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  Paper is devoted to the topical issues of differentiation of the criminal procedural 
form. The scientific approaches to this notion have been analyzed, which made it possible
to  note  the  constant  development  of  this  definition,  which  can  not  be  permanent, 
because  it  changes  through  the  prism  of  modern  processes  taking  place  in  connection 
with the legal reform. Two directions of differentiation of the criminal procedural form 
are singled out: complications and simplifications. Within the framework of differentiated 
forms of criminal proceedings, two types of criminal proceedings have been singled out:
special  and  special  procedures  for  the  implementation  of  pre-trial  investigation  and 
judicial  proceedings.
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