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eople’s 

or ‘ECHR’

‘ECtHR’

of the Experts’ Opinion on the Draft Law on the 

SBI (‘the Experts’ Opinion’)

Experts’ 



Europe Project “Support to C eform in Ukraine”, financed by the 

Experts’ 





fledged ‘prevention, detection, stopping and solving’ crimes with parallel expansion of 



ing clause ‘offences falling under its jurisdiction’ only in paragraph 1.4 that 

the proposed (extended) scope of the Bureau’s law

What is more, by specifying ‘the purpose of 

when innocent persons are brought to criminal liability’ it excludes from the SBI 



category of ‘serious 

human rights violations’.

on 30 March 2011 at the 1110th meeting of the Ministers’ Deputies

has stated: “

its officers was carried out by those agents’ colleagues, employed by the same public authority. In the Court’s 



expression “solving” crimes used in the English text does not have a clear meaning. 

Article 1.1 should make express reference to the “investigation” activities of the SBI, 



ly clear what is meant by “one man management” compatible with 

“procedural autonomy of an investigator”

and what is meant by “procedural 

autonomy” of each investigator.

“interfere” has been deleted

he inclusion of a “collective decision making” process for the adoption of most 

Experts’ Opinion



n spite of the limiting clause ‘only for the purpose of exercising its powers’

Notwithstanding the limiting clause ‘acting within its competence’, 

Experts’ Opinion on the previous draft



‘to use transport vehicles of individuals or 

hospitals’ is devoid of an indication to an condition for meeting the proportionality 



“part of powers”



Directors of SBI’s ffices and heads of SBI’s 

аn

“It is not clear from this provision where exactly the i

investigations.”



Article 4.1 provides for “good 

remuneration”. It is not for an international expert to assess what should be considered 

The provision which might raise concern is paragraph 6.3: “upon request of the SBI, 

” 

taking into account that it does refer generally to “compliance with the laws of 

Ukraine”. The wording of this provision should be redrafted in orde



Article 27. Ensuring transparency of SBI’s operations

Experts’ Opinion

Experts’ 



that do not fall under the SBI jurisdiction. What is more, it provides for ‘evidentiary 

operation’,

concerning the inclusion of ‘State Bureau of Investigations’ in the list of bodies 

entitled to obtain ‘information concerning 

secret shall be provided by banks’ envisaged by Article 62 of the Law on Banks and 

krainian text operates with the wording ‘операцію з контрольованого вчинення відповідних діянь’



The proposed (extended) scope of the Bureau’s law

“carrying ou trial investigations”.

the concept of “one man management”.




