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UcknioueHue A0Ka3aTeNnbCTB,
C0OpaHHbIX ¢ HApYLLUeHNeM JINYHDIX NpaB:
MOUCK KOHLeNTYaNIbHOW OCHOBbI

Pestome. ABTOp paccMaTpuBaeT KOHLeNLMK, Nnpecneaytowme Leab 06bACHUTb, NoYeMy [oKa3aTenbeTsa, cobpaH-
Hble C HapYLLIEHMEM INYHbIX NPaB, AOMKHbI UCKNIOYATLCA, AaXe LeHON UCTMHHOCTU Npuroeopa. Boigenstorea ve-
Tbipe Teopuu: 1) Teopua AUCLMUNANHUPOBAHMA OPraHOB PAaccNefoBaHUsA; 2) Teopua NogaepKaHua NerMTUMHOCTU
npouecca; 3) Teopmsa NOSHOM 3aLLMTbI IMYHBIX MPaB U 4) TeopUA aHHYIMPOBAHUA HECNPABEA/IMBbIX MPEUMYLLECTB.
OTmeyaeTca, YTo NepBble ABe KOHLUENUUn He MoryT 060CcHOBaTb, NOYEMY UCK/OUEHWE [0Ka3aTeNbCTB — Jyylliee
peweHune. Knaccnyecknin cnocob AMCUMNANHUPOBAHUA HapywuTenein — lpuamyeckan oTBETCTBEHHOCTb. Mpu
3TOM MopuLaHne HeNpPaBOMEPHbIX AEUCTBUM BNONHE MOXET ObITb BbIpaXKeHO B YaCTHOM NOCTAaHOBNEHUM CyAa.
BaKHO yunTbIBaTh M pUCK 06paTHOro sdpdeKTa OT UCKAOUYEHMA [OKA3ATENbCTB: HaPYLLIMTENIN MOFYT HE TO/IbKO
He BOCMMUTbIBATbCA, HO M YyBCTBOBATb ceba 6e3HaKa3aHHbIMK, @ NETUTUMHOCTb MPABOCYANA MOKET BbITb MOA0-
pBaHa CO3HaTe/IbHbIM OTXOA0M OT UCTUHbI (ONpaBAaHNMEM BUHOBHOIO U HaobopoT). O6bACHUTENbHAA cuna anb-
TEPHATMBHbIX TEOPUIA BbllLEe, HO UX AEWCTBME OFPaHNYEHO CTPOTMMK PamKammn. ABTOP NMPUXOAUT K BblBOAY, YTO
MCK/IOYEHNE [,0Ka3aTeIbCTB HE MOXKET C/IYXKUTb HU YHUBEPCANIbHbIM MHCTPYMEHTOM, HU ONTUMANbHbIM CMOCO-
60M 3aLLMTbI IMYHBIX MPAB B YrOJIOBHOM MpoLiecce.
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Exclusion of Evidence Collected in Violation of Personal Rights:
In Search of a Conceptual Framework

Sergey G. Konovalov
Lomonosov Moscow State University
Moscow, Russian Federation

Abstract. The author explores concepts aimed at explaining why evidence collected in violation of personal
rights should be excluded, even at the cost of the truth of the verdict. Four theories stand out: 1) the theory
of disciplining investigative bodies; 2) the theory of maintaining the legitimacy of the process; 3) the theory of
the full protection of personal rights and 4) the theory of the annulment of unfair advantages. It is noted that
the first two concepts cannot justify why excluding evidence is the best solution. The classic way to discipline
violators is through legal liability. At the same time, the condemnation of illegal actions may well be expressed in
a private court decision. It is also important to consider the risk of a backlash effect resulting from the exclusion of
evidence: offenders may not only fail to be deterred but may also feel impunity, and the legitimacy of justice may
be undermined by a deliberate departure from the truth (by acquitting the guilty or, conversely, convicting the
innocent). The explanatory power of alternative theories is higher, but their action is limited by strict limits. The
author concludes that the exclusion of evidence cannot be either a universal tool or an optimal way to protect
personal rights in criminal proceedings.
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BBepeHue

MpucTynas K paccyXaeHunio o6 UCKAoYeHUM 4o-
Ka3aTenbCTB, A1 Hayana CTOMT onpeaenmTbea C
noHATUAMMU. [leNo B TOM, YTO B CPAaBHUTE/IbHO-
NpPaBOBOW MepPCneKTUBe caM TEPMUH «UCK/oYe-
HWe A0Ka3aTeNbCTB» He yHUBepcaneH. MNpu Bcelt
ero NpMBbLIYHOCTM ANA HALLEero Npasa OH BCE e
npexae BCero xapakTepeH A5 aHII0CaKCOHCKUX
npaBonopsaakos. MMeHHO Tam obcyKaeHune Ka-
yecTBa A0Ka3aTe/bCTB CBA3AHO C y4eHnem 06 mx
donycmumocmu (aHrn. admissibility) n Bo3amox-
HOCTM UX nckaoueHua (aHrn. exclusion)t. Mpu-
CYTCTBME e 3TUX NOHATUIN B POCCUNCKOM NpaBo-
BOM NeKCuKe?, No-BMaANMOMy, 06yCNOBEHO Tem
BAMAHMEM, KOTOPOE aHINMINCKaAn OPUCIPYAEH-
WA OKa3blBasa Ha AOPEBOJIIOLNOHHYIO TEOPUIO
AoKasaTenbcTs?, a amepuKaHCKoe NpaBo — Ha
Halle COBpPeMeHHOE YyrosioBHO-NpoLeccyanbHoe
3aKoHOAaTeNbCTBO,

Mpw 3TOM TPaAULMK, NPUCYLLUE EBPONENCKO-
MY KOHTUMHEHTY, BbIIASAT HECKOIbKO MHaue. Tak,
¢dpaHUy3CcKoe NpaBo NpeanoyYnTaeT paccy*KaaTb
He CTO/IbKO O CamMMX A0Ka3aTeIbCTBaX, CKObKO
0 AENCTBUAX U pPeLleHMAX, HanpaB/eHHbIX Ha UX
cobupaHue. B ycTaHOBAEHHbIX C/Iy4anx cya Bnpa-
BE& KOHCTAaTMPOBaTb UX HedelicmeumesbHOCTb
(dp. nullité), sBcneacrteune yero cobpaHHasa uHdop-
MaLmA TepAaeT AoKa3aTeNbCTBEHHOE 3HaYeHne>,
HemeLKne ke aBTOpbl TPagMLMOHHO NpuberatoT
K KOHLeMNLMM 3anpeToB Ha UCMO/b30BaHWe AOKa-
3atenbCcTs (Hem. Beweisverwertungsverbote)®.

TaK WM MHaAYe, Ba*KHO MOHMMaTb, YTO NpU
BCEM Pa3HOO6pPa3UM CyLLECTBYIOLUX NOHATUIA U
MEXaHW3MOB peyb MAET O BNOHE YHUBEPCAIbHOM
npobneme.

AcHo, uTo B NtO6ON CTpaHe opraHbl paccae-
[0BaHUA 3aMHTEPECOBaHbl B TOM, YTOObl MaKCK-
MasibHO HbICTPO M MONHO PAcKpbIBaTb 06CTOA-
TeNbCTBA YroNOBHbIX Aen. O4eBUAHO TaKKe, YTo
camble bbicTpble U adpdeKTuBHbIE MeToabl cbopa
MHPOPMaLMM — 3TO MEeToAbl penpeccuBHble, T.e.
BCTYNatoLLime B KOHPAUKT ¢ NpaBamu 1 cBobogamm
rpaxkgaH. MNoatomy 3akoHogaTesb 060N CTPaHbI
BbIHYXAEH CTPOUTb cbanaHCUpPOBaHHYO Npo-
ueaypy, KotTopas, ¢ O4HOW CTOPOHbI, pa3peLuaeT
BTOpKeHWe B Npasa (NOCKO/IbKY Ha KOHY CTOAT
BECOMble MHTEpPECHI), @ C APYroi CTOPOHbI, Npe-
[O0CTaBAAET rapaHTUM UX 3aLLUTHI.

Hanpumep, Mbl eaga M HakAeM XOTb OAHO ro-
CYLapCTBO C abCONOTHBIM 3aMPETOM HA OBbICK K-
nmwa. OgHaKko B cOBpeMeHHOM Npase 3To c/ea-
CTBEHHOE AencTeue byaeT HeEMPeMeHHO OKPYXKeEHO
MHOXeCTBOM 3aLUNTHbIX 6apbepoB: 0683aHHOCTbIO
KOHKpPEeTM3aLmMmn n 060CHOBaHUSA, cyaebHbIM KOH-
Tponem ex ante, NPUCYTCTBMEM BNAZeNbLA U NOHA-
TbIX U T.4,

Ho B TakMx ycnoBusax HensbexxHo BCTAeT BO-
Npoc: Kak bbITb, eC/iM OpraH paccnefoBaHUA 310-
ynoTpeobuT A4aHHOM eMy BNaCTbio U HAPYLLUT ra-
PaHTUMN UK Npeaenbl PENpPeccum, yCTaHOBNEHHbIE
3aKoHOM? Co6CTBEHHO, OAHMM U3 OTBETOB HA Hero
W CTana paccmaTpvBaemas 34ecb Uaes.

Kak y»ke 6b1710 cKa3zaHo, GOpMy/IMpPOBaTLCA OHA
MOXKET No-pasHomy. PasnnyHble NpaBonopaaKu
MCMOb3YIOT PasHble TEPMUHbI U MexaHM3Mbl. Oa-
HaKO 33 HUMM CTOUT OBLWMIA NOCLIN: AOKa3aTeNb-
CTBA, NO/MIYYEHHblE C HAapyLEHWEM INYHbIX NPaB,
06bIYHO He MOoryT BbITb NOIOXKEHDLI B OCHOBY MpU-
rosopa. MMeHHO 3Ta yHUBepcanbHas naes byaer
paccmoTpeHa aanee. Paccyxpas o Held, bygem
O/17 KPAaTKOCTU MPUMEHATb TEPMUH KUCK/TIOYEHME

Cm., Hanpumep: Monaghan N. Law of Evidence. Cambridge, 2015. P. 2.
06a 3TUX MOHATMA BCTPEYAIOTCA Y¥Ke B AOPEBOJIOUMOHHON MOHorpadum J1. E. Bhagumnposa. Cm.: Baadu-

mupoe /1. E. YueHune 06 yronoBHbIx gokasaTenbcrsax. Tyna, 2000. C. 125, 375.

3 Kypc yronosHoro npouecca / nog, pea. /1. B. fonosko. M., 2025. C. 335.
A. A. BbILWWMHCKMIA 1 BOBCE Ha3blBas LOPEBOIOLMOHHbBIX YY4EHbBIX NOKAOHHUKAMM aHIIMACKOTO AOKa3aTeNb-
CTBEHHOro npasa. Cm.: BoiwuHcKuli A. A. Teopus cyaebHbix AOKasaTeNbCTB B coBETCKOM npase. M., 1950.

C.125.

4 Cm. 06 aTom: Spence M. J. The Complexity of Success: the U. S. Role in Russian Rule of Law Reform // Carnegie

Papers. 2005. Ne 60. P. 1-19.

> Cm. nogpobHee: Pradel J. France: Procedural Nullities and Exclusion // Exclusionary Rules in Comparative

Law / ed. by S. C. Thaman. Springer, 2013. P. 145-160.

6 Cm., Hanpumep: Ambos K. Beweisverwertungsverbote. Berlin, 2010.
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[OKa3aTeNbCTB» Kak Hanbosee NpuBbIYHbIN AnA
POCCUMCKOro YnTaTens.

Pa3Butue npeu

[.na eBpONencKoro KOHTUHEHTA paccmaTpuBae-
ManA naea B HEKOTOPOM CMbICNE TPAAULMOHHA. Kak
N3BECTHO, MHKBM3ULIMOHHbIN NPOLLECC CTPOMACS Ha
CTPOrMX NpaBuiax fOKa3bIiBAHWA, HapyLLEHME KOTO-
pbIX ZOBOJIbHO YACTO MNPUBOAMAO K UCKNOYEHUIO
[loKa3aTenbcTs’. Yo 0cobeHHO BaXKHO, 3TV NpaBmuna
3alUMLLANN HEe TONbKO AOCTOBEPHOCTb MPUroBOpPa, HO
W Apyrve LeHHOCTH, BK/KoYas npasa obsmHaemoro®,

Tak, M. JamacKa obpalw,aetT BHMUMaHUE Ha
OZIHO TPOMKOE Yro/I0BHOE A€eN0, UMEBLLEE MECTO
B XVI B. B UTanunun. MpaxkgaHuH, o6BUHAEMDbIN B
ybuiictTBe nNpun oTArYaowWwmx obcToaTenbcTBax, ool
HEe3aKOHHO NOABEPTHYT NbiTKe. [oNy4mB ero npm-
3HaHWe, cya, NOCTaHOBUN 0BBUHUTENbHbIN NPU-
roBop, KOTOPbIN BNOCAeACcTBUM Obln 06XKanoBaH.
B 3awmTy 06BMHsiemoro BbicTynua Mpocnepo Pa-
PWUHAYYM, OAMH M3 BULHENLLNX OPUCTOB TOrO Bpe-
MeHW. Ero ueHTpanbHbIM apryMmeHTOM, OCHOBaH-
HbIM Ha MHOX€eCTBe aBTOPUTETHbIX UCTOYHUKOB,
CTa/ TE3MC O TOM, YTO CyA, HE MOXKET ONnpaTbCcA
Ha [40Ka3aTeNbCTBa, NOYyYEHHbIE C HapyLeHneM
«eCcTecTBEHHbIX NpaB» Yenoseka®.

BnocneactsmMmM MHKBU3NLMOHHBIM Npouecc npe-
Tepnen Kpmsuc, n B XIX B. rocnoacTayOLWMM NPUH-
LMnom cTtana cBobogHas OLEeHKa 40Ka3aTeNbCTB.
KakK untor, gokasbiBaHWe cTano meHee dopmanu-
30BaHHbIMIC. OA4HAKO Maea NCKNOYEeHNA AOoKasa-
Te/IbCTB 3abbiTa He 6blna. Pasymeetcs, rnaBHOM
Le/ibto 3TOr0 MHCTUTYTA MO-NPEeXHemMy OCTaBa-
Jlocb obecneyeHme AOCTOBEPHOCTU NPUTOBOpPa.
OTCcTYynAEeHMe OT CTpOoroi npoueccyanbHon Gopmbl
paccMaTpMBaNOCh NPeXae BCEro Kak nocAraTeslb-

CTBO Ha MaTepuasbHyO UCTUHY. Tem He meHee
OOKTPWHA, KaK M Npexae, HacTansasa Ha Henpwm-
rogHOCTW A0KA3aTeNbCTB, MOCArAOWMX Ha UHbIe,
b6onee 3Ha4yMMble UeHHocTu. Kak nucan . A. La-
Xapua, «uccaegoBaHMe maTepuanbHOM UCTUHDI
HACTO/NIbKO AOJ/I}KHO MMETb MECTO, HAaCKO/IbKO 3TO
COBMECTUMO C APYrMMK NPaBOBbIMU U MOpPaib-
HbIMK TpeboBaHnamm» 'L,

YTo KacaeTcs aHINIOCAaKCOHCKOro npasa, Ans
Hero gosroe Bpemsa 6bla XapaKTepeH MHOM Nog-
X04. XOTA CaM UHCTPYMEHT UCK/IIOYEHUA A0Ka-
3aTe/IbCTB He TOJIbKO CyL,eCcTBOBas, HO U A0 CUX
NOp 4YacTo CYUTAETCA BU3UTHOM KAapTOUYKOM aH-
rN0-aMepPUKaHCKOro yrosoBHOro npouecca'?, ero
npUMeHeHMe NpecnenoBano Uesnn, He CBA3aH-
Hble C 3alMTON NANYHbIX Npas. Eue B Havane XX B.
LK. YUrmop, oanH 13 KpynHemwmx TeopeTMKos
AOKasaTenbcTBeHHoro npasa 8 CLUA, ykasbiBan,
YTO HE3aKOHHOCTb COBMPaHUNA A0KA3aTEeNbCTB He
MOXKET BIMATb Ha UX A0NYCTUMOCTb. Mpn aTom
OH NoAAepKMBaa AaHHOE NPaBuUIO, Ha3blBas ero
O3ABHUM ycTaHOBAEHMEM M 0cobo nogyepKmBas,
4YTO OHO BOBCE He OMNpaBAblBAET HapyLLeHMe, a
JINWb HacTaMBaeT Ha ero UTHOPMPOBAHMN B UHTE-
pecax npasocyamals.

Bnpouyem, B XX B. pa3pbiB MeXKay KOHTUHEH-
Ta/IbHOW M aHINOCAKCOHCKOM Tpaguuuen 6bin
npeoaoneH. CeroaHsa nogxoa, COrnacHO KOTOPoOMy
HEe3aKOHHOCTb BTOPXKeHUsA B chepy INYHbIX Npas
cnocobHa noBaeYb UCKAOYEHNE A0KA3ATENbCTB,
pPacnpoCcTPaHMACA NOBCEMECTHO. 3aKoHOoAaTeNM
W cyabl NO BCEMY MUPY BbIHYXAEHbI « “6anaHcu-
poBaTb”, T.e. BBIHOCUTb LLEHHOCTHbIE CY}KAEHMUSA,
nasupya mexay CLuMAN0oM OCHOBHbIX MU KOHCTU-
TYUMOHHbIX NpaB 1 Xapubaoh UCTUHbI U J0CTO-
BEPHOCTM B YyroNnosHbIx genax»**. Koraa cya uc-
KNtoYvaeT pe3ynbTaTbl 06bICKa, NpoBeaeHHOro 6e3
CaHKLMK cyaa, OH AenaeT 3TO He paau UCTUHbI, U

7 Damaska M. R. Evidence Law Adrift. Yale University Press, 1997. P. 13.

10

11
12
13
14

Kak oTmeyvaeT K. MEHHMHITOH, UMEHHO CpeaHEeBEKOBbIE IOPUCTbI BNepBble 060CHOBANM UAEID HaaNeXKaleln
npasoBoit npoueaypsl (due process), 3akatoyatowyto B cebe ocobyto 3ab6oTy o npaBax 06BuMHAEemoro. Mpu
aTom cyabl CpegHeBEKOBbA «NPUAEPKMBANNCL ITOTO NPUHUMMA... BoNee CTPOro, Yem COBPEMEHHbIE amepu-
KaHCKMe 1 60bINHCTBO eBponeickunx cyaos» (The History of Courts and Procedure in Medieval Canon Law /
ed. by W. Hartmann, K. Pennington. Washington, 2016. P. 4).

Damaska M. R. Evidence Law Adrift. P. 13-14.

Hanpumep, poccuiickmne cyaebHble ycTaBbl OCHOBBIBA/IMCb HA TOM, YTO «ybexaeHne He 3HaeT ApYrux 3ako-
HOB, KPOMe YKa3aHWit pasyma 1 BHyLLeHMI coBecTu» (PoliHuykuli M. A. Kypc yronoBHOro cyaonponssoacTsa.
T.2.CN6.,1910. C. 189).

UuT. no: Baadumupos /1. E. YKa3. cou. C. 125.

Cm. 06 sTom: Damaska M. R. Evidence Law Adrift. P. 12.

Wigmore J. H. A Treatise on the System of Evidence in Trials at Common Law. Vol. lll. Toronto, 1905. P. 2955.
Thaman S. C. Balancing Truth Against Human Rights: A Theory of Modern Exclusionary Rules // Exclusionary
Rules in Comparative Law. P. 408.
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[AaXKe 4acTo BOMNpPEKM e, No ToM NNLWb NPUYNHe,
YTO OpraH paccnefoBaHMA HapyLIUA HEMPUKOCHO-
BEHHOCTb YaCTHOWM KMU3HN,

B Poccum 3TOT NoAX0A, NOAYYMA 3aKOHOoAATe b-
HYIO NOAOEPXKY Ha CAMOM BbICOKOM YPOBHE.
CornacHo 4. 2 ct. 50 KoHCTUTYUMK, Npn ocyLecT-
BNIE€HWUM NPaBOCY/AMA He JONYCKAeTCA UCMONb30Ba-
HMe A0Ka3aTeNbCTs, NONYYEHHbIX C HapyLleHnem
depepanbHoro 3akoHa®. Kak utor, gna poccuin-
CKOTO H0PUCTa MAEA UCKNIOYEHMA [0Ka3aTeNbCTB,
cobpaHHbIX C HapyLEeHNEM IMYHbIX NPaB, Y4acTo
BbIFNAAMT HE NPOCTO NMPUBbLIYHOMN, HO U CaMO CO-
6ot pasymetouleical’.

OfHaKo 34eCb ecTb 0/lHa ouyeBuaHas npobne-
Ma. MIHOra MCKAKOYEeHHbIe 10Ka3aTeNbCTBa MMeoT
pellatollee 3Ha4eHne A 060CHOBAHUA BUHbI.
W Toraa cya, 6biBaeT BbIHYXAEH onpasaaTh TOrO,
KTO B A€MCTBUTENIbHOCTM COBEPLLMA NpecTynae-
Hue'®, Mpu aTom B onpasgaTenbHOM NpUrosope
HenpeMeHHO KOHCTaTUpyeTcA HEBMHOBHOCTb 06-
BMHAEMOrO, KOTOPOMY JaeTca NONHOe NPaBo Ha
peabunntaumio’®. Kak ogHamabl MeTKO Bblipasua-
€A aMepuKaHCKKii cyapa u npasoses b. Kapaoso,
NOPOI0 «MPECTYNHUK A0MKEH BbITb 0CBOBOXAEH,
MOCKO/IbKY KOHCTeH1b 40NYCTUA OWNBKY»2°.

B TaKol cMTyaumm HM O KaKoM CaMoOoYeBU-
HOCTM NpaBuaa 06 UCKNIOYEHUN [0Ka3aTeNbCTB
rOBOPUTb HE NPUXOAMTCA. 3@ HUM AO0NKHA CTO-
ATb KOHLLENUMA, BHATHO 06bACHAIOLWAA, NoYemy
Mbl JO/IKHbI HE MPOCTO HaKa3biBaTb CleaoBaTeNs
1 Bo3meLlaTb 06BUHAEMOMY yLiepb, HO elle K1
¥epTBOBaTb UCTUHOM, MCKAKOYAA JOCTOBEPHYIO
nHbopmauymtio.

15

Teopvm AUCHNNINHUPOBAHUA
OpraHoB paccnefoBaHus

CerogHA cylecTByeT HECKO/IbKO KOHLENUUM,
06bACHAIOLWMNX BO3SMOMXKHOCTb MCKAHOUYEHUA A0KA-
3aTeNbCTB, NONYYEHHbIX C HAPYLUEHNEM JIMYHbIX
npas. MNepBasa u, Noxanyn, camas U3BecTHasa us
HUX — 3TO TEOPUA ANCUUNINHMPOBAHMNA OPraHOB
paccnefoBaHua. Ee CTOPOHHMKM UCXOAAT U3 TOTO,
YTO MCKAIOYEHME A0KA3ATENbCTB — JIyYLUMIA CMO-
€06 OTy4nTb OpraHbl pacciefoBaHUA OT HapylLue-
HUA 3aKOHA. MOCKONbKY KaxKabl/ YENOBEK LLEHUT
CBOW Tpy4 1 6epeXkHO OTHOCUTCA K ero naogam,
60pOoTbCA € 6e33aKOHMEM MOXKHO U HYXKHO NyTEM
«npu3HaHMA 6ecnnogHOCTU, HUKYEMHOCTU 3aTpa-
YeHHbIX YCUAMN. TONIbKO TaK MOXKHO BO3POAUTD,
COXPaHUTb U MPUYMHOMXUTb Y MPAKTUYECKUX paboT-
HWKOB YyBCTBO Be/IMYaliLLEN OTBETCTBEHHOCTM 3a
4ecTb, 34,0POBbE U XKU3Hb t0AEN, OKa3aBLUMXCA B
opbuTe NPaBoOOXpPaHUTENbHOM AeATeNbHOCTU» 2L,

B cBoe Bpems 3Ta TeopmA CTana « OMUHUPYLO-
MM apryMmeHTOM B No/b3y Npasmaa o6 UckAto-
YeHWM OOKa3aTeNbCTB» B aMepPMKaHCKOM MNpase,
NMOCKOJIbKY OHa 0c060 nontobunacs BepxosHomy
cyay CLUA. B ero pewweHuax He pas 3B8y4ana MbiC/b
O TOM, YTO 3TO NPABMIO CYLLECTBYET TONbKO ANA
npeaoTBpPaLLEeHNA HapyLWeHni?2,

Bnpouyem, cerogHA fgarke B aMepUKaHCKOM
KOHTEKCTe 3TOT Te3UC 3BYYUT AOBOJIbHO CMOPHO.
Mpun3HaB, 4To NPaBuao 06 UCKAOYEHUN NMeeT
«40porocTosLme NocNeACTBUA ANA YCTAaHOBAEHMA
UCTUHDbI», BepxoBHbIi cya CLLUA B KOHLE KOHLLOB
npuwen K ToMy, YTO OHO A0JIKHO ObITb «KpanHen

16

17

18

19

20

21
22

Kak nuweT K. Poranb, «cerogHs obLienpunsHaHo, 4To 3anpeTbl Ha c6op AOKa3aTeNbCTB OrpaHUYNBaOT 06A3aH-
HOCTb M BO3MOXHOCTb YCTaHOB/IEHUA UCTUHbI B LENAX 3aWuUTbl MHTEPECOB, KOTOPble 3aKOHOAATe/lb CTaBUT
BbllLle MHTEPECOB Yro/IoBHOro npecnenosaHua» (Rogall K. Gegenwartiger Stand und Entwicklungstendenzen
der Lehre von den strafprozessualen Beweisverboten // Zeitschrift fir die gesamte Strafrechtswissenschaft.
1979. H. 1. S. 8). B aToM ke Kntoue cm.: KunHuc H. M. JonycCTUMOCTb A0Ka3aTeNbCTB B YrO/I0BHOM CyA0MNPOU3-
Boactee. M., 1995. C. 79-80.

MonobHaa Hopma elle B anpene 1992 r. 6bi1a BKAOUYEHa B TeKCT KoHcTuTyumn 1978 1. B duHanbHOM pegakumm
CT. 65 yKa3bIBa/OCb, YTO A0KA3aTeNbCTBA, NONYYEHHbIE C HAPYLUEHWEM 3aKOHa, MPU3HAIOTCA HE MMEOLWMMN
IOPUANYECKOM CUNbI.

3aMeTMM, YTO BHE MOCTCOBETCKOrO MPOCTPAHCTBA NPaBWMIO 06 UCKNHOYEHUWU peaKo GOpMynnpyeTcs CTo/b
LLUMPOKO U KaTeropuyHo (cm.: Thaman S. C. Op. cit. P. 441).

Kak otmeuvaeT M. [lamacka, runoTeTMYeckn BO3MOXKHa 1 obpaTHas cuTyauma: cys ybexaeH B HEBUHOBHOCTMU
06BMHAEMOr0, HO COBOKYMHOCTb [OKa3aTeNbCTB, OCTaBLUAACA NOCAe NPoLeaypbl UCKAOYEHUSA, YKa3bIBaeT Ha
BMHOBHOCTb (Damaska M. Evaluation of Evidence. Cambridge, 2019. P. 124).

Cmpozosuy M. C. MaTepunanbHaa UCTUHA U cyebHble foKa3aTeNbCTBa B COBETCKOM YrofloBHOM npouecce. M.,
1955. C. 208-211.

People v. Defore, 242 N. Y. 13, 21 (1926) // URL: https://www.courtlistener.com/opinion/3599253/people-v-
defore/ (nata ob6pauweHua: 15.02.2026).

Casuykuti B. M. MNMepep cyaom NPUCANKHbIX: BAHOBEH UK HeBMHOBEH? M., 1995. C. 78.

Jackson J. D., Summers S. J. The Internationalisation of Criminal Evidence. Cambridge, 2012. P. 154.
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Mepoi», Noanexalleit TecTy Ha copasmepHocTb?3,
Ho MoKHO 1 30 PEeKTUBHO BOCNUTbLIBATL NOJN-
LU0, NMNLLb U3PeaKa pearnpya Ha ee HapyLweHuA?

Kpome Toro, He CeKpeT, YTo B HALLM AHU MNo-
pasnatowee 60nbWINMHCTBO Npurosopos B CLUA
OCHOBaHO Ha caenkax?*. M xoTa pucK UCKAoUEHNA
[OKa3aTe/IbCTB B TEOPUMN MOXKET CTaTb NpeamMeToM
TOpra, cam ¢paKT Hen3beKHOCTM 06BUHUTENBHOTO
NpMrosBopa 1 oTCyTCTBUA HOPMaNbHOM cyaebHoM
npoueaypbl B C/ly4ae NpuU3HaHUs BUHbI LeNaeT anc-
uMnAMHUpYowmin adpdekT ewe 6onee apemepHbIM.

YTo »Ke KacaeTcA KOHTUHEHTA/IbHOM yrosios-
HO-NpoueccyanbHON TpAAULUU, ANA Hee naen
BOCMUTAaHUA NPABOOXPAHUTENbHbIX OPraHOB Mo-
CpeacTBOM UCKAKOUYEHUA HEe3aKOHHO A06bITbIX
[0Ka3aTeNnbCTB BbINALMT elle 6onee npobnema-
TUYHOW. KaK oTMeyaeT HemeUKuiA uccnegosaTesb
K. POKCUWH, Ans cTpaH, npuaalowmx ocoboe 3Ha-
YeHWe naee maTepuanbHON UCTUHDI, NOA06Hble
«BOCNUTaTEIbHblE MepPbl» CMOTPATCA COBCEM YK
CTpaHHO%. XOTA HECOMHEHHO, YTO HY OZiHO 0bLLe-
CTBO He Xo4yeT TepneTb 6e33aKOHME CO CTOPOHbI
OpraHoB paccieaoBaHUA, He MeHee 04eBUAHO,
4TO Nto60E 06LLECTBO 3aMHTEPECOBAHO B CPABeA-
JIMBOM HaKa3aHWM BCEX NPECTYMHUKOB.

B obuiem, BOCNUTbIBAaTb HEPAAMBBIX COTPYA-
HWKOB, 6e3yCNOBHO, HY}HO, HO A/15 3TOrO CyLue-
CTBYIOT 1 6onee TPAAULMNOHHbIE MEXaHU3MbI,
TaKMe Kak Mepbl AUCUMNIMHAPHOM (a2 nHorga u
YrOJIOBHOI) OTBETCTBEHHOCTU, @ TaKKe UHCTUTYT
4aCTHbIX NOCTAaHOBAEHU (4. 4 cT. 29 YIK P®d)?6,
Mpu 3TOM 3aLMTa HapyLWeHHbIX NPaB rPa*kaaH
O0MKHA obecneymBaTbca Pa3yMHOM KOMMeHca-
uMen NpUYMHEHHOro Bpeaa.

B KOHTEKCTE KPUTUKKU TEOPUM AUCLUNAUHUPO-
BaHMA BECbMa NPUMeEYaTENIbHOMN KarKeTca ANUCKYC-
cuA, HenocpeacTBEHHbIM Y4aCTHUKOM KOTOPO
CTa/l aBTOP 3TUX CTPOK. B Hosibpe 2025 r. B cTeHax
topuanyeckoro pakynsteta MINY coctosinack KoH-
depeHumna, NocBALLEHHAA CTOJIKHOBEHMIO NpPaBa
CUAbI U cunbl NpaBga. Mocse goKnaga, Katyesble
TE3UCbl KOTOPOTO NEr/IM B OCHOBY A@HHOM CTaTby,
CO CTOPOHbI OAHOIO U3 KOANEr, UMEHLLMX OTHO-

2 Thaman S. C. Op. cit. P. 430.

LUEeHWe K NPaBOOXPaHUTENIbHOWN AeATENbHOCTY,
npo3By4Yan NOO6ONbITHLIN KOMMEHTapPWin. Kak oKa-
3a/10Cb, MOEr0 BU3aBM CMYTU/I0 YNIOMUHAHWE AnC-
LUMNIMHAPHOW OTBETCTBEHHOCTU. [10 €ro MHeHMI,
HaKa3aHWe He camMblX 3aKOHOMOCAYLIHbIX COTPYA-
HWUKOB NPUBEAET K TOMY, YTO «BCe pa3beryrca».

Ecnu 3apaymatbes, TO 3TO 3aMeyaHme 3ByUnT
MPOHWUYHO. BbIXOAMT, YTO B peasibHOCTU UCKIO-
YeHWe O0KA3aTENbCTB MOXKET He TO/IbKO He BOC-
NPUHUMATLCA CNeL0BATENAMM KaK Mepa AUCLM-
NJAVHUPYIOLLEFO BO3AENCTBMA, HO U, HANPOTUB,
NpPeBpaTUTLCA B CBOEOOPA3HDLIN WMT, OTFOpPaXKM-
BAOLLMI MX OT OTBETCTBEHHOCTW 33 CBOM NPOCTYN-
Ku. [leckaTb, eciv ecTb HapyLeHWe, UCKoYanTe
[lOKa3aTenbCTBa, a Hac He TporanTe. Moxanyi, aTo
elle OAMH BEeCOMbIl A0BOA, NPOTUB paccmaTpuBae-
MOW Teopun.

Teopml noaaepxaHua neruTMMHOCTN npoiecca

BTopyto nonynspHyo TeOpUIO Ny4dLle BCEro onu-
CblBaeT 3HaMEHUTbI Bonpoc YaLKoro: «A cyabpu
KTO?» ECTb I MOpanbHoOe NpaBo npecnesosaTb
HapyLluTenen 3akoHa y CUCTEMbI, TEPNMMOM K cob-
CTBEHHbIM HapyLweHuam? N 6yayT v rparkpaHe
YBaXKaTb Yy¥KMe NpaBa, €CAN MaBHbIW 3aLWUTHUK UX
npaB OTHOCUTCA K HUM 6e3 JOKHOTO yYBaXKeHUA?

34ecb YMECTHO BHOBb MPOUMTMPOBATL Bepxos-
Hbil cyg CLUA: «[pecTynHUK ocTaHeTcA Ha CBO-
6oae, ecnn Tak ByaeT HyXKHO, HO B 3TOM Cay4vae
0cBOHOAMNT €ro UMEHHO 3aKOH. HMYTO He morKeT
pa3pyLwnTb rocyaapcTeo bbicTpee, Yem HapyLue-
HME MM CBOMX COBCTBEHHbIX 3aKOHOB UAU, YTO
elLe xy*Ke, npeHebperkeHMe OCHOBAMU CBOEro
CcOBCTBEHHOrO CylecTBOBaHMA... focyaapcTeo —
MOTYLLLECTBEHHbIN, BE34ECyLWMn yumTenb. Becb
HapoA, y4MTCs Ha ero npumepe, byap oH A06pbIM
AN aypHbIM... CTAHOBACH HAapyLIUTENIEeM 3aKOHa,
rocyapcTBO NOPOXKAAET NPE3pPEHME K 3aKOHY... [U1]
NpuU3biBaeT K aHapxumn»?’.,

PasymeeTcs, HenocpeaCcTBEHHbIM HapyLunTe-
Jlem NpaB B MHTEPECYIOLLEN Hac CUTyaLLMu BbICTY-

24 Cm., Hanpumep: Weiser B. Trial by Jury, a Hallowed American Right, Is Vanishing // URL: https://www.nytimes.
com/2016/08/08/nyregion/jury-trials-vanish-and-justice-is-served-behind-closed-doors.html (nata o6patue-

Hua: 15.02.2026).

2> Roxin C. Strafverfahrensrecht. Miinchen, 2012. S. 172.
MnaBHaa Ue/b 3TOr0 MexaHW3ma, NoTeHLMan KOTOPOro ABHO HeAoOoLeHeH cyaebHON NPakTUKOW, Kak pas v

26

COCTOUT B OTKPbITOM BblpaXKeHUN OTHOLWEHUA Cyaa K HapyLWeHUIO 3aKOHa U CTPOrom HanoMuHaHUKM Hapywun-

Tenk o HEO6XOLI,VIMOCTVI npaBomMepHOro noseageHuA.

27 Mapp v. Ohio, 367 U.S. 659 (1961) // URL: https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/367/643/ (naTa o6pa-

weHua: 15.02.2026).
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naeT He CyA, a opraH paccnenoBaHusa. Ho BaxKHO
m ato? — Mo mHeHuto O. Xoamca, HeT. 3anpe-
LLLasA BTOPXKEHME B IMYHbIE NpaBa, 3aKOH 3anpe-
waeT ¥ NONYCTUTENbCTBO CO CTOPOHBI cyaa?s.
Elwe KaTeropmyHei no sToMmy NoBoAy Bbipasuaca
®. dpaHkdypTEp: €CcN AOKa3aTeIbCTBA NOYYEHDI
C «BOMUIOLLMM NpeHebpeXkeHnem NpoLeaypon»,
NPUHABLLIMIN UX CYyAbSA «CaM CTaHOBMTCS COyYacT-
HUKOM YMbILLNEHHOIO HEeMOBUHOBEHMA 3aKOHY»%°.,

Ecnn 3Ta nornKka BepHa, BbIXOAMUT, UTO Mexa-
HU3M UCKNIOYEHWA [OKA3aTeIbCTB NOAAEPHKMBAET
NermMTUMHOCTb Beelt cuctembl npasocyana®l. U Ha
nepBblili B3rNAL KaXKeTCs, YTO 3TO AeNCTBUTENbHO
TaK, 0ocobeHHO B CUTYyauUMM HE MNPOCTO HE3AKOH-
HOro, a NPecTynHOro BTOPXKeHMA B Npasa. Passe
MOMKET CyA, MPUHATL MOKA3aHMA, NONYYEHHbIE NOA
NbITKON? Kak MOXKHO yBarkaTb bopLa c npecTyn-
HOCTbO, MOKPbIBAOLLEro NPecTynaAeHns?

OfHaKo 3Ta KOHLEeNUMA cTpagaeT BCE OT TOro
e HepocTaTKa. NogobHo Teopun ANCUMNANHK-
POBaHWA, OHa He 0BBACHAET, MOYEeMY UCKIOYEHME
[0Ka3aTe/ibCTB — eAUHCTBEHHbIN UIN AyYLlni
WHCTPYMEHT ANA NoAAeprKaHMA NerMTUMHOCTU.
MpeacTaBuUm, 4TO CyAbA NPUHAN CNOPHOE AOKa-
3aTeNbCTBO, HO BCE Ke Bblpa3na CBOM npoTecT
NPOTMB HapYyLWeHMA, HANpPaBMB YAacTHOe NOoCTa-
HoBNEeHMe B aapec cnegosatena. JonycTtnm, 4to
cneposatesib NOTOM 6bln HakazaH. MoOXHO Au
YTBEPXKAATb, YTO NETMTUMHOCTb NpaBocyama u
yBa*KeHue K 3aKoHy bblan nogopBaHbl? K Tomy
Ke BCTaeT BOMNPOC, HACKO/bKO IETUTUMHO NPaBo-
cyame, 0CO3HAHHO OCTaBAAOLLLEE NPECTYMNHUKOB
6e3 HakasaHua3l,

B obLiem, «kKOHEYHO, CyAbl BCEraa AONXKHbI 3a-
60TMTbCA O cnpaBeanmeocTu (the integrity) cyae6-
Horo pasbupartenbcTBa, HO 3Ta 3ab0Ta MMeeT orpa-
HUYEHHYIO CU/Y KaK apryMeHT, ONpaBablBatoLwmig

UCK/IOYEeHMe [0Ka3aTeNbCTB C BbICOKMM A0Ka3a-
Te/IbCTBEHHbIM 3HauYeHnem»32,

Teopvm MOMHOM 3aLUUTbI NIUYHbIX npas

ITa TEOPUA CTPOUTCA HA TOM, YTO YLLLEMIEHWE NPaB
rpakaaHnWHa He 3aKaHYMBAETCA B TOT MOMEHT,
Korga AoKasaTenbCcTBa cobpaHbl. JonycTuTb nx
MCMNONb30BaHUE B CyAe — 3HAYUT BO3OOHOBUTL U
NPOAOJ/IKUTL HapyLLEHMeE.

Ob6ocHoBbiBas 3Ty uaeto, K. Poranb npusoaut
00BO/IbHO Y6eanTenbHbIN U NPUTOM BMOJHE KNU3-
HeHHbIV npumep33. MpeacTtasum, uTo cemaeTens,
He 0CBeOM/IEHHDIN O CyLLEeCTBOBAHMM CBUAETE b~
CKOM NpuUBMAErnK, AaN NOKAa3aHUA NPOTMB CBOEN
cynpyru. O4eBMAaHO, YTO HanbonbLuKMi ywepb npa-
BaM rpa*kgaHMHA NPUUYNHUT HE CTONIbKO Moayye-
HWe, CKOJIbKO MCMNOJIb30BAHWE 3TUX NOKA3aHUI B
cyne. Beab MMEHHO ocyXaeHUA nua ucxoaa s
NPUHYAUTENbHbBIX MOKA3aHWUIM ero cynpyra crpe-
MUTCA N3bexKaTb 3aKoHoaaTe/lb.

Tem He meHee ocTaeTcA BOMNPOC, KaK BbITb €
TEMW MHOTFOYUCAEHHBIMU CUTYAUUAMM, Koraa
HapyLleHMe NpaB NpeKpaLLaeTca 04HOBPEMEHHO
¢ cobupaHmem goKasaTenbCcTB. Hanpumep, Korga
nnuo, ob6A3aHHOe gaBaTb NOKasaHuA, 6blno fo-
NPOLUEHO NOA, NbITKOM.

Cam K. Poranb oTpuuaeT peasibHOCTb 3TOMN Npo-
6n1embl. OH yTBEPKAAET, UTO CyAbs, UCNO/b3YIO-
WK noaobHble AOKa3aTeNbCTBa, « “yBEKOBEYN
n ytBepann” 6bl HapyleHWe NpaBs, COBepLUEHHOoe
APYrMMM OpraHaMu U1, Kak ceacTBUe, Cam CoBep-
wun 6bl fanbHelwee HapylweHne npas»>*. Kpome
TOro, pa3 3almTa Npas B YroN0OBHOM npoLecce 06-
YC/I0BNIEHA TEM, YTO UCTMHA HE MOXKET JOCTUrATLCA
LEHOM MX HapyLleHUs, 3HaYnT, AOKA3aTeIbCTBa,

28 Olmstead v. United States, 277 U.S. 470 (1928) (Dissenting opinion) // URL: https://supreme.justia.com/cases/

federal/us/277/438/ (nata obpaiweHuma: 15.02.2026).

2 McNabb v. United States, 318 U.S. 345 (1943) // URL: https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/318/332/

(maTa obpaleHnn: 15.02.2026).
30

B HayKke npegnaranucb n apyrme 06bACHEHMA TOrO, noyemy cyg He A0/1KeH MUPUTbCA C HapyweHnAMAU npu

cobupaHuKn AoKasaTenbcTs. Hanpumep, yTBEpXKAAA0Cb, YTO MHOM NOAXOA AWLWan 6bl rocyaapcTBO opeona
MOPasbHOrO NPEBOCXOACTBA MAM YTO CaM MOACYAMMbIN, BUAA NPOM3BOA BAACTei, He cmor Bbl NOYYBCTBO-
BaTb BCIO HU30CTb CBOEro AeaHua (cm. 06 atom: Schréder S. Beweisverwertungsverbote und die Hypothese
rechtmaRiger Beweiserlangung im StrafprozeR. Berlin, 1992. S. 31). OaHako 371 coobparkeHnn easa nu Tpeby-
0T OTAE/NbHOIO PACCMOTPEHMSA, MOCKO/bKY B LLIEJIOM OHM TaKKe YKNa4blBalOTCA B IOTUKY MAEW NOALepKaHNA

NErMTUMHOCTM.
31 Rogall K. Op. cit. S. 14.

32 Stone v. Powell, 428 U.S. 485 (1976) // URL: https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/428/465/ (nata

obpauenus: 15.02.2026).
33 Rogall K. Op. cit. S. 17.
3% Rogall K. Op. cit. S. 20.
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[06bITble MOPOYHbIM NMYTEM, HE MOTYT NPUHUMATb-
cA cygom. B npotTuBHOM cnyyae nonyyunnoch 6bl,
YTO NYTb, NPONAEHHDBIN ANA AOCTUNKEHUA UCTUHDI,
BCE-TaKM cogepKan bbl B cebe 3anpeLLeHHble me-
Toabl®>.

DTN aprymeHTbl e4Ba I MOXKHO NPU3HATb
ybeauTenbHbiMn. Teanc 06 «yBekoBeuynBaHUN U
YTBEPXKAEHUU» MaN0o YeM OT/INYaAEeTCA OT OTBEpr-
HYTbIX paHee COOBPaXKEHNIN O «COyHaCTUM» Cyaa B
Yy>KOM HapyweHun. Ero HeraTMBHan peaKkums Ha
HapylueHWe B BUAE YaCTHOrO NOCTAaHOB/IEHUA O
HeAOoNYCTUMOCTU HE3AKOHHbIX AEACTBUIA BNOHE
peluaeT 3Ty npobnemy.

YTO KacaeTcs aprymeHTa o 3anperte A40CTUraTb
NCTUHbI N106OM LeHoM, oH umen bbl Bec, ecnu bbl
NyTb AOCTUMHEHUA UCTUHDBI Obl1 aBTOHOMHOM LEeH-
HOCTblO B I/1a3ax 3akoHogaTtensa. OgHaKo oyeBuAa-
HO, YTO, KOT4a Yro/I0BHO-MPOLLECCYabHbIM 3aKOH
rapaHTUpyeT HeNMPUKOCHOBEHHOCTb KUAULLA, Tal-
HY NMepenucKn 1 T.4., OH 3a60TUTCA He 0 Npoueccy-
anbHoM GopMme KaK TAaKOBOWM, a O NpaBax rpaxxaaH.
COOTBETCTBEHHO, B CUTYaLUUK, KOr4ga UCNosib3oBa-
HUe A0Ka3aTeNbCTB camo no cebe He HapyLllaeT
HMYbW NPaBa, cys eABa M MOXKHO OOBUHUTL B
6ecnpuUHUMNHOM ABUMKEHUWN K UCTUHE. B KOoHLe
KOHLO0B, Kak BepHO 3ameTun K. POKcKH, «3anpeTt
Ha MCNo/Ib30BaHME A0Ka3aTeNbCTB HE BOSMECTUT
NPUYUHEHHbIN ywepb N HUKOMY He npuHeceT
[LONONHUTENbHOM NONb3bI»3C. pyrummn cnosamm,
ONA 3alUTbI NpaB OH becrnoneseH.

Taknum 06pa3om, XOTA 3Ta KOHLENLMA U UMeeT
onpeaeneHHbI NOTEHLMAN, OHA B IyULLEM Cydae
cnocobHa 060CcHOBATL AOBOJILHO Y3KOE NpUMeHe-
HWE MHCTUTYTA UCK/OYEHUA LOKA3aTE/NbCTB.

Teopua aHHyNUpoBaHUA
HecnpaBeAnMBbIX NPeUMyLLeCTB

YeTBepTan KOHLUENLWUA, Ha3BaHHasA MHOLO Teo-
puei aHHYANMPOBaHUA HecnpaBeannBbIX NPenmy-
LLLeCTB, OTYACTU NepeKNKaeTca ¢ npeablayLei.
B KaKOM-TO CMbIC/1€ OHA TaKKe UCXOAUT U3 TOrO,

35 Rogall K. Op. cit. S. 21.

YTO UCTUHA HE MOKET JOCTUraTbCA LLeHOM Hapy-
WweHHbIX Npas3’, ofHaKo aKLLEeHTbI 34ecb paccTas-
JIeHbl MHaye.

CyTb 3TOl TEOpUM B TOM, 4TO MHPOpMaLMs,
no6biTaa yepes HapylleHMe npaB 06BUHSAEMOTO,
He [0/1KHa CTAaHOBMUTbLCA OPY*KMEM MPOTUB HETO.
MpeBpaLwaTtb ee B NpenMMyLLECTBO CTOPOHbI 06BU-
HeHMA 6bino 6bl KpaHe HecnpaseaMBo. MHave
rosops, npobaema Aonycka He3akoHHO cobpaH-
HbIX JOKA3aTeNbCcTB — He B cnocobax nomcka umc-
TWHbI, @ B cnocobax ynmyeHma obsmHaemoro. Ux
ncnonb3oBaHue ycyrybnnet He HapyLleHWe Npas
KaK TaKoBOE, a NO/IOXKEHME YKe U TaK YA3BJAEHHOIO
rpa*kgaHuHa.

BoT Kak 06 3TOM nuweT ogMH U3 BAOXHOBUTE-
neu atol Teopum 2. dwBopT: «Ecnn npaBoBas cu-
CcTema yCTaHaBAMBaeT onpeaefieHHble CTaHaAapTbl
NpoBeAEeHUSA YrONIOBHOTO Pacc/iefoBaHUs... MOXKHO
YTBEPXKAATb, YTO FPakAaHe MMEeHT COOTBETCTBYHO-
LMe NpaBa Ha NpeaoCTaB/ieHNe UM onpeaeneH-
HbIX 6/1aroNpUATHbLIX ycoBWIA... Ecin npaBoBas
CMCTEMA O0JIPKHA YBaKaTb 3TU NpPaBa, TO MOXKHO
yTBEpKAaTh, YTO NOA03PEBAEMbIN, NPaBa KOTO-
poro 6b11M HapyLleHbl, He AONXKEeH OKa3biBaTbCA
13-3a 3TOrO B HEBbIFOAHOM MOJIOKEHUM... TO ecTb
[0Ka3aTenbCTBa, NoJlydeHHble CybbekTom pacce-
[0BaHMA B pe3y/ibTaTe HapyLUeHWs, He OOMKHbI
MCMNoNb30BaTbCA NPOTMB Nogo3pesaemoro. M Hag-
Nlexkaunii cnocob obecneunTb, YTOObI NOAO3peE-
BaeMbli1 He Hbla1 MOCTaB/AEH B TO CAMO€ HEBbIro4-
HOe NoJioXKeHne, — 3TO NpeaocTaBaeHne cyay
NMOJIHOMOYMA UCKNIOYATb A0Ka3aTeNbCTBa, Noy-
YeHHble HenpPaBoOMepHbIMM MeTogammn»38,

KaK BuguMm, atTa Teopus TaKKe UMEeeT OrpaHu-
yeHHOe npumeHeHue. Peyb B HelM MAET NULWb O
BTOPXXEHUM B NpaBa camoro obsmHsemoro. Ecan
e HapylleHMe KOCHY0Cb NpaB Apyrux auy, (ao-
nycTum, cBuAeTensn), To NPUMEHUMOCTb AaHHOM
KOHLEeNUUn COMHuUTEeNbHa®.

Kpome Toro, y Hee ecTb 0A4UH CEPbE3HbIN BHY-
TPEeHHUI HeJocTaToK. [OBOPUTL O NpenmyLLecTBe,
NoslyYeHHOM B pe3y/ibTaTe HaPYLUEHWUSA, MOXKHO
Wb B TOM C/lyyae, ecnu 6e3 HapyLeHUs 3Ta UH-

36 Roxin C. StrafprozeRrecht: Prife dein Wissen. Miinchen, 1982. S. 249.

37

MoaTomy ee farke Ha3biBaloT Teopueli Npas (rights theory) nnum sawmTHLIM NpUHUMNOM (protective principle).

Cm.:Jackson J. D., Summers S. J. Op. cit. P. 155 ; Ashworth A. Excluding Evidence as Protecting Rights // Criminal

Law Review. 1977. P. 723-735.
38

LuT. no: Roberts P. Excluding Evidence as Protecting Constitutional or Human Rights? // Principles and Values

in Criminal Law and Criminal Justice: Essays in honour of Andrew Ashworth / ed. by L. Zedner, J. V. Roberts.

Oxford, 2012. P. 174.
39

3TO POAHUT ee CO 3HaMEeHUTOM HemeLKon Teopuel npaBoBoi coepbl. Cm. 0 Hel: PuaumoHos 6. A. OCHOBbI

TeopuM A0KA3aTeNbCTB B repMaHCKOM yrosiosHom npouecce. M., 1994. C. 68-73.
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NcknioyeHue dokazamesnibcms, (06p0HHbIX CHapyuweHuem JIu4HbIX npas: nouck KOHuenmyaﬂbHozi 0CHOBbI

dopmauma He 6bina 6b1 AobbITa. MNpobnema, ogHa-
KO, B TOM, YTO 0BbIYHO Mbl HE MOMKEM A0CTOBEPHO
aTOro 3Hatb. Kak rnacut n3BecTHbIn apopusm, mc-
TOpPUA He TePNUT cocnaraTeslbHoro HaknoHeHna*,
N xoTA 3TO yTBEP)KAEHNE HE CTOMT NMOHMMATb
cmwKom ctporo®!, acHo, uTo nocne nonyyeHma
HeKoM MHHOPMALIMKN CIOXKHO KaTeropuyHoO 3anB-
NATb, YTO 6€3 HapyLIEHNA OHA HUKOTAA U HUKaK He
6blna 66l cobpaHa. Mbl He UMEEM BO3MOXKHOCTU
3TO NPOBEPUTb, NOCKOJIbKY K COCTOAHUIO HeBeae-
HWA, CYLLECTBOBABLUEMY A0 HAPYLIEHUA, HAM YXKe
He BepHyTbCA. «CKpbITble 06CTOATENBCTBA MU
TaliHbl BCeraa packpbiBaloTca 6e3803BpaTHON 2,
Hanpumep, ecnun cnegoBaTeNb BONPEKU 3aKOHY
nposen 06bICK 6e3 CaHKLMK Cyaa, Mbl HE MOXKeEM
6bITb YBEpPEHbI, YTO B C/lydae obpalleHns B cya,
paspelleHune He 6b110 Bbl Moy4eHo. Kak oTme-
yaet C. WWpépnep, B UTOre Ha NpakTuke «(nouTn)
ntoban norpewHocTb B paccaefoBaHnK, Kotopas
“cama no cebe” npmeena 6bl K 3aNpeTy Ha UCMOSb-
30BaHWe [0Ka3aTeNbCTB, MOMKET, EC/IU CYAbs CO-
yTeT 3TO NpuemaembiM, bbiTb OTOpOLLEHA OAHOW
npocton ¢pasoii: “TeopeTUUYecKn MOXKHO bbISo
6bl caenatb BCE 3aKoHHO” »*3. U pgelicTBUTENbHO,
BO MHOMMX NPaBonopsaAKax B TOM UM MHOM BUAeE
CYLLLeCTBYET BO3MOXHOCTb 3aLMTUTb AOKa3aTe b-

CTBO OT UCK/IIOYEHUA, COCNABLUMCh Ha rMMNOTe3y O
€ro BO3MOXXHOM MpaBoOMepHOM cobupanHuns,

3aknyeHue

He npeTeHAaya Ha OKOHYATENbHbIN W AeTaNbHbIM
XapaKTep storo o63opa*®, 3ameTm, 4To nomck 6es-
YMPEYHO KOHLLENTyasIbHOM OCHOBbI A8 UCK/0Ye-
HWA [0Ka3aTeNbCTB, MOMYYEHHbIX C HapyLUEHNEM
JINYHBIX NPaB, pPa3 3a Pa30M 3aBOAMNT Hac B TYMUK.

370 06bACHAET, NOYEMY AAHHbIA UHCTUTYT,
HECMOTPA Ha CTPEMUTENbHbIN B3/1eT B cepeauHe
XX B., BNOCNEACTBUM CTan TePATb CBOM No3nummn®,
HeyamBUTENbHO TaKKe, YTO HU YUYEHbIe, HU CYbM
He MOTyT NPUIATU XOTb K KAKOMY-TO KOHCEHCYCY
OTHOCUTENbHO TOFO, KaKMe HapyLUeHMA CYUTaTb
CYLLLECTBEHHbIMM (T.€. AOCTaTOUHbIMM AN UCKAIO-
YeHuA), a TaKXKe JO/KHO N, U eCcAn Aa, TO Ha-
CKO/bKO LUMPOKO, MPUMEHATLCA NPaBUIO NN0A0B
oTpaBneHHoro gepesa®’. U coBcem yx nokasa-
TenbHO, YTo EBponenckuii Cya no npaBam 4yesio-
BeKa, byy4n OAHMM 13 rapaHTOB IMYHBIX NPaB,
BC& e BO MHOTMMX C/ly4anAX cTapaTeslbHO BO3Aep-
KMBAETCA OT CYX/AEHMM 0 AONYCTUMOCTU Henpaso-
MEepPHO MONYYEeHHbIX AOKa3aTenbcTs.

40 Unaun, kak rosopun Mctopuk K. Xamne, «uctopusa He 3HaeT HMKakux “ecan”» (die Geschichte kennt kein Wenn).
UuT. no: Demandt A. Ungeschehene Geschichte. Ein Traktat Uber die Frage: Was ware geschehen, wenn...?

Berlin, 2010. S. 16.
41

Mo MHeHuIo HemeLKoro uctopuka A. lemaHara, «Mctopudeckoe Boo6pa>+<eHme, OorpaHM4YeHHOEe npasuniamum

BEPOATHOCTUY», BCE e bbIBaeT None3HbIM. «PasmblluieHne 0 HeCOCTOABLUENCA UCTOPUN, HECMOTPA Ha NOHAT-
Hble COMHEHUA, He0BX0AMMO, HECMOTPA Ha 3HAUUTE/IbHbIE TPYAHOCTU, BO3MOXKHO Y UMEET NO3HaBaTe/bHYIO
LEHHOCTb A8 OCMbIC/IEHNA Npousowegluen nctopumn». Demandt A. Op. cit. S. 16.

42 Rogal K. Op. cit. S. 19.
43 Schréder S. Op. cit. S. 23.

B MoHorpadumu aBTop UMTaTLI BbIABUraET PAA MAEN, HaNpaB/eHHbIX Ha 6onee caepkaHHOe U meHee Cybbek-
TUBHOE NPUMEHEHME CCbI/IOK Ha KTMMOTETUHYECKN BO3SMOMHbIE 3aKOHHbIE MyTH».

4 Schréder S. Op. cit. S. 16-17.

4 MMpepacraBneHHasa KnaccuduKauma ABNAETCA aBTOPCKON. B HayuyHOM nTepatype npeanaraamncb U MHbIE NonbIT-
KM cucTemaTm3alLmm TEOpMUin C YNOMUHAHWEM HEKOTOPbIX APYrnx noaxoaos (cm., Hanpumep: Rogall K. Op. cit.
S. 12-16 ; Schréder S. Op. cit. S. 28-36 ; Jackson J. D., Summers S. J. Op. cit. P. 153—158). U Bcé ke aymaeTcs,
YTO 3TV MOAXOAbI B LLE/IOM BMUCHIBAIOTCA B PAMKM YETbIpeX 0603HAYEHHbIX TEOPUIA.

4 HanomHto, 4To BepxoBHbiii cya CLUA nocne BOAHbI pelleHWid, 3aKNafblBaBLUMX, KaK Ka3anocCb, LUMPOKUNI
NoAXoA, K UCKNIOYEHUIO J0Ka3aTe/IbCTB, B UTOre NPULLIEN K TOMY, YTO OHO AO/KHO BbITb «KpaHen mepoin»
(uto MpoHnuHo, Cya yTBEpXAan, 4To Tak «bbino Bceraa») (cm.: Hudson v. Michigan, 547 U.S. 591 (2006) //
URL: https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/547/586/ (nata obpawenmna: 15.02.2026)). Kak otmevaeT
M. KaMMaK, cerogHsa Mbl MOXeM BbiTb CBUAETENAMMU «MOYTU MONHOMN AEKOHCTUTYLMOHAAMU3ALMM NpaBuaa
06 ncknoveHnn gokasatenbcts» (Cammack M. E. The United States: The Rise and Fall of the Constitutional
Exclusionary Rule // Exclusionary Rules in Comparative Law. P. 31).

47

Kak ykasbiBaeT K. Poranb, ocmbIC/IeHHble OTBETbl Ha 3TU BOMNPOCHI K MOXKHO 6y,u,eT AaTb nWb Nocne Toro, Kak

byaeT obbaAcHeHa PpyHKLMA 3aNPeTOB Ha UCMONb30BaHMe AokasaTtensbcTB» (Rogall K. Op. cit. S. 12).
48 Olcer F. P. The European Court of Human Rights: The Fair Trial Analysis Under Article 6 of the European
Convention of Human Rights // Exclusionary Rules in Comparative Law. P. 373-375.
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HAYKN KPUMUHANIBHOTO LIKNA
JUS CRIMINALE

MOKHO pe3toMMpPOBaTb, YTO MO KPalHeN Mepe  HU YHWBEPCabHbIM MHCTPYMEHTOM, HA ONTUMAasb-
Ha AaHHbIA MOMEHT UCK/OYEHME HE3AaKOHHO CO-  HbIM CNOCOBOM 3aLMUTbl IMYHbIX NPaB B Yro/oB-
H6paHHbIX JOKA3aTENIbCTB BCE-TAKM HE MOXKET ObITb  HOM MpoLecce.
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