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3AMEYAHUA DE LEGE LATA U DE LEGE FERENDA HA TEMY
BO30BHOBIJIEHWA MPOU3BOACTBA M0 AENY BO BPE] OBBUHAEMOMY

1. Bo306GHOBIIEHHE NIPOU3BOACTBA II0 YTOJIOBHOMY €LY — 3TO UCKIFOUUTEIIb-
HBIA MHCTUTYT YTOJIOBHOTO NPOLIECCa, OCYIIECTBIISIONINI TPOBEPKY U OTMEHY BCTY-
MUBIIETO B 3aKOHHYIO CHJTy NPUTOBOPA WM CyA€OHOTO pEelIeHHs, OKaHYUBAIOIINX
TIPOM3BOJICTBO TIO Jieny. Ero m1aBHOM 11enblo SBNSETCS «yCTaHOBIEHHE MaTepHallb-
HOH WCTHUHBI U CO31aHKNEC BO3MOXHOCTHU IJId YCTPAHCHUA CYI[e6HBIX OHH/I6OK, KOTO-
PpbI€ MOBJIHUAIN Ha HEIIPABUIIBHOEC COACPIKAHUC CYI[G6HOI‘O peuicHus, BCTYIIMBIIETO
B 3aKOHHYIO CHITY”', M KOTOpBIE, B OOJIBILION CTENIeHH, He 3aBHcenu oT cyna.” Ero mo-
TMOJIHUTEJIbHAA LEJIb — 3TO TaK¥XKe€ ,,JCATCIbHOCTL CyI0B BBICIIIEH HWHCTAHIIMH, Ha-
npasjieHHast Ha pOpPMUpPOBAaHUE €AMHCTBA CyJeOHON NMPAKTHUKH, TIOCPEJCTBOM YKa-
3aHUS HAa IOPHIMYECKUE OUIMOKHM W YCTAHOBJICHHUS COOTBETCTBYIOILEIO E€IUHOTO

TOJIKOBAHUS TOJIOKEHUN 3aKoHA .3

Henp3s ocnapuBarh 3HaY€HNE 3TOTO MHCTUTYTA, HEB3sl TAKXKE OCIIapUBaTh Te-
3MC, YTO OTKA3 B BO3MOXKHOCTH BO30OHOBJICHUS ITPOM3BOACTBA [0 YTOJIIOBHOMY JETy
O3Ha4aeT BBeJeHUE (GUKIMHU, IPEANONAraioeid, YT0 OKOHYATEIbHOE PELICHUE, BbI-
HECEHHOE MOJHOMOYHBIM CYJIOM M BCTYNHMBLIEE B 3aKOHHYIO CHIIy, OTBEYaeT 00b-
EKTHBHOM UCTHHE M COOTBETCTBYET IMOJOKEHHUAM 3aKoHa (rei iudicata pro verutate
accipitur). 9T0 03HaYaeT HE YTO MHOE, KaK TOJEPUPOBAHUE OMIMOOYHBIX CyACOHBIX
peleHnii Bonpeku 0ObeKTUBHON MCTHHE, a BeJb YECTHBIN MpoLecc A0KeH obna-
nath 3()(HEeKTUBHOCTHIO, YTOOBI IO MEPE BO3ZMOKHOCTH O0ECIICUUTh YCTAHOBJICHHUE
00bEKTUBHON MCTUHBI U IPUMEHEHHE, IO OTHOLICHHUIO K IE€HCTBUTEILHOMY HCIION-

1 Cp. M. Bityj, A. Murzynowski, Wznowienie postgpowania karnego w PRL w $wietle prawa i praktyki, Warszawa
1980, c. 6. Takke Z. Doda (Rewizja nadzwyczajna w polskim procesie karnym, Warszawa 1972, c. 11) o6cyxaas
npobrnemarnky YpesBbl4aliHON PEBU3NN YKa3bIBAET, YTO 3TO CPEACTBO KOHTPOMS CyAeOHbIX pelleHnii, BCTYNuB-
LUMX B 3aKOHHYIO CUIY ,ABMSIETCS [OMNOMHUTENbHLIM rapaHTOM MpaBubHOCTY cyaebHon npakTukn”; A. Sakowicz,
Wznowienie postgpowania na niekorzy$¢ oskarzonego. Miedzy sprawiedliwos$cig materialng a zasadg pewnosci
prawa, Czasopismo Prawa Karnego i Nauk Penalnych 2011. Ksiega dedykowane dr Ewie Weigend, c. 265.

2 S. Waltos, Proces karny, Warszawa 2010, ¢ caHkuuii 569.

3 M. Bityj, A. Murzynowski, Wznowienie postepowania karnego w PRL w $wietle prawa i praktyki, Warszawa 1980,
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HUTCIIIO NPECTYIUVICHUSA, CIIPABCIJIMBLIX IMPABOBLIX HOCHCI[CTBI/II‘/'IA‘, H, TaAKUM o6pa-
30M, CIPaBCIAJIMBO NPHUMEH HOPMbI MaTCpUaIbHOIO YTOJIOBHOI'O ITpaBa. 910 npu-
MEHCHHUE 3aKJII04acT B ce0e HaKa3aHU TOCyAapCTBOM HUCIIOJIHUTECIIA 3aIlIPCIICHHOTO
ACAHUA, COOTBETCTBCHHO CTCIICHU €0 BUHBI U XapaKTCPy COBCPHICHHOTO MPECTYII-
JICHUS.

Kpome Toro, uckmoueHrue BO3MOKHOCTH OCHOPHUTH OKOHYATEJIbHOE PEILCHHE,
BBIHECEHHOE TMOJHOMOYHBIM CYJOM U BCTYNHUBIIEE B 3aKOHHYIO CHIy, M MpHU3HA-
HHE TOTO, YTO (DUKIHSI OfIepKaia Mmodey Hall MaTepruaaIbHOW HCTUHOM, BBI3BAIO OBI
ocnalyieHre OOLIECTBEHHOTO YyBCTBA 3aKOHHOCTH y 0OIIecTBa, TIOTOMY, YTO — Kak
noguepkuBaer C. CIMBUHBCKH — ,,HE ObLIO OBl Y HEBUHOBHOTO OCYKJAEHHOTO HH-
KaKOTO MPOIECCYaIbHOTO CPEICTBA CraceHHs (KpoMme IpaBa Ha TMOMIJIOBAHKE), HE
ObUTO OBl BO3MOXKHOCTH CHSITH C HEBUHOBHOI'O UY€JIOBEKa OOBHHEHHE, MO30PSIIYIO
ero M ero ceMplo”.’ ITo MOAPHIBAIIO ObI TAKKE JOBEpHE TPAXKIAH K Pean3yeMoi
CYJIOM CIIPaBEJIMBOCTH M MPOTHBOPEUWIIO ObI HHTEPECY aBTOPHTETA MPABOCY/IUSL.
Crnenyert eue pa3 cocnarbes Ha MHeHHEe C. CIMBHHBCKOIO, KOTOPBIA NPaBHIBHO
yKa3bIBaeT Ha HEOOXOAUMOCTh OIPEACIICHNUS ,,B TIOJIOKCHUSAX 3aKOHA MYTH K YCTpa-
HEHUIO OIIMOKH, BCJICJCTBHE KOTOPOU MPECTYIMHUK N30ekKall Kaparollei pyku crpa-
BEAJIMBOCTH M 3aCJIy>KEHHOIO HaKa3zaHMs, Oiarofapsi HHOIAAa CBOMM IPECTYIHbBIM
MaxXWHALUSAM WIA MaXUHALMAM IpYTuX JnL. be3HakazaHHOCTb IPECTYIIICHHS, BbI3-
BaHHAs1 OIMOKON B 00NacTH (aKTUYeCKHX OCHOB CYJICOHOTO pElICHUs, HE MOXKET
TOJIEPUPOBATHCS, OIINOKA JTOJDKHA OBITh MCHPABIEHA B PAMKaX COOTBETCTBYIOIINX
MOJIOKEHUN 3aKOHA, MPelyCMaTPUBAIOLINX BO30OHOBJICHHE POU3BOICTBA BO BPEX
oOBHHsIEMOMY .

OpnHako, ¢ APYroil CTOPOHBI, MOXHO IOCTaBUTh PUTOPUYECKUN BOIPOC, SIB-
JsieTcs JIM CIpaBeJIUBBIM O€CIpepbIBHBIA M 0€3rpaHUyYHBIA MOUCK OOBEKTHB-
HOW MCTHHBI M CTPEMJICHUE JIOCTUYh OKOHYATEIHHOTO PEIICHHSI, BHITOJHOTO C Tep-
CIIEKTUBBI COOCTBEHHBIX MHTEPECOB MOCPEACTBOM MHOTOKPATHOTO OCYILECTBICHUS
npoleccyailbHbIX ACHCTBUN MPOTUB OJHOTO M TOTO K€ JIMIa, OOBUHSIEMOTO B OJI-
HOM M TOM € 3alpelieHHOM JessHur? MOXHO JTM TOBOPHUTH O I0OPOCOBECTHOCTH
B YECTHOM IIPOLIECCE, €CIIM BCE BPEMSI OTKPBIT MYTh AJIsl OUEPEAHOT0 IPOU3BOICTBA
10 3TOMY >K€ JIeJly, [0 OTHOIICHHUIO K 3TOMY JK€ JIMIy, U HET MEPCIEeKTHB Ha OKOH-
YaHWE YTOJIOBHOTO CYIOIPOU3BOACTBA CYJACOHBIM pElICeHNEM, BEIHECEHHBIM MTOJTHO-
MOYHBIM CYJIOM M BCTYIMBIIMM B 3aKOHHYIO CHILY?

A. Murzynowski, Istota i zasady procesu karnego, Warszawa 1994, c. 57.

Cp. S. Sliwinski, Wznowienie postepowania karnego w prawie polskim na tle prawnoporéwnawczym, Warszawa
1957, s. 9. O yecTHOCTM YronoBHOro npoLecca nepes oblectsom nuweT Takke A. Murzynowski, Istota i zasady
procesu karnego, Warszawa 1994, c. 57; A. Sakowicz, Wznowienie postgpowania na niekorzys$¢ oskarzonego.
Migdzy sprawiedliwo$cig materialng a zasadg pewnosci prawa, Czasopismo Prawa Karnego i Nauk Penalnych
2011. Ksigga dedykowane dr Ewie Weigend, c. 265-266.

6 S. Sliwinski, Wznowienie postepowania karnego..., c. 9-10.
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Crnenyet NoAYEpKHYTh, YTO OI00PEHHE TAKOTO MOIX0/a ObLIO OBl A0COTFOTHBIM
HemopasymerreM. OHO Jnmmano Ol TpakJIaHWHA TIpaBa Ha 3aIIUTy OT 3JI0YTOTpe-
Onenust ius puniendi TOCyIapCTBa, CBOJSIIETOCS K TTOBTOPHOMY OCYIIECTBICHHUIO
MPOIECCYATbHBIX ACHCTBUN M HAKa3aHUIO 3a OJIHO U TO XKE JCSHUE OJHOTO M TOTO
ke nura. [lostomy He yauBnser te3uc cynpu Blacka, koTopslil kKoHCTaTHpYET, YTO
,,HEIb3s1 TTO3BOJISATH TOCYAAPCTBY, C €r0 CPEICTBAMHU U BIACTHIO, JIENIaTh IOBTOPHEIC
TIOTIBITKH OCYXK/ICHUS TPaKIaHWHA 3a TPECTYyIJICHHEe, B KOTOPOM OH OOBHHSETCH,
00peMeHsIsl ero, TaKUM 00pa3oM, XJIOTIOTAMH, PACXOJaMU U TPYAHBIMU HCIIBITAHU-
SIMH, TIPUHYKIAs €70 KUTh B COCTOSHUH MOCTOSIHHOTO OECIIOKONWCTBA M OTCYTCTBUS
0e301MacHOCTH, a TAK)Ke YBEITMYMBAsl PUCK, YTO JIa)Ke HEBHHOBHOE JIMIIO MOXKET OBITh
pu3HAHO BUHOBHBIM”.” TIOXO)KHMH TIOIXOJ] BCTPEYAETCs B HEMEIIKOM JINTeparype, rie
KOHIIETIITNS 0€30MaCHOCTH 3aKITIOYaeTCsl B TOM, YTO UCTIOTHHUTENh ICSTHUS, KOTOPBIH
OBLI OCYXKJICH I'OCYJIapCTBCHHBIMH OpPIaHAMH, HE MOXET OBITh BTOPOW pa3 OCyK-
JIeH 3a 9TO JKe JIeTHHE TI0 3TOMY ke Jieny. | ocymapcTBo, BO3OOHOBIISIS M OCYIIIECTB-
JIsisl TIPOM3BOJICTBO TIPOTUB OTPENICICHHOTO JIMIIA, UCIIOJIB3YEeT CBOE MPaBO Ha OCY-
JKJICHUE [yroJIOBHOE MpecieoBaHue| UCONHUTENs npectymieHus (die Strafklage
verbrauchte).® DTo M03BOJIMIIO TPUHATH HEMEIKOW HAayKe M/ICI0, YTO MPUHIIHIT Ipa-
BOBOI 0€30MaCHOCTH MMEET MEPBEHCTBO 110 OTHOIICHHUIO K MPHUHIIUITY MaTepHalib-
HOM CIIPaBEJIJIMBOCTH.

VYuurteiBas Bce BBIIIECKa3aHHOE, CIEIyeT MOAYEPKHYTh, YTO Ka)JI0€ BMeIa-
TEJILCTBO B CyIeOHOE pelleHne, BCTYIMBIIEE B 3aKOHHYIO CHILY, JOJDKHO HMETb
WCKITIOUMTENbHBIN XapaKTep, a MpaBoBble HOPMBI, (POPMUPYIOLINE 3TO BMELIATEIb-
CTBO, JOJDKHBI IOJUIEKATh OTPAHUYUTEIBHOMY TOJKOBAHUIO. DTO, HECOMHEHHO,
KacaeTcsl TakKe MHCTUTyTa BO30OHOBIICHHS TNPOW3BOJCTBA IO YTOJIOBHOMY JIEINY,
KOTOPBIN HapyIIaeT CTaOMIBHOCTh BCTYNHBIIUX B CHITY CYIE€OHBIX PEUICHHA U Ha-
pyLIaeT npuHUMIl ne bis in idem, 4TO MpeACTaBIsAET cCOOON HapylIEHUS NPUHLIUNA
MPaBOBOTO rocynapcTsa. Hemb3s He ymOMSHYTh O 3HaU€HUM MPHUHIIMIIA PABOBOTO
rOCyapCcTBa, KOTOPBII BKJIIOYAET B CBOE COAEPKaHMUE, IPUHIIMII JOBEPHUS IPaxkIaH
K TOCyAapCTBY M YCTAHOBJIEHHBIM MM 3aKOHaM, SIBJISSICH dMaHalMel ,,cocTaBa CH-
CTEMHBIX CBOMCTB ATHX 3aKOHOB”, TAPAHTHUPYIOUINX JIMYHOCTH TPABOBYIO/IOPHIU-
deckyto Oe3zomacHOCTh.” KT [KOHCTHTYLMOHHBIA TpuOyHa1| Tak MOHMMAaeMaeTC
cTabWILHOCTH TMPaBa, YTO MPaBoO JAET ,,BMECTE C TEM €ro MPeacKa3yeMOoCThb H, I10-
CPEACTBOM 3TOTO, IO3BOJISIET IPasKAaHaM YIPABIATh CBOMM IOBEJCHHUEM, TAaK Kak
3HAIOT OHU OCHOBAHUS JIEHCTBUS FOCYIaPCTBEHHBIX OPTraHOB U ITPABOBbIE MOCIE/ICT-
BHsI, KOTOPBIE UX JNEUCTBHSI MOTYT TOBJIEYH 3a co00i”. KT Taxke mogdepkHyI, 9TO

7 Cwm. Green v. United States, 355 U.S. 184, 187-188 (1957).

8 Cp. F.-C. Schroeder, Die Rechtsnatur des Grundsatzes ,ne bis in idem”, JuS 1997, c. 288; B. Pieroth, (w:)
H.D. Jarass, B. Pieroth, GG. Grundgesetz fiir die Bundesrepublik Deutschland. Kommentar, Miinchen 2007,
c. 993, nb. 63; Ch. Degenhart, (w:) M. Sachs (Hrsg.): Grundgesetz. Kommentar, Minchen 2007, c. 1986;
A. Sakowicz, Wznowienie postepowania na niekorzy$¢ oskarzonego..., c. 267.

9 P. 14/2003, OTK ZU 2004, Nr 7, cT. 62.
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MIPUHIIUI CTA0WIBHOCTH TpaBa ,,TpeOyeT, YTOOBI JIUII0 UMEI0 BO3MOXKHOCTh OIpe-
JIEJICHUS TIOCJIEACTBUN MOBEIEHNUA OTIEIbHBIX JIFOAEH U COOBITHHA HA IMOYBE AEHCT-
BYIOITIETO B JAHHBI MOMEHT IIPABOBOTO COCTOSIHHS M MOTJIO 00OCHOBAaHHO OXKHUIATh,
YTO 3aKOHOJIaTelNh apOUTPabHBIM 00pa30M MX HE U3MEHUT . VIHaue roBopsi, MpHuH-
LU CTa0MIILHOCTH TIpaBa Oy/IeT HapyIIeH 3aKOHO/ATeJIeM JIMIIbL TOT]IA, KOTJIa pellie-
HUe, BHIHECCHHOE Ha OCHOBAHUH 3aKOHA, B OOBEKTUBHOMN JCHCTBUTEIBHOCTH OymeT
JUTSI TpaKIaHUHA HEOKMIAHHBIM, HOO B TAaHHBIX OOCTOSATEILCTBAX HE MOT OH TaKOTO
nperycMoTpeTsh.

be3 kakoro-1100 COMHEHUSI MOXKEM CKa3aTb, YTO CTAOMJIBHOCTD IIpaBa Hepas-
PBIBHO CBsi3aHa C Cy[eOHbIM NpaBOIpUMEHEHHEM. bbu1o ObI HENb3sI TOBOPUTH O BO3-
MOXXHOCTH IIPUCBOEHHS TIPaBy CBOMCTBA ,,CTAOMIBHOCTH B CUTYalllH, KOTAa cyaeo-
HBIE pelIeHUs He ObLTH OBl ,,cTAOMIILHBIME, BENIb CTAOMIBHOCTH CyA€OHBIX PEIICHUI
SIBJISICTCS ,,HEOOXOAMMBIM 3JIEeMEHTOM (DYyHKIIMOHUPOBaHHs MpaBa B oOmiectse”.'!
Wnave roBops, OTCYTCTBHE MHCTHTYTa 3aKOHHOHM Cmiibl 0003Hadajno Obl CyliecT-
BOBaHME COCTOSIHHSI MOCTOSSHHOW HEYBEPEHHOCTH OTHOCHTENIBHO NPaBOBOM CHUTya-
LUK 781 THYHOCTH. BhIpakeHHeM cTaOMIBHOCTH CyA€OHBIX PEIICHUH — WIIH, CMO-
TpsI LIMPE, - CTAOMIILHOCTH NIPaBa, SBISIETCS 3aKOHHAsI CHJIa CylNeOHbIX pemeHnid. EE
MOCJIEICTBUEM, B BUJIE 3aKIIIOUUTEIHHOTO OKOHYAHH IPOLIecca 1 3alpeTa poBezie-
HUS IOBTOPHOTO MPOU3BOJICTBA TPOTHB TOTO K€ JIUIIA, OTHOCSILETOCS K TOMY XK€ Jie-
SIHUIO, SIBIISIIOTCS] TAPAHTHH HEHapyILIeHus: chepbl CBOOON U MpaB JIMYHOCTH B Mac-
mrale, BBIXOSAIIEM 32 MPENebl MOCIEICTBII, BEI3BAHHBIX CYI€OHBIM PEIICHHEM,
BCTYIHBILIUM B 3aKOHHYIO CHJy. BaskHyI0 poJib, B 3TOM OTHOIIEHUH, B COBPEMEH-
HOM YTOJIOBHOM TpOLIECCe UTpaeT NpUHUHMI ne bis in idem, SIBISIOMIMNACS TapaH-
THEH, YTO HUKTO He OyeT OoJIblle, UeM OJIMH pa3, MPUBJICYEH K YTOJIOBHOH OTBETCT-
BEHHOCTH 32 OJIHO U TO XK€ JIesTHUE, 3alIPELICHHOE YTOJIOBHBIM 3aKOHOM 10 YIPO30ii
HakazaHus.'? OTCrofa BBITEKAIOT JBE MPEANOCHUIKU. [lepBasi OTHOCHTCS K CHTya-
UM, B KOTOPOH paHblie BO30YXIEHHOE MPOU3BOJACTBO IO JICNy MPOTHB OJHOIO
M TOTO JK€ JINIA, OOBUHSEMOTO B OIHOM U TOM K€ JCSHUH, y>KE€ OKOHYMIIOCH BhIHE-
CCHMEM I10JTHOMOUYHBIM CYZIOM CyI€OHOTO PEeIeH s, BCTYIIUBIIEIO B 3aKOHHYIO CHILY
(res iudicata), Bropas ke — MPEAIoIaraeT, YTO UCK 110 paHee BO30YyKACHHOMY IpPO-
W3BOJCTBY TI0 JIeNly TIPOTUB OJHOTO M TOT'O K€ JIMa, OOBUHIEMOTO B OJJHOM M TOM
e JesHUH, HaXOAUTCsA Ha paccMoTpeHud (lis pendens). HecoMHeHHO, mepBast U3
IIPEANIOCHUIOK BEAET K OTPaHHMUYCHUIO (DyHIaMEHTAIbHOTO IPUHIMIIA MAaTePHAIbHOM
WCTHHBI, SIBJISISICh, TEM CaMbIM, OTPAaHMYCHUEM B IIO3HAHUH UCTHHBI, BO UMsI IIPaBo-
BOM 0E30MaCHOCTH JIMYHOCTH B TOM CMBICIIE, YTO BBIHECEHHOE IO €€ /ey pelie-
HUE, BCTYNHBIIEE B 3aKOHHYIO CHITY, AIBJISIETCS OKOHYATEIbHBIM U HE MOXET OBITh
IIOBTOPHO IepecMOTpeHO. Takum 00pa3zoM, JIMIO 3aLIUIIEHO OT BO3MOXKHOIO 3710Y-

10 A. Sakowicz, Wznowienie postepowania na niekorzys¢ oskarzonego..., c. 268.
11 J. Wréblewski: Warto$¢ a decyzja sagdowa, Wroctaw-Warszawa-Krakow-Gdansk 1973, c. 94.
12 B atoit obnactu cm. wupe A. Sakowicz, Zasada ne bis in idem w prawie karnym, Biatystok 2011, c. 33 n cn.
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NoTpeOIeHNs BIACTHIO CO CTOPOHBI TOCYapCTBA, a 3allUTa CTA0OMILHOCTH PELICHUH
Cylla YBEIIMYMBAET B OOILECTBE JOBEpUE K JICHCTBYIONIEMY B JaHHOW CTpaHe Tpa-
BOTOPSAKY, (PyHKIIMOHUPOBAHUIO OPraHOB YTOJIOBHOTO TPECIICAOBAHUS 1 OPraHOB
MIPaBOCYAMSL.

Brimeykazannast KoJuIM3us ABYX LIEHHOCTEH — MaTepuaibHON CIIpaBeaIuBOCTH
Y TIPaBOBOTO TOCY/IapCTBa — MO3BOJISET CAENaTh ompeseieHHoe ododmenue. [lpa-
BUJILHO OTMEYAETCS B INTEPATYPE, YTO YEM CHIIbHEE CTAOMIIBHOCTH CY/ICOHBIX pellie-
HUH, TeM OO0JIbIIasi OACHOCTh OCTABJICHHS B CUJIC U HCITOIHEHUS HECIIPABEITHBOTO
CyneOHOTO pelleHus], ¢ JPYroi ke CTOPOHBI — YeM IIHPEe BO3MOKHOCTH OCIapuBa-
HUSl PEIICHHIA, BEIHECCHHBIX MMOJHOMOYHBIMU CY/IaMU M BCTYIHBIIUX B 3aKOHHYO
cuity, TeM ciabee 4yBCTBO MPABOBOM OE30MMACHOCTH U JIOBEPUE JIFOACH K CY/IEOHBIM
pelLICHUSIM, BCTYUBIINM B 3aKOHHYIO cuiy.!> MIMest 9TO B BUAY CJEAyeT OCTABUTH
B CTOPOHE OJTHOCTOPOHHUE MO3ULIUHU, HAPABICHHBIC WK HA 3aIUTY MaTepUaTbHON
CIPaBEUIMBOCTH HIIU Ha COOJIO/IEHUE 3aKOHHOW CHIIBI CyJieOHOTO perreHus. [1oa-
TOMY, HEOOXOJTUMBIM SIBIISICTCSI TIOUCK KOMITPOMHCCA MEKIY STHUMH JIByMs IIEHHO-
ctsamu. OIHAKO HE BCE TaK MPOCTO, OCOOCHHO, €CITH MPEIMETOM aHAIH3a CIeNIaeM
B0O300HOBIIEHHUE ITPOU3BOJICTBA BO BPEIl OOBUHSAEMOMY.

2. Bo3MOXHOCTB BO30OHOBIICHHS IPON3BOCTBA 110 JIEITY BO Bpel OOBHHSAEMOMY
OTHIOZIb HE YY’K/a MOJBCKOMY YTOJIOBHO-TIPOIECCYAIbHOMY 3aKOHY, XOTSI B HaIlleM
3aKOHOJATENILCTBE JTO SBISETCS MCKIIOYEHHEM CPEIH BO3MOXKHOCTEH BOCIIOIB30-
BaThCs ATON (POPMOI1 B TIOPSIKE YPE3BBIYAHOTO 00XKAJIOBAHUS CY/IeOHBIX peIICHUH
U TIPUTOBOPOB B TI0JIb3Y 00BHHsIeMOro. OHAKO CYIIECTBYIOT MPABOBBIC CHCTEMBI,
KOTOpBIE HE MPEIyCMaTPUBAIOT BO3MOKHOCTH BO30OHOBJIEHHS IPOM3BOJCTBA IO
JIely BO Bpell OOBHHSIEMOMY (TO €CTh, BOSOOHOBIEHUs in malam partem). Taxue
NPaBOBBIC PELICHHS MBI HaiIeM B OeJIbrHICKOM, (PPAaHITy3CKOM, HTAITBIHCKOM, ITOp-
TYTaJIbCKOM U MCIIAHCKOM 3aKOHOAATENbCTBAX. ! B Ka)/10M M3 3THX roCylapcTB Cy-
IECTBYET BO3MOKHOCTh BO30OHOBIICHUSI MPOW3BOACTBA I10 JICITY HCKIIOYUTEIBHO
B I10JIb3y OOBHHSEMOTO, XOTSl B HEKOTOPBIX M3 HUX M 3TO BO30OHOBJICHHE OIPaHU-
yeHo (Hamp. Bo ®panimn) u3-3a yOOKOW Bephl B MPUHIIMI, YTO CyaeOHOe perire-
HHE, BCTYIMBIIEE B 3aKOHHYIO CHITy CUMTaeTCsl OOBEKTUBHOM UCTUHOM (rei iudicata
pro veritate habetur).

Bo3sBpamasick kK OT€4eCTBEHHOMY 3aKOHOJATEIhCTBY CIEAYeT MOJYePKHYTD,
YTO B ITOJIBCKOM KOZIEKCE YTOJIOBHOTO IIPOU3BOJICTBA HHCTUTYT BO30OHOBIEHUS TIPO-

13 Cp. S. Steinborn, Gwarancyjna funkcja prawomocnosci i jej konsekwencje dla zakresu orzeczen zdolnych do
uprawomochnienia sie, (8:) J. Skorupka (red.), Rzetelny proces karny. Ksiega jubileuszowa Profesor Zofii Swidy,
Warszawa 2009, c. 236; B cTapeiLen xe nutepatype cmotpu: M. Bityj, A. Murzynowski, Wznowienie..., c. 11;
S. Sliwinski, Wznowienie..., c. 7-9; A. Kaftal, Kontrola prawomocnych orzeczen w polskim procesie karnym,
Warszawa 1971, c. 9-10; A. Sakowicz, Wznowienie postgpowania na niekorzy$¢ oskarzonego..., c. 269.

14 Cwm. wupe Ha aTy Temy S. Swoboda, Das Recht der Wiederaufnahme in Europa, HRRS Mai 2009, Heft 5, c. 190-
191 n ykasaHHasi Tam nuTepatypa; A. Sakowicz, WWznowienie postepowania na niekorzy$¢ oskarzonego...,
c. 269-270.
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W3BOJICTBA IO YTOJOBHOMY JIENly PETYIHPYIOT YeThIpe monokeHus: cT. 540, 540a,
540b u 542 § 3 VIIK, koTopble coaepskar mpaBoBbIe HOPMBI, TO3BOJISIOIINE, BO MHO-
THX CITy4asiX, BO30OHOBHTH MPOM3BOACTBO — KakK B MOJb3Y, TAK M BO Bpel OOBHHsIC-
MomMmy. MTak, Ha OCHOBaHMH TOJIOKECHUH JIEHCTBYIOLIETO KOJIEKCa, BBICISIEM CIIey-
IOLIME OCHOBBI BO30OHOBJICHUSI TPOU3BOACTBA 110 YTOJIOBHOMY JICIY:

168

a)

b)

d)

YCTaHOBJIICHUE, YTO B CBS3U C IPOU3BOACTBOM OBUIO COBEPILCHO MPECTYII-
JIeHUE W CYyNIECTBYeT 0OOCHOBAaHHOE OMACEHHE, YTO 3TO MOIJIO TOBIHSATH
Ha coJiepKaHue Cy/Ie0HOTo pemeHus (Tak Ha3. propter falsa —ct. 540 § 1 m 1
VIIK);

BBISIBJICHHUE, TTOCIIE BEIHECEHUS CY/IcOHOTO PENICHHs, HOBBIX (TS cyaa) (ak-
TOB WUTH JI0KA3aTeJIbCTB, YKA3BIBAIONIMX HA HEIOCTATKH CYyACOHOTO perie-
HUS, TIEPEUNCIICHHBIX, B 3aKPBITOM TiepeyuHe, B ¢T. 540 § 1 m 2 OykB. a,bu c
VIIK, yka3bIBaroOIIMX, 9TO

- OCy)KZ[eHHBIﬁ HC COBCPIINII ACAHUA WM €ro ACIHUC HC ABJISJIOCH HPC-
CTYIUICHUCM HJIK HC IMMOAJICIKAJIO HAKA3aHULO,

- OH OBUI OCYXXIICH 3a COBEpIICHUE MPECTYIUICHHS, 32 KOTOPOE YIpoKaeT
Oosee cTporoe HakazaHWE WM HE OBUIM MPUHSATHI BO BHUMaHUE 00CTO-
SITENTbCTBA, BIMSIONINE HAa YPE3BBIUANHOE CMSTUCHUE HAKA3aHWS WIIN
OBLTH OITMOOYHO TPHUHSTHI OOCTOATEIHLCTBA, BIUSIONINE HA YPE3BBIUAi-
HO€ OTSrYeHHEe HaKa3aHMsI,

- CyJl MPEKpaTWJI WK YCIOBHO MPEKpaTui MPOU3BOJCTBO MO YrOJOBHOMY
JIeITy, OIIMOOYHO MPHUHUMAs COBEPLICHHE OOBUHIEMBIM JESHHUS, B KOTO-
poM oH 0OBUHSIETCA (TaK Ha3. propter nova),

JUIIIEHUE — B pe3yJbTaTe pemieHusl KOHCTUTYIIMOHHOTO TpuOyHala —3aKOH-
HOW CHITBI FJTH M3MEHEHNE TIOJI0KEHUS 3aKOHA, SIBIISIONIETOCS OCHOBON OCY-
KJICHUS WM YCIIOBHOTO MPEKPAIIeHHs TPOU3BOJICTBA TT0 aemy (cT. 540 § 2
VIIK);

pelIeHHe MEKIYHAPOIHOTO OpraHa, ISHCTBYIOLIETO Ha OCHOBAaHUU MEXKITY-
HApOJHOTO J0roBopa, parudunupoBaHHoro Pecmybmukoii [lonbia, B co-
JICp’KaHUU KOTOPOTO ObLIO YCTAHOBJICHO HApPYLICHHE IOJBCKHM OPraHoM
HOpM JIOTOBOpa M C(HOPMYIUPOBAaHBI COOTBETCTBYIOIINE PEKOMEHIAIHH,
MMEIOIINE CBOEH 11EJIbI0 YCTpaHeHHEe OCIEICTBUI JaHHOTO HapyIIeHus (CT.
540 § 3 VIIK);

B CJIy4ae €CIM OCYXJIEHHbBIH — 110 OTHOIIECHHIO K KOTOPOMY OBUIM IpUMe-
HeHbl ¢T. 60 § 3 u 4 YK | unu 36 YIIK (MHCTUTYT Tak Ha3. Majoro KOpoH-
HOTO CBUJIETEJIS1) — OTKAKETCS OT COIVIALLICHUS, HE MOATBEPKAasi B yTOJIOB-
HBIM IIPOLIECCE JaHHBIX OO0 MOKA3aHUH, HITH

€CIIM TOCJIe TaK Ha3bIBaeMOTO aOCOPOIMOHHOTO MpPEKpaIleHus [Cyaonpo-
M3BOJICTBO MOYKHO TNPEKPATUTh, €CIM HAa3HAY€HHE 10 OTHOILIEHHUIO K OOBH-
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HSIEMOMY Haka3aHHUs ObUIO ObI HEllelIecoOoOpa3HbIM M3-3a BUAA M pa3Mepa
HaKa3zaHUsl, HA3HAYEHHOTO B 3aKOHHOM MOpSKE 3a APYroe MpecTyIuIeHne —
npuHuun nomomenus] (ct. 11 § 1) mpousoiiner otmena (Harmpumep B MO-
PSIKE Kaccaluu MM BO30OHOBJICHUS) MPUTOBOPA, KOTOPBIH SBUIICS OCHO-
BOIi MIPEKpaIIeHHsI WK CYLIECTBEHHOE H3MEHEHHE ero conepxkanus (cT. 11 §
3 VIIK, ct. 540a YIIK);

g) mosiBiieHre MpUIUHbI 10 cT. 439 § 1 B coBokymH. co cT. 542 § 2 VIIK, a Takxke

h) ecmm cymeGHBIN TIpollecC OKOHYMIICS BBEIHECCHHEM CyICOHOTO pEIICHHS,
BCTYIHBIIIETO B 3aKOHHYIO CHIIy B OTCYTCTBHE OOBHHIEMOTO, €CIM HEe ObLI
OH yBEJIOMJICH O BPEMEHH CY/IeOHOTO 3ace/laHusl U O BEIHECEHUH CYIeOHOTO
pemenwus (ctT. 540b YIIK).

Bo3o6HOBIEHNE TPOU3BOACTBA TI0 YTOJIOBHOMY [Ny BO Bpel OOBHHAEMOMY
MOYKET OBITh B TPEX CITyJasX.

Bo-niepBbIX, eciii B CBSA3M C YTOJIOBHBIM ITPOU3BOJICTBOM OBLITO COBEPIIICHO TPe-
CTYIUICHHE U CYIIECTBYeT 00OCHOBAHHOE OITACE€HME, YTO ATO MOTJIO MTOBIIUATH HA CO-
nepskaane cyneoHoro pemeHus (cT. 540 § 1 m 1 YIIK). Jlms Toro, 9T006! BOCIIOND-
30BaThbCA TaHHBIM OCHOBaHHMEM JIJIsi BO30OHOBIEHHS MTPOMU3BONICTBA, OMPENEIIeMOi
B JINTEpAType Kak propter falsa, ex delicto vmm propter crimen'®, HEOOXOIUMBIM SIB-
nsiercs onpenencHue e€ yeinosuit. Oun comepxkarcs B cT. 541 YIIK, yka3wiBarormiei,
9TO OCHOBA propter falsa TpeOyeT MONTBEPKACHHS MPECTYIICHUS OOBHHUTEIH-
HBIM TIPUTOBOPOM, BCTYMHUBIIMM B 3aKOHHYIO CHJIY, pa3Be 4TO Takoe CyneOHoe pe-
IIIeHNEe He MOXKET OBITh BEIHECEHO T10 MPUYHHAM, 000CHOBBIBAIOIINX OTKAa3 B BO300-
HOBJICHHH TIPOM3BOCTBA WIJIH €T0 MpeKpameHnn Ha ocHoBe cT. 17 § 1 m. 3-11, wn
M3-32 HEOOXOMMMOCTH TIPHOCTAHOBJICHHS IPOM3BOICTBA TIO JEJIy Ha OCHOBE CT. 22
VIIK, unu moKa3aHue ero CBSI3U ¢ MPOM3BOACTBOM!'®, IT0 KOTOPOMY ITOJIaHO 3asBJIe-
HUE 0 BO300OHOBJICHHUH. 3aKOHOIATENb He TPeOyeT JOKa3bIBAHMSI, UTO MPECTYTUICHUE,
KOTOpO€ OBLIO COBEPIIIEHO B CBSI3H C IPOU3BOZACTBOM, MTOBITUSIIO HA CyIeOHOE perrre-
Hue. Jl0cTaTOYHbBIM, B 3TOM OTHOIIIEHUH, SBJISIETCS CYIIECTBOBAaHNUE ,,000CHOBAaHHOMN
OCHOBBI MPUHATE, TO €CTh, 0O0CHOBAHHOTO TIPEIIONOKEHHS, UTO TAKOE BIUSHUC
MOTJIO IMETh MECTO, a HE YBEPEHHOCTH, CBUACTEIHCTBYIOIIEH O TAKOW CUTYAIIHH.

ITonoxxenne ct. 540 § 1 m 1 YIIK He yka3piBaeT KOHKPETHBIN BHI MPECTYTLIC-
HUSI, KOTOPOE MOXKET MOCIYHUTh OCHOBOM JJIs1 BO30OHOBIIEHUSI TPOM3BoICTRA. [103-
TOMY, HE BBI3BIBAET COMHEHHSI TOT (haKT, UTO ITO MOXKET OBITh JTF000E MPECTYILICHHE,
a HE TOJBKO COBEPIIEHHOE YYACTHHKOM TPOIIEeCcca, JIUIIhL Obl B €ro Mpejenax TMEIH
MECTO TIPEANOCHUIKY, yYKazaHHbie B ¢T. 540 § 1 m. 1 VIIK."” Bonee Toro, ecnu 1o-

15 Hanp. T. Grzegorczyk, Kodeks postgpowania karnego. Komentarz, Warszawa 2008, c. 1137.

16 M. Cieslaka, Z. Dody, Przeglad orzecznictwa, Palestra 1978, z. 1, c. 58; A. Sakowicz, Wznowienie postgpowania
na niekorzys$¢ oskarzonego..., c. 270

17 J. Grajewski, Przebieg procesu karnego, Warszawa 2008, c. 362.
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clie BCTYIUICHHS CyAeOHOTO pelIeHHs B 3aKOHHYIO CHITy OyaeT oOHapy>KeHO HOBOE,
JI0 CHX TIOp HEW3BECTHOE JJOKa3aTeJIbCTBO, YKa3bIBaIOIIEEe, YTO PElIeHUE ObLIO BbI-
HECEHO Ha OCHOBE JIOKHOTO TIOKa3aHHsI, TOI/Ia 3aKOHHBIM OCHOBAaHHMEM 3asiBIICHUSI
0 BO30OHOBIICHUH TPOU3BOACTBA OYIET SIBIATHCS TONMBKO CT. 540 § 1 m. 1 VIIK, ecu
OymyT ucnomHensl yciaosus cT. 541 VIIK.!® Tem He MeHee, B CHTYaIH, KOT/IA TAKOE
HOBOE JIOKa3aTeILCTBO YKA3BIBAJIO ,,HA OOCTOSATEIHCTBA, O KOTOPHIX HIET peyb B § 1
1. 2, TO, TI0 CyIIECTBY, HET MPETATCTBHUIA JJIsi BO3OOHOBIICHUS de novis, C TeM, 4TO
HEJb3s B TIPOU3BOJICTBE O BO3OOHOBIIEHUH YCTAaHABIMBATh BOSHUKHOBEHUS U CYyIIIe-
cTBOBaHMs mpectyruieHus”.!” MHaue roBopsi, B BBIIICYKa3aHHON CHCTEME BO3MOXK-
HBIM SIBIISIETCS JIUIIH PACCIICIOBAHUE, OTBEUAET JIU JIOKA3aTeIILCTBO YCIOBUSM, YKa-
3aHHBIM B CT. 540 § 1 m. 2 VIIK.?

JIBe npyrue BO3BMOXHOCTH BO30OHOBJICHHUS POU3BOJICTBA 10 YTOJIOBHOMY JIEITy
comepxurt cT. 540a YIIK. IlepBast u3 HUX OTHOCHUTCS K OOBHHSIEMOMY, OCYKIEHHOMY
BCTYTIMBIINM B CHJTY Cy[eOHBIM PEIICHHEM C Ype3BbIUaiiHBIM CMATYEHHEM HaKaza-
Hus Ha ocHOoBaHMH CT. 60 § 3 miu 4 YK a Takke Ha ocHOBaHMH CT. 36 § 3 YK, Ko-
TOPBIH HE TOATBEPINII B APYI'OM YIOJIOBHOM CYJOIPOM3BO/ICTBE BBISBICHHBIX PaHee
cBIeHMI. B cBoro ouepenb, BTopasi BOSMOXKHOCTD CBsI3aHA C TaK Ha3bIBa€MbIM a0-
copOuroHHbIM npekpamenreM (ct. 11 YIIK), korna npuroBop, KOTOpbIN SIBUIICS OC-
HOBOH Ul TaK HA3bIBAEMOT0 a0COPOIIMOHHOIO MPEeKpalleHus! OblJI OTMEHEH B TIO-
psIKe Kaccaluy MM BO30OHOBJICHHUS YTOJIOBHOTO MPOM3BOACTBA MJIM MPOU3OILIO
CYIIECTBEHHOE U3MEHEHHUE COJCPIKaHUsI ATOTO CY/IEOHOTO pEeIICHHS.

3. KaxeTcs, 9T0 KpoMe ITHX TpeX OCHOBAHUH 11 BO3OOHOBIICHUS TTPOU3BO/I-
CTBa BO Bpen 0OBUHsIEMOMY, B 001acTh de lege lata cymiecTByeT BO3MOXHOCTh BBE-
JICHHS YETBEPTOTO OCHOBAHHMS, TO €CTh, IOIYCKAIOIIeH BO30OHOBIEHHE YTOIOBHOTO
CYZIOTIPOHM3BOJICTBA in malam partem, KOTJa, IOCIIe BEIHECEHHUS BCTYTUBIIIETO B CHITY
OIIpaB/IaTEeNILHOTO MIPUTOBOPA, TOSBSATCS HOBBIE (DAKTHI MITK JIOKA3aTeNILCTBA — HEH3-
BECTHBIC Cy/1y B IPEABLIYIIEM MTPOU3BOJICTBE — YKA3bIBAIOIIUE HA TO, YTO OCYK/ICH-
HBII COBEPILINI 3aMPEILCHHOE JesTHUE. ITO HE HOBasi BOBMOKHOCTD - HE HEU3BECTHAS
U He HOBaTopckas. B coBpeMeHHo# EBpone Takue penieHus: NpuMeHsIOTCs B MPo-
LeccyalbHOM 3aKOHOMATENbCTBE HAampuUMep B AHIIMH U B Y2Jbc, ABcTpuu, boin-
rapun, Ounnsuauu, Hopserun, Poccun, Pymeraun u IlIBerun.>! OgHako 0OBIYHO
BO3MOYKHOCTh BO30OHOBJICHHUS MTPOU3BOJICTBA BO BpeJ] OOBHHSIEMOMY OIpaHUYCHA,
HaIp. KOJIMYECTBOM 3aIPEIICHHBIX ISSHUN WIH TSHKECTHI0O KOHKPETHOTO MPECTYTI-
Horo moBeaenus (cT. 414 a63. 3 poccuiickoro YIIK) wmu yrpokaronum 3a JTaHHBIH
BH/I 3aIIPEIEHHOTO JesTHUS HaKa3aHHeM B BHIE TIOKM3HEHHOTO JINIICHUS CBOOOBI

18 Postanowienie SN z 18 pazdziernika 1978 r., Wp 3/78, OSNKW 1978, z. 12, poz. 150.
19 T. Grzegorczyk, Kodeks postepowania karnego. Komentarz, Warszawa 2008, c. 1137.
20 Tam xe.

21 CwM. S. Swoboda, Das Recht der Wiederaufnahme in Europa..., c. 193, npum. 70.



3ameyvanus de lege lata n de lege ferenda...

(kak 310 MMeeT MecTo B [ommanaun).? B ¢cBotO ouepe/ib, B CKAaHANHABCKUX CTPaHAX
MIPOU30IILIA CChIIKA HA MUHUMAJIBHYIO YTPO3Y, KaK OTPHUIIATEIBHYIO MPEANOCHUIKY,
OTPaHMYHUBAIOIIYIO0 BO3MOXXHOCTh BO30OHOBJICHUS TIPOM3BOJICTBA BO Bpe]l 0OBUHsIC-
MOMY (HampuMmep ToJl JnnieHus cBoOos! B [1IBennu, 1Ba roga MUIIeHUsT CBOOOIBI
B OUHISHIVY WK TPY Tojia JUIIeHNs cBoOoasl B Hopeerun).?

Hecxkomnpko nHaue 3Ta podiieMa yperyinupoBaHa B AHITIUN U B Y JIbC, TAC UMe-
€TCsI OTpaHNYCHNE TapaHTHITHOTO HHCTUTYTA double jeopardy [BTOpHIHOTO TIPHUBIIC-
YEHHSI K YTOJIOBHON OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 32 OJTHO | TO XK€ MPECTYIICHHE |, aKIEHTHPYA,
TeM 00pasom, 0oJree MMUPOKYIO TOTPEOHOCTH B 00IaCTH peaTn3allii MaTepruaIbHOMI
rnctuHbl. COOTBETCTBYIONINE PEMICHNSI HANUTHCH B X dacTtu the Criminal Justice Act
or 2003 r. (mamsmre: CJA).** Cormacno crt.. 75 (1) CJA nonoxenus gactu X Retrial
for serious offences IpUMEHSIOTCS K TWIIaM, KOTOPBIE OBLTH OTIPaBIaHBI B COBEPIIIE-
HUM TaK Ha3bIBaeMBIX qualifying offence®: B KOTOPOM OHHM OOBHHSIIOTCS B ITPOM3-
BOJICTBE BEIYIIMMCS B AHTJINH WIH B Y3bkc. Eciu ke o6parnmes k cT. 75 (4) u (5)
CJA, MBI 3aMETHM BO3MOXKHOCTH TTOBTOPHOTO MPOBEESHHS MPOU3BOACTBA, Kacaro-
IIETOCs TaK Ha3. qualifying offence B cirydae onpaBaaHus JUIa HE TOIBKO cyaoM Be-
JMKOOPUTAHUU, HO TAaKXe CyIOM Ipyroro rocyaapctsa.’® CremyeT MOaYepKHYTb,
4T0 110 cT. 76 (4) CJA B0300OHOBJICHHUE MPON3BOICTBA MO OTHOIIECHUIO K TaK HAa3bIBA-
eMbIM qualifying offence MOXXET COCTOSATHCS MOCIE UCTIONHEHUS TPeX yCIOBHA, TO
€CTh.: @) TIOSIBIICHUSI HOBBIX M BaXKHBIX JIOKA3aTEIBCTB MPOTHB OMPAaBIaHHOTO JIUIA
(new and compelling evidence against the acquitted person (c1. 78 CJA)); b) un-
TepecHl MPaBOCYANsS TPEOYIOT MPOBEASHHS TTOBTOPHOTO MIPOU3BOJICTBA & TaKXke C)
MIPOBEACHNE OYEPEIHOTO MPOU3BONICTBA HE OyAEeT MPOTHBOPEUNTH 005A3aTEIbCTBAM
OO0beIMHEHHOTO KOPOJIEBCTBA B 00IaCTH COOIONCHUS TIpUHITUNIA 711 bis in idem, KO-
TOpHBIE BBITEKAIOT U3 TocTaHoBIenuit Jloroopa o EBpomeiickom Coroze.?” TTomoxe-
Hus X yacth Retrial for serious offences CJA co3maroT Takke BO3MOXXHOCTh OTMECHBI
OTIPAB/IATENILHOTO PEIICHUS U TIPOBEICHUS TOBTOPHOTO MPOM3BOJICTBA TI0 JEITY, TaK
Ha3. the qualifying offence. B Takoi cuTyaruu HEOOXOAMMOMW SIBIISICTCS HaIHUYNC
JIBYX YCIIOBHUI - B BHJIE CYIIECTBOBAHHS ,,HOBBIX W MOIIHBIX  JOKA3aTeNbCTB (new

22 Hapgo pnobasuTb, 4TO B HacTosiee Bpems B FonnaHauv BedeTcsi npaBoTBopYeckast paboTta, HanpaBneHHble
Ha npefocTaBneHne BO3MOXHOCTU BO30GHOBNEHUSA Npon3BoAcTBa in malam partem nuuam, 06BUHAEMbIM B Hey-
MbILLNEHHOM YBUIiCTBE 1N B cekcyanbHbIX npecTynnenusix, http://english.justitie.nl/currenttopics/pressreleases/
archives-2011/110217more-options-for-revision-after-acquittal.aspx, nata Bxoga Ha cawt 20 anpens 2011 r.

23 S. Swoboda, Das Recht der Wiederaufnahme in Europa..., c. 193.

24 Cwm. wupe M. Rogalski, Przestanka powagi rzeczy osgdzonej w procesie karnym, Krakéw 2005, c. 277;
A. Sakowicz, Zasada ne bis in idem w prawie karnym, Biatystok 2011, c. 110-110.

25 B npunoxenunn Homep 5 k nepsoii rmase CJA yka3aHbl NpecTynneHus, onpeaeneHHble kak Tak Has. qualifying
offence. MpunoxeHne cogepxut 29 camblx TSHKKAX NPECTYNNEHWA, B TOM YACNE YMbILNEHHOE U HEeYMbILLNEH-
Hoe y6WIACTBO,M3HacCKNOBaHNe, NMOXULLEHWNE, CeKcyarbHble NPecTyneHns NpoTUB AeTel, TOProBis HapKoTu-
KaMmu, TepakTbl, BOEHHblE NPECTYNNeHNs 1 NPOTMB YenoBeyecTBa; cM. A. Sakowicz, Wznowienie postgpowania
na niekorzys¢ oskarzonego..., c. 272.

26 Cp. Bar Council of England and Wales, Response to Commission’s Green Paper COM (2005) 696 final on:
Conflicts of Jurisdiction and the Principle of ne bis in idem in Criminal Proceedings, c. 9; A. Sakowicz, Wznowienie
postepowania na niekorzy$¢ oskarzonego..., c. 272.

27 Cm. M. Rogalski, Przestanka..., c. 281-282 n yka3aHHasa Tam nutepartypa.
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and compelling evidence) B nonumanui ct. 78 CJA a Takke HHTEPEChl IPaBOCYIHSI
TpeOyIOT NPOBE/ICHHS IOBTOPHOTO IIPOU3BOICTBA 110 YTOJIOBHOMY JEIY 32 OJJHO U TO
xe aesuue (ct. 79 CJA).28

ApryMEHTOM B 3aIIUTy BBEACHHS TAKOH MCKIIOYUTEILHOH BO3ZMOKHOCTH BO3-
OOHOBJICHUSI TIPON3BOJICTBA 110 YTOJIOBHOMY JIETy BO BpEI OOBHHSIEMOMY SIBISCTCS
HE TOJILKO CaMO CTpEeMJICHHE K OCYIIECTBICHUIO MaTEepUaIbHOM CIpPaBeIIMBOCTH,
HO TaKKe JIETKOCTh JIOCTHKEHHS ITOW IEeHHOCTH. Hemnp3si ocmapuBarhk TE3HC, 4TO
coBpeMeHHbIe nccienoBanus, Hanpumep JJHK, mo3Bomsror oOBsICHUTE HEOOXOmH-
MBIE OOCTOSITEIBCTBA, MO3BOJISIOT YCTAaHOBUTH OOBEKTHBHYIO MCTHHY, a BEIb He-
CKOJIBKO WJIM HECKOJIBKO JICCSITKOB JIET TOMY Ha3aj ObUIO 3TO HEBO3MOXHBIM. CTOUT
JH OJJHAKO, IIOMHUMO TaKOH BO3MOKHOCTH, JKEPTBOBATh MPABOBOW 0E30MACHOCTHIO
YeJoBeKa BO MM JIOCTHIKCHUS MaTepHajbHOW CIpPaBEUTMBOCTH? KOHEYHO, HET,
M 3TO OTHOCHUTCSI K 3HAUUTEILHOMY KOJHYECTBY JIeJl, OKAHYMBAIOIIMXCS TIPHTOBO-
POM, BCTYIIMBIINM B 3aKOHHYIO cruly. OZIHAaKO OTPHLATEIbHBIA OTBET HE OyIeT yiKe
TaK PEIIUTENBHBIM, €CIIU JIeNI0 Oy/leT KacaThCs yOMICTBa WM CEKCYyaJbHOTO IIpe-
CTYIUICHHS B yliepO MaioieTHero Jimmna. Jlaxke B ciryyae NpUHATHS BO30OHOBICHHS
MPOU3BOJCTBA, OKOHYCHHOT'O OIPABIATEIbHBIM IIPUTOBOPOM, BCTYIIMBIIUM B 3aKOH-
HYIO CHJTY, BO3OOHOBJIEHUE in malam partem NOMKHO OBITh HCKIIOUeHUEM. Heobxo-
JMMBIMH B 3TOW 00JacTH Oy/IyT OrpaHUYEHHMs, OTHOCSIINECS HAIp. K TSHKECTH Ipe-
CTYIUIEHHS (TO €CTh, TOJNBKO B TpEeax TSHKKOTO MPECTYIUICHHS) WIN/H BPEMEHH,
B KaKOM MOIJIO OBl MPOHM30MTH BO30OHOBJIECHHE, HAIPUMEP 5 JIET OT ONpaBIaTEIb-
HOTO MPUTOBOPA, BCTYNHBIIETO B 3aKOHHYIO CHITY.”

3aBeprras BBIIIEyKa3aHHbIE OTAENbHBIC 3aMEYaHWS HAa TEMY BO300OHOBIIEHUS
YTOJIOBHOTO CYAOIPOU3BOJICTBA, HENB3sI HE OOPAaTUTh BHUMaHUS Ha TIOAXOM K JaH-
HO# mpoOneme EBporeiickoro cyna mo mpaBam denoBeka. Cpemam Ooraroit cyneo-
Hoit mpaktuku ECITU MokeM BCTPETHTH CymeOHBIC PEIIeHUs, MOAUYESPKUBAOIINE,
YTO TIOHATHE TIpaBa Ha CIPaBEAITUBOE PACCMOTPEHHE Jela, BhITEKarolee u3 CT. 6
a03. | KOHBEHIINH, TOJHKHO TOJIKOBAThCSI B CBs3H C IIpeamOyoii, B COOTBETCTBTBUHI
C KOTOPOH, CyIeCTBEHHON YaCThI0 COBMECTHOTO HACIIEANS U TPATUINH TOCYIapCTB
— CTpaH fBJISIETCS MPHUHIIMIT BEPXOBEHCTBA TpaBa, MPEAIONIATalonil COOM0IeHNe
MIPUHIINTIA 7es iudicata. ITOT IPUHIIAI UCXOAUT U3 TOTO, UTO ,,HU OJTHA U3 CTOPOH HE
MMeeT MpaBa OCIapuBaTh OKOHYATEIHHBIN M BCTYIMBIINI B 3aKOHHYIO CHITY TIPHUTO-
BOP TOJIBKO C IETBI0 TIOBTOPHOTO PACCMOTPEHMSI M TIOTyIE€HUSI HOBOTO PEIICHHS 110
JIeITy. KOHTPOJIb CYZOB BBHICIIEH MHCTAHIINH (HAaparpuMep KacCallMOHHBIX) JOJDKHA
OCYIIECTBIISATHCS C IENbIO UCTIPABICHUS CyNeOHBIX U CYNEeHCKNX OMMOO0K, a HE KaK
CYyOCTHUTYT KOHTPOJIA (Cyma, pa3penraroniero )axo0sl U MPOTECTH). KOHTPOJIb (Ha-
TIpUMEpP KacCAITMOHHBIN) HE MOXKET TPAKTOBAThCS KaK KaMy(IsDK JKajaoObl, a caMa

28 A. Sakowicz, Wznowienie postgpowania na niekorzys$¢ oskarzonego..., c. 273
29 Tam xe, c. 273.
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BO3MOXXHOCTh TIOBTOPHOTO OCMOTpA JIeia He SIBJISICTCS MPUYHHOMN ISl €r0 MOBTOP-
HOro paccmorpenus. OTkKa3 OT 3TOT0 MpUHIUIA 00OCHOBAH JIMIIb B CYIIECTBCH-
HBIX U a0COJIOTHO HEOOXOAMMBIX 00cTosiTenbcTBax”’. OnnoBpemenHo ECIIY 3ame-
TWJI, YTO TIPUHIIUT TIPABOBOW CTAOMILHOCTH, CPEN MHOTHX €€ 3JIEMEHTOB TPeOyeT,
4TOOBI Cy/lIeOHOE pEIIeHUE, BCTYITUBIICE B 3aKOHHYIO CHITY, OKOHYATEIBHO Pellaro-
1Iee JIeJI0 TI0 €ro CYIIECTBY, B TaJIbHEHUIIIEM HEe OCIapuBajiochk. MiHave roBopsi, mpuH-
U TIPAaBOBOM CTAOMIBHOCTH JICTEPMUHUPYET HEOOXOAUMMOCTh COOJOIEHUS 3aKOH-
HOH CHIIBI pa3peleHHoro aena.*’

BrleykazaHHoe MHEHHE JOKA3bIBACT, YTO HU OJHA U3 CTOPOH HE UMEET MpaBa
TpeOOBaTh IIOBTOPHOT'O ITPOBEICHNS IIPON3BOJCTBA TOJIBKO C LIEJIBIO €0 IOBTOPHOIO
MepecMOTpa M paspelieHus Jea, eCy CIop ObUI yXKe pa3pellieH B 3aKOHHOM I10-
psinke. Mtak, moBTOpHOE paccCMOTpEHHE Jela JOJDKHO UMETh CBOCH MCKITFOUMTEIIb-
HOH 1IeTIbI0 YCTPaHEHHUE CyIeOHBIX HEIIPABUIBHOCTEH U OIIMOOK, TO3TOMY, 110 MHE-
Huto ECIIY, upes3Bruaiinbie cyfeOHBIC MPOIEAYpHl, TPHHUMAaeMble BO BHIMaHUE
[0 OTHOUICHHUIO K CYILIECTBEHHOMY CY/I€OHOMY PELICHHUIO, BCTYIIMBIIEMY B 3aKOH-
HYIO CHJIy LIEJIBIO €r0 MOTCHLIHAIBHOTO OCIIapUBaHMs, JOJKHBI JOIYCKAThCs JIHIIb
€CJIM 3TO HEOOXOANMO U3-3a OOCTOSITENbCTB OOJIbIICH TSKECTH M HOCUT NMPUHYIHU-
TeJbHBII XapakTep.’' B Takux ciiydasx mpaBo MPOBEACHHUS] KOHTPOJIS JTOIDKHO OCY-
LIECTBIATHCS TaK, YTOOBI B MAKCUMaJIbHOM CTEIEHH ObUIO COXPAaHEHO paBHOBECHE
MEXIy HHTEPECOM JIMLA U HEOOXOANMOCTBIO 00eCIIeUeH s TPaBUIBHOTO OCYIIECT-
BJICHHS TIPABOCY/IHs.>

30 Mpurosop ECMY ot 23 mionst 2003 r. no geny Ryabykh v. Rosji, Ne 52854/99, Lex; A. Sakowicz, Wznowienie
postgpowania na niekorzys¢ oskarzonego..., c. 274

31 Mpurosop ECIMY ot 18 Hosbps 2004 r. no aeny Pravednaya v. Rosji, Ne 69529/01, Lex.

32 Mpurosop ECIMY ot 28 ceHTsi6pst 2006 r. no geny Prisyazhnikova i Dolgopolov, Ne 24247/04, Lex.
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Andrzej Sakowicz

DE LEGE LATA AND DE LEGE FERENDA NOTES ON RESUMPTION
OF PROCEEDINGS AGAINST THE ACCUSED

This paper aims at analyzing the grounds for the reopening of proceedings in
criminal cases to the disadvantage of a defendant (in malam partem). First of all the
author presents arguments for and against the reopening of criminal cases. The au-
thor agrees that the principle of legal certainty is one of the fundamental aspects of
the rule of law, which requires, among other things, that where the courts have fi-
nally determined an issue, their ruling should not be called into question. Reopen-
ing a case undermines the authority of the judiciary and therefore there is a need for
balancing legal certainty with legality. The main part of the article concerns com-
parative analysis of the reopening of criminal procedure to the disadvantage of the
defendant, as occurs in some systems of criminal law (e.g. the United Kingdom,
France, Belgium, German, the Netherlands, Russia, Italy, Portugal, Spain and Po-
land). The paper indicates that, in special cases, a closed criminal procedure can
be reopened, and the defendant is acquitted or dismissed of all charges, if evidence
is presented containing new facts (e.g. DNA tests) which could have influenced
significantly the outcome of proceedings had they been disclosed at the time
of the trial. Such departures from the principle of legal certainty are justified only
when made necessary by circumstances of a substantial and compelling character.

Key words:

A criminal procedure, the procedure for reopening of proceedings in criminal
cases, the principle of legal certainty.
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