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PROCEDURAL ASPECTS OF HANDLING THE ELECTRONIC EVIDENCE:
THE UKRAINIAN CONTEXT

The article analyzes the procedural aspects of the seizure, recording and analysis of electronic
traces of the crime. Some statistical data on persons convicted under Art. 361-363-1 of the
Criminal Code of Ukraine. The history of formation of the institute of electronic proofs is
considered. The theoretical basis for understanding the essence of electronic evidence is
outlined. It is noted the lack of regulation of the issue of working with electronic evidence in
criminal proceedings. Some procedural aspects of electronic document review are revealed
and some examples are given. The authors believe that the nature of electronic data, the
mechanism of their formation allow us to consider them as a separate type of evidence, and the
forms of their fixation defined in the current Ukrainian legislation are not perfect at present. It
is proved that when working on the network, law enforcement agencies can record only the
projection of the original electronic document as a separate case of electronic evidence, and
such a projection can not be considered the original. The method of recording electronic
evidence in the framework of covert investigative (search) action to remove information from
electronic information systems is analyzed. Some bills aimed at normalizing the peculiarities of

working with electronic traces of crimes in criminal proceedings are studied.

Key words: electronic evidence, procedural aspects, forensic aspects, crime prevention, Ukraine.
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INTRODUCTION. Investigation of modern
types of crime by the law enforcement authorities
is often accompanied by the need to collect, pro-
cess and analyze data electronically, which is di-
rectly related to the introduction of information
technology in all spheres of human life. While
working with such data, many issues occur in
terms of verifying the integrity of the information,
its authorship and the direct analysis of individual
parameters of the form and the content of specific
information. As a rule, these topical issues are the
subject of research of ‘digital forensics’ - a branch
relatively new in Ukraine but widely known
abroad. Essentially, it is based on “the use of scien-
tifically proven methods of preservation, collection,
validation, identification, analysis, interpretation,
documentation and presentation of digital evi-
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dence derived from digital sources for the purpose
of facilitating or furthering the reconstruction of
events found to be criminal, or helping to antici-
pate unauthorized actions shown to be disruptive
to planned operations” (Palmer et al., 2001).
Eoghan Casey (2019) emphasizes that the
considerable prevalence of digital technologies
requires formalization of digital forensics within
forensic science, which needs to be adapted to new
digital realities in order to avoid becoming obso-
lete. At the same time, the procedure of collecting
has to conform to the general forensic principles
for the strengthening of trust in digital evidence.
Michael Losavio, Kathryn C. Seigfried-Spellar and
John J. Sloan (2016), in turn, point out that alt-
hough computer technologies provide significant
advantages for criminal investigation, they may
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cause new risks resulting from improper applica-
tion of the digital forensics tools.

Eva A. Vincze (2016) notes that digital foren-
sics is facing a number of serious challenges relat-
ed to the variety of hardware and software, the
dispersion of stored information (including the
use of cloud technologies), the complex process of
data extraction and analysis of the same from a
wide range of devices in varying formats, crypto-
graphic transformations by the offenders, and the
complexity of training and skills development of
the staff for law-enforcement agencies. David
Bennett (2012) also mentions high data volatility
in mobile devices.
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In this context, there is yet another problem
that is characteristic of the majority of countries
and is still unresolved in Ukraine. It comes to legal
norms and the organizational component of law-
enforcement activity that do not keep up with the
development of technologies. For example, the
Cyberpolice has only been fully functional in
Ukraine since 2015, and the relevant substantive
laws (such as Section XVI of the Criminal Code)
have been formally effective since 2001, whereas
the danger of so-called ‘computer’ crimes to the
public has not been particularly reconsidered,
thereby letting the offenders avoid serious pun-
ishment. (fig. 1)1
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Figure 1. The ratio of sentenced individuals, who have been imposed the certain time imprisonment,
to the general number of sentenced (art. 361-363-1 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine)

PURPOSE AND OBJECTIVES OF THE
RESEARCH. This article serves to highlight the
main procedural issues that occur during the sei-
zure, registration and study of electronic traces of
the crime and to suggest ways of addressing them.

METHODOLOGY. System analysis was used in
the research of the internal structure of electronic
evidence and the formation of the order of the pro-
cessing of certain elements of electronic data. His-
torical method was used in the study of the devel-
opment and modification of criminal procedures to
the extent applicable to handling of electronic evi-
dence. Comparative method was used during the
study of organizational and criminalistic aspects
pertinent to handling of the electronic evidence.

! CynoBa cratuctuka // CynoBa Biaja Ykpai-
HU : odiu. cait. URL: https://court.gov.ua/inshe/
sudova_statystyka/ (accessed 13.07.2021).
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION. Nowadays,
there are two main aspects of the problem of how
to handle the electronic evidence during the in-
vestigation. The first one is related to formaliza-
tion of electronic evidence, the other one is how
to handle their content.

The concept of ‘electronic evidence’ was es-
tablished for the first time in Ukraine in 2017 and
it covered the information in electronic (digital)
form containing data about the circumstances
that are essential to the case, especially electronic
documents (including text documents, graphical
images, plans, photographs, audio- and video re-
cordings, etc.), Websites (pages), text, multimedia
and voice messages, metadata, databases and
other information in electronic form2.

2 [Ipo BHeceHHs 3MiH Ao ['ocniogapcekoro mnpo-
LecyajJbHOr0 KoJekcy Ykpainu, LuBisibHOro
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This game-changing step let resolve several
issues concerning the use of evidentiary infor-
mation in electronic form in civil, economic, and
administrative processes. Certain court practices
regulating the use of electronic evidence are in
place already. In administrative proceedings,
courts often rule on the importance of independ-
ent certification of electronic evidencel, meaning
the use of an electronic signature?, or they just
dismiss any digital data that are not properly
formalized as evidence3. Unfortunately, the legis-
lators have been mostly ignoring the criminal
process where it pertains to regulation of the
handling of electronic evidence, thereby causing
certain complications in provision of evidence in
the course of criminal proceedings to this day.

Among other things, it has to do with the
procedural form of admission of the evidentiary
information that is saved in electronic form. For
example, a situation when a law enforcement of-
ficer needs to record information from a multi-
media page on the Web. It would be a safe as-
sumption that recording like this shall proceed
within the framework of examination procedure
set forth in Article 237 of the Criminal Procedure
Code of Ukraine (CPC)*. However, examination of
what, exactly?

npouecyaJbHOro Kozekcy Ykpainu, Kopekcy agMmi-
HICTPAaTUBHOIO CYJOYMHCTBA YKpaiHW Ta IHIIUX
3aKOHO/IaBUMX aKTiB 3akoH YKpalHH Bij
03.10.2017 Ne 2147-VIIl // Basa manux (BJ) «3a-
KOHOJIaBCTBO YKpaiHu» / BepxoBHa Paga (BP) YVk-
painu.  URL:  https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/
show/2147-19 (accessed: 13.07.2021).

1 YxBana IlaBjorpajcbKoro MicbKpallOHHOIO
cyay /[uinpomerpoBcbkoi o6s. Bixm 23.01.2019 :
cnpaBa Ne 185/9599/18, mpoBamxenHs Ne 2-a/
185/30/19 // €auHuii fep>KaBHUN PEECTP CYLOBUX
pillieHs. URL: https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/
Review /79377204 (accessed: 13.07.2021).

2 [Ipo enieKTpOHHI AOBipUi MocaAyry : 3aKoH YK-
painu Big 05.10.2017 Ne 2155-VIII // B/l «3akoHo-
JLaBCTBO Ykpainu» / BP Ykpainu.
URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/2155-19
(accessed: 13.07.2021).

3 YxBasia XapKiBCbKOI'O OKPYXHOTO aJiMiHiCT-
patuBHOro cyay Big 16.12.2019 crpaBa
Ne 520/12545/19, npoBamxenns Ne 520/17656/19 //
€AVHUH fep>KaBHUM peecTp cyfoBux pimeHb. URL:
https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review /86353191
(accessed: 13.07.2021); Pimenns IlyTuBabCBKOrO
parionHoro cyny Cymcekoi o6 Bim 24.12.2019 :
cnpaBa Ne 584/1572/19, mpoBamxenHss Ne 2-a/
584/20/19 // €EauHuii fepkaBHUM PEECTP CYIOBUX
pitmenb. URL: https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/
86648130 (accessed: 13.07.2021).

4 KpuMinanbHUM NpolecyalbHUR KoJeKe YKpai-
HU : 3aKoH Ykpainu Bij 13.04.2012 Ne 4651-VI // B/}
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Under applicable laws, the subject of exami-
nation may be represented by an area or things,
items or documents. At the same time, physical
evidence or area can hardly be considered as sub-
jects of examination in this case, because physical
evidence is a material object (Article 98 CPC).
Some scholars tend to treat cyberspace as an area
(Manxkai, 2019) but it does not mean that the
prosecutor's office or the court will think the
same way. When it comes to the documents, the
Criminal Procedure Code of Ukraine (Part 2 Arti-
cle 99) indeed specifically mentions data storage
devices, but it really refers to devices only. If we
are talking about the computer network, what is
the data storage device, exactly? One or several
hard disks, which can be within any one or sever-
al foreign jurisdictions? Or can it be the electro-
magnetic field that is generated within the net-
work?

The abovementioned issues once again indi-
cate that the content and the procedure of exami-
nation of an electronic document are more com-
plicated than examination of its classic analog.
First and foremost, it can be explained by the
need to follow a certain procedure of data record-
ing and verification. In fact, the latter is mandato-
ry under applicable administrative, commercial
and civil codes.

The situation slightly improved in 2017
when legislators rephrased Part 4 Article 99 of
the Criminal Procedure Code of Ukraine so that
the copy of electronic information would be
acknowledged as the original document. At the
same time, the process of examination was delib-
erately complicated by requiring the mandatory
involvement of a specialist. Along with this, the
definition of the document was left unchanged
and is worded through the prism of materiality.
Electronic information cannot be perceived with-
out additional processing by computer equip-
ment. Dmytro M. Tsekhan (2013) points out that
it has several features of intangible nature. In ad-
dition, it is not always possible to fully and struc-
turally copy electronic information from remote
servers even with the involvement of an expert.
For example, a Website designed using various
programming languages (PHP, Python, Java,
PERL, Ruby, JavaScript, etc.) will look on the serv-
er side differently from the client side where it is
displayed in HTML format.

So, the law enforcers can only record a pro-
Jjection of a web-page that simply cannot be treat-
ed as the original. Perhaps, this is exactly what

«3akoHOAaBCTBO Ykpainu» / BP VYkpaimm. URL:
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/4651-17  (ac-
cessed: 13.07.2021).
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the legislators meant using the term ‘image’ in
Part 2 Article 99 of the Criminal Procedure Code
(Yurii Orlov and Serhii Cherniavskyi (2017) sug-
gested an expanded version of this term - ‘elec-
tronic image’). When it comes to the possibility of
attaching printouts of electronic documents
(KumxkHsk, 2017) to the inspection record, one
needs to construe it only as a projection of the
original electronic document, which, in this case,
can be treated in the same manner as an item and
its photograph.

Generally speaking, one should admit that an
electronic document is only an isolated instance
of electronic evidence (AnekceeBa-IIpoiok, bpu-
ckoBcbKa, 2018) because electronic information
can be much more complicated than data simply
recorded in electronic form (like an article typed
in a text editor or a Website). If it is, for example, a
software product, it is capable of a certain se-
quence of actions which, in turn, are capable of
constantly changing the current situation. This
process can only be recorded in the dynamics.
After all, will it be correct and logical to treat an
artificial intelligence system as a document?

Taking all the foregoing into account, we be-
lieve no form of examination currently available is
suitable for the recording of electronic evidence
in a criminal procedure within this country in a
sufficiently conclusive way, for the law enforce-
ment officers have, in fact, to deal with a new sub-
ject matter with the form and content different
from the classic evidence. In this context, the
opinion of Anton V. Stolitni and Inha H. Kalancha
appears to be vague. On the one hand, they say
that the institution of ‘electronic evidence’ is arti-
ficial and, in fact, substitutes the electronic form
of evidence documentation, while, on the other
hand, they go on about prospects of expanding
the sources of evidence through addition of the
electronic evidence (CtosiTHil, Kananua, 2019).

In general evidence theory, one of the evi-
dence classification criteria manifests itself
through the evidence (personal and physical)
formation mechanism. The principle of distin-
guishing each specific category of evidence in the
current Criminal Procedure Code of Ukraine is
more comprehensive. Consequently, the law out-
lines several sources of the most important evi-
dence (Article 84 of The Criminal Procedure
Code): testimony, physical evidence, documents
and expert opinions. With all this in mind, elec-
tronic evidence quite possibly may comprise yet
another element of the evidentiary system.

No amendments to the Criminal Procedure
Code in connection with enforcement of the elec-
tronic evidence institution are actually mandato-
ry, because legislators made provisions for yet
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another way of the electronic evidence recording
within the framework of undercover investigative
process (detective work) involving the reading of
information from electronic data systems in ac-
cordance with Part 2 Article 264 of the CPC1. De-
spite certain scholars who are thoroughly skepti-
cal about the possibility of the electronic evidence
recording in accordance with the described pro-
cedure (MasaxoBa, 2017), there are still prece-
dents of procedural documenting of electronic
information in this manner.

In fact, this way of recording is logically more
correct than the one within the framework of a
modern procedure of handling the electronic evi-
dence as documents. However, under the current
laws?, the information about the fact or methods
of the undercover investigation (detective work)
is classified as ‘confidential’ and, therefore, the
unclassified procedure is artificially made confi-
dential.

In turn, this can lead to other problems con-
cerning the declassification of relevant infor-
mation or submission of the findings of under-
cover investigation (detective work) to the court.
In fact, the problem of evidentiary value of the
procedural documents comprising the basis for
the conduct of undercover investigation and
withheld from the counsel for the defense on the
pre-trial investigation stage in accordance with
Article 290 of the Criminal Procedure Code was
solved only in autumn of 20193.

CONCLUSIONS. So how does one proceed
today to properly record that kind of electronic
evidence? It should be noted that the practice
goes both ways described hereinabove, although

1 [HcTpyK1Lis npo opraHisarliito npoBeJjeHHS He-
IJIaCHUX CJAiA4MX (PO3IIYKOBUX) Al Ta BHUKOPHC-
TaHHS iX pe3y/bTaTiB y KpHUMiHaJIbHOMY IIpOBa-
JoxeHHI : 3aTB. HakasoM I'eH. mpokypaTypu Ykpainy,
MBC Vkpainy, Cb Ykpainu, Aaminictpauii [lepx.
NPUKOPZIOHHOI Ciny6u YKpaiHu, M-Ba ¢inHaHCiB
Ykpainy, M-Ba wocruunil Ykpainu Big 16.11.2012
Ne 114/1042/516/1199/936/1687/5 // BJ, «3a-
KOHOJaBCTBO YKpainum» / BP VYkpainum. URL:
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/v0114900-12
(accessed: 13.07.2021).

2 3BiJ BiZOMOCTeH, 1110 CTAHOBJATD [Jlep>KaBHY
TaEMHULIIO 3arB. Hakaszom CBb VYxkpainu Bif
12.08.2005 Ne 440 // B]] «3akoHOoJaBCTBO YKpai-
Hu» / BP Ykpainu. URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/
laws/show/z0902-05  (accessed:  13.07.2021).
Repealed.

3 [loctaHnoBa Besukoi [lanatu BepxoBHoro Cy-
ay Big 16.10.2019 : cnpaBa Ne 640/6847/15-k //
€AVHUI Aep:kaBHUM peecTp cynoBux pimeHb. URL:
https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/85174578
(accessed: 13.07.2021).
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the relevant records are most frequently made as
part of the examination procedure but the trick is
to omit the object of examination from the title of
the report.

For the time being, the Law Enforcement
Committee with the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine
has drafted a motion with a number of amend-
ments and modifications to the Criminal Code of
Ukraine, Criminal Procedure Code of Ukraine, the
Code of Administrative Offenses of Ukraine and to
the Laws of Ukraine ‘On Investigative Activities’
and ‘On Telecommunications’ in the form of a
draft bill ‘On Amendments and Modifications to
Certain Legislative Acts Related to Implementa-

tion of the Convention on Cybercrime Provisions
and Enhancement of the Efficient Combating of
Cybercrime’. The intention of this draft bill is to
unequivocally stipulate that the actions envisaged
by Part 2 Article 264 of the Criminal Code of
Ukraine are investigative rather than undercover
investigative (detective work). If this draft bill is
passed, one will be able to proceed with the re-
cording of electronic in a way that is more logical.
So far, we have no idea whether or when this
draft bill will be passed at all. Moreover, the idea
of introduction of the category of electronic evi-
dence to the Criminal Procedural Code found no
support during the drafting of the bill.
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MAHXAH A. B, IOTBIJIbYAK A. A., MAHXKAH U. A. TIPOLIECCYAJIBHBIE
ACIIEKTbBI PABOTHBI C 3JIEKTPOHHBIMH JOKA3ATEJ/IbCTBAMUA

[IpoBejieH aHa/M3 NMPOLeCCyalbHbIX ACNEKTOB U3BATHUA, PUKCALMH U aHA/IN3a 3JIEKTPOHHBIX
C/Ie[lOB COBepIIeHUd NpecTylleHus. [IpoaHasin3upoBaHbl OT/e/IbHble CTaTUCTUYECKHe [JaH-
Hble B OTHOILEHUH JINL, OCYXKAEHHBIX 110 CTaTbaM 361-363-1 Yrosi0BHOr0 KoZleKca YKpauHbl.
PaccMoTpeHa UCTOpUs CTaHOBJIEHUS] MHCTUTYTA 3JIEKTPOHHBIX Jl0Ka3aTeabCTB. Onpe/iesieHbl
TeopeTHYeCKHe OCHOBBI IOHMMaHUs CYI[HOCTH 3JIEKTPOHHBIX JJ0Ka3aTeabCTB. OTMedeHa He-
JlOCTaTOYHAas YperyJMpoBaHHOCTb BONpoca PaboThbl C 3JIeKTPOHHBIMH Jl0Ka3aTe/bCTBAMU B
YyTOJIOBHOM IIpoliecce. PacKpbITbl OTZe/IbHbIE NPOLiecCyalbHble aCEeKTbl OCMOTpPA 3J1eKTPOH-
HOTO JIOKYMEHTA U NpUBeJEeHbl HECKOJIBKO MPUMEPOB. YKa3aHo, YTO NPUPOJA 3JeKTPOHHBIX
JlaHHBIX, MeXaHU3M (GOPMHUPOBAHHUSA MO3BOJISIOT PACCMAaTPUBATh UX KaK OTZAEJIbHBIA BU/[
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JI0Ka3aTeJIbCTB, a ONpeJiesIeHHble JeHCTBYIOIMM YKPAaUHCKUM 3aKOHO/ATebCTBOM (OPMBI
ux pUKcalM B HACTOsIIEE BPeMsl HE SIBJIIOTCS COBepIIEHHBIMU. [J0Ka3aHO, YTO BO BpeMs
paGoThl B CeTH NMPaBOOXPAHUTE/bHblE OpPraHbl MOTYT 3adUKCHPOBATH TOJIKO HPOEKIHIO
OPUTHMHAJBHOTO 3JIEKTPOHHOIO JOKYMEHTa KaK OTJAEJbHOrO C/yvasl 3JIEKTPOHHBIX J0Ka3a-
TEJIbCTB, IPX 3TOM TAKYyH0 MPOEKIHI0 HeJIb3sl CYUTATh OPUTHHAJIOM. [IpoaHaIM3upOBaH CIo-
€06 ¢uKcaLMH 3JIEKTPOHHBIX J0Ka3aTeJbCTB B paMKaX HETJIACHOTO CJIeICTBEHHOTO (PO3bICK-
HOTO) JeUCTBUA MO CHATHIO HHQPOPMALMM C 3JEKTPOHHBIX WHQPOPMALMOHHBIX CHCTEM.
H3ydeHbl OTAE/bHbIE 3aKOHOMPOEKTHI, HApPaBJeHHble Ha yperyJdpoBaHHe 0COOGeHHOCTeEHN
paboThI C 3JIEKTPOHHBIMU CJIeJaMU IPECTYIIEHUH B yTOJIOBHOM IPOLECCE.

Karwuesvie caosa: 3/1eKMpPOHHble 60Ka3ame/1bcmea, npoyeccyasibHble acnekmbul, KpuMuHa/au-
cmu4eckKkue acnekmol, npomueoaeﬁcmeue npecmynHocmu, .VKanH(Z.

MAHJKAM 0. B., TIOTHJIBYAK A. 0., MAHXKAM I. A. IPOLIECYAJIbHI ACIIEKTH
POBOTH 3 EJIEKTPOHHHUMH JOKA3AMH

[IpoBeseHO aHaJi3 MPOIECYaJbHUX aCMEKTiB BHJIyYeHHs, ¢ikcamii Ta aHasi3y eJIeKTPOHHHUX
CNiiB YyYWHEHHs 3JI04uHY. [IpoaHa/i30BaHO OKpeMi CTaTHCTHUYHI JaHi CTOCOBHO 0cCib, 3acy-
JPKeHUX 3a cTaTTsaMu 361-363-1 KpumiHanbHOro KoAekcy YKpainu. Po3rysinyTo icTopito cTa-
HOBJIEHHS IHCTUTYTY eJIeKTPOHHUX JJ0Ka3iB. AKLIeHTOBaHO yBary Ha TOMY, 110 HUHI iCHy€e ABa
OCHOBHHUX aCleKTH Npo6JieMU TOBO/KEHHS 3 eJIEKTPOHHUMHU JI0Ka3aMH MiJ| yac po3ciflyBaH-
He. [lepuiuii acnekT cTocyeTbcsl popManisaliii eleKTpOHHUX [I0KasiB, Apyruil — poboTH 3 iX
3MicTOM. 3a JONIOMOT 00 METO/Yy CUCTEMHOTO aHa/li3y BUBYEHO BHYTPIIIHIO CTPYKTYpPY €JIeKT-
POHHHUX JI0Ka3iB Ta GopMyBaHHSA NMOPSAJKY ONpallOBaHHA OKPEMHX eJleMeHTIB eJIeKTPOHHUX
Janux. OKpecyieHO TeopeTHUYHe MIAIPYHTA A/ PO3YMiHHSA CYTHOCTI €JIEKTPOHHHUX JOKa3iB.
HarosioiieHo Ha HeZlOCTATHIN ypery/1bOBaHOCTI NUTAaHHA POGOTH 3 €JIeKTPOHHUMHU Jl0Ka3aMHu
y KpuMiHa/bHOMY npoleci. KoHcTaTaToBaHO, 1110 eJIeKTPOHHUN JJOKYMEHT — Lie JIulle OKpe-
MU BUINIQ/IOK eJIeKTPOHHUX J10Ka3iB. PO3KpUTO oKpeMi IpoliecyasbHi acCeKTH OI/IAAY eeKT-
POHHOTO JJOKYMeHTA Ta HaBeZleHO JleKiibKa puKJIaZiB. [loBeieHO no3uliiio, 1110 k0 Ha opma
OTJISIZly Ha CbOroJiHI He Moxe 6YTH 3aCTOCOBaHa JAOCTAaTHHO NEPEeKOHJIMBO Y KpUMiHAIbHOMY
npoueci Ykpainu s ¢ikcalii eJleKTPOHHUX [J0Ka3iB, a/pke IPAaBOOXOPOHLAM HacmpasJi Jj0-
BOJUTBCSA MaTHU CIIPaBy 3 HOBOIO CYTHICTIO, AKa Ma€ BiAMiHHI BiJj KJJaCUYHUX [OKa3iB 3MiCT i
dbopmMy. 3a3HaueHo, 1110 NPUPOJA eJeKTPOHHUX JaHHX, MeXaHi3M (popMyBaHHsI J03BOJIIIOTh
pO3rJIAJATH iX SIK OKpeMHUi BU/, 0Ka3iB, a BU3HaYeHi B YUHHOMY YKpaiHCbKOMY 3aKOHO/aB-
cTBi popmu ix dikcarnii HUHI He € fOoCcKOHaMIUMU. JloBeIEHO, 110 i Yac po6oTH B Mepexi npa-
BOOXOPOHHI OpraHy MOyTb 3adiKCyBaTH JIMILE POEKILi}0 OPUTiHAIBHOTO €JIEKTPOHHOTO JI0-
KyMeHTa fIK OKpeMOro BUIaJKa eJIeKTPOHHUX [I0Kas3iB, IPH 1IbOMY TaKy MPOEKIIiI0 He MOXHa
BBaXkaTH opuriHasoM. [IpoaHasnizoBaHo crnoci6 ¢ikcauii eJleKTPOHHUX 0Kas3iB MiJ| 4ac mpoBe-
JleHHs1 HerJiacHoi ciifidol (po3imykoBoi) Aii 3i 3HATTA iHdopMauii 3 esekTpoHHUX iHPopMa-
LifiHKX cucTeM. BUBYeHO okpeMi 3aKOHONPOEKTH, CIPSIMOBaHi Ha YHOPMYBaHHsI 0CO6JIMBOC-
Tell poOOTH 3 eJIeKTPOHHUMM CJifaMM 3JI0YMHIB Yy KpUMiHa/ibHOMY mpoleci. HaBeaeHo
aBTOPCBHKY MO3MILiIO 1010 3arajibHOr0 NopsajKy ¢ikcallii OKpeMUX BU/B eJIeKTPOHHUX Jl0Ka-
3iB y Cy4aCHHUX YMOBaXx.

Katouosi cnoea: enekmpoHHi dokasu, npoyecyasbHi achekmu, KpUMIHAAICMUYHI achekmu,
npomudisi 3104UHHOCMI, YKpaiHa.
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