
Moscow – 2022 

National Research University Higher School of Economics 

 

 

 

 

As a manuscript 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Nikita Vladimirovich Bushtets 

 

 

ORGANZING ACTIVITIES OF A JURY TRIAL 

 

 

 

 

Dissertation summary 

for the purpose of obtaining academic degree  

Doctor of Philosophy in Law 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Academic supervisor: 

Sergey Anatolievich Pashin,  

Doctor of Philosophy in Law,  

Honored lawyer of the Russian 

Federation 



2 

 

The dissertation was completed at the Department for Judicial Administration 

Systems and Criminal Law of the Faculty of Law of the  

National Research University Higher School of Economics 

 

 

The text of the thesis is available on the website of the  

Higher School of Economics: 

https://www.hse.ru/sci/diss/ 

 

 

 

Specialty 12.00.11 – Judicial activities, prosecutor’s activities, human rights, and 

law enforcement activities 

 

 



3 

 

RESEARCH RATIONALE 

 

Research relevance 

A trial by jury has existed in Russia since the pre-October-1917-Revolution 

era. Throughout this historical period its path of development was challenging but 

interesting for a researcher. Heliaea1, the People’s Court of ancient Athens is 

considered as a prototype of the modern jury trial. Heliaea exercised certain 

judicial functions and the judges were drawn by lot on the day of case examination 

by one of the collegiums (dicasteries)2. The traditional system of jury trial was 

established in England in the 12th century. The initial version of continental model 

of jury trial appeared in France, where it was enshrined during the French 

revolution (Decree of 1790), while its final version was set forth in the Code of 

Criminal Procedure (1808). Though the English model has become the cornerstone 

for new trial procedures, it has been significantly revised. However, it can be 

considered as an original typical model of the jury procedure3, that was accepted 

by many countries. 

In Russia, representatives of the public have traditionally participated in the 

court hearings since ancient times. The judging men (sudnye muzhi), “sworn men,” 

and later – the estate assessors were present during the administration of criminal 

justice. Their role in court hearings differed significantly from the function 

assigned to jurors. The judging men and “sworn men” elected from the local 

population were called to the court to oversee compliance with the trial procedures 

and did not make statements on the substance of the matter. In contrast, the estate 

assessors participated in resolving cases and voting equally with the Crown Court 

judges4. 

For the first time in Russian history a jury trial was established in 1864 as a 

part of the democratic reforms of Alexander II. However, the activity on 

introducing jury trials in Tsarist Russia was not completed5. 

The Russian Jury Trial was abolished on November 24, 1917, by Decree No. 

1 “On Trial” of the Council of People’s Commissars (Sovnarcom)6. The issue on 

re-establishing the jury trial was raised again in the USSR only 70 years later – 

first as a doctrine and then in the legislation.  

                                                             
1 Heliaea (Greek:η'λιαíα ) – the name of the city square where most of the hearings were taking place. Kovler A.I. 

European Convention in the International System of Human Rights Protection: Monograph. M.: IZiSP, Norma, 

INFRA-M, 2019. 304 p. // SPS ConsultantPlus. 
2 Contemporary problems of organizing a public power: monograph / S. A. Avakiyan, A. M. Arbuzkin, I. P. 
Kenenova, et al.; head of the author team and editor-in-chief S. A. Avakiyan. M.: Yustitsinform, 2014. 596 p. // SPS 

ConsultantPlus. 
3 Nasonov S. A. continental model of the jury procedure: procedure genesis and specific characteristics // Pravo i 

politika, No. 11, 2015. P. 1568. DOI: 10.7256/1811-9018.2015.11.16797. 
4 Koni A. F. The judicial reform and jury trial // Koni A. F. Selected papers and speeches. Tula, 2000. P. 178 - 179. 
5 For example: in the Caucasian Krai, Arkhangelsk Province and Siberia, the jurors were not even involved in court 

hearings. 
6 Iliyukhov A. A. The emergence and development of a jury trial in Russia. Proceedings of The Academy of 

Management of the Ministry of Internal Affairs of Russia. 2018. No. 4 (48). P. 178. Trial by jury in Russia: 

historical, criminal justice and criminal law aspects. M., 2009. P. 114. 
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The revival of trial process with the participation of jurors in Russia is 

traditionally associated with the entry into force of RF Law dated July 16, 1993, 

No. 5451-1 On introducing changes and additions to the RSFSR Law On 

Organization of the Judiciary of the RSFSR, the Code of Criminal Procedure of the 

RSFSR, and the Code of Administrative Offenses (hereinafter – the Law of 1193). 

According to memories of the contemporaries, it was one of the most outstanding 

and symbolic developments of the Judicial reform of 1990s7. 

Further development of jury trial was facilitated by the adoption of Federal 

Law of June 23, 2016, No. 190-FZ On amendments to the Criminal Procedure 

Code of the Russian Federation in connection with the expansion of application of 

the institute of jurors. Since June 01, 2018, trials with participation of jurors have 

begun functioning not only in courts of constituent entities of the Russian 

Federation but also in district courts. Unfortunately, the number of jurors in a jury 

panel was decreased from 12 to 8 persons in oblast courts and courts equivalent to 

them; for considering criminal cases by district courts a panel including only 6 

jurors is allowed. 

Further transformation of the jury trial and potential expansion of the court 

jurisdiction, which brings together relatively independent elements comprising 

professionals and people’s representatives, are inconceivable without scientific and 

organizational support of the reform. As a sophisticated and complex matter, the 

justice requires from a researcher to use not only those tools that are traditional for 

jurisprudence, but also to apply competencies in other fields of knowledge, e. g. 

sociology, psychology, and scientific management of labor. This condition dictates 

the need for an inter-disciplinary approach when studying the system of justice. 

Research of the organization of justice on criminal cases using the resources 

of one of the criminal justice procedures is crucial, whereas it has been introduced 

only recently and is based on a certain historical experience. At the same time, it is 

undergoing significant transformations, and is highlighted in the scientific 

discussion and practices revealing the confrontation of positions, particularly, in 

relation to the problem of jury trial. The judgement on the overall system of 

practices (in our case – the system of criminal justice) can be based on the approval 

or rejection of the above institute by the authorities and public. 

The trial with participation of jurors and the justice administered by such 

trial reflects it better than anything. At the same time, the organization of activities 

of such trial has impact on the procedural aspects of judicial power and creates 

important prerequisites for the formation and development, as well as the 

differentiation of forms used for administering justice. 

The relationship between procedural and organizational components of court 

proceedings is found in multiple aspects of jury trial activities. For organizing such 

trial activities, it is necessary to distinguish and consider special social and legal 

features of trial proceedings, as well as spatial, organizational, and legal factors, 

etc. This circumstance implying the use of an inter-disciplinary approach to 

organization and activities of the jury trial expands the opportunities for making 

                                                             
7 Judicial power / edited by I. L. Petrukhin. M., 2003. P. 441. 
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research of relevant issues and creates prerequisites for further improvements of 

the criminal justice system. 

The coronavirus infection has posed a challenge and even a threat for the 

normal operations of jury trials all over the world. International studies 

demonstrated that the traditional principles of criminal justice, such as 

transparency and adversarial nature, have undergone an unvoluntary 

transformation, thus commonly restricting the rights of the parties to judicial 

proceedings. Therefore, it is necessary to develop proposals on activities of this 

procedural institute under the extreme conditions using the pandemic as an 

example. 

The degree of scientific development of the issue 

So far, the organization of jury trial activities has not been reviewed as a 

single topic of research monographs. Meanwhile, the prerequisites and grounds for 

its research have already been established. Thus, the organizational conditions 

influencing the effectiveness of justice are thoroughly reviewed in a two-volume 

monograph The Effectiveness of Justice and the Problem of Dealing Judicial 

Errors (1975) (M. I. Avdeev, V. B. Alekseev, A. D. Boykov, Yu. A. Lukashov, K. 

S. Makukhin, T. G. Morshchakova, I. L. Petrukhin)8. An additional comprehensive 

study of the key principles of organization and activities of the judicial power is 

presented in the monograph Judicial Power (2003)9. It is also important to note 

publications of S. A. Pashin who made a great personal contribution to the 

development of jury trial in Russia, in particular his books Judicial Reform and 

Jury Trial (1995)10, The Jury Trial: The First Year of Work (1995)11, and 

Establishment of Justice (2011)12. 

Some issues supporting the organization of jury trial activities were 

described in publications of N. V. Radutnaya (1995)13, M. V. Nemytina14 (1999), 

A.A. Demichev (2003)15, etc. 

Jury procedures have got a great deal of attention in the scientific literature 

as proven by the publications of S. A. Nasonov (1999)16, Yu. V. Shidlovskaya 

(2007)17, O. R. Rakhmetullina (2013)18, T. A. Vladykina (2018)19, Yu. V. 

Strelkova (2018)20.  

                                                             
8 The effectiveness of justice and the problem of dealing judicial errors. Monograph. / Head of the author team, I. L. 

Petrukhin. Editor-in-chief, V. N. Kudryavtsev. M.: Institute of State and Law of the Academy of Sciences of the 

USSR, 1975. Part 1. 298 p., Part 2. 230 p. 
9 Judicial Power / Edited by I. L. Petrukhin. - M.: OOO TK C89 Velbi, 2003. - 720 p. 
10 Judicial Reform and Jury Trial / S. A. Pashin. – M.: Russian Legal Academy, 1995. 
11 Pashin S. A. Jury Trial: The First Year of Work / International Committee Facilitating Judicial Reform. – M., 

1995. 
12 Pashin S. A. The Establishment of Justice. M.: R. Valent, 2011. 
13 Radutnaya N. V. Why we need a jury trial. M., 1995. 
14 Nemytina M. V. Court in Russia: the second half of the XIX-beginning of the XX Century: dissertation of Doctor 

of Jurisprudence, Saratov, 1999. 
15 Demichev A. A. Comparative law study of the jury trial in Russia: history and modernity: abstract of the 

dissertation … Doctor of Philosophy in Law: 12.00.01 / Nizhny Novgorod Academy of the Ministry of Interior of 

Russia. – Nizhny Novgorod, 2003. 
16 Judicial investigation in the jury trial: specific features and problematic situations, theory, legislation, practice: 

dissertation … Doctor of Philosophy in Law: 12.00.09. - Moscow, 1999. - 219 p. 
17 Participation of jurors in the examination of evidences in criminal cases in Russia: dissertation summary … 

Doctor of Philosophy in Law: 12.00.09 / Shidlovskaya Juliya Viktorovna. - Tomsk, 2007. 
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However, the above publications as regards their research topic and 

association with a specific field of study are focused on the criminal process and 

aspects of criminal procedure in activities of this institute. The organizational 

framework of jury trials in the above publications was not investigated at all or was 

only outlined. However, for constructing effective justice models it is necessary to 

have some organizational measures to support such models. Thus, there is no doubt 

about the relevance of research of the issues pertaining to the organizational 

support of jury trial activities.  

Research area – public relations that evolve in the Russian legal system 

with respect to the organization of jury trial activities.  

Research topic comprises the existing legal and organizational conditions 

which will ensure the most efficient functioning of jury trial, as well as the factors 

that have impact on the said conditions. 

Research goals and tasks 

The purpose of this study is to develop relevant theoretical foundations for 

the organization of justice carried out by a court with the participation of jurors, as 

well as to prepare scientifically sound proposals for improving legislation in terms 

of the organization of jury work in Russia to create the most favorable conditions 

for the effective administration of justice in criminal cases. 

To successfully achieve this goal, the following tasks were set: 

1) to investigate the main organizational problems of the functioning of the 

court with the participation of jurors in Russia and assess their impact on the 

proceedings and propose ways to solve these problems or measures to mitigate the 

negative impact of relevant factors on justice; 

2) to identify the place and role of organizational legal relations in the 

context of criminal justice; 

3) analyze the pre-revolutionary experience of organizing the work of the 

jury in order to identify the means and institutions that have shown their 

effectiveness in the past that can increase the effectiveness of a modern jury trial; 

4) to investigate the Russian and foreign experience of organizing the 

activities of the jury in the face of the threat of the spread of infectious diseases 

(using the example of a new coronavirus infection caused by 2019-nCoV). 

Research techniques and methodology  

The methodological framework of the research comprises the traditionally 

used general scientific methods (systemic analysis, classification, abstraction, 

review, synthesis), private scientific methods (historical, involved observation) and 

special legal methods (including the resources of comparative law studies). In 

                                                                                                                                                                                                    
18 Jury trial as a form of people’s participation in the administration of justice: dissertation summary … Doctor of 

Philosophy in Law: 12.00.09 / Rakhmetullina Olesya Raffakovna; [Place of dissertation defending: South Ural State 

University]. – Chelyabinsk, 2013. 
19 Theoretical model of proceedings on criminal cases which come before a trial with participation of jurors: 

dissertation summary … Doctor of Philosophy in Law: 12.00.09 / Vladykina Tatiana Anatolievna.- Ekaterinburg, 

2018. – 37 p. 
20 Verdict of jurors in criminal proceedings: theoretical framework and law enforcement practices: Doctor of 

Philosophy in Law: 12.00.09 / Strelkova Yu. V. – Moscow, 2018. 
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addition to the above methods of knowledge, the research is supported by the tools 

of statistical and sociological studies.   

Theoretical framework of the research is composed of philosophical, 

special legal, historical, sociological and sociopsychological literature covering 

multiple aspects of jury trial activities. 

The history of Russian jury trial in the pre-October-1917-revolution era was 

investigated using publications of the following authors: K. K. Arseniev, A. M. 

Bobrishchev-Pushkin, S. I. Viktorsky, L. E. Vladimirov, I. V. Gessen, G. A. 

Dzhanshiev, K. Mittermeier, N. P. Timofeev, V. I. Farmakovsky, I. Ya. Foinitsky, 

I. G. Shcheglovitov, etc. 

The review of individual organizational aspects of jury trial activities were 

based on the publications of E. V. Avdeeva, A. N. Aksenov, L. B. Alekseeva, A. 

Yu. Astafieva, Z. I. Birzhak, V. M. Bozrov, N. P. Vedishchev, D. A. Venev, T. A. 

Vladykina, L. A. Voskobitova, L. V. Golovko, T. A. Gurskaya, K. F. Gutsenko, A. 

A. Demichev, S. N. Dzhabrailov, V. P. Kashepov, N.P. Kovalev, N. A. Kolokolov, 

N. A. Lukin, P. A. Lupinskaya, S. A. Nasonov, M. V. Nemytina, A. L. Osipova, A. 

Yu. Panasyuk, S. A. Pashin, A. N. Polyakova, Yu. V. Strelkova, N. V. Radutnaya, 

O. R. Rakhmetullina, A. A. Tarasov, V. N. Tarasov, O. N. Tisen, E. I. Fadeeva, 

Kh. M. Shakhbanova, I. I. Sheremetiev, Yu. V. Shidlovskaya, E. A. Yurishina and 

others. Also, the author of dissertation built his research on the proceedings of 

experts in legal psychology focused on psychology in justice executed with the 

participation of jurors: O. A. Gulevich, L. M. Karnozova, E. O. Golyschnik, I. R. 

Sarieva, and O. V. Solovieva. 

The researcher referred to the writings dedicated to the investigation of 

organizational conditions which have impact on the effectiveness of justice. The 

list of their authors includes M. I. Avdeev, V. B. Alekseev, A. D. Boyikov, Yu. A. 

Lukashov, K. S. Makukhin, T. G. Morshchakova, I. L. Petrukhin and others. 

Empirical framework of the research is supported by: 

1) the data of a sociological study aimed at revealing public opinion towards 

jury trial and participation of citizens in the capacity of jurors in its activities. The 

poll involved randomly selected citizens, 25-65 years of age (64 people in total), 

who lived in the following cities: Moscow, Yaroslavl, Vyborg and Kostroma. The 

sociological study included an interview of focus groups, each consisting of 8 

persons (8 focus groups in total). The selection of respondents and the interaction 

with focus groups were organized by professional sociologists (A. G. Levinson et 

al.); 

2) the results of an online interview aimed at revealing the attitude of 

citizens towards jury trail (1,483 respondents)21, using a questionnaire developed 

by the author of this research; 

3) archive documents kept in the State Archive of the Saratov Region (lists 

of jurors, records of trials, and verdicts) proving that the Saratov Regional Court 

                                                             
21 The survey was conducted from December 2020 to January 2021, link: 

https://webanketa.com/forms/6crk4d1g6cqkccsq64t3aeb3/. 
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considered criminal cases with participation of jurors from the end of XIX – the 

beginning of XX century22. 

Scientific novelty of the dissertation research 

The scientific novelty of the research lies in the fact that within the 

framework of the dissertation work, the idea of distinguishing judicial and 

organizational relations in the criminal justice system is formulated, the influence 

of the organization of the activities of the court with the participation of jurors on 

the justice carried out by it is traced. The author makes a number of proposals to 

improve the legislation regarding the organization of the work of the court with the 

participation of jurors. In addition, based on the findings of a sociological study 

conducted by the focus group method, the dissertation formulated proposals to 

change the forms of interaction of court staff with candidates for jurors when they 

are invited to court to participate in the administration of justice. 

Together with this author, the question of the organization of jury work in 

the conditions of a pandemic is investigated. In this regard, proposals are 

formulated for the organization of such work taking into account foreign 

experience. 

Principal provisions of the study to be defended before the dissertation 

committee: 

1. The problems identified during the dissertation research allow us to 

identify judicial and organizational relations, which are an integral auxiliary 

(service) part of criminal procedural relations and are intended to create 

organizational conditions for the proper and effective functioning of criminal 

procedural institutions. The allocation of judicial and organizational relations in the 

system of criminal procedure is due to: the isolation and definition in the general 

theory of law of organizational legal norms, which in their essence act as a legal 

basis (prerequisite for legitimation) preceding organizational activities carried out 

within the legal field. The development and adoption of legislative acts that do not 

take into account the details of the organization of the work of legal institutions 

complicates their functioning, and even nullifies the plans of lawmakers and 

reformers. 

Judicial and organizational relations in criminal proceedings are 

implemented not only by participants in criminal procedural relations, but also by 

other subjects of legal relations who may not be participants in criminal 

proceedings in the narrowly normative sense of this concept, but at the same time 

ensure the administration of justice in criminal cases. These subjects include, for 

example, employees of the court apparatus and other persons with organizational 

powers. 

The judicial and organizational norms of criminal procedural law should be 

understood as an independent type of criminal procedural norms aimed at creating 

conditions for the successful exercise by participants in criminal proceedings and 

other procedural actors of their rights and obligations by ensuring the effective 

operation of criminal justice institutions. The object of judicial and organizational 

                                                             
22 Fund No. 8, Inventory No. 1, Case No. 541; Fund No. 8, Inventory No. 1, Case No. 861. 
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relations is understood as the material, organizational, psychological and other 

conditions for the successful exercise by participants in criminal proceedings of 

their rights and duties and ensuring the work of criminal justice institutions. The 

subjects of judicial and organizational relations are participants in criminal 

proceedings, as well as persons performing functions for the organizational 

provision of justice in criminal cases. 

Taking into account the above, under judicial and organizational relations in 

criminal proceedings, it is proposed to understand public relations that are 

regulated by organizational norms of criminal procedure legislation, as well as 

related legislation that ensures judicial activity. 

2. In order to solve the problem of low turnout of citizens by invitations sent 

by the court to participate in the trial, it is necessary to organize the work of the 

court apparatus with potential jurors. This activity should include a stage of 

preliminary explanatory work (organization of a conversation) with potential jurors 

about the jury trial, the procedure for considering a criminal case and the legal 

guarantees provided to jurors. An information booklet or brochure containing 

information about the jury trial and the status of the juror must be attached to the 

invitation to the court. 

3. To solve the current problems in the formation of the legal composition of 

the court, it is proposed to take measures to increase the degree of reliability of the 

general and reserve lists of candidates for jurors, reducing the likelihood of 

arbitrary compilation of preliminary lists of candidates for jurors in courts. To 

achieve the stated goals, it is proposed to: form a general and reserve lists of jurors 

based on the database of the Unified Federal Information Register created by the 

Federal Law of June 8, 2020. No. 168-FZ "On the unified Federal Information 

Register containing information about the population of the Russian Federation", 

and not based on the database of the GAS "Elections", which contains insufficient 

information about citizens; to provide for the participation of the parties when an 

employee of the court staff draws up a preliminary list of jurors. 

4. Also, in order to increase the level of citizens' appearance in court as 

candidates for jurors, it is necessary to provide and legislate the right of citizens to 

postpone the performance of the duties of a juror and to postpone the date of 

appearance in court to a later date than expected by the court that originally sent 

the invitation. Such a postponement could be granted for up to 6 months from the 

date of receipt of the first invitation to appear in court as a candidate for jurors. 

5. The work of the jury is influenced by the organization of judicial spaces, 

which include the courtroom and the advisory room, where the verdict of the jury 

is discussed. Therefore, in order to effectively organize the work of the jury, it is 

necessary: to develop requirements for the courtroom and the conference room, 

where it is planned to administer justice with the participation of jurors. The 

conference room should be equipped with household appliances that allow you to 

organize the jury's meals and their comfortable stay in this room. At the same time, 

the requirements for the conference room should take into account the need not 

only to ensure the secrecy of the jury meeting, but also their needs, including those 

related to their religious beliefs and the need to perform religious rites. Thus, it is 
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necessary to develop a single minimum "comfort standard" for courtrooms and the 

jury room. 

6. In order to identify the problems faced by the Russian jury, it is necessary 

to arrange for the judicial authorities to receive feedback from the jury court 

functioning in the country. It is advisable to use the pre-revolutionary experience in 

collecting statistical and other information about the activities of the jury and, most 

importantly, their constant qualitative analysis. This is especially true of the 

acquittal verdicts of jurors, who actually acted as an act of nullification of the 

criminal law. In this regard, it is proposed to provide for an annual report on the 

administration of justice by courts with the participation of jurors, prepared by the 

staff of the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation in cooperation with cassation, 

appellate courts of general jurisdiction, federal courts of the level of subjects of the 

Russian Federation, military courts of districts. This report should be sent to the 

leadership of the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation, considered at a 

meeting of the Plenum of this supreme court of Russia in order to form legislative 

proposals to improve the activities of the jury. The report should be published for 

general information, sent to the Parliament, the President of Russia and the 

Government of Russia. 

7. Based on the results of a study of foreign experience in organizing the 

activities of the jury in the face of the threat of the spread of infectious diseases 

(using the example of a new coronavirus infection caused by 2019-nCoV), it is 

proposed to change a number of familiar procedures aimed at ensuring the 

consideration of a criminal case with the participation of jurors within the 

framework of domestic legal proceedings carried out with the participation of 

jurors. In particular, it is proposed to use a remote survey of potential jurors, to 

send summonses to candidates for jurors also in electronic form, to use automatic 

reminders about the days of court sessions when a juror is obliged to come to 

court. At the same time, the proposed innovations should not limit the operation of 

the principles of criminal proceedings, including the transparency of the process, 

the adversarial nature and equality of rights of the parties, as well as infringe on the 

rights of other participants in criminal proceedings. 

The theoretical and practical significance of the dissertation 

The provisions of the work on the allocation of judicial and organizational 

relations in criminal proceedings are of theoretical importance for determining the 

most optimal approaches to the legal regulation of the organization of the work of 

both the court with the participation of jurors and other domestic criminal 

procedural institutions, contribute to a deeper understanding of the issues under 

consideration. The paper raises the problem of the influence of organizational 

factors on judicial proceedings carried out with the participation of jurors, which 

seems to be underestimated in the literature, using concrete examples. The 

formulation of this problem can give a new impetus to interdisciplinary studies of 

justice from the point of view of representatives of jurisprudence, sociology, 

psychology, management theory, as well as other humanities and doctrines. 

Presentation of the research results consists in the development and 

substantiation of a number of proposals for improving legislation regulating 
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relations related to the organization of the work of the domestic court with the 

participation of jurors. Thus, the dissertation formulated proposals for amendments 

to the norms of the Criminal Procedure Code of the Russian Federation, Federal 

Law No. 113-FZ of 20.08.2004 "On jurors of Federal Courts of General 

Jurisdiction in the Russian Federation", to the normative legal acts of the Judicial 

Department at the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation (Order No. 161 of 

15.12.2004 "On approval of Instructions on Judicial Record-keeping in the 

Supreme Courts of Republics, Regional and regional courts, courts of Federal 

cities, courts of the Autonomous Region and Autonomous Districts"; Order No. 36 

dated 29.04.2003 "On Approval of Instructions on Judicial Record-Keeping in the 

District Court"; Order No. 217 dated October 24, 2018 "On Approval of 

Regulatory Costs for Ensuring the Functions of Federal Courts of General 

Jurisdiction, Federal Arbitration Courts and Judicial Department Offices in the 

Subjects of the Russian Federation"). At the same time, based on the results of 

socio-legal research, the dissertator proposed optimal forms of interaction of court 

apparatuses with candidates for jurors when they are invited to court. A number of 

provisions of the work can be used in the practice of law enforcement agencies, as 

well as in teaching courses "Law enforcement agencies in the Russian Federation", 

"Criminal Procedure law", "Procedural rules in jury trial, its significance and 

development". 

Presentation of the research results took place during the discussion and 

peer review of the dissertation at the Department of Judicial Systems and Criminal 

Law of the Faculty of Law, NRU Higher School of Economics. The research 

results were presented by the PhD student to the scientific community in the 

reports at the conferences held in Saratov (Saratov International Legal Forum in 

Honor of the 90-th Anniversary of the Academy, April 21-22, 2021) and in 

Moscow (school-workshop for young legal scientists, June 4-5, 2021). 

Provisions stipulated in this dissertation are well reflected in the 

Recommendations of the Public Chamber based on the results of the round table 

discussion “27 years of jury trial in Russia: nod to the tradition or a new 

formation” (hereinafter – the Recommendations). 

The Recommendations were delivered to the State Duma of the Federal 

Assembly of the Russian Federation, the Government of the Russian Federation, 

the Judicial Department at the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation, the 

Ministry for Digital Development, Communications and Mass Media (hereinafter – 

Mintsifry Rossii) and the Ministry of Economic Development of the Russian 

Federation. The text of the Recommendations is attached. 

The research findings were also used by the project team of NRU Higher 

School of Economics in the implementation of the project entitled “Jury trial: legal 

education of citizens.” A booklet for jurors Justice of the People was published 

(attached). 

The research results are reflected in six scientific articles published in top 

journals included in the list of NRU Higher School of Economics and in three 

papers in peer-reviewed scientific publications recommended by Higher 

Attestation Commission at the Ministry of Science and Higher Education of the 
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Russian Federation (hereinafter – HAC) where the key results of dissertations for 

obtaining the scientific degree of Candidate and Doctor of Philosophy should be 

published. 

Structure of the dissertation 

The dissertation is composed of introduction, three chapters, including eight 

sections, conclusion, references, and annexs. 
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MAIN CONTENTS OF THE DISSERTATION 

 

The introduction presents a rationale of the study, indicates its area and 

topic, analyzes the degree of development of the topic, defines the research area 

and topic, sets forth the goal and tasks, discloses the scientific novelty of the 

dissertation research, composes the basic provisions to be defended, shows the 

theoretical and practical relevance of the research, and presents data on the 

approbation of its results and its structure. 

Chapter I: Current organizational problems facing the functioning of a 

jury trial is dedicated to the investigation of current organizational problems 

encountered by the Russian trial jury. It focuses on individual, the most significant 

issues relating to activities of this procedural institute. 

Section 1.1: Attracting citizens to participation in activities of a jury 

trial presents the results of the comprehensive social study with a focus on 

attracting citizens to participation in trial in the capacity of jurors. 

The jury trial reform of 2016 was associated with the expansion of the use of 

jury trials in districts and garrisons and in parallel with the reduction of a jury 

panel to 6 persons in the district courts and to 8 persons in the courts of constituent 

entities of the Russia Federation. In this context, it is important to review the issues 

on attracting citizens to the administration of justice in the capacity of jurors. 

The results of the studies show that the rate of appearance of juror 

candidates in court is very low. Sociological studies also translate a reluctance of 

Russians to become jurors. 

The tasks of our research included the following: using the method of focus 

groups, to find out whether the citizens were ready to participate in the court as 

jurors; to analyze the causes that prevent individuals from participating in activities 

of a jury trial; to determine the optimal forms of interaction with potential jurors 

when they are invited to the court. 

In each of the cities where interviews of citizens were conducted, two focus 

groups were formed; they were composed of citizens who potentially met the 

requirements for receiving an invitation from the court to perform juror duties in 

court hearings. These were individuals from 25 to 65 years of age, representing 

different social strata and professions: managers, engineers, pensioners, 

businessmen, secretaries, pedagogical staff, etc. Each of the group consisting of 8 

persons included individuals of different ages, i.e. from each decade within the 

range between 25 and 65 years of age. 

Another criterion was used for determining the attitude of people to jury 

trial. The first group was composed of individuals who during a preliminary 

interview indicated that they would not refuse from serving as jurors. 

Individuals included in the second group responded that they would not want 

to serve as jurors. The survey in focus groups was conducted using the same 

preliminary written scenario (the Guide) containing questions for discussion with 

respondents. 
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Data on the communication with focus groups consisting of the individuals 

who responded that they are ready to serve as jurors. 

On attitudes toward the court. Majority of the respondents, even those 

who were ready to perform juror’s duties, indicated that they had negative 

emotions while staying near the courthouse. The most common answers were as 

follows: the feeling of fear, anxiety, and nervousness. However, in rare cases such 

neutral answers were recorded as quietness and responsibility. 

When the people were asked if the court is fair, most of the respondents in 

the group came to an opinion that the situation may vary, estimating the fairness of 

trials at 50%. However, it is worth noting that in two cases the respondents 

assessed trials in a more positive way and estimated the fairness of trials at 70%. 

On attitudes toward the jury trial 

In response to the question on whether jurors should be trusted, all respondents 

unanimously said that they should be trusted. Moreover, roughly 60% of the 

respondents believed that the role of the jurors in court was higher than the role of 

the presiding judge, because it were the jurors who passed the “guilty” or “not 

guilty” verdict on the accused, irrespective of the opinion of the judge presiding at 

the jury trial. 

Members of the interviewed groups had a general viewpoint that jurors were 

more fair than judges, while realizing that those citizens had no legal learning. 

Such reasoning was laid on the fact that there could be circumstances, when a 

crime was actually committed, but the jurors may acquit the defendant if the crime 

was committed for, as the saying goes, noble purposes, for example, when 

defending one’s family. Respondents believe that in such a case a trial by jury 

would be the only tool for performance of justice. 

 

Information on working with focus groups, consisting of individuals who said that 

they were not ready to be jurors. 

 

On attitudes toward the court. Responses of this focus group to the 

question about their feelings when they were passing by a courthouse, were similar 

to the responses obtained from the first focus group. At the same time, the 

respondents supplemented their emotions with such words as “won’t go in”, 

“would give it a wide berth”, or “tug of war”, which may support the assumption 

that these people have, upfront, less trust in any courts, not only in courts with 

jurors. In other words, if a person is not ready to be a juror, there is a high 

probability that the reason for this is lack of trust in the judicial system as a whole 

and, hence, a trial by jury, being a part of the judicial system, falls out of this 

person’s favor and arouses his/her mistrust. Similar to the first group of 

respondents, roughly 60% of individuals in this group are not confident in the 

court’s fairness. Moreover, 20% of respondents believe that courts are unfair. 

Based on the survey findings, the author concludes that the failure of citizens 

to appear in courts as jurors indicates the level of public trust in the judicial 

system. A higher level of public trust in the courts, say, up to 80-90%, will ensure 

a broader response to jury duty notices (summons to be juror) among Russian 
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citizens. A positive response to every second notice would solve the problem of 

late compilation of juror panels. 

One of the factors, adversely effecting the appearance of citizens in court as 

jurors, is the lack of general knowledge among the population about the 

participation of jurors in the administration of justice. 

The lack of official awareness-raising and explanatory materials, that would 

motivate people to participate in court proceedings as jurors, also has an adverse 

effect on the functioning of trials by jury. To this end the author and his academic 

adviser have drafted and published brochures for jurors “People’s Justice 

(Memo/Instructions for Jurors)”. 

On attitudes toward the jury trial. Roughly 90% of members of this group 

are convinced that jurors lack professionalism and that judges are more competent 

and professional in considering criminal cases. The respondents state that the 

reason for this is the judges’ expertise in such cases. The phase “analysis of 

reasons why citizens do not want to participate in the work of a trial by jury” 

consisted of two parts. The first part was aimed at finding out what the respondents 

would have felt had they received summons with an invitation to appear in court 

and to participate in the proceedings as a juror. A standard summons form, sent out 

currently to potential jurors, was presented to the respondents at this stage23. 

The second part of this survey was aimed at finding out the reasons for 

which, according to the respondents, citizens were unwilling to serve as jurors. 

After being presented the form of summons to court as potential juror, the 

respondents were asked to name the most memorable statements from it. The 

following were named, inter alia: “requirement to bear one’s passport”, 

“mentioning of payment”, warning on the need to “notify in the event of failure to 

appear, stating the reasons thereof”, the phrases “inviting you to court”, “natural 

calamity, illness”, “liability for failure to appear”. Some people mentioned that 

when reading the summons they experienced fear, others experienced guilt. The 

overall perception of the summons was negative. 

In light of this, the use of other forms of interaction with potential jurors 

remains an open question. 

Findings of the Study. Though work with the focus groups did not aim at 

promoting participation in juror panels, actually it turned out to be a very effective 

tool for such encouragement/awareness raising. 

Many times, members of the group referred to the media and the web as the 

main sources of information and the chief agents that formed their position. 

Thus, the presentation of the current draft of the summons document to the 

respondents demonstrated that in its present form the summons document is a 

totally deficient tool for encouraging people to serve as jurors in court. 

 

                                                             
23Form No. 13 was approved by Order of the Department of Justice at the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation 

of December 15, 2004, No. 161, On approval of the Instruction on judicial paperwork management in supreme 

courts of the republic, krai and oblast courts, courts of the cities with federal status, courts of autonomous oblast and 

autonomous okrug // Bulletin of acts on judicial system, No. 2, February 2018. 
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The second point is the absence of general knowledge among the public 

about trials by jury and about how they operate. A person, who does not have such 

knowledge, is more inclined to refuse to participate in something he knows nothing 

about, or about which he has very superficial knowledge and, hence, is guided by 

conventional stereotypes of the judicial system in general, moreover that the study 

suggests that courts and their decisions are, unfortunately, not perceived as 

trustworthy. Hence the reluctance of citizens to participate in something they doubt 

in principle. 

In light of this, the author proposes to draw up a set of measures aimed at 

forming a general understanding of the institute of jurors. It is also deemed 

necessary to hold group discussions with candidates for jurors to explain to them 

their rights and functions with the help of, for example, TV series. The summons to 

court, which proved its inefficiency in attracting people to participate in justice 

administration, should be accompanied with an invitation (telephone call) to a 

conversation in court for the purpose of educating on trials by jury.  

Section 1.2: Organizational and procedural aspects of forming a juror 

panel, gives a comprehensive analysis of the current legislation that regulates 

public relations arising during the compilation of jurors panels for consideration of 

criminal cases. The relevance of the study is further supported by the development 

of jurors’ competencies in connection with the enforcement of the Federal Law On 

Amendments to the Criminal Procedure Code of the Russian Federation in 

Connection with the Expanded Use of the Institute of Jurors No. 190-FZ of June 

23, 2016. 

According to the Department of Justice at the Supreme Court of the Russian 

Federation, in 2019, in Russia, a quarter of all sentences (22.9%) passed by courts 

of jurors were revoked on appeal on the basis of significant violation of the 

criminal procedure law24. It is noteworthy that the cited sentences included cases of 

verdict passing by unlawful compositions of juror panels25. 

According to earlier published literature, one of the main reasons for 

revoking court sentences passed with the participation of juries, alongside with 

cases of discussion in the presence of people’s representatives of evidence and 

circumstances they are not entitled to consider, are infringements committed 

during the formation of jurors panels26. In the first half of 2020, oblast courts and 

courts equivalent to them revoked 19.5% of convictions and 87.8% of acquittals 

passed by district courts with participation of jurors27. The above indicates a need 

to analyze the reasons contributing to the compilation of unlawfully composed 

juries and to develop optimal proposals for improved legal regulation in this area. 

                                                             
24 Official website of the Department of Justice at the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation (addressing date: 

30.09.2020, URL: http://www.cdep.ru/index.php?id=79&item=5258). 
25 p. 2, Article 389.17 Criminal Procedure Code of the Russian Federation of 18.12.2001, No. 174-FZ (as amended 

on 31.07.2020) // SZ RF, 24.12.2001, No. 52, p. 4921. 
26 See for example: Авдеева Е.В., Аксенов А.Н. Avdeeva E. V., Aksenov A. N. Vacating of judgment with 

participation of jurors: significant issues of criminal procedural regulation // Rossiysky sudiya. 2019. No. 10. P. 13 - 

18. 
27 Trials with participation of jurors in 2018-2020. Statistical reference. E. Khodzhaeva (URL: 

https://enforce.spb.ru/images/Products/reports/Суды_с_участием_присяжных_в_2018-2020.pdf, addressing date: 

18.10.2020). 
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In this regard, the author considers the main points of view of scholars on the 

problem of compiling general and reserve lists of candidates for jurors, highlights 

the main procedural and organizational shortcomings of the process of compiling a 

jury, and, in addition, analyzes foreign experience of using digital technologies to 

organize the work of a jury (Kingdom of Spain, USA).  

Based on the study findings, the author suggests the following: a) to provide 

by law for a mechanism of verification by a court staff member of information 

about candidate jurors as to the presence of any circumstances, as provided under 

federal laws, that would preclude an individual from participating in a criminal 

case as a juror; b) to draft general and stand-by lists based on data from the Unified 

Federal Information Register, created in 2020 and containing the most 

comprehensive information about the population of the Russian Federation; c) to 

perform video recordings of the process [screen broadcasting] of the random 

selection of citizens from the general and the stand-by lists by a court staff member 

when compiling a preliminary list of jurors and to attach the video file to the 

criminal case files; d) to use new forms of inviting potential jurors to court, 

namely, via e-mail and (or) via a citizen’s personal account  at the Unified Portal 

of State and Municipal Services. 

Section 1.3: Organization of activities of a jury trial in the conditions of 

the threat posed by the spread of infectious diseases (using as an example the 

infectious disease caused by the new coronavirus, 2019-nCov contains an 

analysis of actions taken by national and foreign state bodies for renewing the 

operations of courts considering criminal cases with participation of jurors. 

In connection with the spread of the coronavirus infection in Russia, days-

off were declared from March 30 through May 11, 2020. The pandemic forced the 

domestic and foreign courts to arrange their activities under new conditions, e.g. 

with the use of technical devices allowing distant consideration of cases. The 

Presidium of the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation envisaged an option of 

using video-conferencing solutions during court hearings in the period of 

pandemic, if a suspect, accused person, defendant, or a person being in custody and 

participating in court hearings has an opportunity to follow the legal proceedings, 

see and hear participants of the proceeding and be heard by the parties and the 

judge28. 

However, the distant administration of justice is associated with some 

problems, such as a digital inequality of participants of the trial, ensuring security 

of the transmitted data (establishing a digital environment of trust), and the 

“deritualization” of judicial procedures. 

As regards the organization of activities of jury trails in the conditions of the 

pandemic, it is worth noting the experience of the Great Britain where a Task 

                                                             
28 Overview on the individual issues of judicial practice associated with the use of the legislation and measures to 

counter the spread of the new coronavirus infection (COVID-19) on the territory of the Russian Federation. No. 2. 



18 

Force was established consisting of representatives of Her Majesty’s Courts and 

Tribunals Service29, judicial bodies, professional lawyers, and other stakeholders.  

The Task Force organized and conducted four experimental court hearings in 

the remote mode. Their preparation involved practicing lawyers, judges, court staff 

members and volunteers. Technical support was provided by the company AVMI 

specializing in the development of platform for distance working. 

Ultimately, it was possible to establish the environment for conducting a 

jury trial in the conditions of pandemic. 

For complying with the principle of transparency of trial, an open part of the 

process was translated online using YouTube. 

Based on the experiment results the following conclusions were made: 

a) displaying faces of the participants on a single screen created a feeling 

that all of them were involved in the lawful process; 

b) clear images and high-quality connection allowed the participants to see 

each other’s faces; 

c) jurors felt more comfortable than during an off-line process; 

d) the discussion of the lawyer and defendant in a virtual room proved the 

right of the accused person to have the assistance of counsel;  

e) a preliminary preparation to lawful process enabled to minimize 

organizational problems associated with the use of computer equipment required 

for conducting remote process30. 

Drawbacks of the organization of distant judicial proceedings included the 

following: complexity of the process organization; significant expenses for the 

purchase and installation of the equipment; finding a large hall for the remote 

judicial proceedings; participation of technical personnel in the process which 

creates the risk of breaching confidentiality during the discussions of participants 

in virtual rooms and requires additional funds to pay their services.   

The experience of the state of Alaska (USA) on the formation of a jury panel 

in the conditions of the pandemic could be of interest to Russian practices. The 

Jury Service in Alaska addresses potential jurors for exercising their duties via e-

mail to avoid overcrowding in the waiting rooms. In parallel, the summons is 

accompanied with a checklist containing information about symptoms developing 

in patients with the coronavirus infection, and an algorithm of actions if such 

symptoms are found.  

Each citizen who received invitation to the court may check online through 

the service posted on the official court website (by the number indicated in the 

summons and the date of birth) whether he/she is really invited to the court and to 

verify the time of appearance in court and the contact data for communication with 

the Jury Service. The use of this service helps to prevent fraud and convince a 

citizen that the received information is reliable. A citizen may also use a free-of-

                                                             
29 Her Majesty’s Courts and Tribunals Service is an agency of the Ministry of Justice established for supporting 

activities of courts // URL: https://ru.knowledgr.com/10822765/ОбслуживаниеСудовИТрибуналовЕеВеличества (addressing 

date  — June, 26, 2020 г.). 
30 Rowden E., Teeder W. Testing the case for a virtual courtroom with a physical jury hub. Second evaluation of a 

virtual trial pilot study conducted by JUSTICE // https://justice.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/Mulcahy-

Rowden-second-evaluation-report-JUSTICE-virtual-trial.pdf (date of addressing — June 26, 2020). 

https://ru.knowledgr.com/10822765/ОбслуживаниеСудовИТрибуналовЕеВеличества
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cost service designed for reminding a potential juror on the duty to appear in court. 

For using the service, it is necessary to enter the official website of the court, 

specify his/her mobile phone number and to provide an agreement for receiving a 

message with reminder.   

A jury panel is formed prior to the arrival of a potential juror to the trial. A 

staff member of the jury service via e-mail will send a questionnaire to be filled out 

by the juror with the purpose to find out whether the candidate meets the formal 

requirements applied by the state legislation to jurors. Then, the parties, using 

videoconference technologies, in online mode ask questions to potential jurors to 

determine whether they should appear in court for further participation in the 

selection process31. 

In this case, if it is inconvenient to exercise juror duties on the appointed 

day, a juror candidate may ask to postpone the day of service for a later date within 

the next 10 months32. 

In this case, if it is inconvenient to exercise juror duties on the appointed 

day, a juror candidate may ask to postpone the day of service for a later date within 

the next 10 months.  

Thus, it seems appropriate to use foreign experience of organizing judicial 

proceedings in a remote mode. However, for its introduction in the practice of 

Russian justice, it will be necessary to have its legislative recognition, develop 

methodological recommendations for organizing such process, and to ensure skill 

upgrading to judges and court employees.   

Chapter 2: Experience of organizing activities of a jury trial in Tsarist 

Russia, of the dissertation analyzes the experience gained in organizing activities 

of a jury trial in Tsarist Russia. Using the archived documents and up-to-date 

sources, the author reviews the historical experience of organizational and legal 

support provided to jury trial.  Based on the comparative analysis with modern 

types of activities of such trial the author has formulated proposals for their 

improvement. 

Section 2.1.: Organizational and legal bases of activities of a jury trial, 

examines the legal bases of organizing activities of a jury trial before the October 

1917 revolution and the forms of criminal procedure documents. As a result, the 

author suggests considering the use of experience gained in Tsarist Russia for 

collecting statistical data on activities of jury trial and their qualitative analysis to 

streamline the process of getting feedback on operations of jury trial. 

It discusses the development of a report by the courts considering criminal 

cases in jury trial. The report describes the status of justice implemented with 

participation of jurors. It is suggested that such report should be prepared annually 

and submitted for review to the Chief Justice of the Supreme court of the Russian 

Federation followed by its publication for the public. 

                                                             
31 Jury Service Alaska Court System // http://www.courts.alaska.gov/jury/index.htm. 
32 A similar rule is in force on the territories of other states, e.g. in the state of Massachusetts, where a citizen may 

also request to postpone the day of juror service. In other words, citizens could choose in advance the most 

convenient days for participation in trial as jurors. This procedure is assessed positively by American lawyers, as it 

will be easier to form a jury panel later, for considering other cases. See: Astafiev A. Yu. What does a jury trial start 

with? // Rossiysky Sudiya. 2019. No. 4. P. 40 - 43. 

http://www.courts.alaska.gov/jury/index.htm
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Section 2.2.: The main organizational problems of the work of the court 

with the participation of jurors, contains a systematic analysis of the legal 

regulation of relations related to the compilation of general and reserve lists of 

candidates for jurors in tsarist Russia, taking into account modern legal regulation. 

Based on the results, the dissertation formulates proposals to improve the 

organizational procedures for the formation of lists of candidates for jurors, in 

particular, the establishment of a procedure for monitoring lists of candidates for 

jurors sent by authorized bodies to the court for the formation of a panel of jurors, 

immediately before their referral to the court. Today, such monitoring of the lists 

of jurors is carried out annually or on the recommendation of the chairman of the 

court. In addition, the paragraph deals with organizational issues of the 

announcement by the foreman of the jury of the verdict rendered by the jury, and 

the material support of the jury. 

In Section 2.3.: Organizing space of courthouses where trials with 

participation of jurors take place, the author investigates the issues relating to 

the space where justice is implemented. The investigation revealed a relationship 

of the procedural element with the organization of a court hall space and adjacent 

premises. In this context, the author makes conclusions indicating that the spatial 

organization of courts has impact on criminal proceedings and their participants. 

For the efficient organization of jury trial activities, it is necessary to develop 

requirements for the court hall and the jury room where the implementation of 

justice with participation of jurors is planned; the jury room should be equipped 

with household appliances that allow serving meals to jurors. It is no less important 

to develop a unified minimal “standard of comfort level” for the court halls and 

jury rooms. 

Chapter 3: Improvement of the theoretical bases of organizing Russian 

jury trial in the context of the trial reform, is composed of two sections. 

In Section 3.1: Prerequisites of separating judicial and organizational 

relations in criminal procedure, based on the theoretical insights into the general 

theory of the law on organizational norms and the discussion of domestic experts 

in the field of law on criminal procedure relations, the author has considered an 

issue on separating a special type of norms and relations from the system of 

criminal procedure that are called judicial organizational norms and relations. 

Their objective is to create organizational conditions for the proper functioning of 

criminal procedure institutes. In this light, the author has reviewed the prerequisites 

facilitating the separation of judicial and organizational relations from the system 

of criminal procedure, in particular:  

separating organizational rules of the law from the general theory of the law 

that, by definition, constitute a legal basis, preceding the organizational activity 

implemented within the limits of the law33; 

the absence of requirements for ensuring the effectiveness of regulation in 

the current legislation – as a result, the responsibility for the condition of legal 

regulation in the relevant area of activity is missing. 

                                                             
33 Borisova L.N. General theory of the procedural norms of law. 2004. 
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The absence of responsibility leads to the development and adoption of 

legislative acts which do not take into consideration details of the organization of 

activities of legal institutes; it is followed by their improper activities and, as a 

result, the dilution of judicial procedures and justice taken as a whole; 

the need for developing and formulating core principles (quality standards) 

at the theoretical level; legal norms and constructs of judicial and organizational 

relations ensuring good conditions for the administration of justice on criminal 

cases should comply with the above core principles. Studies in the field of 

organizational and procedural relations could help to identify factors influencing 

the actual efficiency of legal regulation and law enforcement.   

Next, the author considers the functional designation of judicial and 

organizational rules and relations in the system of current legislation. He examines 

their internal structure and proposes to use an appropriate common language for 

the separated elements of relations, including but not limited to the following 

definitions: organization of criminal process; judicial and organizational rules of 

the criminal procedure law; object of judicial and organizational relations; subjects 

of judicial and organizational relations. 

In Section 3.2: Range of issues relating to the sphere of judicial and 

organizational relations in criminal procedure, a definition of organizational 

support is established. The definition covers statutory staffing, financial, logistical, 

information and other measures aimed at creating conditions for the complete and 

independent administration of justice on criminal cases34. 

As a rule, four elements are identified in science. These elements compose 

definition of the organizational support of judicial activity which, in our opinion, in 

parallel, presents an object of judicial and organizational relations: 

1) staffing measures (when it comes to supporting the processes of selection, 

training, and advanced training of judges and staffing of the court apparatus, as 

well as other similar measures implemented by the Justice Department35;  

2) financial measures: a) measures for providing monetary pay to judges and 

employees of the apparatus of courts; b) providing courts with the appropriate 

current financing; c) funding of the capital construction of court houses, etc.; d) 

similar measures implemented by the Justice Department at the Supreme Court of 

the Russian Federation36; 

3) logistical measures37; 

4) other measures aimed at establishing conditions for the complete and 

independent administration of justice on criminal. For example: a) organization of 

the guarding and convoying of individuals held in custody to the place of judicial 

                                                             
34 This language of the definition is similar to legal definition of the organizational support of activities of federal 

courts enshrined in the Federal Law: On the Justice Department at the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation. 
35 See: Articles 4, 4.1, 5, 20.1, 20.2 of Law of the Russian Federation dated June 26, 1992, No. 3132-1 On the status 

of judges in the Russian Federation // Rossiyskaya yustitsiya, No. 11, 1995. 
36 For example: Federal Law of February 10, 1999, No. 30-FZ: On the funding of courts of the Russian Federation” 

// CZ RF, 15.02.1999, No. 7, p. 877. 
37 Article 7 of Federal Constitutional Law of February 07, 2011, No. 1-FKZ: On courts of general jurisdiction in the 

Russian Federation // CZ RF, 14.02.2011, No. 7, p. 898. 
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consideration of the case38; b) assurance of the proper order of court activities, 

including but not limited to the safety of judges, jurors and assurance of the safety 

of other individuals staying in the courthouse39; c) enforcement of judgements (e.g. 

the Punishment Code of the Russian Federation)40. 

The above group should also include the following: d) scientific analytics of 

judicial activity, e.g. scientific management of labor, examination of the 

international experience covering the issues of organizational support provided to 

courts41; e) paperwork management; f) organizing activities on archive paperwork 

management; g) collection and analysis of judicial statistics; h) relations emerging 

in connection with court informatization; and, i) auditing the quality of the 

organization of court activities42 (inspection of document management, timeframe 

of document management of the considered cases, financial and operating 

performance of courts, etc.), j) methodological support to court activities43.  

It appears that a detailed regulation of the said sphere of public relations in 

conjunction with a duly execution of the statutory norms will improve activities in 

the administration of justice on criminal cases. 

Following the line of reasoning on the directions of development of judicial 

and organizational relations in criminal procedure, it seems possible to highlight 

the following spheres: 

material and technical resources, in particular the development of “comfort” 

standards for conducting activities by participants of criminal justice. This area 

appears to be more important for organizing activity of a jury trial, as its use has 

been recently expanded through the introduction of the institute of jurors in district 

(military garrison) courts; 

methodological support to courts and participants of criminal justice, e.g. 

administered with participation of jurors, is characterized by a high potential “for 

adjustment” of the organization of criminal justice which has not been fully 

implemented so far44; 

organizing and management of judicial statistical data on activity of jury 

trials is in desperate need of improvement45; 

                                                             
38 Article 12 of Law of the Russian Federation of July 21, 1993, No. 5473-1: On Institutions and Agencies which 

Implement Criminal Punishments in the Form of Imprisonment // Vedomosti SND i VS RF, 19.08.1993, No. 33, p. 

1316. 
39 Article 11 of Federal Law of July 21, 1997, No. 118-FZ: On law enforcement agencies of the Russian Federation 

// SZ RF, 28.07.1997, No. 30, p. 3590. 
40 See more details in: Judicial Power / Edited by Petrukhin I. L.- М. 2003. 720 p. 
41 Comment to the legislation on judicial power in the Russian Federation / Institute of Legislation and Comparative 

Law under the Government of the Russian Federation [Authors: A. A. Gravina, V. P. Kashepov, T. O. Koshaeva, et 

al.; Editor-in-chief V. P. Kashepov. - М.: Yurid. Lit. 2000. P 273; subparagraph 14 of Article 6 of Federal Law of 
January 8, 1998, No. 7-FZ On Justice Department at the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation // SZ RF, 

12.01.1998, No. 2, p. 223. 
42 Comment to the Federal Constitutional Law On judicial power in the Russian Federation // Edited by V. I. 

Radchenko, V. P. Kashepova. Publ.: INFRA-NORMA, 1998 // SPS ConsultantPlus. 
43 Article 6 of Federal Law of 08, 1998, No. 7-FZ: On Justice Department at the Supreme Court of the Russian 

Federation // SZ RF, 12.01.1998, No. 2, p. 223. 
44 See more details: Bushtets N. V. Communication barriers in a jury trial and organizational and legal methods of 

coping with them // RUDN Journal of Law. 2020. V. 24. No. 4. P.p. 1169-1186. 
45 See more details: Bushtets N. V. Introduction of a jury trial in the territory of Saratov Province in the context of 

Judicial Reform of 1864. // Istoriya gosudarstva i prava. 2018. No. 9. p.p. 70-74. 
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social and legal studies of judicial activities form a part of the scientific 

analytics to which a catastrophically little attention is drawn in judicial policy, 

contrary to positive experience of foreign countries.  

The conclusion reflects the key theoretical judgements and findings, as well 

as the proposals on legislation optimization. 
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