficult
investigatory actions. On the one hand, the conmyl@xX the investigations is that
the investigator does not possess by the time tigat®ns exhaustive data about
the personality of the offender and a certain arhofirevidence that can be used
during its implementation. On the other hand, sogue(accused) are not always
interested in a full and comprehensive disclosuré mvestigation of criminal
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offences, which cannot but affect the truthfulneksheir testimony. In addition,
victims and witnesses is a negative impact fromdide of the criminals, which
often leads to changes in their testimony.

Despite this, successful confrontation and positiesults depends on the
quality of the possession of the investigators Kedge of the laws of thought,
logical methods and techniques, the laws of psygyoblnd tactics developed in
criminalistics.

Generalization of investigative practice has shdhat a confrontation was
held with the investigation of criminal offencesaatst life, health and sexual
freedom - 81 %; committed criminal groups - 80 @Yaiast property - 78 %; in the
sphere of economic activity - 51 %; against puldafety, public order and
morality - 49 %; in the field of performance manamgat - 13 %. However, despite
its prevalence, this investigative action has dematlow efficiency. Today, a
significant percentage of staff investigative umtsanternal Affairs bodies (71 %)
considered the simultaneous interrogation inefficiand often uses it only to
confirm previous evidence of participants, thattes,hold them in place. This
approach unnecessarily narrows the possible igatste actions as a way of
obtaining evidence from personal sources. The tgtuaon the one hand, due to
the particular complexity and laboriousness in prefy and conducting this
investigation, and on the other, the lack of forersowledge and professional
communicative skills of the investigator about thienultaneous interrogation.
Despite this, the organizational support simultaiseanterrogation previously
interrogated persons today has a number of outsigdganizational and tactical
problems.

Analysis of publications which discuss the solutiorio this problem. A
common tactic of simultaneous interrogation presipuinterrogated persons
covered fully enough scientists, criminologists apobcessually in forensic
literature. In particular, a significant contribani to the development of scientific
bases of investigative steps made famous scigntisisinologists and scientists,
in particular, M.V. Bakharev, O.M. Vasiliev, V.K.&gelsky, F. W. Glazyrin, A.V.
Dulov, L.M. Carneeva, V.O.Konovalova, E.D. Lukjardav, M.l. Porubov, O. V.
Solov'ev, S.M. Stahivskiy, O.R. Ratinov, V.M. Tesimyk, K.O Chaplinsky, V.Y.
Shepitko and others. The significance of the cotetlicesearch is predicated on
the creation of a solid base for further researdprovements tactics of the
production of this investigative actions, which aieely used in law enforcement
practice and is a common way of collecting act@adrom personal sources.

However, at present there is no integrated devedopmwith tactical support
for simultaneous interrogation previously interrmgh persons Not fully
investigated the factors affecting the efficiendycarrying out this investigation.
In the literature were not considered and weresnbjected to analysis of typical
tactical errors investigators that affect the dif@mess of the simultaneous
interrogation.

So, thepurpose of this article is to highlight the problem of argzational
Issues organizational support simultaneous intatrog previously interrogated
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persons taking into account the modern needs ahttestigative practices.

Basic content.In criminal proceedings the simultaneous interrmgatof
previously interrogated persons known as an effeatiay of testing available and
obtain new evidence. According to p. 9 art. 224hef Criminal procedure code of
Ukraine, the investigator, the Prosecutor has tpbkt to conduct simultaneous
interrogation of two or more already questionedspes to determine the causes of
the discrepancies in their testimony.

We can agree with E.D. Lukyanchikov that the rea®orthe simultaneous
interrogation is the presence of significant ingst@mcies in the testimony
previously interrogated persons [1, p. 30].

An important place in the tactics of simultaneougeinrogation take
organizational and preparatory activities priortitte conference. Well-organized
investigative action should be active, offensivethe shortest amount of time, and
the control action should be aimed at the solubitactical problems.

In the scientific literature, the authors ambigsioapproach to the
determination of the necessary preparatory measditess, according to J.V.
Gavrilin, preparation for simultaneous interrogatimust include: the study of
previously obtained evidence; establishing the exinodf contradictions; the study
of the person being questioned; clarify the circiamses to be installed;
determining the sequence of the interrogation;ctice of time and place of the
meeting; selection and systematization of evidettoe;wording of the questions
and the determination of their sequences [2, p. 51]

M.G. Shuryhnov adds a definition of place, time amay to call on the
interrogation; the creation of the necessary carht of the interrogation; the
definition of the circle of participants of invegditive actions; determination means
fixing investigations; plan investigations [3, 9.

Summarizing the views of scientists and the resufitde study of criminal
proceedings, as well as the materials of the sumemnbers of the investigative
and operational units, you can come to the cormtu#ihat the most significant
organizational and preparatory activities for cartohg simultaneous interrogation
include:

1. The study materials of criminal procedure alldias investigator primarily
to address the question whether the simultaneoiesraigation. This measure
allows us to examine the person questioned, torrdete the extent of their
relationship and the nature of the dispute in &s#irnony, to determine the list of
guestions and their sequence, to choose the mdsttieé techniques of
investigative actions.

2. The decision on conducting simultaneous intatiog. Deciding and
determining the time of the confrontation, it iscassary to consider the nature of
evidence to be authenticated, their place in thetegy of other evidence, and
psychological qualities of its participants and thationships between them. The
investigator should consider the materiality of doatradictions in the testimony.
If discrepancies in the testimony can be eliminabgdother means with less
tactical risk, the simultaneous interrogation o&ppropriate conduct and the
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investigator must abandon it. This is especialle tfor simultaneous interrogation
between members of criminal groups and their lesad@ften lawyers are applying
for investigative actions with honest its membergitovide psychological impact,
clarifying awareness of the investigator.

When deciding the investigator should analyze awnaluate the collected
information and investigating the situation at artame stage of pre-trial
investigation. It is impossible to carry out Sinaméeous interrogation between two
persons for «fixing» their testimony, which doeg nontain contradictions. No
evidentiary value of such investigative action has There is a wrong tactic for
simultaneous interrogation, in which the investigatn the presence of its
participants only read their testimony previoushbtaaned during their
interrogation. The value of investigative actionscbntain it in a simultaneous
interrogation of two persons, whose testimony tla@escontradictions.

3. The timing and venue of simultaneous interragatinvestigative actions
must be sudden in nature. Any delay in conductirgsimultaneous interrogation
can lead to decrease the possibility of obtainiogtjve results. Hence, the correct
definition of the time of the simultaneous interatign has an important role in its
preparation. The study of criminal proceedings, clvhwere held simultaneous
interrogations, allowed to come to the conclusivat their effectiveness depends
on time and suddenness. The more time passed frermdment of occurrence of
the necessary investigative actions, the less tsadfectiveness. Any undue delay
in its implementation pulling obtain false testingaor refusal to provide them.

During the investigations, the investigator shallet measures in order of time
and the venue was known as little people. In somse<it is expedient to carry out
directly after the interrogation of a person, ire ttestimony which revealed
considerable controversy before questioned willeh@wme to meet and to agree on
further readings. In other cases, on the contrahquld not rush with the
simultaneous interrogation, in order to avoid prem& awareness being
guestioned about the nature of the testimony ah estleer. For example, premature
knowledge of the accused about the content ofdsniony of an accomplice or
witness, obviously, does not help the successeoimyestigation.

4. Circumstances, subject to clarification. Thejesctbof investigative actions
are circumstances that gave rise to consideralsierepancies in the testimony
previously interrogated persons, the Investigatastmdetermine the range of
issues requiring clarification, and in advance dse the issue and to determine
their sequence. Especially carefully it is necgssarapproach the formulation of
guestions. First, decide General questions, aml ¢nder them Refine and detalil
the circumstances to prepare clarifying and follggvguestions.

5. For additional questioning. If necessary, theestigator may conduct
additional questioning to clarify those or othercamstances of importance for
criminal proceedings. Each of the participants rbaysimultaneous interrogation
again questioned if their readings are contradistiogaps or inaccuracies.
However, it is unacceptable to prepare participémtsimultaneous interrogation,
to recommend, for example, «confident keep», «tivelg expose» etc.
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6. The definition of the entities, between whichlvae held simultaneous
interrogation, and the sequence of their interiogatDuring this event, the
investigator should consider the possibility of rdgeiquestioned individuals
influence each other in positive and negative gesali weaknesses, mental
instability, etc. it is Necessary to predict thessbility of changing evidence.

Analysis of law enforcement practice and generatimaof scientific views,
leads to the conclusion that it is not appropniatestigative action:

- between persons who give false testimony;

- between the partners of a criminal offence at iméal stage of the
investigation. This is because criminals can usmeshort-term contact, select the
General line of conduct;

- between the accused, which partly acknowledge thalt and prone to
change testimony or adversely affect other paditip;

- between people trying to reconcile its positiothwespect to each other or
to transmit certain information;

- between persons of whom the one who gives tragnieny is material,
related to or otherwise dependent on the otheypart

- when one of the participants in the confrontatiefuses to give testimony in
the presence of another person.

In these cases, the investigator is impracticagddo a tactical risk and you
need to replace some actions or others.

Important tactical event in preparation for the t@neous interrogation is
the selection of its members, who will give evidefficst. This is indicated by the
staff of the investigative units. Thus, 79 % indecahat proper prioritization
testimony contributes to the obtaining of evidemaoel declination unscrupulous
party to give truthful testimony.

In the scientific literature rightly notes that thest provide an opportunity to
speak to a person who, in the opinion of the ingasir, give truthful statements
that are true and damning a suspect in criminaliggtinsists to give evidence in
the presence of another person; the testimony ethwvare confirmed by other
materials of the case.

After reviewing the investigative practices and thews of the scientists, it
should be noted that an unscrupulous party invaség actions appropriate to
examine first in such cases, when:

- the investigator is confident that bona fide istigative actions clearly
adheres to the position and will not be exposetkgative influence.

- the investigator believes that the bona fide thearong, more fully and
reasonably justify their position;

- indications of dishonest participant can so distanother person questioned
that he will report the result of new information;

- unscrupulous party so requests, with the aim ésymde her to change
testimony in their favor, and the investigatorasmweinced otherwise, and intends to
use the situation to get truthful information;

- the investigator is aware of the intention of empulous party to use the
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simultaneous interrogation to influence anothespemquestioned, but | am sure in
the insolvency of such attempts and plans to usesituation to obtain reliable
readings.

Granting the right of unscrupulous party invesigad to answer questions
first should be carried out by the investigatorexceptional cases. A survey of
investigators on this question allows us to comé&conclusion that 88 percent
indicate that it is unacceptable to interrogate ftrs# unscrupulous party; 12 % -
it's a possibility, but only for tactical reasonsthe investigator.

7. The selection of participants for the simultaremterrogation. The main
participants of investigative actions include tleggon who conducts investigative
action, and two previously interrogated persons,tastimony of which are
contradictions. Simultaneous interrogation takeacl between them in any
configuration, including between participants thave the same status. To prevent
negative impact on bona fide member of the invastig actions, or information
exchange for agreement in position before the tiy&tsve steps it is advisable to
involve employees in operational units. These imlligls monitor the behavior of
the person guestioned.

8. Psychological preparation of the participantsutianeous interrogation.
To conduct investigations, the investigator musbnm bona fide participants in
the simultaneous interrogation of the possiblediffies of a psychological nature
(threats, compromise) that may arise during its lementation, and provide
recommendations that will prevent a negative impact

According to P.D. Bilenchuk, V.K. Lisichenko and INKlimenko the
investigator should provide psychological readingisthe participants to conduct
simultaneous interrogation is particularly needadvictims and witnesses, which
first attracted to the sphere of the criminal psscand may not adequately react to
communicate with the suspect, resulting in a goabstigative actions will not be
achieved. In necessary cases, to clarify the evmleof persons who have
contradictions, the investigator may additionally duestioned before conducting
simultaneous interrogation [4, p. 334]. Preliminapsychological training
increases endurance and stamina bona fide membkee afvestigative actions to
prevent negative impacts.

Investigators should note that the simultaneousriogation may have a
negative effect on the good faith of its particigzanDuring the conduct of
participants with different procedural status withiisual observation of each other
and have the possibility of psychological influentteeir behavior, gestures,
intonation. Witnesses, victims, observing this braof the accused, giving false
testimony, during the implementation of the invgstor's authority relative to the
performance of investigative actions don't undexstavhy the investigator
"allows" such statements, a seed of doubt in lEBn®ny, the disappointment of
justice that they are connected not only with th#narity of the court, but with the
powers of the investigator and the Prosecutor.his situation, they see the
impunity of the accused who is telling the truth.

9. Definition and preparation of technical meansfigétion simultaneous
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interrogation. The use of technology is quite d@ffecduring investigative actions
involving foreigners, persons with physiologicabplems, because it allows to
verify the correctness and completeness of theslatian and correct deficiencies.
For example, a survey of members of the investigativisions allows us to

conclude that when conducting investigations, thesstigators do not always (9
%) use the technical possibilities. Analysis ofngnal cases shows that the
recording was conducted at a ratio of 1 290 cases.

10. The plan for simultaneous interrogation. Plagninvestigations should
include: the wording of the questions that will dgglied during interrogation; the
prioritization of the interrogation; the definitioof tactics of confrontation; the
creation of conditions that will fully ensure thafety of its participants. However,
a survey of investigators suggests that none ofréspondents were of the plan
investigative steps, 3 % were limited draft notes.

Conclusion. Summing up, it should be noted that the GenerabWier of
suspects and accused persons, as a rule, aimaduatg its role in the committed
criminal offences, the concealment of past crimiragdtivity. They affect
sustainable position of victims and witnesses,\dpta-trial investigation, obstruct
the investigation, therefore, the conduction betwie simultaneous interrogation
Is the most important investigative action. Henlge simultaneous interrogation
with such category of persons depends on the doaret effective ownership and
operation rights investigators tactical methods #mer application in practice.
Improper preparation for simultaneous interrogatebosely associated with the
risk of possible changes truthful testimony borde fmember of refusal to give
evidence or disclosure of data investigation. Unde&ay in implementing the
simultaneous interrogation may result in the losthe element of surprise which
contributes to the successful achievement of thpgse of investigations [5, S.
275]. Tactically conducted simultaneous interramatipreviously interrogated
persons, even if in its course and failed to oveedhe significant contradictions
in the testimony, should produce unfair particifmmisychological effect, to
undermine its installation on a lie, to help theastigator to verify the truthfulness
of the testimony of the participants, to furtheplexe their psychological quality,
develop new areas for investigation.
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Yammmuckas FO. A. OnHoBpeMeHHBII 0NMPOC IBYX paHee TONPOLIEHHBIX Jul (opra-
HU3AIMOHHBII acmekT). cciienoBaHbl akTyaibHbIC TPOOIEMHBIE BOIPOCH OPTraHU3AIMOHHOTO
o0ecreyeHus MPOBEJEHNs OAHOBPEMEHHOI'O JIOIPOCaA JIBYX paHee JOIPOIIEHHBIX JUL. PaccMoT-
pEHBl OPraHU3allMOHHO-NIOATOTOBUTENBHBIE MEPOIPHUATHS HPOBEAEHUS OJHOBPEMEHHOIO J10-
IIpOCa € Y4aCTUEM 10103PEBAEMBIX U OOBUHSAEMBIX.

Kniouegvie cnosa. opzanuzayus, opeanuzayuonHoe odecneyenue, ciedcmeennsie 0etcn-
851, 0OHOBPEMEHHDBLL OONPOC.

Chaplyns’ka Y. A. Simultaneous interrogation of two before inérrogated
persons(organizational aspect).This article is devoted to consideration of actpabblem
guestions of tactical supply of carrying out of sltaneous interrogation of two before
interrogated persons. The author have consideredothanizational preparatory actions of
carrying out of simultaneous interrogation of tixefore interrogated persons with participation
of suspected and defendants.

Keywords. organisation, organisation supply, investigatorgctions, simultaneous
interrogation
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COHIAJIbHI TA KPUMIHAJIBHO-TIPABOBI HACIIAKHA
PEAJIIBAIIII KOHCTUTYUINHOI'O TIPUHIIUITY
BEPXOBEHCTBA IIPABA B YKPAIHI

VY crarTi HaO0yB MOAAIBIIOTO PO3BUTKY HETPATUIIHHUKN MAXIT 0 PO3YMIHHS KOHCTHTY-
[IfHOTO MPUHIIMITY BEPXOBEHCTBA MpaBa B YKpaiHi. [linTpuMaHO THX BYEHUX, SKi OJHO3HAYHO
BKa3ylOTh Ha HEOOX1THICTh HOPMATHUBHOTO 3aKPIIJICHHS Ta BUKOPUCTAHHS MPUHITUITY BEPXOBEH-
CTBa 3aKOHY, a HE MIPaBa, OCKUIbKM 1CHYIOTh HETaTUBHI 1 HeOe3MeyHi collialibHI Ta KpUMIHAIBHO-
MIPaBOBI HACIIIKY MPEBATIOBAHHS MTpaBa HaJl 3aKOHOM.

Knrwouoei cnosa: npaso, 3aKkoH, 6epx08eHCmME0 NPasd, 6ePX0BEHCME0 3AKOHY, KPUMIHAIb-
HULL 3aKOH, 37I0YUH, 2POMAOCHKUL NOPAOOK, XYMI2AHCMEBO.

IMocTranoBka npodaemu. Koncturyuis Ykpainu uie y 1996pori nporosiocu-
Ja 6e3neKy JIOAMHHU OJIHIEI0 3 HAWBHILMX COLIATBHUX IIHHOCTEH B JepxaBi. Take
noyioxkeHHs: OCHOBHOTO 3aKOHY € CBITYEHHSIM MPABMIIBHOTO MOCTYMAILHOTO PYXY
VYkpaincbkoi gepkaBu B 01K 3a0€3MeUeHHS] BCEOIYHOTO PO3BUTKY JIFOJMHU, OCK1JIb-
KM 70 KiHI XX CT. OUIBIIICTh JIep»KaB CBITY a0aliy JIMIIIE TIPO BIACHY Oe3MeKy,
npo Oe3mneKy K OKpEeMO B3STOI JIIOJUHU Bcepiio3 He hnuiocs. Konctutyiisa Ykpai-
HU CTaja CBIYEHHSM HOPMATHBHOTO 3aKPIIUICHHS MPIOPUTETY MPaB 1 CBOOO JIt0-
JIMHU HaJ| JIEP’KABOIO Ta CYCHIJILCTBOM. Pa3oM 3 TUM Oe3reka JIIOAUHU € Mepey-
MOBOIO, ITIEBHUM IPEAUKATOM BCiX il MpaB Ta rapaHTi€l0 BUKOHAHHS O00OB’s3KiB. 3
IIUX TO3UIIIN JOBOJUTKLCS BECTU MOBY MPO TaKe.



