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Modern changes in Ukrainian society, the lack of systematic work in law-
making and law enforcement necessitate the solution of a number of issues
related to the criminological study of corruption crime and develop measures
to counteract it, improve prevention mechanisms and strengthen
precautionary measures. Corruption crime is now a specific phenomenon of
criminal activity, and the problems of counteracting corruption have become
key value in the state’s reforms and policymaking in general. To this end,
systematic reforms of criminal justice bodies are being carried out. However,
without a proper criminological study of the effectiveness of their work, it is
impossible to determine the efficacy of such reforms. In addition, research is
needed on methods related to assessing not only the work of criminal
authority, but also the effectiveness of the criminal law itself, namely the
transition from quantitative indicators of statistical reporting to its
qualitative analysis, which can not be done without the achievements of
criminology. In this context, it is important to conduct a criminological
characterization of misappropriation, waste of property or seizure by abuse
of office, as one of the most common types of corruption crimes.

Of course, the state takes various measures to counteract corruption.
As 1. Mezentseva notes: “In recent years, Ukraine has signed a number of
international documents, namely: the UN Convention against Corruption, the
Council of Europe Criminal Law Convention on Corruption and the Additional
Protocol to the Criminal Anti-Corruption Convention, which obliged adoption
of laws aimed at improving the current criminal anti-corruption legislation.
Ukraine’s desire to move closer to the standards of the international
community in the field of counteracting and preventing corruption is
embodied in the systematic work on reforming the system of criminal justice
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and modernization of substantive and procedural legislation. However,
despite some changes, the level of corruption crimes remains high” [1]. This is
largely due to the institutionalization of corruption crime.

As noted by D. G Mykhaylenko corruption crimes in the conditions of
institutionalized corruption, to which the author and Pr. V.M. Dryomin
attributes corruption in Ukraine: “they pose a public danger not only due to
the significance and depth of violations of legal relations protected by the
norms of such crimes, but also due to the fact that they entail significant
derivative socially dangerous consequences and consequences outside the
specified legal relationship. Derivative socially dangerous consequences of
corruption crime are caused not by a separate act of corruption, but by the
fact that such acts, being transformed into institutionalized mass practice and
disseminated through established corruption networks, synergistically
acquire new dangerous characteristics. Under such conditions, the public
danger of a single case of corruption is significantly increased given its place
and role in the system of corrupt practices and its ability to reproduce
corruption in the future in connection with other acts of corruption. In this
case, a single act of corruption should be considered as an element of a stable
system of acts of corruption. The same single act of corruption in a country
where it is not institutionalized, does not have the above characteristics and
is a public danger, without taking into account its network links with other
acts of corruption at various levels. That is why, with outwardly identical
(subjective and objective signs) acts of corruption, their social danger will be
different depending on the environment in which they were committed” [2].

Taking in consideration information above, it is now very important to
study misappropriation, seizure of property or seizure by abuse of office
within the framework of criminological science. Yes, now there is
a significant array of criminal law investigations of the crime under Art. 191
of the Criminal Code of Ukraine, as well as forensic in the context of the
methodology of investigation of this crime. However, so far there is no
comprehensive criminological study of misappropriation, waste of property
or seizure by abuse of office. Such a study will have theoretical and practical
significance, because, in addition to the above, the relevance and necessity of
its implementation is due to the provisions of the legislation and the realities
of reality.

Particular attention will be paid to issues that are not currently reflected
in modern science, namely: quantitative and qualitative indicators,
characteristics of the offender of this type of crime, determinations in the
context of the theory of institutionalization of this type of criminal practice.
The results of the study will identify key areas for counteracting
misappropriation, misappropriation or seizure of property through abuse of
office within multilevel measures, which are the property of modern
practices in combating corruption, both in Ukraine and in the world. In this
regard, the scientific and theoretical basis of the work will be the work of
domestic and foreign scientists in the field of criminal science, including
criminology, general theory of law, philosophy, sociology, etc.
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CEPAJKHM ITOP PYCIAHOBHY

HauioHaavHull yHigepcumem «00ecbKa pUOUHHA aKkademis»,
acnipanm kagedpu KpUMiHaAAbHO20 Npouecy, 0emeKmugHol
ma onepamugHo-po3ulyKoeoi disl/ieHocmi

POPMHU JEBIAHTHOI IIOBEJATHKH IIEPCOHATLY
JAEPXKABHOI KPHUMIHAJIBHO-BUKOHABYOI CIV)XBU VKPATHU

O3HaMOMJIEHHS 3 pe3yJIbTaTaMU JOCIiKeHb GaxiBIliB Ta y3araJbHEeHHS
MaTepiaJiB IO/I0 CTaHy 3aKOHHOCTI 1 JUCIIUILIIHAPHOI IIPaKTHUKH IIepCcoHa-
Jy Jlep>kaBHOI KpUMiHaJIbHO-BUKOHABYOL CIIy>KO6M YKpaiHU [J03BOJIsIE KOHC-
TaTyBaTH HU3Ky HeraTUBHUX TeHJEHITIN i 3adikcyBaTH 3Ha4YHe PO3IOBCIHO-
JDKeHHS IeBlaHTHUX IIPOSIBIB ii cepef; CIIiBpOOITHUKIB.

HalOiIbII IOIIMPEeHUMH pOpPMaMU JIeBiaHTHOI II0BEIHKH IIePCOHALY €:
aJMKTUBHA II0BE/[IHKA, sKa IIPOSIBJISIETHCS Y IITUPOKOMY CIIeKTPl HeraTUBHUX
XiMIiYHUX | HeXiMIUHHX 3aJIeKHOCTeH; ayroarpecuBHa, y TOMY YHCJI Cyily-
JlaJbHa, II0OBeJiHKa; JeJiHKBeHTHA (IIPOTHIIpaBHA) IIOBeJiHKA, cepej IIpO-
gBIB AKOI — BUMHEHHS a/IMiHICTPaTUBHUX, JUCIUILIIHAPHUX, KPUMIiHAJIbHUX
IIPaBOIIOPYIIIEeHb.

JlocIipKeHHs CTYIIeHI0 BUPa3HOCTI Pi3HUX BULIB i popM afuKILiti cepef
CIIBPOOITHUKIB IIPAaBOOXOPOHHUX OpPraHiB CBifYaTh, 10 BOHU OLIBII CXU-
JIBHI [I0 B IIIJIOMY COI{ia/IbHO IIPUMHATHHUX a60 HeUTPaJIbHUX YU IIOPiBHSHO
He6e3eYHNX BUJIB af/UKTUBHOI IIOBEJIHKN — KOMII'FOTepHOI ab0 iHTepHeT-
3aJIeKHOCTI, T'a/[PKeT-3aJIe>KHOCTI, TPY0T0J1i3MY TOIIIO.

Cepep, corjiaibHO HebesrneyHUX GOPM aflMKTUBHOI II0BEJiHKY IIOIIMpPeH]
XiMiuHI afguKIjii — B)KUBaHHSA aJKOTOJII0 Ta IHIMMX IICHXOaKTUBHUX PEY0-
BUH — KaHabiHOIIB, OIIiaTiB, IICUXOCTUMYJIITOPIB (KOKaiHy, amMdeTaMiHiB Ta
iH.), Ta/IIOIHOTEHIB IIPUPOAHOIO Ta CHHTETUYHOIO IIOXO[PKEHHS, a TaK0X
3JI0BKUBaHHS CHOZIIMHO-CeJaTUBHUMHU IIpeliapaTaMu.

XiMiuHI agyKIil TATHYTH HU3KY HeTaTUBHUX HACJIIKIB /I BiIIIOBIZHUX
CIiBpOGITHUKIB Ta IX 0TOUYEHHS: HOTipIeHHS (i3SMUHOTO CTaHY, 3HM)KEHHS
IIpanesaTHOCTI, IIOH)KeHUN eMOIiMHNN (OH, eMOIliliHe orpybiHHS, ITacu-
BHO-Oalifly’ke CTaBJIeHHS SIK 10 3aCy/ KeHHX, TaK i [0 KoJIer, y TOMY YHCJI
HiJIeTINX; SHIDKEHHS PiBHA IHTeJIeKTyaJIbHOI [MisiJIbHOCTI, ii IIpuMiTHBi3a-
i1, IPaTiBJIMBICTE i IIPOSIBU arpeCUBHOI IIOBEAIHKY, 1[0 HEPIZTKO BTLTIETHCI
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