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Salamatova M. Notariats Ukraine as object criminological research
Among all types of legal business notary’s holds a special place due to the one social function

which it is intended to carry out. Notarization of legally relevant facts and documents is a neces-
sary part of, modification and termination of many private relations. It appears that will not be an
exaggeration to say that the public sense of justice has long formed a stable understanding of what
“notary” – it means legally, fairly, uncontroversial. Notary acts perceived as synonymous with legal
action indisputable legal consequences. This presumption of legality and bezspirnosti that is fixed
by law and imposes on persons who commit notarial acts, high moral and legal responsibility for
the consequences of their activities. Because of the time of occurrence of the first forms of notaries
and notary service to present and notary activities under the watchful eye of the state, although
the nature of the relationship between the state and Notary has changed several times. According
varied approaches and legislators to the legal liability of notarial activities, including – justice.

The article explains the concept of notaries and notarial activities yak criminological research fa-
cilities, with the main issues of criminological science in the field of criminological characteristics of
crime in the notary’s activity focuses on the methodological and methodical problems of crimino-
logical research, and characterized their current status.

In particular, it is stated that crime in the notarial activity is part of the overall crime structur-
ally complex phenomenon, part of a corruption crime. Criminological research in the field of crime
notarial activities are complicated by the fact that in Ukraine there is no specific statistical reports
on crime in notarial activities, and she is not subject to a separate observation of Criminology at
the state level. It does not meet the needs of today, especially with regard to the conversion of the
said crime is relatively independent element of corruption crime and criminality in the country as a
whole. In addition, the scope of notarial activities, notarial community facilities are relatively
“close” to an outside observation. The negative effects of notary affecting the credibility of this in-
stitution has not been taken to make up for public discussion. With increasing prestige and profit-
ability of the profession notaries began to acquire features of clan and caste, in the order of suc-
cession “inheritance.” In my opinion, all this creates some difficulties in criminological research in
the field of crime notarial activities.

Key words: notaries, notary services, crime, criminological characteristics of crime.


