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The article analyses the issues of realization of the right to defense in criminal 

proceedings, bring it into compliance with European standards and the Constitution of 
Ukraine. 

Key words: he pre-trial consequence, the right to defense, the attorney's request, 
ways of implementation of the protection of the defender. 
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The article deals with authorities, which can be obliged to monitor the 

implementation of the suspect, accused of home detention without electronic monitoring. 
Key words: house arrest, electronic monitoring, preventive measure, police. 
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