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RESUME 
In the given article are considered the actual theoretically significant problems, referring 

to questions of the preventive maintenance of the offenses, committed by persons, earlier 
convicted to imprisonment. The Author motivates the methods of the preventive maintenance 
of the offenses, committed by persons, being on release after imprisonment in the way of de-
privations of the liberty. 

 

. . ,    .  -
     -
,    

    
-    

        -
        -

   -   .    
     . 

  ,   ,      
  , ,      

    (   240- ). 
   ,   �   ,  -

  �      -
1. 

 -       -
        - -

       . 



     42 

,       
2.          

3.          
. ,   -   - , -

-  -   . ,   -
         -
 -  -   .  ,  -

          . 
        

     .    
     .   -

       . 
       -

.   -  -     
 «... ,      -  

         
       -

  »  4. ,    . , 
    «      

 ,    -  
       (    

,   )  5. 
 ,      -

  ,         
        . -

         -
         

    , , ,  -
  . . . 

       -
     .   -
        

     .   -
      , , « -

   »      -
 -    . , -   

-       «   
 »   .    

    6. 
, -        

         -
-          

     -   
. 

       -
        -

        . 
 ,         -

         .  



 . .    -  ... 43 

      -   
      . ,   -

  . 
           

           
       . 

         -
        

. 
         -

     -     
,    . 

 ( )       
         -

 . 
        

,      . 
   , ,    -

           
    . 

   ,      -
      . 

       
75-        -

        , , 
         ,  
  (        )  

      -
         

( ,        -
)  . 

 , « -       
   ( )     -

»   7.        -
,  .  ,     -

 .     ,  -
        ,  

          
       , 

            
 .  ,       

    .       
,    ,      -

       ,    
      . 

,        -
   :        -

        (35 %) -
 (55 %)    �    (15 %) . 
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RESUME 
In the inguiry criminal busness about the crime in economical spere in accountant of ex-

amination prescribe by a lot of busness. This is evidence about that it is one of the important 
means of proof. The clear definition of subjects in accountant of examination, rights it is fix-
ing and production have a big meaning. 
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