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Skriabin .N. DEVELOPMENT OF PROFESSIONAL IMPORTANT QUALITIES AT STUDENTS OF 
THE MINISTRY OF INTERNAL AFFAIRS INSTITUTES–  FUTURE EMPLOYEES OF CRIMINAL 
SEARCH  / Zapor zhzh a legal institute of the Dnepropetrovsk state university of internal affairs of Ukraine, 
Ukraine 
In the article the problems of development professionally of important qualities at students are examined 
institute of higher of MVD of Ukraine. The analysis of questionnaire of employees of criminal search and 
teachers is conducted institute of higher of MVD of Ukraine in regard to importance of presence 
professionally important qualities at students institute of higher of MVD of Ukraine for realization in the 
future operative to search activity. 

Key words: professional qualities, employees of criminal search, moral qualities, communicative competence, 
social intellect, level of development. 
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2  4,13 

3  4,17 

4  4,27 

5  4,39 

6   4,83 
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1.  3,11 3,26 3,45 3,78 3,4 6 

2.  3,93 4,04 4,14 4,25 4,09 4 

3.  3,96 4 4,14 4,30 4,1 3 

4.  4,01 4,13 4,28 4,46 4,22 2 

5.  4,03 4,16 4,43 4,53 4,29 1 

6.   3,85 3,90 4,0 4,10 3,97 5 
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1.  3,32 6 3,4 6 

2.  4,13 5 4,09 4 

3.  4,17 4 4,1 3 

4.  4,27 3 4,22 2 

5.  4,39 2 4,29 1 

6.   4,83 1 3,97 5 
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Davydenko A.A.THE HISTORY OF THE APPEARANCE OF NOTARIAL OFFICE IN THE UKRAINE / 
Zaporizhzhya national university, Ukraine 
The urgency of the material, presented in the article, are caused by an exuberance in authority and value of 
notarial office in the contemporary society. Its activity has different influence on the spheres of public life and 
therefore it requires the intensive lawful regulation of notarial activity. The function of notarial office cannot 
be overestimated, because notarial office – this is the connecting thread between the opposite interests, which 
intersect, and therefore, naturally, grows interest in the history of notarial office.  

Key words: notary, notary, notary agencies, public notary offices, private notary. 
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