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Abstract. The right to defense in criminal proceedings is guaranteed by Article 48 of the Constitution of the Russian 
Federation and Article 16 of the Code of Criminal Procedure of the Russian Federation. But, as the analysis of these 
norms shows, it is interpreted exclusively as the right to protection from suspicion or accusation, and applies exclusively 
to persons with the status of the suspect and the accused, and operates at the pre-trial and judicial stages. At the same 
time, the understanding of the right to defense in a broad sense includes not only protection at the pre-trial and judicial 
stages from prosecution, but also as the right to provide qualified legal assistance in the post-trial stages, in cases where 
the charge has already been realized, the court verdict has entered into force and has begun to be executed, i.e., at the 
stage of execution of the sentence. The aim of the study is to prove that at the stage of execution of a sentence a lawyer 
provides qualified legal assistance to a convicted person, which consists in protecting his rights, and to show, based on 
an analysis of the principles of criminal proceedings, which tools and means available in the lawyer's arsenal can 
achieve the greatest favorability for the fate of a convicted person at the sentence execution stage, avoiding mistakes 
in very evaluative categories of criminal procedure legislation and resolutions of the Plenum of the Supreme Court of 
the Russian Federation. Based on the conducted research, it is inferred that the right to defense at the sentence execution 
stage is manifested in the provision of qualified legal assistance by a lawyer, which is not to defend against the prose-
cution, but to protect the rights of the convicted person at the stage. The participation of a lawyer in resolving issues 
listed in Article 397 of the Code of Criminal Procedure of the Russian Federation on the side of the convicted person 
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should be subject to the rules of Article 51 of the Code of Criminal Procedure of the Russian Federation, applied by 
analogy, since a person in the status of a convicted person is limited in his rights in connection with the execution of 
punishment and needs qualified legal assistance no less than a person in the status of the suspect, accused, and defend-
ant. At the same time, at present, the right to protection at this stage is dispositive and does not fully apply. The subject 
matter and limits of proof also have their own characteristics. Based on the analysis of judicial practice, the mistakes 
of lawyers have been identified and analyzed, and recommendations for their prevention have been proposed. It is 
concluded that the convicted person must be protected from unjustified deterioration of his position through the imple-
mentation of the principles of competition, equality of the parties and the right to defense, and the opportunity to chal-
lenge the possible deterioration of his position in court proceedings. 
Keywords: right to defense, post-criminal behavior, convicted person, enforcement authorities, adversarial nature, 
subject of proof, limits of proof, lawyer, errors in the implementation of protection 
 
For citation: Konin, V.V., Kudryavtseva, A.V. & Petrov, A.V. (2025) The right to qualified legal assistance during 
sentence execution as a component of the right to defense: Analysis of the phenomenon, errors, and recommendations. 
Vestnik Tomskogo gosudarstvennogo universiteta – Tomsk State University Journal. 512. . 242–251. (In Russian). 
doi: 10.17223/15617793/512/26 
 

 
 

      
   ,  , -

 ,     
,   ,  

   ,    , -
 .     -

    -
  ,   -

     ,   
 . 

  ,    . . , 
       -

       
. 397   [1. . 107].  

   ,   –  
     -

      -
    ,  -
     .  -
    ,   -
     , 

 ,     
  .  

  ,  -
      

  ,   -
      

-    , -
     

   ,    -
       

     .  
      -

,      . 
     1, 

      -
 ,   . 397  ,  

     ( ). 
     ,  ,  -

     , 
,    ,  

     , -
    -
    .   

   ,  «   
      -

         -
 » [2. . 2–5; 3. . 90–97], ,  -

, ,     ,  
 ,    

       
,   ,  -

      
 [4. . 178].  ,  -

       -
      

 [5. . 73]. 
 

  
 

 . . ,   
,      -

    ,   -
,    ,     

,    . 397  , -
 ,     

. 397–399  ,      
 ,     

      . 
     ,     

 «   »,  
     . 

      
     

(  ), ,  -
    , «  
  ,    

      -
,      » [6. . 202].  

     -
  .  -

    -
 ,   – -

    , -
  ,  ( -

) ,  ,  
  ,   -

 ,   -
     , -

    . 



 / Law 

244 

  . . ,   -
    «… -

,   -
, ,     

    (   -
),   » [7. 

. 53–60].    -
     -

,      , . . -
    , 

       -
 . 

    -
,  ,    

     
, ,   -

,  .    
    -

     -
 , ,   -

     .  
, , . 190   ,  
    , -

      -
     .   

   ,    
     –   

,      [8. . 106].  
 ,    -

    ,  -
  : 

–     : -
         

,        
 ,   -

     ,   
   ; 

–     : -
      

,       
      

        
,      -
 . 

      
     :  

–    :  -
   (   -
     -
; -    . .); 
–    : -
    ,  

   ,   -
  ,   -

      -
  . 

     
    , -

,  ,  ,   
     -

,      

,       -
  . 

  ,  
   ,   

-    . 397  ,  
   ,      

    : 
– -  ,   

   ( -
      -

  . 10  ) [9. . 95–101]; 
–   :  -

      -
 ; 

–   :  -
 ,    -

,     ,    -
     

 . 
    , -

   ,    -
     , -

   ,    -
   , ,  
 ,    -
,     .  
     ,  -

     -
    , -
      -
    . 

     -
     -

      . ,  
       
  ,    -

,   ,   -
 .    -
  ,    -
  ,    ,    
,      , -

   .   
     -

  ,    -
     - -

    ?  ,   
   , -

     ? 
 :     -
    -

      -
 .  ,    

      
  ,  -

     -
  ,       -

,       -
.    ,  -

     , -
    ,  

    2.  



 . .,  . .,  . .      

245 

  ,   -
    , -

    ,   -
   ,      

     , -
    .  

    -
  ,  -

     
       

,     
    , -

    ,   
 . 47 . 1 . 5  .   -

,        -
    .  

       
,  -  ,  

,     
 ,    -

 ,   
    -

.   ,  -
,  ,   ,  

    ,  -
  ,   ,  

    , -
,       

      
        

   ,   
      

  ,  
.  

      -
     ,   -

        
 ,       -
 ,     

 .  
    -

     -
,   ,    -

  ,   
. 2  ,    ,  ,  

,       -
   . , ,   

      
    -

,    
,    , 

     -
 .   ,    

       -
 [10. . 269],     -

 ,    -
      -
    , -

 [11. . 19–23; 12. . 47–54]  ,   -
,  , ,   

.  

      -
       

     , 
       -

  ,  -
      -
 ,    -

  .  ,  ,  -
      -

        -
   .  

, , . .  ,   -
     -
      -
      -

  ,    
  [2. . 2–5].   -

      , -
     -

     , -
,     

      , 
   .     -

       
. 50–53     ,    -

        
    

    , -
     . 
 ,        -
       -
 ,   -

   [13. . 128–133].  
     

     
, ,      

     -
 ,    -
   . 

    
      

,    -
     ,    -

      -
      -

,      -
 .  

  ,   -
       

       -
,   . 73  ,   -

 ,  . 252  3. 
      
 . 2 . 48  ,   

     , -
 :  

2.  ,   , 
      
   ( )  -

  ,   
   4. 



 / Law 

246 

      
     . 16  : 

1.    -
   ,     

      ( )  
. 

2. , ,    -
       

      
     

. 
3.  ,   -
,     ( ) -
     

  , -
    . 

4.  ,   -
    ,  

     -
 5. 

     ,   -
        

 -      
,      -

   ,   -
,     , -
       -

    ,   
   .  -
      

  . 1 . 2 . 75  .  -
,  . 2 . 48    . 16  
   ,    

        -
       -

 . 
      -

  ,   
    ,   -

  . 
      

   (  ), -
,     -

,    , , 
,  .  

      -
 , ,   . . -

,   [14. . 62]. 
  . . , «“ ”  -

-    -
   :     -

.      
 .   -

 –   .   -
 (     -

 ),   .    
 –  ,    -
» [15. . 80–81]. 
      -

  ,   

   ,   -
  .    , -
,  . 4 . 399     -
  (   )  -
     .    
 . 4 . 89   ,  -

       
,    .   

  ,    -
    -

 –   ,   -
       
  -   ,   

  ,    , 
    -

    -
         -

    -
.        -
  ,   

 ,    ,  
    (  -

 , ,  -
   . .).  

  ,     
     

     
   ,    

  ,    -
  .    . -

    : «…  
    -

      
,    .   

      -
 ,      

    , 
   1955 .» [16. . 72–73]. 

   ,    ,  
      -

 [17. . 543; 18. . 3]. ,  
    , -

,         , 
     , -

       -
     .  

   ,      
 . 

    -
.       -
      -

       
      

   .  
      

   ( ). 
,       -

     -
   ,   -

 ,    ,  -



 . .,  . .,  . .      

247 

,    , -
       
,   ( ),     

(       -
    ).  
        
       
      

 ,     
    ,  

   ,  -
  ,   .   

      
       -

,  ,   
 ,      -

      
   ,  

  . 
 ,    - -

      
,      [19. . 302–

304; 20. . 34–37], ,    -
,    ,   

,       .   
      ,   

      
 ,   . 397  

,   ,   
       -

       
   . 78  ,    

       -
    . 80  , . .   

  , -
   ,    
    .  

      
  ,      

, . .   , 
    , -

      -
 ,     -

,    , 
  , . .   

    -
  ,   . 51 

 ,      [21. . 74–79]. 
      -

 ,  ,    -
,  ,    

     
 ,     -

 ,   -   , 
      

  ,    
     . -
,       

       -
,       -
. 

 ,       
    ,      

      -
 ,    , 

  ,  -
,      

. 
, ,    4/17-

59/20206,    
     -

    
-     

 .     -
   ,     

  -    -
,   :  -
,   , -  .,  

  ,     
,      -

,  ,     -
        -

     
.    ,    

 , .     
      - -

  .   
 , .    -

,   ,    -
  .  .   -
     .,  

    : «   
  ,  ,   -
 ».      -

  ,  ,    -
   .,  -

,      ,  
    ,   -

     
    .     

  –         
 ?  ,    -

 ,    ,  
  -  ? 

    
  -  -

  ,  .  
     - . 
      

    
       

  .7    -
 -      

,     
,  .  ,     
.  .,   -

    , : «  -
  ».    -

 ,      
  .    , 

     , 
   ,     



 / Law 

248 

     .  -
:      ? 

   ,    
      

   . 397  . ,   -
 , ,  . 7 . 399    -
    ,   
   ,  ,   -
     

,  ,   
 8.  
  ,     -

      
      -

.  
,    -

  . 3 . 4 . 6   «  -
     »9 , -
        

 ,   ,   
    .  

  ,    
     « ». 

  « »    -
      

     -
  . 
      -

       -
,    , 

: «  ,    
    ,  -

        
   ».  

      
      
       , -

, ,   -
  ,     -
, , ,     -

       -
. 

    ,   
     . ,  

   -   -
 -    

  -  .     -
      

.       -
    -

 .      -
    -

 .       -
 ,    ,  

       
       -

,       -
   .    -
      

    ,  
     , 

 ,   -
     ,   -
        -

,   10. 
      , 

         
       -
. 

 
 

 
      -

 ,  , -
,   ,  ,   
          

  . ,   ,  
  ,    -

  –    -
    ,   -

      
      . 

       
      

 .      
    .  
        -

 .  
    -

      
     ,   -

       
,    -

     -
 ,          -

       
  . 
,     -

,  ,    
       

    11. 
 ,      -

     .   
       , 

         
   . 
       

      -
      

  : 
–     (  

 ,    -
      , -
      , -

      12);  
–       

,  . 61  13,  
     ,  -

    ( , 
 ,      

. .),     ,    
       



 . .,  . .,  . .      

249 

 ,     -
; 

–  ,     
 (    , 

    , -
  ,    . .); 

–     ; 
–     -
   [22. . 161–165]; 

–  ,   -
  ,   , -

,      -
      -

 ,       
  ,    -

 ,     
      

[23. . 82–86; 24. . 49–53]; 
–      -
     -

      
,   .  , 

      
     -

   ,    . . 
 [25. . 51].  

    -
     -
       -
,   ,       

   ,   
      

      -
.  

 ,      , 
      -

       
    -

      -
.       

    
  ,    

    -
    . 

 
 

 
1 «                 

 399 -    » :      11  2006 .  351-
;  «             118 -   

        »:     26  2003 .  
 20-  //  «  ». 

2   ,         ,   ,    
,                  

      ,      . 
3                . 
4    (    12.12.1993  ,     

 01.07.2020) //  «  ». 
5 -      18.12.2001  174-  (   .) //  «  ». 
6   4/17-59/2020    . //       
7   4/17-75/2020    . //      . 
8                 

   399 -    »:      19 -
 2019 .  3335-  //  «  ». 

9   «        »  31.05.2002  63-  (  . .) // 
 «  ». 

10   4/8-47/2024    . //     . - . 
11   «        »  31.05.2002  63-  (  . .) // 

 «  ». 
12 , ,    4/17-75/2020    .  ,     

              
    ,     ,            
 .      . 

13      13.06.1996  63-  (  . .) //  «  ». 
 

  
 

1.  . .        //  . 2017. . 16,  3. . 106–111.  
2.  . .           //  

. 2012.  2. . 2–5. 
3.  . .,  . .         . ., 2013. 

192 . 
4.  . .     ,    « »? (          

  ) //  -    –      
 : .  . . 2015. . 263–270. 

5.  . .     -    .  : -  . - , 1972. 136 . 
6.  . .,  . .,  . .    :     

 //  . 2024. . 18,  2(66). . 196–203.  
7.  . .              -

  //  . 2018.  1. . 53–60.  
8.  . .          //     . 2016.  3. . 102–

107.  



 / Law 

250 

9.  . .  «   »      72     
(      3  2018 .  186- ) //     . 2018.  3. . 95–101. 

10.  . .       //       
   : .  . .- . ., - , 16–17  2020  /  .  
. . . . :  -   « », 2021. . 268–273.  

11.  . .         //    
  . 2022.  3 (35). . 19–23. 

12.  . .   vs         (  
100-     ) //    . 2024. . 10,  3. . 47–54. 

13.  . .       -   //   
      . . . 2022.  4 (93). . 128–133.  

14.  . .              //  
    . 2017.  4 (60). . 59–64. 

15.  . .      //  . 2015.  1 (5). . 80–84. 
16.  .        ,     //  . 

2006.  3. . 69–73.  
17.  . .     : [   .  .  .  . 

 . .  .- .   - ]. . : , 2004. 676 . 
18.  . .              // 

  . 2015.  2 (35). . 3–8.  
19.  . .             //  

   . 2010.  4 (28). . 302–304.  
20.  . .          //  . 2016.  3. . 34–37.  
21.  . .,  . .            

    //  . 2020.  2. . 74–79. 
22.  . .            // 

 . 2022. . 16,  2 (58). . 161–165.  
23.  . .     //  . 2023.  4. . 82–86.  
24.  . .        //     : 

      , - , 19  2020 . . :  -
  « », 2021. . 49–53.  

25.  . .            //  
   . 2022.  2 (7). . 49–52. 

 
References 

 

1. Kachalov, V.I. (2017) Sposoby korrektirovki sudom prigovora pri ego ispolnenii [Ways for the Court to Adjust a Sentence During its Execution]. 
Pravovaya paradigma. 16 (3). pp. 106–111. 

2. Voronin, O.V. (2012) O funktsional'nom soderzhanii deyatel'nosti advokata osuzhdennogo v stadii ispolneniya prigovora [On the Functional 
Content of the Activity of a Convict's Lawyer at the Stage of Sentence Execution]. Advokatskaya praktika. (2). pp. 2–5. 

3. Levchenko, O.V. & Kamardina, A.A. (2013) Realizatsiya printsipov ugolovnogo sudoproizvodstva sudom v stadii ispolneniya prigovora 
[Implementation of the Principles of Criminal Proceedings by the Court at the Stage of Sentence Execution]. Moscow. 

4. Nikolyuk, V.V. (2015) [Is the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation Right, Even if it is "Supreme"? (On the Modern Interpretation of the 
Content of the Right to Defense in Criminal Proceedings)]. Sovremennoe ugolovno-protsessual'noe pravo Rossii – uroki istorii i problemy 
dal'neyshego reformirovaniya [Modern Criminal Procedural Law of Russia - Lessons from History and Problems of Further Reform]. Conference 
Proceedings. S.l. pp. 263–270. (In Russian). 

5. Sviridov, M.K. (1972) Poryadok razresheniya del ob uslovno-dosrochnom osvobozhdenii ot nakazaniya [The Procedure for Considering Cases of 
Parole]. Tomsk: Tomsk State University. 

6. Shcherbakov, G.V., Balamut, A.N. & Kryazheva, S.G. (2024) Psikhologicheskie kriterii ispravleniya osuzhdennykh: vozmozhnost' razrabotki i 
problemy vnedreniya [Psychological Criteria for the Correction of Convicts: Possibility of Development and Problems of Implementation]. 
Penitentsiarnaya nauka. 18 (2) 66. pp. 196–203. 

7. Kaufman, M.A. (2018) Uklonenie ot ispolneniya i otbyvaniya nakazaniya kak vid negativnogo postkriminal'nogo povedeniya i yego ugolovno-
pravovoe znachenie [Evasion of Execution and Serving of Punishment as a Type of Negative Post-Criminal Behavior and its Criminal Legal 
Significance]. Ugolovnoe pravo. 1. pp. 53–60. 

8. Konin, V.V. (2016) O publichnom i chastnom interese v stadii ispolneniya prigovora [On Public and Private Interest at the Stage of Sentence 
Execution]. Sudebnaya vlast' i ugolovnyy protsess. 3. pp. 102–107. 

9. Bydantsev, N.A. (2018) Zametki "na skoruyu ruku" o protsessual'nom poryadke primeneniya stat'i 72 Ugolovnogo kodeksa Rossiyskoy Federatsii 
(v redaktsii Federal'nogo zakona ot 3 iyulya 2018 g.  186-FZ) [Quick Notes on the Procedural Procedure for Applying Article 72 of the Criminal 
Code of the Russian Federation (as amended by Federal Law No. 186-FZ of July 3, 2018)]. Sudebnaya vlast' i ugolovnyy protsess. 3. pp. 95–101. 

10. Mar'ina, E.V. (2021) Realizatsiya printsipa zakonnosti pri peresmotre prigovora [Implementation of the Principle of Legality in the Review of a 
Sentence]. In: Kalinovskiy, K.B. (ed.) Proverka zakonnosti i obosnovannosti sudebnykh resheniy v ugolovnom protsesse [Checking the Legality 
and Validity of Court Decisions in Criminal Proceedings]. Saint Petersburg: Tsentr nauchno-informatsionnykh tekhnologiy "Asterion". pp. 268–
273. 

11. Zhusipbekova, A.M. (2022) Issledovanie dokazatel'stv kak element dokazyvaniya po ugolovnomu delu [Examination of Evidence as an Element 
of Proof in a Criminal Case]. Vestnik Ural'skogo yuridicheskogo instituta MVD Rossii. 3 (35). pp. 19–23. 

12. Rossinsky, S.B. (2024) Sobiranie dokazatel'stv vs issledovanie dokazatel'stv v kontekste Sheyferovskoy teorii sledstvennykh deystviy (k 100-letiyu 
so dnya rozhdeniya Uchitelya) [Gathering Evidence vs Examining Evidence in the Context of Shafer's Theory of Investigative Actions (on the 
100th Anniversary of the Teacher's Birth)]. Yuridicheskiy vestnik Samarskogo universiteta. 10 (3). pp. 47–54. 

13. Krylov, A.A. (2022) Advokatskaya deyatel'nost' po modeli zashchity v ugolovno-ispolnitel'nom sudoproizvodstve [Lawyer's Activity According 
to the Defense Model in Criminal-Executive Proceedings]. Nauchnyy vestnik Orlovskogo yuridicheskogo instituta MVD Rossii imeni  
V.V. Luk'yanova. 4 (93). pp. 128–133. 

14. Kachalov, V.I. (2017) Ob uchastii prokurora v stadii ispolneniya itogovykh sudebnykh resheniy v ugolovnom sudoproizvodstve Rossii [On the 
Participation of the Prosecutor in the Stage of Execution of Final Court Decisions in Russian Criminal Proceedings]. Vestnik Akademii General'noy 
prokuratury Rossiyskoy Federatsii. 4 (60). pp. 59–64. 

15. Yakimovich, Y.K. (2015) Participation of a Lawyer in Criminal Procedure. Ugolovnaya yustitsiya – Russian Journal of Criminal Law. 1 (5).  
pp. 80–84. (In Russian). 



 . .,  . .,  . .      

251 

16. Kornienko, V. (2006) Pravo osuzhdennogo na zashchitu pri rassmotrenii sudom voprosov, svyazannykh s ispolneniem prigovora [The Right of the 
Convict to Defense When the Court Considers Issues Related to the Execution of the Sentence]. Ugolovnoe pravo. 3. pp. 69–73. 

17. Bezlepkin, B.T. (2004) Spravochnik advokata po ugolovnomu protsessu: [raz"yasneniya teksta UPK. resheniya Konstituts. Suda RF. praktika 
Verkhov. Suda RF. ukaz. osnovnykh ugolov.-protsessual. ponyatiy i in-tov] [Lawyer's Handbook on Criminal Procedure: [Explanations of the text 
of the Code of Criminal Procedure. Decisions of the Constitutional Court of the Russian Federation. Practice of the Supreme Court of the Russian 
Federation. Index of Basic Criminal Procedural Concepts and Institutions]]. Moscow: Prospekt. 

18. Larin, E.G. (2015) Novye raz"yasneniya Verkhovnogo Suda Rossiyskoy Federatsii o prave na zashchitu v ugolovnom sudoproizvodstve [New 
Clarifications of the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation on the Right to Defense in Criminal Proceedings]. Zakonodatel'stvo i praktika. 2 
(35). pp. 3–8. 

19. Kamardina, A.A. (2010) Problemy realizatsii prava na zashchitu i printsipa sostyazatel'nosti v stadii ispolneniya prigovora [Problems of Realizing 
the Right to Defense and the Principle of Adversarial Proceedings at the Stage of Sentence Execution]. Izvestiya Orenburgskogo gosudarstvennogo 
agrarnogo universiteta. 4 (28). pp. 302–304. 

20. Kalutskikh, A.M. (2016) K voprosu ob uchastii zashchitnika v stadii ispolneniya prigovora [On the Issue of the Participation of a Defender at the 
Stage of Sentence Execution]. Advokatskaya praktika. 3. pp. 34–37. 

21. Konin, V.V. & Sukhankina, L.I. (2020) Pravo osuzhdennogo na kvalifitsirovannuyu yuridicheskuyu pomoshch' v stadii ispolneniya prigovora s 
vozlozheniem raskhodov na byudzhet [The Right of the Convict to Qualified Legal Assistance at the Stage of Sentence Execution with the Costs 
Borne by the Budget]. Sovremennoe pravo. 2. pp. 74–79. 

22. Kruglikov, L.L. (2022) Ob uchete mneniya poterpevshego v protsesse differentsiatsii i individualizatsii ugolovnogo nakazaniya [On Taking into 
Account the Opinion of the Victim in the Process of Differentiation and Individualization of Criminal Punishment]. Penitentsiarnaya nauka.  
16 (2 (58)). pp. 161–165. 

23. Kachalov, V.I. (2023) Nenadlezhashchie sub"yekty polucheniya dokazatel'stv [Improper Subjects of Obtaining Evidence]. Rossiyskoe pravosudie. 
4. pp. 82–86. 

24. Konin, A.V. (2021) Ob"yasnenie kak osnova informatsionnoy modeli budushchego doprosa [Explanation as the Basis of an Information Model for 
a Future Interrogation]. In: Dopustimost' pokazaniy v ugolovnom protsesse [Admissibility of Testimony in Criminal Procedure]. Saint Petersburg: 
Tsentr nauchno-informatsionnykh tekhnologiy "Asterion". pp. 49–53. 

25. Popova, E.É. (2022) Vzaimosvyaz' naznacheniya i ispolneniya ugolovnogo nakazaniya kak pokazatel' effektivnosti yego primeneniya [The 
Relationship Between the Imposition and Execution of Criminal Punishment as an Indicator of the Effectiveness of its Application]. Voprosy 
sovremennoy nauki i praktiki. 2 (7). pp. 49–52. 

 
  : 

 . . – . . ,   -   -    
   ( - , );    -  

( - , ). E-mail: vkonin.kld@yandex.ru 
 . . – -  . ,   -   -   
    ( - , );  -   

 ( - , ). E-mail: acifna@mail.ru 
 . . – -  . ,   -   -    

   ( - , ). E-mail: petrov_av2012@mail.ru 
 

     . 
 
Information about the authors: 
V.V. Konin, Cand. Sci. (Law), associate professor, Northwestern Branch of the Russian State University of Justice (Saint Petersburg, 
Russian Federation); lawyer, Saint Petersburg Chamber of Lawyers (Saint Petersburg, Russian Federation). E-mail: vkonin.kld@yan-
dex.ru 
A.V. Kudryavtseva, Dr. Sci. (Law), professor, Northwestern Branch of the Russian State University of Justice (Saint Petersburg, 
Russian Federation); judge, Saint Petersburg City Court (Saint Petersburg, Russian Federation). E-mail: acifna@mail.ru 
A.V. Petrov, Dr. Sci. (Law), professor, Northwestern Branch of the Russian State University of Justice (Saint Petersburg, Russian 
Federation). E-mail: petrov_av2012@mail.ru 
 
The authors declare no conflicts of interests. 
 

    07.11.2024;  
   07.03.2025;    31.03.2025.  

 
The article was submitted 07.11.2024;  

approved after reviewing 07.03.2025; accepted for publication 31.03.2025. 


