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Criminal Procedure
Olga Ovsiannikova - PhD, Associate Professor of the department of
Criminal Procedure

Contact phone 050 770 35 43

nunber

E-mail i.v.borodina@nlu.edu.ua
0.0.0ovsyannikova@ nlu.edu.ua

Consultations The lecturer is at the department in according to the developed schedule
of individual consultations. 77 Hryhoriia Skovorody St., room 236.

Online Zoom conference ID: 991 514 5278, passcode: 259438
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Abstract of the discipline

"Judicial systems and comparative law" is an independent legal discipline, the study of
which is necessary for the training of future international lawyers. The academic discipline
should contribute to the formation of knowledge and ideas about the pluralism of models of
judicial systems and judicial power in the modern world, which is the basis for acquiring more
in-depth knowledge in specialized industry academic disciplines.

The diversity of models of justice in the world, and the creation and functioning of
supranational institutions to protect the rights, freedoms and interests of states, society and man,
create a unique network of ensuring the right of individuals to an independent, impartial and
competent court.

This is what led to the formation of the content of the course "Judicial systems and
comparative judicial law". The proposed course examines the distinction between the categories
of the judiciary and the judiciary, gives a general description of justice models in countries
depending on their affiliation to a particular legal family, highlights the features of the national
judiciary, defines international standards and principles of modern judicial systems, key features
of legal status of judges, as well as issues of international judicial institutions and their practice.

The purpose and objectives of the academic discipline

The purpose of the academic discipline is the formation of a holistic system of
professional knowledge, skills, abilities and other competencies of higher education in a specific
segment of legal practice of organization and functioning of global models of judicial systems,
models of justice, features of law enforcement, and international standards.

Objectives:
- formation of an in-depth system of theoretical knowledge (concepts, doctrines) on the court,
the judiciary and the system of justice as unique state and legal phenomena;
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- mastering the system of classification features of the types of judicial systems and the essential
characteristics of each of them, the peculiarities of the judicial proceeding in countries belonging
to the continental, Common, Islamic legal systems;

- understanding of the development of the main models of justice of interstate integration
associations and existing in the world alternative mechanisms for resolving legal disputes;

- mastering the main trends in the legal regulation of the justice system - the prosecutor office
and the Bar;

- mastering scientific and theoretical approaches, practical methods, and techniques of
professional activity in the application of national law and the law of foreign countries;

- mastering innovative practices, legal techniques of interpretation of the array of normative legal
acts and case law of the European Court of Human Rights.

Educational discipline in the structure of the educational and professional
programme. Interdisciplinary connections

Prerequisites: "Theory of State and Law", "Comparative Law", "History of State and
Law of Foreign Countries".

Co-requisites: "Comparative Civil Law", "Comparative Criminal Law", "Constitutional
Law of Foreign Countries".

Post requisites: "European Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and
Fundamental Freedoms", "Judicial System of the European Union", "International Justice".

Language of the instruction: Ukrainian, English.

Expected learning outcomes

As a result of mastering academic discipline, the applicant must demonstrate the
following learning outcomes:

LO AD1. Demonstrate knowledge of international standards of organization and
functioning of the institution of the judiciary, its content, functions and role in society, and their
reflection in national legislation.

LO AD2. Identify and analyze legally significant facts about the legal standards of
organization and functioning of modern judicial systems and form sound legal conclusions.

LO AD3. Demonstrate knowledge and understanding of the peculiarities of the study of
comparative judicial law as an object of scientific and legal research in jurisprudence.

LO AD4. To compare different judicial systems of today and be able to formulate
proposals aimed at optimizing the organization and staffing of judges, harmonization of national
legislation governing judicial activities with European.

LO ADS. Describe the status and powers of the competent authorities responsible for
appointing judges.

LO ADG6. Use international standards of court activity, including decisions of the
European Court of Human Rights and other international courts, in practice.

LO AD?7. Identify problems of legal regulation and suggest ways to solve them using
existing knowledge in accordance with the principles of protection of human rights and
fundamental freedoms.

LO ADS8. Demonstrate knowledge and understanding of the peculiarities of legal
regulation and the nature of international criminal justice, models of international criminal
justice.

LO AD9. Advice on the possibility of using sources of law in the law enforcement



practice of Ukraine.
LO AD10. Define the role and place of the judiciary (prosecutors and lawyers) in national
legal systems.

Class schedule of the academic discipline for full-time students?!

Date/week

Topics of lectures

Topics of practical classes

Topics for Individual
work (essays or
abstracts)

1. Subject, system and
tasks  of  academic
discipline "Judicial
systems and comparative
judicial law"

1. Subject, system and tasks
of academic discipline
"Judicial systems and
comparative judicial law"

1. The importance of
the academic discipline
for an international
lawyer. 2. Potential
areas of use of the
acquired knowledge.

2. Judicial systems as a
subject of comparative
judicial law (part 1)

2. Judicial systems as a
subject of comparative
judicial law (part 1)

Judiciary, judicial
system, judicial law:
distinction of
categories.

3. Judicial systems as a
subject of comparative
judicial law (part 2)

3. Judicial systems as a
subject of comparative
judicial law (part 2)

The content of the right
to a court through the
prism of the principles
of constructing judicial
systems.

4. The judge as the main
subject of the judicial
system (part 1).

4. The judge as the main
subject of the judicial
system (part 1).

Independence /
irremovability /
impartiality of judges:
international legal /
national perspective.

5. The judge as the main
subject of the judicial
system (part 2).

5. The judge as the main
subject of the judicial
system (part 2).

The status of a judge of
any foreign country.

! The features of the thematic structure of the academic discipline for part-time students are determined by the
working program of the academic discipline.




6. Judicial system of
Ukraine. Prosecutor's
Office of Ukraine.

Institute of Advocacy of
Ukraine.

6. Judicial system of
Ukraine. Prosecutor's Office
of Ukraine. Institute of
Advocacy of Ukraine (part
1).

7. Judicial system of
Ukraine. Prosecutor's Office
of Ukraine. Institute of
Advocacy of Ukraine (part
2).

Compliance of the
judicial  system  of
Ukraine / institute of
advocacy / prosecutor's
office with
international standards.

7. Judicial systems of the
founding countries of the
European Union (using
the example of the
judicial system of France
and the judicial system of
the Federal Republic of
Germany).

8. Judicial systems of the
founding countries of the
European Union (using the
example of the judicial
system of France and the
judicial system of the
Federal Republic of
Germany).

Experience in forming
the institution of the
court of experienced
European countries and
the possibility of its use
by Ukraine

8. The system of justice

bodies of the new
countries of the
European Union (Poland,
Latvia, Lithuania,
Estonia).

Judicial systems of the
candidate countries for

9. The system of justice
bodies of the new countries
of the European Union
(Poland, Latvia, Lithuania,
Estonia).

Judicial systems of the
candidate  countries  for
membership in the European

Requirements of the
European Union to the
judicial systems of the
candidate countries for
membership in the EU
and the features of
their implementation.

membership  in  the | Union.

European Union.

9. Formation and | 10. Formation and | Statutory law in the
development of the | development of the | evolution of the

institution of the court
and related institutions in
the common law system
(using the example of the
judicial system of Great
Britain and the USA).

institution of the court and
related institutions in the
common law system (using
the example of the judicial
system of Great Britain and
the USA).

common law justice
model. General
features and
typological features of
the organization of the
judiciary and judicial
proceedings in
countries with the
common legal system.

10. The system of the
judiciary, the bar and the
prosecutor's office of the
Commonwealth of
Independent States.

The model of the judicial
system in the system of
Islamic law

11. The system of the
judiciary, the bar and the
prosecutor's office of the
Commonwealth of
Independent States.

The model of the judicial
system in the system of
Islamic law




11. Models of justice of | 12. Models of justice of | Legal force of
interstate integration | interstate integration | decisions of
associations. Formation | sssociations. Formation of !nte_rna@lonal Judlcw_ll
of the judicial model of institutions and their
the Court of Justice of significance for the
the European Union. legal system of

the judicial model of the
Court of Justice of the

European Union. individual countries.
12. Models of | 13. Models of international | Interesting examples of
international criminal | criminal justice. models of international
justice. Non-state justice criminal justice.

Non-state justice

Individual work of students

Individual work of students is carried out in the following forms:
- elaboration of new scientific and educational literature, statistical data of national and

international judicial bodies, reports of state bodies of Ukraine on the state of justice in Ukraine,

etc.;

- work on cases;

- performance of practical tasks, self-testing;

- writing essays and abstracts;

- preparation of abstracts for scientific and practical conferences and articles;

- participation in competitions of student scientific works;

- participation in the work of the student's scientific circle of the department

- preparation of a study (project) on a narrow issue with its subsequent presentation to the
audience;
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- taking online courses in judicial law;
- preparation for practical classes, colloquia and exams.

Informational support of academic discipline
Regulatory and legal acts

Basic principles of judicial independence (Approved by UN General Assembly
resolutions 40/32 and 40/146 of 29 November and 13 December 1985).
Recommendations for the effective implementation of the Basic Principles on the
Independence of the Judiciary (adopted by UN Economic and Social Council
Resolution 1989/60 and approved by UN General Assembly Resolution 44/162 of 15
December 1889).

European Charter on the Status of Judges (Council of Europe, 1998).

Explanatory Note to the European Charter on the Status of Judges, dated 10 July 1998.
Recommendation CM / Rec (2010) 12 of the Committee of Ministers of the Council of
Europe to member states on judges: independence, efficiency and responsibilities
(adopted by the Committee of Ministers of the Council of Europe on 17 November
2010 at the 1098th meeting of the Ministers' Deputies).

Opinion Nel (2001) of the Advisory Council of European Judges to the Committee of
Ministers of the Council of Europe on standards for the independence of the judiciary
and the immutability of judges.

Grand Charter of Judges.
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8. Advisory Council of European Judges. Fundamental principles (adopted in Strasbourg,
17 November 2010, CCJE (2010).

9. Kyiv OSCE Recommendations on the Independence of the Judiciary in Eastern Europe,
the South Caucasus and Central Asia (Kyiv, June 23-25, 2010).

10. Report of the European Commission for Democracy through Law (Venice
Commission) (European Standards in the Judiciary - A Systematic Review) (3 October
2008, CDL-JD (2008) 002).

11.11. Report of the European Commission for Democracy through Law (Venice
Commission) on the independence of the judiciary, Part I. Independence of the
judiciary (adopted by the Venice Commission at its 82nd plenary session (Venice, 12
March 13, 2010).

12. Montreal Universal Declaration on the Independence of Justice (First World
Conference on the Independence of Justice, Montreal, 1983).

13. Universal Charter of Judges, adopted on 17 November 1999 by the Central Council of
the International Association of Judges in Taipei (Taiwan) on 17 November 1999.

14. Statute for Judges in Europe (European Association of Judges) (1997).

15. Bangalore Principles for the Conduct of Judges (approved by UN Economic and Social
Council resolution 2006/23 of 27 July 2006).

16. Conclusion Ne3 (2002) of the Advisory Council of European Judges to the Committee
of Ministers of the Council of Europe on the principles and rules governing the
professional conduct of judges, in particular ethics, incompatibility and impartiality.

17. Report of the European Commission for Democracy through Law (Venice
Commission) on the appointment of judges (adopted by the Venice Commission at its
70th plenary session, Venice, 16 March 17, 2007).

18. Conclusion Nel5 (2012) of the Advisory Council of European Judges to the Committee
of Ministers of the Council of Europe on the specialization of judges.

19. Conclusion Nel17 (2014) of the Advisory Council of European Judges to the Committee
of Ministers of the Council of Europe on the evaluation of the performance of judges,
the quality of justice and respect for the independence of the judiciary (Strasbourg, 24
October 2014).

Literature
Basic literature

Ann Fagan Ginger The Law, the Supreme Court, and the People's Rights: Barron's, 1977
Daniel John Meador, Frederick G. Kempin, Jr. American Courts: West Publishing
Company, 1991

Amartya Kumar Sen The ldea of Justice. Harvard University Press Cambridge,
Massachusetts, 2010.

John Rawls. A Theory of Justice. Cambridge University Press, 2009.

Pogge, Thomas, John Rawls: His Life and Theory of Justice. Oxford University
Press, 2007

Kukathas, Chandran and Pettit, Philip, Rawls: “A Theory of Justice” and its Critics.
Stanford University Press, 1990.

David Miller, Principles of Social Justice. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press,
2001.

David W. Neubauer, Henry F. Fradella America's Courts and the Criminal Justice
System. Press USA CENGAGE, 2017.

Carlo Guarnieri, Patrizia Pederzoli The Judicial System. The Administration and Politics
of Justice. Edward Elgar Publishing Limited, 2020.


https://www.amazon.com/-/de/s/ref=dp_byline_sr_ebooks_1?ie=UTF8&field-author=David+W.+Neubauer&text=David+W.+Neubauer&sort=relevancerank&search-alias=digital-text
https://www.amazon.com/-/de/s/ref=dp_byline_sr_ebooks_2?ie=UTF8&field-author=Henry+F.+Fradella&text=Henry+F.+Fradella&sort=relevancerank&search-alias=digital-text

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24

25.

Elliot E. Slotnick Judicial Politics. CQ Press, 2005.

ApXITEKTypa €BpOIEHChKOl Oe3MeKu: iICTOPisi CTAHOBIICHHS 1 PO3BUTKY : MOHOTpadis: y 2
4. / 3a HayK. pea. npodecopiB A. I1. ['etbmana, 1. B. flkoBroka. Xapkis. : [Ipaso, 2020.
U.1. Bin laBusoro Pumy no Jlpyroi ciToBoi Biitau. 180 C.

[TopiBHsnbHE cymoBe mpaBo: HaBy. moci6. / I. €. Mapoukin [Ta iH.]; 3a pen.: 1. €.
Mapoukina, JI. M. Mocksuu. X.: [IpaBo, 2008. 112 c.

IIpaBo €Bpormeiicbkoro Coro3y : miapyynuk ; 3a pea. P. A. Ilerposa. Bua. 10-te,
3MmiHeHe i gomnoB. Xapkis : [Ipaso, 2021. 484 c.

[TpaBo €Bpomeiickkoro Coro3y : HopM. Matepianu / ymopsia. : . B. Sxosiok, T. M.
Amnakina, T. B. Komaposa, O. . Tparatok. Xapkis : [Ipaso, 2019. 500 c.

Opranizamiss CyZOBUX Ta IPaBOOXOPOHHUX Opra”iB : miApydHuk / 3a pem.: [ €.
Mapoukina ; Hau. yu-t "FOpua. akan. Ykpainu im. 5. Mynporo". - X. : IIpaso, 2014. -
448 c.

Hazapos 1. B. CynoBi cucremu kpain €Bponeiicbkoro Corwo3y Ta YKpaiHu: reHe3uc Ta
nopiBHsAHHS: MoHOTpadis. X.: ®IHH, 2011. 432 c.

Monnosan B. B. Cynoycrpiii: Ykpaina, Benuka bputanis, Pociiicbka ®@eneparist, CLIA,
O®PH, ®pannis. Cynosi opranu OOH: HaBu. moci6. / B. B. Mongosan, A. B Monnosas;
Kuis. Hau. yu-T im. T. llleBuenka. Kuis: Llentp yu6. n-pu, 2013. 364 c.

KpaBuyk M. B. IIpaBoBa cucrema CIIA. MinicrepcTBO OCBiTH 1 Hayku YKpaiHw,
TepHominbcbka akageMis HapogHoro rocrnogapcetBa. Kuis: Hopa-apyxk, 2004. 136 c.
Komaposa T. B. Cyn €sponeiicekoro Coro3y: po3BUTOK CYJOBOi CUCTEMH Ta MPaKTUKU
TayMmadenHs npaBa €C: monorpadis. Xapkis: [Ipaso, 2018. 528 c.

Komaposa T. B. IOpucnukiis Cyny €pomnericbkkoro Coro3y: moHorpadis. Xapkis:
ITpaso, 2010. 360 c.

Minop A. A. Cynu B Cnonyuenux Hlratax: mep. 3 anrn. Cent-Ilon, Minnecora: Becr
[Tabnimusar Ko., 1993. 85 c.

[Mumkin B. 1. Cynosi cuctemu kpain cBity: HaBdy. nocid.: y 3 ka. K.: FOpinkowm Iurep,
2001.

[punynekuit C. B. CynoBa cuctema PecnyOmiku Ilonsma / C. B. Ilpunyuskuit //
bronerens MinicrepcerBa roctuitii Ykpainu. — 2004. — Ne 6(32). — C. 53-64.

MMamirok B. Il. MixxHapoaHi CylOBI yCTaHOBU 1 3aXUCT IpaB JIIOJUHU Ta OCHOBHHUX

cBoOoa. Mukomnais: Atoa, 2006. 180 c.
E€ppornericekuit Cyn 3 mpaB mrogunu. Opraxizaiiis, mporeaypa, MpaBujia 3BEPHEHHS.
Kuis: Buz. [dim «Ia FOpe», 2000. 16 c.

Additional literature

1. Mocksuu JI. M. CynoBi cucrtemu CBiTy: Kiacudikamis ¢ 3araapHa
xapakrepuctuka. [Ipodnemu 3akonHOCTi. Brm. 96. 2008. C. 202-2009.

2. Hlokina T. B. Cyau y cuctemi MycyJibMaHChbKOro npasa. bronerens MiHicTepcTBa
roctuttii Ykpaiau. 2004, Ne 1. C. 92-103.

3. Pycanoga I. O. Cyn npucsxHUX B YKpaiHi: TpoOJIieMH CTaHOBIICHHS Ta PO3BUTKY:
moHorpadis. Xapkis: Bun. gim "THXKEK", 2005. 184 c.

4. ['oponosenko B. B. Ilpunuunu cynoBoi Bmagu: MoHorpadis. Xapkis: I[Ipaso,
2012. 448 c.

S. Cepaiok B. B. CriiBBigHOIIEHHS! PUHIMITB MOOYIOBH CUCTEMH CYAIB 3arajabHO1

topucaukiii. Jlepkasa i mpaBo. KOpuanuni 1 momiTudHi Hayku: 30. HayK. np. 2012. Bum.
56. C. 142-147.

6. OBuapenko O. M. JlocTynmHICTh TpaBOCYIAS Ta TapaHTii #Horo peasizartii:
monorpadis. Xapkis: I[Ipaso, 2008. 304 c.
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7. [TorpeOusax C. BrimB cynoBoi NpakTHKKM Ha IOPUAUYHI aKTH B POMaHO-
repMaHChKii mpaBoBiii cimM'i. Bicuuk Akanemii nmpaBoBux Hayk Ykpainu. 2003. Ned (35).
X.: IIpaBo, 2003. C. 92-99.

8. [{axno M. CynoBa cucrema @PH. FOpunuunuii sxypuain. 2004. Ne 9. C. 101-110.
9. Pwxko I'. IlpaBocynns B Denepartushiii PecryOmimi Himeuumna. BicHuk
rocroaapcbkoro cynounHcTBa. 2014. Ne 6. C. 74-82.

Internet resources

Electronic archive-repository of the Yaroslav Mudry National Law University. URL:
http://dspace.nlu.edu.ua/

Official site of the Vernadsky National Library of Ukraine. URL:
http://www.nbuv.gov.ua (access date: 12.06.2020).

Official web portal of the executive authorities of Ukraine. URL.: http://www.kmu.gov.ua

Official portal of the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine. URL.: http://rada.gov.ua/

Official site of the Court of Justice of the European Union. URL:
http://www.curia.europa.eu

Official web portal "Judiciary of Ukraine". URL.: http://court.gov.ua/.

Official portal of the Supreme Court of the United States. URL:
http://www.supremecourt.gov/

Official portal of the Constitutional Court of the Russian Federation. URL:
http://www.ksrf.ru

Official portal of the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation. URL:
http://www.supcourt.ru

Official portal of the European Court of Human Rights. URL:
http://www.echr.coe.int/Pages/home.aspx?p=home

Official portal of the CIS Economic Court. URL: http://www.sudsng.org

Official portal of the International Criminal Court. URL: http://www.icc-
cpi.int/Pages/default.aspx

The legal system of Great Britain. URL.: http://velikbritaniya.org/blogsection/pravovaya-
sistema-velikobritanii/

The legal system of Germany. URL: http://germaniya.net/blogcategory/pravovaya-
sistema-germanii/

The judicial system of France. URL.: http://france.allcourts.ru/index.htm

Turkey's judicial system. URL: http://www.gmu-
countries.ru/asia/turkey/sudebnaya_sistema.html

SEEMC

URL:http://library.nlu.edu.ua/index.php?option=com_k2&view=itemlist&task=category
&id=73:kafedra-sudoustriiu-ta-prokurorskoi-diialnosti&Iltemid=151

Material and technical support of academic discipline

Open access to online resources of Oxford University Press, to the Information and
Legal Systems LIGA: ZAKON (GRAND System and VERDICTUM Judicial Analysis System).

Access is possible in the hall of legal information of the Educational and Library
Complex (84-A Hryhoriia Skovorody St., 3rd floor).


http://www.gmu-countries.ru/asia/turkey/sudebnaya_sistema.html
http://www.gmu-countries.ru/asia/turkey/sudebnaya_sistema.html
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Requirements set by the Lecturer

Students must: regularly attend practical classes; systematically and actively work on
lectures and practical classes; give a complete and thorough answer to the question; substantiate
their point of view when discussing the report; fully and convincingly present arguments in
solving problems; analyze the norms of International law and compliance with national law, to
analyze judicial and law enforcement practice; qualitatively perform written practical tasks, tests
and individual work. Practical classes, missed for good reasons, can be delayed with the prior
agreement of the lecturer.

Students are recommended to: participate in scientific conferences, and competitions of
scientific works, work of the scientific circle of the department, writing scientific articles; take
additional online courses in judicial law.

The lecturer takes into account other educational and scientific achievements of the
student, which are documented (diplomas, certificates, etc.).

Students are required to comply with the Code of Academic Ethics of Yaroslav Mudryi
National Law University (https://nlu.edu.ua/files/norm_doc/kodeks_academichnoyi_etyky.pdf).

The lecturer pays special attention to the policy of plagiarism prevention. In case of signs
of violation of the rules on plagiarism or independence of writing the work, a decision may be
made to cancel the evaluation for the work.

Attendance at lectures and practical classes is mandatory. During both lectures and
practical classes, students have the right at any time to ask the lecturer questions on the topic and
are invited to take an active part in the discussion. During classroom classes, please use gadgets
for educational purposes only (for example, to view lecture presentations, keep lecture notes and
keep track of relevant information). In case of urgent need, you can leave the classroom without
disturbing the lecturer and other students.

Control measures of learning outcomes

Evaluation of the results of mastering academic discipline "Judicial systems and
comparative judicial law" involves the current and final control and is carried out on the basis of
cumulative scoring and rating system.

Current control of students' knowledge includes:

- quality control of students' mastering of the program material of academic discipline in
practical classes using the following tools: oral, written or express survey, test tasks, solving
practical tasks or tasks, protection of the portfolio of the European Court of Human Rights,
defence of essays on student initiatives, etc. Based on the results of practical classes for each of
three modules, the arithmetic mean is calculated (maximum score for each module - 15 points),
which is included in the final assessment of knowledge;

- two colloquiums are held. The maximum number of points from each colloquium is 20
points.

During the semester, students perform tasks for individual work (processing statistics of
the European Court of Human Rights, reports of state bodies of Ukraine on the status of national
courts of different categories; preparation of abstracts for scientific conferences and articles;
participation in the Judicial Law Group at the department of Judiciary and Prosecutions Activity,
online courses in judicial law, research (project) on narrow issues with its subsequent
presentation, etc.). The work is individual and independent, so co-authorship of students and
other forms of assistance to each other are not allowed. When doing individual work, the student
is obliged to follow the rules of academic integrity and direct prevention of plagiarism. The
maximum number of points for individual work is 15.

The form of final control of students’ knowledge of academic discipline is a test, which
is set on the basis of the results of current control and performance of tasks of individual work.
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The minimum score of the results of current control and individual work, for which the student

receives credit, is 60 points.

Distribution of points between forms of organization of the educational process and types of
control measures of the discipline

Current control Individual Final
work of assessment
Practical classes students of
Module Module Module Colloquium | Colloguium knowledge
No 1 No 2 No 3 No 1 No 2
max Max max max Max max Max
15 15 15 20 20 15 100
Assessment criteria of the discipline "Judicial systems and comparative law"
Type of Number of | Number of points Criteria (for each of the grades)
control points
Criteria (for
each of the
grades)
Current max Excellent mastery of educational material on the topic, there
control 15 may be some minor shortcomings.
on a practical 12-14 Good assimilation of material on the topic, but there are some
lesson (per mistakes.
module) 9-11 Satisfactory level of assimilation of material, a significant
number of errors.

6-8 Minimum results are sufficient to obtain a positive assessment.

Min 0-5 | Unsatisfactory level of material assimilation.
Assessment Max Deep knowledge of problems related to the research topic, free
of 15 possession of material, ability to think independently and
independent creatively, find, summarize, analyze material, and draw
student work independent theoretical and practical conclusions.

13-14 The paper reveals the main provisions of the topic, but there
are some inaccuracies in the presentation of the material, and
theoretical concepts are insufficiently supported by factual
data.

11-12 The main provisions of the topic are revealed, but some issues
are not fully covered. The student is well versed in the
material but lacks creativity and independence in research.

10 The main theoretical issues are covered superficially, there are
no conclusions or conclusions are not independent; the student
has poor command of the material.

9 The main provisions of the topic are covered superficially, the
theoretical provisions are not supported by factual material;
there are no conclusions; the student has poor command of the
material of the work.

Min The main provisions of the topic are covered superficially,
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0-8 with many errors; there are no conclusions; the student does
not have the material of the work.
Colloquium | Max 20 Excellent mastery of educational material on the topic, there
may be some minor shortcomings.
18-19 The results of processing the material are high, but a small
number of insignificant errors.
16-17 Good mastering of the material on the topic, but there are
some mistakes.
14-15 Satisfactory level of assimilation of material, a significant
number of errors.
12-13 Minimum results sufficient to obtain a positive assessment.
Min 0-11 | Unsatisfactory level of material assimilation.

The final grade for the academic discipline **Judicial systems and comparative judicial
law™ is recorded in the academic transcript according to the following grading scale:

Rating Definition Rating Rating
on the ECTS on a national | on a 100-point
scale scale scale used in
NLU
A Excellent - excellent performance, with credited
only a few errors 90 -100
B Very good - above average with a few
errors credited 80 -89
C Good - generally correct work with a
number of minor errors 75-179
D Satisfactory - not bad, but with many
shortcomings credited 70-74
E Enough - the performance meets the
minimum criteria 60 — 69
FX Unsatisfactory - you need to work before
reassembling not credited 35-59
F Unsatisfactory - serious further work
required, re-course required 0-34




