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The investigator’s procedural position and borders of his plenary powers are considered in this article
according to the present criminal procedural code of the Russian Federation. Also the author points out
their groundless contraction and necessity of fixing an investigator’s real but not declarative independence
in the procedural criminal law.
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One of the main problems of the sociological theory is defining the minimal element of designing of
a social reality. According to it the author determines the rule of the social action.
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