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SUMMARY
The article is devoted to the criminal and legal problems of qualification of crimes committed in participation. Both general
and special rules of qualification of crimes committed accessories offer on the base of positions to Criminal Code, taking into
account their kinds, forms of participation, degree of completeness of crime (preparation to the crime, encroaching upon a crime)
and taking into account influence of separate signs of syllables of crimes on qualification of acts of accomplices.
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KBAJII®IKAIIA 3JIOYUHIB, CKOEHHUX ¥V CITIBYYACTI,
3I'IJIHO I3 KPUMIHAJIBHUM KOAEKCOM YKPAIHH

Oubra YC,
KaHIMJAT FOPUANYHUX HAyK, JOLICHT,
JIOLEHT Kadeapu KpuMiHaabHOTO mpasa Ne 1
HarrionanbHOTO FOPUANYHOTO YHIBEpCUTETY iMeHi SIpociaBa Myaporo

AHOTALISA
Po6ota npucesiueHa KpUMiHAIbHO-IPABOBUM IIpoOIeMaM KBasi(ikalil 37104MHIB, CKOEHHUX Yy CIiBydacTi. SIk 3arajibHi, Tak i
CIIeIiabHi mpaBuiia KBatidikailii 3104MHIB, CKOEHHX Y CITIBYy4acTi, PEACTABICHI HAa OCHOBI MOJIOKeHb KpUMIHAIBHOTO KOJICKCY 3
ypaxyBaHHsM X BUIB, ()OPM CHiByUacTi, CTyNEHs IOBHOTH 3JI0YMHIB (IIIITOTOBKA 0 37I0YMHY, CKOEHHS 3JI0YMHY) Ta 3 ypaxyBaH-
HSIM BIUTUBY OKPEMHUX O3HAK CKJIaJy 3J0UMHY Ha KBamiikailito Jiif CIiByYaCHUKIB.
KurouoBi ciioBa: kBamidikailis 37104MHIB, CIIIBYYaCHUKH 3JI04MHY, JOpPMa y4acTi, CKIIa]] 3JI0YHHY.

Problem setting. A crime can be committed as one, so si-
multaneously and by a few persons. Most articles of Special
part of the Criminal code of Ukraine (farther is CC) foresee
criminal responsibility for crimes committed individually. For
this reason at the commission of crime by joint efforts a few
persons (in participation) legal opinion of committed up to a
point is complicated, as requires qualification of act each of
accessories in such crime.

Research rationale. The classification of conspiracies
brings a series of complex issues related to certain features of a
crime by joint efforts of accomplices, in particular: the limits of
the accomplice offence perpetration; considering the features
of an individual accomplice; a conspiracy with a special sub-
ject; abortive crime; excessive act; a voluntary renunciation of
criminal purpose and so on.

Despite the fact that many scientific works describe the
classifications of the conspiracies, a number of classifications
are still discussed. This is particularly because the authors put
forward certain proposals for improving the legislative regu-
lation of the institution of complicity to the responsibility of
accomplices and the classification of conspiracies.

The purpose of the article is to study the criminal law
issues of conspiracies, the establishment of both general and
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special rules of conspiracies, considering their types, forms of
complicity, the stage of a crime completion and the impact of
certain features of accomplices labelling process. The existing
scientific works will be the starting point for revealing the reg-
ularities in the development of scientific knowledge as to this
issue.

Basic material. In accordance with Article 26 CC crimi-
nal participation is intentional common participating of a few
subjects of crime in the commission of intentional crime. Ac-
cording to Part 1 Article 27 CC accessories in a crime, next to a
performer, are an organizer, instigator and accessory.

1. In accordance with Parts 1 and 2 Article 29 CC a per-
former (accessory) is subject to criminal responsibility after
the article of Special part of CC, that foresees a committed by
him crime; an organizer, instigator and accessory are subjects
to criminal responsibility after corresponding part of Article 27
and by the that article (by part of the article) of Special part of
CC, that foresees a crime committed a performer. Thus the act
of performer of crime (i.e. person that in participation with oth-
er subjects of crime directly or by the use of other persons, that
under the law not subject to criminal responsibility for commit-
ted, committed crime, foreseen CC) is characterized only after
the article (by part of the article) of Special part of CC. The acts
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of other accessories (organizer, instigator and accessory) are
characterized after corresponding parts of Article 27 CC that
regulate the act of such accessories, and by the article (by part
of the article) of Special part of CC, that foresees a together
committed crime.

It should be noted, that cases take place in inquisitional-ju-
dicial practice, when one accessory carries out a few roles in
the general commission of crime (for example, role of insti-
gator and accessory; instigator and performer). First, that it is
necessary to find out the act of such accessory during qualifi-
cation, — to set it, which one roles he carried out, i.e. to find
out the type of participation (Article 27 CC), and secondly, to
recreate it in the formula of qualification (to carry out refer-
ence to digital denotation (the number) of the article (of part
(of point) of the article) of Special part of CC, and sometimes
and General part of CC that foresee committed a person act, on
such rules:

a) if the partner of general commission of crime carried out
a few roles and including role of performer (accessory) — qual-
ification of its act must come true only after the article (by part
of the article) of Special part of CC. At the same time, all roles
accomplished by such partner of general commission of crime
register in an explain part of corresponding judicial documents
and taken into account at awarding punishment to it;

b) if accessory at the commission of crime carried out a few
roles, that behave to so-called “other types of accessories” (for
example, role of instigator and accessory), then in the formula
of qualification each is recreated of these roles. Qualification of
acts of such accessory comes true after corresponding parts of
Article 27 CC, that regulate the roles of certain types of acces-
sories, and by the article (by part of the article) of Special part
of CC, that foresees responsibility for a together committed
crime [1, c. 92-95].

2. At the commission of crime in participation it is neces-
sary also to find out the form of participation (i.e. method of co-
operation of accessories, that shows, how intentional acts two
or more subjects unite in one crime), as it, in most cases, has a
fundamental value for qualification of such act [2, c. 177-178].
In accordance with Article 28 CC a crime in participation can
be committed: a) by the group of persons (without a previous
plot); b) by the group of persons on a previous concert; ¢) by
the organized group; d) by criminal organization.

As of October 1, 2017 such a form of participation, as:
a) a conspiracy is an obligatory feature of a crime and a qualify-
ing feature in 12 component elements of a crime (for example,
Part 2 of Art. 121, Part 2 of Art. 216, Part 3 of Art. 152, Part 2
of Art. 153, Part 2 of Art. 1971 of the Criminal Code etc.);
b) a conspiracy by previous concert is a qualifying feature in
103 component elements of a crime (for example, Part 2 of
Art. 110, Part 2 of Art. 1102, Part 2 of Art. 127, Part 5 of
Art. 143 of the Criminal Code etc.), and if this form of partic-
ipation is not a qualifying feature of the corresponding crime,
the court considers it to be an aggravating circumstance at im-
posing a punishment (Part 2, part 1, Art. 67 of the Criminal
Code); ¢) the commission of a crime by an organized group is a
mandatory feature of the crime (Art. 392 of the Criminal Code)
and a qualifying feature in 49 component elements of a crime
(for example, Part 3 of Art. 109, Part 4 of Art. 1102, Part 3 of
Art. 146, Part 2 of Art. 147, Part 3 of Art. 149 of the Criminal
Code etc.), and if this form of participation is not a qualifying
feature (particularly — qualifying) of the corresponding crime,
the court considers it to be an aggravating circumstance at im-
posing a punishment (Part 2, part 1, Art. 67 of the Criminal
Code); d) building a criminal organization and participation
therein forms an independent component element of a crime,
provided by Art. 255 of the Criminal Code. Besides, the articles
of the Special Part of the Criminal Code provide for component
elements of a crime, that contain the features of certain types
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of organized groups and criminal organizations (for example,
Art. 257 of the Criminal Code) [3, c. 207-208].

A crime confesses such that is committed the group of per-
sons, if in it a few (two or anymore) performers participated
without a previous plan between them (P. 1 Article 28 CC). The
classification of a conspiracy as committed by a group of per-
sons, in addition to the complicity features, must determine if:

1) several (two or more) accomplices participated in the
crime;

2) the accomplices were of one type (joint participants —
Part 2, Art. 27 of the Criminal Code). There are no accomplices
of other types;

3) conspiracy, that is the agreement on combining efforts
for a conspiracy, by accomplices during (completing) a crime,
but before it is completed. The conspiracy is started at offend-
ing and finished at actual, but not legal completion of the crime
(for instance an accomplice joins another one during the com-
mission of a rape, hooliganism, etc. by the latter).

At the commission of crime characterized the group of per-
sons (simple participation) of act of every accessories after the
corresponding article (by part of the article) of Special part of
CC. Thus, if the indicated form of participation is foreseen as a
characterizing sign of certain corpus delict, then the acts of ac-
cessories are characterized after corresponding part of the article
of Special part of CC that foresees such characterizing sign. It
should be noted, that if the indicated form of participation is not
neither basic nor characterizing sign of certain corpus delict, then
in accordance with P. 2 Part 1 Article 67 CC of commission of
crime without a previous plan is not taken into account the group
of persons, as a circumstance that burdens punishment.

A crime confesses committed on a previous agreement
the group of persons, if it was together accomplished by a
few persons (two or anymore) that in good time, i.e. to be-
ginning of crime, arranged about is general commission
(P. 2 Article 28 CC). The classification of a conspiracy as com-
mitted by a group of persons in collusion, in addition to the
complicity features, must determine if:

1) several (two or more) accomplices participated in the
crime;

2) the accomplices were of one type (joint participants) or
of different types (head for crime and (or) an abettor and (or)
an accessory);

3) conspiracy, that is the agreement on combining efforts
for a conspiracy, by accomplices before a crime (before the ob-
jective component element of a crime), that is before offending,
while preparing for it. The period from conspiracy to the exe-
cution of the objective component element does not matter for
the classification.

A crime admits committed the organized group if a few
persons (three and anymore), that preliminary co-organize in
a proof association for this commission and other (additional)
the crimes incorporated by an only plan with distribution of
functions of the participants of group, sent to the achievement
of this plan well-known to all participants of group (P. 3 Arti-
cle 28 CC), participated in its preparation or commission. The
classification of a conspiracy as committed by an organized
group of persons, in addition to the complicity features, must
determine if:

1) several (three or more) accomplices participated in pre-
paring for or commission of the crime;

2) the accomplices were of one type (joint participants) or
of different types (head for crime and (or) an abettor and (or)
an accessory);

3) the accomplices have pre-arranged a group;

4) this group is stable, namely, the participants have rather
stable relationship as of the crime preparation or commission —
a stable composition, centralized subordination, uniform rules
of conduct, etc.;
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5) the group has been created to commit this and other
crimes;

6) the members of the group have a common plan of a
crime with distribution of functions, which are conducive to
the plan achievement;

7) all participants of the group were aware of that plan
(committing a specific crime).

At the commission of crime by the group of persons on a
previous concert or qualifications are subject of the organized
group of act of accessories after the article (by part of the ar-
ticle) of Special part of CC, that foresees responsibility for a
crime committed in the corresponding form of participation in
case, if it is foreseen as an obligatory or characterizing sign of
such corpus delict. Thus during qualification of act of certain
accessory it is necessary to take a that role that he executed in
a general crime into account, and, in case of necessity, also to
refer to corresponding part of Article 27 CC, that foresees the
act of such accessory.

If the indicated forms of participation are not neither basic
nor characterizing signs of certain corpus delict, then in accord-
ance with P. 2 Part 1 Article 67 CC of commission of crime by
the group of persons on a previous agreement or admits the
organized group by a circumstance that burdens punishment
[4, c. 57].

A crime admits committed criminal organization, if it is
accomplished by the proof hierarchical association of a few
persons (five and anymore), members of that or structural
parts of that on a previous agreement co-organized for joint
activity with the aim of direct commission of serious or espe-
cially heavy crimes by the participants of this organization, or
guidance or co-ordination of criminal activity of other persons,
or providing of functioning of both criminal organization and
other criminal groups (P. 4 Article 28 CC). The classification
of a conspiracy as ¢ committed by a criminal organization, in
addition to the complicity features, must determine:

1) several (five or more) accomplices participated in pre-
paring for or commission of the crime;

2) the accomplices were of one type (joint participants) or
of different types (head for crime and (or) an abettor and (or)
an accessory);

3) the accomplices have pre-arranged a group;

4) this group is stable, namely is internally (a stable compo-
sition, centralized subordination, uniform rules of conduct, the
plan of a crime with distribution of functions, which are condu-
cive to the plan achievement) and externally stabile (establish-
ment of corruption ties in authorities, availability of channels
for the exchange of information on the activities of criminal
competitors, etc.);

5) this association is hierarchical, i.e. its participants are
subordinate to the chief conspirator, it provides for a certain
management procedure, as well as contributes to maintaining
the functional relations and the principles of interdependence
of its participants or structural units in the implementation of
joint criminal activity;

6) this association is created for joint activities for: a) an
immediate commission of grave or especially grave offences
by the participants; b) or management or coordination of crim-
inal activities of other persons; ¢) or providing for functioning
of both the criminal organization and other criminal groups.

During qualification of acts of organizer and participants
of criminal organization, it is necessary to follow such rules:

a) the creation of criminal organization and participating in it
formtheindependentcorpusdelictforeseentotheArticle255 CC.
In addition, in the articles of Special part of CC, the special
types of criminal organizations are regulated for creation
or participating criminal responsibility (for example, band
(Article 257), terrorist group or organization (Article 258-3)
and others like that) is foreseen in that. Thus, the acts of or-
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ganizer and participants of criminal organization are subject to
qualification after the article of Special part of CC that foresees
responsibility for creation or participating in the certain type of
criminal organization;

b) the organizer of criminal organization is subject to crim-
inal responsibility for all crimes committed such organization,
if they were embraced by his intention. The participants of
criminal organization are subject to criminal responsibility for
crimes in preparation or commission of that they participated.
In this connection, the acts of organizer and participants of
the organized group are also subject to qualification and af-
ter the articles (by parts of the articles) of Special part of CC,
that foresee responsibility for crimes that was accomplished
by such organization. Thus, in the formula of qualification, in
case of necessity, it is necessary to mark corresponding part of
Article 27 CC that foresees the act of certain accessory — organ-
izer, instigator or accessory.

It should be noted, that in accordance with P. 2 Part 1
Article 67 CC of commission of crime does not admit criminal
organization by a circumstance that burdens punishment, as at
that rate, if corresponding criminal organization accomplished
one or a few crimes, awarded punishment on the special rules —
after totality of crimes.

3. By general rule of limit of responsibility of accessories
determined by the limits of act of performer, for this reason
at the commission of to them unfinished crime (preparation
is to the crime or encroaching upon a crime) other accesso-
ries is subject to criminal responsibility for participation in an
unfinished crime. At that rate the acts of accessories are char-
acterized after corresponding part of Article 27, that foresees
description of act of certain accessory, P. 1 Article 14 or P. 2
or 3 Article 15 CC, that foresee the type of unfinished crime
(preparation to the crime, complete or unfinished encroaching
upon a crime) and by the corresponding article (by part of the
article) of Special part of CC, that foresees responsibility for a
complete crime.

4. According to p. 3 Article 29 CC of sign, that characterize
the person of separate accessory in a crime, belong in guilt only
to this accessory. The brought statutory provision over testifies
that signs that characterize the person of certain accessory and
influence on qualification of crime are subject to the relation
in guilt only this accessory, regardless of that or other acces-
sories knew about the presence of such signs. For example, if
a performer committed crime repeatedly, and other accessory
(organizer, instigator or accessory) commit crime first, then the
sign of repeated of commission of crime is taken into account
during qualification only of act of performer.

5. Identical reasons (internal motives that is followed by a
subject at the commission of crime) and whole (conceivable
result a subject aspires to that, committing crime) acts of acces-
sories, if they are marked in disposition of the corresponding
article as to the duty or characterizing signs of certain corpus
delict, are the necessary condition of qualification of their acts
after the same article (by part of the article) of Special part of
CC.

At the same time there are possible cases in inquisition-
al-judicial practice, when accessories at the commission of
general crime follow different reasons and (or) pursue different
aims. Consider that at that rate during qualification it follows
to go out from that depending on the legislative fixing of signs
of subjective side of certain corpus delict reason and aim can
carry out a different role, namely to come forward as signs:
a) to the duty (basic), b) characterizing, c¢) privileged, d) such
that soften or burden punishment.

If reason or aim are the obligatory signs of corpus delict,
then their absence in the act of accessory eliminates criminal
responsibility for committed in connection with disparity of
signs of actual publicly dangerous act to the signs of corpus de-
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lict foreseen by the corresponding article (by part of the article)
of Special part of CC. If reason or aim are the characterizing
signs of certain corpus delict, then their absence in the act of
accessory does not eliminate criminal responsibility, and only
pulls qualification committed after other article (by part of the
article) of Special part of CC. In case if reason or aim is fore-
seen neither mainly, nor in the privileged nor in skilled compo-
sitions of crimes, then reason and aim are taken into account at
awarding punishment as circumstances that soften or burden
punishment, or such that characterize a person guilty.

The resulted grounds to set the rules of taking into account
of reasons and aims of act each of accessories during qualifica-
tion of committed crime:

1) reasons that was followed by a performer, and aims
that he pursued influence on qualification of acts of other ac-
cessories only subject to condition, if : a) they are the oblig-
atory or characterizing signs of corpus delict; b) accessories
followed them or pursued them; c) accessories did not follow
them though, but realized their presence. The marked approach
answers P. 3 Article 29 CC, according to that circumstances,
that burden responsibility and foreseen in the articles of Special
part of CC as signs of crime, that influence on qualification of
actions of performer, belong in guilt only to accessory that re-
alized these circumstances. Thus, even, if accessory participat-
ed in a general crime, following other reasons (pursuing other
aim) that does not influence on qualification, then at realization
to them of the above-mentioned signs, his action it is necessary
to characterize after that article (by part of the article) of Spe-
cial part of CC, that foresees a crime committed a performer;

2) reasons and aim, that is followed by so-called “other
accessory” (organizer, instigator, accessory), carrying out the
criminal role, belong in guilt and taken into account during
qualification of his act or at awarding punishment. Thus, they
can have a double value:

a) if they are the obligatory or characterizing signs of cor-
pus delict committed in participation, it determines qualifica-
tion of acts of such accessories after the corresponding article
(by part of the article) of Special part of CC;

b) if aims and reasons that is followed by so-called “other
accessories” are not neither obligatory nor characterizing signs
of corpus delict, i.e. does not influence on qualification com-
mitted a performer then they are taken into account at awarding
punishment only to that accessory that follows them or pursues
as circumstances, that soften or burden punishment, or as giv-
en, that characterize the person of such accessory.

6. The debatable is remained by a question about qualifica-
tion of acts of accessories, if at a plot on the common commis-
sion of crime the obligatory or characterizing signs of his com-
position were not specified. For example, how to characterize
the act of instigator that predisposed a performer to murder,
not specifying the method of his commission, and a performer
accomplished murder with the special cruelty or method dan-
gerous for life of many persons?

In our view, the decision of this question depends on the
specification of signs of corpus delict a plot took place on the
commission of that accessories. So, if between accessories an
agreement took place about the commission of certain crime
(for example, murders, thefts, shakedowns), and a performer
accomplished this crime at presence of characterizing (aggra-
vating) signs (for example, special cruelty; violence dangerous
for life and health of person), then to characterize the act of
accessories taking into account this sign, it is possible only sub-
ject to condition, if they: a) beforehand knew about the pres-
ence of such sign (in particular, realized beforehand, that nego-
tiate about murder of woman that is in the state of pregnancy)
a plot took place exactly on the commission of this crime, or
b) on the circumstances of business realized possibility of pres-
ence of such sign and assumed the commission of such crime
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(for example, predisposing a performer to murder, an instigator
assumed possibility of the use of different methods of murder a
performer, including dangerous for life of many persons). The
brought suggestions over of qualification answer the binding
overs of P. 3 Article 29 CC, in accordance with what circum-
stance, that burden responsibility and foreseen in the articles of
Special part of CC as signs of crime, that influence on qualifi-
cation of act of performer, belong in guilt only to accessory that
realized their presence.

7. When accomplices commit a crime with a special sub-
ject, it is mandatory that the perpetrator have the features of
such a subject. The law does not limit the participation of others
(a chief conspirator, an abettor, an accessory) in such an of-
fense. However, the classification of a conspiracy with a special
subject, additional conditions in addition to the complicity fea-
tures must be found, if any, as to which the participants realize,
that: a) the conspiracy can be committed only by a special sub-
ject; b) the perpetrator has the features of such a subject.

8. Part 5 of Art. 29 of the Criminal Code says that accom-
plices bear no criminal responsibility for acts committed by the
perpetrator, if they were not covered by their intention. In the
case of the excessive act, the accomplices’ actions are classified
in accordance with the content and direction of their intent. The
theory of criminal law and investigative and judicial practice
distinguishes quantitative and qualitative excessive act.

Quantitative excessive act means that a perpetrator com-
mitted a crime similar to the agreed by the accomplices, but of
minor or major gravity (for example, a murder, instead of the
agreed grave bodily injuries).

Classification rules for accomplices actions in case of the
quantitative excessive act:

a) the perpetrator action is subject to classification under the
article (part of the article) of the Special Part of the Criminal
Code, providing for liability for the actually committed crime;

b) other participants’ action is subject to classification for
a preliminary conspiracy as the agreed crime was not complet-
ed due to reasons beyond their control, namely under part 1,
Art. 14 or part 2 or part 3, Art. 15 and the Article (part of the ar-
ticle) of the Special Part of the Criminal Code, which provides
for liability for an agreed conspiracy.

Qualitative excessive act means that a perpetrator commit-
ted another crime instead or in addition to the agreed conspir-
acy (for example, a rape instead of or in addition to the agreed
robbery).

Rules for classification of accomplices’ actions in case of
the qualitative excessive act: classification of accomplices’ ac-
tions depends on the crime being committed instead or in addi-
tion to the agreed one:

a) if the crime was committed in addition to the one agreed
with the accomplices, this act is subject to classification for a
set of crimes. This set is a conspiracy of the accomplices, and
the crime, resulting from the excessive act. The classification is
based on the Article (part of the article) of the Special Part of
the Criminal Code, providing for a conspiracy, and the Article
(part of the article) of the Special Part of the Criminal Code,
providing for a crime committed by one person. The actions of
other accomplices are subject to classification according to the
article (part of the article) of the Special Part of the Criminal
Code, providing for an agreed completed complicity;

b) if the crime was committed instead of the one agreed
with the accomplices and the perpetrator voluntarily refused to
commit the agreed crime, his actions would be classified under
the Article (part of the article) of the Special Part of the Crimi-
nal Code, providing for the actually committed crime (solely).
The actions of other participants would be classified under the
Article (part of the article) of the Criminal Code, which pro-
vides for liability for preliminary conspiracy, as the conspiracy
was not completed due to reasons beyond their control, namely
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under part 1 Art. 14 or part 2 or part 3 Art.15 and Article (part
of the article) of the Special Part of the Criminal Code, which
provides for liability for an agreed conspiracy.

9. An abortive conspiracy takes place, where a potential
accomplice has rejected a chief conspirator, an abettor, acces-
sory efforts (proposal) for a conspiracy, and the actions of the
accomplices brought finally no result (failed). /n case of failed
abetting, aiding, and failure of a chief conspirator, of their ac-
tions will be classified according to the following rules:

a) failure of a chief conspirator, an abettor, an accessory is
classified as preparation for a failed conspiracy, namely, in part.
1 Art.14 and the Article (part of the article) of the Special Part
of the Criminal Code, which provides for a crime, failed by
unsuccessful accomplices;

b) if participation is a mandatory or a classifying feature of
a component element of a crime, the need for classification of
failed actions of the accomplices considering this circumstance
is explained by the agreed crime structure. For example, unsuc-
cessful abetting a theft should be classified under part 1 Art. 14
part 2 Art. 185 of the Criminal Code;

¢) if the conspiracy is neither a mandatory nor a qualified
component element of a crime, the failed accomplice action is
subject to classification only for preparation of a crime as pro-
vided by the relevant article (part of the article) of the Criminal
Code. For example, failed abetting to illegal abortion is classi-
fied under part 1 Art. 14, Art.134 of the Criminal Code;

d) the role of the unsuccessful accomplice (part 3, part 4 or
part 5 Art. 27 of the Criminal Code) is not indicated in the clas-
sification, because the person has failed to do so, and therefore
the reference to the classification formula in the relevant part of
Art. 27 of the Criminal Code, providing for the types of accom-
plices and describing their actions, is inappropriate.

10. Part 2 Art. 17 of the Criminal Code says, that a per-
son, who voluntarily refused to bring the crime to the end
is liable to criminal liability only for the actually commit-
ted action containing another crime. These provisions apply
to the voluntary renunciation of accomplices. This way an

accomplice, who voluntarily refused to bring the crime to
the end, is not subject to criminal liability under conditions
stipulated in Art. 17 of the Criminal Code (Art. 31 of the
Criminal Code). Thus, other accomplices will be liable for
the unfinished conspiracy (preparing for or attempting to its
committing), depending on the stage, the conspiracy was
terminated. The actions of such accomplices are classified
under part 1 Art. 14 or part 2 or 3 Art. 15 of the Criminal
Code and the corresponding article (part of the article) of the
Special Part of the Criminal Code, providing for liability for
the completed conspiracy.
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