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The prosecutor’s office in ukraine has undergone its own path of transformational change. As of today,
the constitutional and legal status of the prosecutor’s office and prosecutors is regulated, along with the Basic
Law of Ukraine and the relevant profile law and international treaties ratified by Ukraine.

The constitutional and legal status of the Prosecutor’s Office has changed somewhat since the adoption of
the Law of Ukraine “On the Prosecutor’s Office” in 2014, as well as after amendments to the Constitution of
Ukraine on justice in 2016. As a result, both prosecutors began to play an auxiliary role outside the criminal
justice system, while public authorities and local governments were given the right to go to court on their
own. The modernization of the constitutional and legal status of the Prosecutor’s Office is taking place in
connection with the existence of a number of obligations of the Ukrainian state to the Council of Europe.

It is determined that the modern legal doctrine is characterized by the fact that there is a rethinking of the
mechanism of checks and balances and the allocation of another branch of government - control.

It is established that the prosecutor’s office supervises the observance of laws (one of the functions of
the prosecutor’s office), the current legislation of Ukraine does not provide for the implementation of such
functions on behalf of parliament. However, the most common views are that the prosecutor’s office should
be considered as an integral part of the law enforcement system in terms of ensuring the functioning of state
bodies. Under such conditions, the prosecutor’s office is positioned as having nothing to do with the exec-
utive branch. Another approach suggests that the prosecutor’s office is part of a system of executive bodies
with possibly potential judicial affiliation.

In Ukraine, the place of prosecutor’s offices in the system of public authorities has not yet been determined;
in the state mechanism, the prosecutor’s office has not received its clearly defined constitutional and legal
status, as it is currently not assigned to any branch of government; the legal status of the prosecutor’s office in
Ukraine needs to be further reformed in terms of compliance with international human rights standards.

Key words: prosecutor’s office, state power, mechanism of checks and balances.

Makociii }O. KoncruryuiliHo-npaBoBi miaxoau 10 BH3HA4YeHHS MicHsl IPOKYpaTypu B CHCTeMi
OpraHiB Jiep:KaBHOI BJIQJIH.

[Ipokypatypa B YkpaiHi npoiiniuia cBiid nuisx TpaHcopmanifamx 3Mmid. CTaHOM Ha CbOTOJHI KOHCTUTY-
LiITHO-TIPaBOBHI CTAaTyC MPOKYpPaTypH, IPOKYPOPIB, perIaMEHTYEThCS, Topsia 3 OCHOBHIM 3aKOHOM YKpa-
{HU Ta BiAMOBITHIM IPODITHHUM 3aKOHOM 1 MIXXHAPOIHIMH JIOTOBOPAaMH, KOTPi paTu(ikoBaHi YKpaiHOIO.

KoHCTUTYIIHO-TIpaBOBHIA CTATyC MPOKYpPaTypH Ticis MPUHHATTS 3akoHy Ykpainu «IIpo mpokypary-
py» y 2014 poi, a Takox micis BHeceHHs 3MiH 10 Konctutynii Ykpaiau mono mpaBocynas y 2016 porri
Jero 3MiHuBesA. OOMIBI TOIT Majk CBOTM HACIIJKOM Te, IO MPOKypaTypa Mmo3a MeXaMH KPUMiHaJIbHOTO
CYJOYMHCTBA [10YaJIa BilirpaBaTy poJib JOTIOMIXXKHOTO MPU3HAYCHHS, Y TOW Yac sIK OpraHu Aep>KaBHOI BIaIU
Ta MICIIEBOTO CAMOBPSyBaHHS OyJM HaIJICHI NMPaBOM CaMOCTIHHOTO 3BEpHEHHS 110 cyay. MojaepHiszarlis
KOHCTUTYIiI{HO-IIPaBOBOTO CTATyCy MPOKYpaTypH BiIOyBa€eThCsl y 3B’SI3Ky i3 iICHYBaHHSIM psily 3000B’s13aHb
VYkpaincekoi aepxkasu nepes Pagoro €sponu.
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BusHadeHo, 110 cyyacHa MpaBoOBa JOKTPUHA XapaKTEPHU3YeThCS TUM, IO B Hilf CIIOCTepiraeThcs nepe-
OCMUCIICHHSI MEXaHi3My CTPUMYBAHb Ta MPOTHUBAr TA BUAUICHHS II€ OMHIET TUIKK Jep KaBHOI BIaIy — KOH-
TPOIIBHOI.

BcranoBneHo, mpoKyparypa 3aiHCHIOE HATIISA 32 Toep KaHHIM 3aKOHIB (0HA 13 (GYHKIIIH IPOKYypaTypH),
YIHHE 3aKOHOJABCTBO YKpaiHM He mependauae 3/iiicHeHHs Takux (QyHKIIH Bij iMeHi mapaamenTty. OnHaxk,
HAMOUTBII TOMMPEHIMH € TIONIIAN, BiIMOBITHO MO SKUX IependadacThcs po3nIiA MPOKYpaTypH K CKia-
JI0BO{ YaCTHHU CHCTEMHU IPAaBOOXOPOHHMX OPTaHiB y acleKTi 3a0e3nedeHHs (PyHKIIOHYBaHHS JEpXKaBHUX
oprasiB. 3a TaKMX YMOB IIPOKypaTypa MO3UIIOHYETHCS SIK TaKa, M0 He Ma€ BITHOIICHHS JO BUKOHABYOI T'ITKA
BIagy. [HIMHA miAXix JO3BOJISE CTBEPAXKYBATH, 1110 MIPOKYPaTypa BXOAUTh IO CUCTEMH OPTraHiB BUKOHABYOT
BITAIIH i3, MOYKJINBO, TIOTEHIIIHHOIO IPUHAJICIKHICTIO IO BIAJH CYIOBOI.

B VkpaiHi i 10ci He BU3HAYEHO MICIE OPraHiB NMPOKYPaTypHU y CHCTEMI OpPTaHiB JEpP>KaBHOI BIAIH, y
JIep)kaBHOMY MeXaHi3Mi MPOKyparypa He OTpHMalia CBOTO WiTKO BU3HAYCHOTO KOHCTHUTYI[IHHO-IIPaBOBOTO
CTaTycy, OCKUIbKH CTAHOM Ha ChOTOJIHI BOHA HE € BITHECEHOIO JI0 KOIHOI TUTKHU JIep>KaBHOI BIIaIH; IPaBOBHUH
cTaryc MpoKypaTypu B YKpaiHi MoTpedye CBOro MoJabIIoro pehopMyBaHHS B aCTEKTi BIIIOBITHOCTI MiXk-
HApOAHUM CTaHJApTaM 3aXUCTy MPaB JIIOIUHH.

KarouoBi ciioBa: mpokyparypa, nepkaBHa Baaa, MEXaHi3M CTPUMYBaHb i IPOTHBAT.

Introduction. In 2016, Section VII of the Constitution of Ukraine, which regulated the general princi-
ples of the constitutional and legal status of the Prosecutor’s Office, was excluded on the basis of the Law
of Ukraine “On Amendments to the Constitution of Ukraine (on Justice). Instead, Section VIII of the Basic
Law on Justice was supplemented by Article 131!, which regulates the powers of the Prosecutor’s Office,
establishes the peculiarities of the appointment and dismissal of the Prosecutor General, the term of his office,
and so on.

The Prosecutor’s Office in Ukraine has undergone its own path of transformational change. As of today,
the constitutional and legal status of the prosecutor’s office and prosecutors is regulated, along with the Basic
Law of Ukraine and the relevant profile law and international treaties ratified by Ukraine.

The constitutional and legal status of the Prosecutor’s Office has changed somewhat since the adoption of
the Law of Ukraine “On the Prosecutor’s Office” in 2014, as well as after amendments to the Constitution of
Ukraine on justice in 2016. As a result, both prosecutors began to play an auxiliary role outside the criminal
justice system, while public authorities and local governments were given the right to go to court on their
own. Modernization of the constitutional and legal status of the prosecutor’s office is due to the existence of
a number of obligations of the Ukrainian state to the Council of Europe [1].

International requirements and obligations of Ukraine regarding the prosecutor’s office. Accord-
ing to the Law of Ukraine “On Ukraine’s Accession to the Statute of the Council of Europe” of 1995, the
Ukrainian state is committed, reaffirms its commitment to “ideals and principles common to European peo-
ples” and The implementation of these ideals, as well as the promotion of economic and social progress,
require closer unity between all European countries. [2].

Ukraine, as a party to this Statute and, accordingly, a member of the Council of Europe (Article 2 of the
Statute of the Council of Europe), undertakes to recognize the principles of the rule of law and human rights
and fundamental freedoms (Article 3 of the Statute). fulfill such obligations (Article 4 of the Statute) [3].

Also, in accordance with Conclusion Ne 190 (1995) of the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of
Europe on Ukraine’s application to join the Council of Europe, «the role and functions of the Prosecutor
General’s Office will be changed (especially with regard to general rule of law) Of Europe»[4].

This position can be seen in Resolution 1346 (2003) of the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of
Europe “Fulfillment of Ukraine’s Duties and Obligations”, according to which Ukraine must fully reform
the Prosecutor General’s Office in accordance with Council of Europe principles and standards and in close
cooperation with relevant bodies of the Council of Europe to implement Joint Action Plan for Reforming the
Ukrainian Prosecutor’s Office ““ [5].

According to the provisions of Article 6 of the Constitution of Ukraine, state power in Ukraine is exer-
cised on the basis of its division into legislative, executive and judicial. The second paragraph of the same
article emphasizes that the legislative, executive and judicial authorities exercise their powers within the
limits established by the Basic Law and in accordance with the laws of Ukraine [6].

Approaches to understanding the place of the prosecutor’s office in the system of checks and bal-
ances. It should be noted that modern legal doctrine is characterized by the fact that there is a rethinking of
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the mechanism of checks and balances and the allocation of another branch of government - control [7].

N. Pelykh proposes to go beyond the traditional division of state power into three branches, defined by S.
Montesquieu. The researcher considers it expedient to single out such branches of state power as the presi-
dential, supervisory and law enforcement agencies (to which, in fact, the prosecutor’s office belongs) [8]. In
this context, the position of researcher V. Lomovsky deserves attention, who proposes to consider prosecuto-
rial supervision as a logical continuation of the legislative function of parliament [9].

V. Lomovsky in one of his scientific works notes that some researchers claim that the prosecutor’s office
is an authorized body of the legislative branch [10]. Thus, in accordance with the Law of Ukraine “On the
Prosecutor’s Office”, the Prosecutor General submits to the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine a report on the activ-
ities of the Prosecutor’s Office by April 1 each year. 2) the actual number of prosecutor’s offices in terms of
the number of prosecutors, civil servants and other employees, their training, special training, the activities
of the Training Center of Prosecutors of Ukraine; 3) ensuring the independence of prosecutors, in particular
the number of reports on the threat to the independence of the prosecutor received by the Council of Prose-
cutors of Ukraine, and information on the decisions taken on such reports; 4) ensuring legality and integrity
in the activities of the prosecutor’s office, in particular: the number of inspections of the integrity of prose-
cutors conducted by internal security units, and information on the decisions taken on such inspections; the
number of conducted official investigations, information on the reasons and grounds for their appointment
and conduct and on the decisions made based on the results of such official investigations; the number of
appeals and lawsuits for state compensation for damage caused by illegal decisions, actions or omissions of
the prosecutor, and the amount of such damage reimbursed by the state during the reporting period, as well
as the number of lawsuits against the state’s claim against prosecutors and the amount state requirements;
the number of disciplinary complaints against prosecutors, information on the decisions made based on the
results of such complaints, in particular the number of decisions on the existence of disciplinary misconduct
of prosecutors and on the imposed (applied) disciplinary sanctions; 5) estimates of the prosecutor’s office
and their implementation; 6) ensuring the activities of prosecutorial self-government bodies; 7) information
specified in paragraphs 1-5 of this part regarding the activities of the Specialized Anti-Corruption Prosecu-
tor’s Office; 8) other information related to the results of the prosecutor’s office.

From the above it can be concluded that the Prosecutor’s Office is accountable to the Verkhovna Rada
of Ukraine, although there is no direct indication of such accountability in the Constitution of Ukraine (for
example, in the wording “The Prosecutor’s Office is accountable to the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine”). In our
opinion, despite the fact that the prosecutor’s office supervises the observance of laws (one of the functions
of the prosecutor’s office), the current legislation of Ukraine does not provide for the implementation of such
functions on behalf of parliament.

According to J. Tolochko, there is an opinion among researchers that the prosecutor’s office can be at-
tributed to the executive branch. In this regard, the researcher notes that the nature of the prosecutor’s powers
to oversee compliance with the law by bodies carrying out operational and investigative activities, inquiries,
pre-trial investigation, as well as compliance with the law in the execution of court decisions in criminal
cases and other coercive measures, related to the restriction of personal freedom, to some extent contributes
to the formation of some scholars and practitioners views on the prosecutor’s office as an executive body. In
addition, the researcher takes the position that “these functions of the prosecutor’s office are related to the
fact that the prosecutor is the subject of criminal prosecution. In their implementation, the prosecutor is not
directly involved in ensuring the implementation of laws and regulations, does not manage public affairs,
does not take for this purpose administrative decisions of an authoritative nature, ie has no administrative
power. Prosecutorial activity does not have any characteristic features of the executive branch and therefore
the prosecutor’s office cannot be attributed to the executive branch [11].

According to S. Rossokha, current discussions of researchers on the affiliation of the prosecutor’s office
to a particular branch of government allow us to identify mainly at least two key options in the context of the
study. The first point of view is to consider the prosecutor’s office as part of the law enforcement system in
terms of ensuring the functioning of state bodies. Under such conditions, the prosecutor’s office is positioned
as having nothing to do with the executive branch. Another approach suggests that the prosecutor’s office is
part of a system of executive bodies with possibly potential judicial affiliation [12].

Conclusions. Using modern methods of scientific knowledge, the views of modern researchers on de-
termining the basic constitutional and legal approaches to determining the role and place of the prosecutor’s
office and its bodies in the system of public authorities were considered and analyzed. In Ukraine, the place of
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prosecutor’s offices in the system of public authorities has not yet been determined; in the state mechanism,
the prosecutor’s office has not received its clearly defined constitutional and legal status, as it is currently
not assigned to any branch of government; the legal status of the prosecutor’s office in Ukraine needs to be
further reformed in terms of compliance with international human rights standards.
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