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Streszczenie. W artykule naukowym autor bada aktualne problemy zwigzane z
klasyfikacja ekspertyz sadowych z réznych przyczyn oraz znaczenie klasyfikacji dla
wymiaru sprawiedliwo$ci. Szczegblng uwage zwraca si¢ na klasyfikacje ekspertyz
sagdowych wedlug oznaczen przedmiotowych. Artykul zwraca uwagg na fakt, ze do
niedawna klasyfikacja ekspertyz sadowych opierata si¢ na podstawie tych nauk, ktorych
metody byly wykorzystywane do badania wielu przedmiotow, w szczegolnosci autor
poddaje krytycznej analizie klasyfikacje odrgbnych rodzajow ekspertyz, w szczegdlnosci
lingwistycznej, ekspertyzy materialow i substancji, ekspertyzy specjalnych technicznych
srodkéw cichego uzyskiwania informacji do kryminalistycznych. Zwraca si¢ uwage na
fakt, Zze integracja i zréznicowanie, zachodzace we wspoélczesnej nauce, wplywajg na
tworzenie i stosowanie metod i srodkéw badan eksperckich, wptywajac rowniez na zakres
ich zastosowania - konkretne rodzaje i rodzaje ekspertyzy sadowej, ich charakter oraz, w
konsekwencji, klasyfikacje ekspertyz sagdowych.

W artykule autor przyglada si¢ najstynniejszej klasyfikacji ekspertyz sadowych,
ktora opiera si¢ na ich podziale wedtug stopnia wspdlnosci i podporzadkowania na cztery
gtoéwne poziomy - klasy, gatunki, rodzaje i odmiany (grupy) ekspertyz sagdowych. W jej
podstawie lezy charakter galezi wiedzy specjalnej, ktora wykorzystywana przy
przeprowadzaniu ekspertyz. Autor podkresla, ze zlozone kryterium, ktore pozwala mniej
lub bardziej wyraznie rozrézni¢ jeden od drugiego rézne rodzaje ekspertyz podczas ich
klasyfikacji, oprocz obiektow ekspertyzy, obejmuje réwniez pojecie przedmiotu i celu
danego rodzaju ekspertyzy, jej metody i charakter uzasadnienia poprzez uzyskang wiedzg i
bierze pod uwage geneze jej rozwoju. Naukowa klasyfikacja ekspertyz sadowych ma
bezposrednie znaczenie dla wlasciwej oceny waznosci wyniku ekspertyzy.

Stowa Kkluczowe. Klasyfikacja, wiedza specjalna, przedmiot, obiekt, metoda
badan eksperckich, geneza rozwoju.
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Abstract. The author explores the relevant problems of the classification of the
forensic examinations on various grounds and the value of classifications for the
administration of justice in the science article. The author pays the special attention to
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the classification of the forensic examinations by the substantive grounds. The article
draws attention to the fact that until recently the classification of the forensic
examinations was carried out on the basis of those sciences the methods of which were
used for researching of a certain set of objects, in particular, the author critically
analyzes the attribution of certain types of the examinations, in particular of the
linguistic, of the examination of materials and substances, of the examination of special
technical means of the secretly obtaining information to the forensic ones. The attention
is drawn to the fact that the integration and the differentiation that occur in modern
science, affect the formation and use of the methods and tools of the expert research,
affecting also the scope of their application — the specific types and kinds of the forensic
examination, their nature and, as a consequence, the classification of the forensic
examinations.

The author considers the most famous classification of the forensic
examinations, which is based on their distribution according to the degree of the
commonality and the subordination into the four main levels — the classes, the genera,
the types and the varieties (the groups) of the forensic examinations in the article. It is
based on the nature of the field of the special knowledge, which are used in the holding
the examination. The author emphasizes that a comprehensive criterion that allows more
or less clearly to distinguish between different types of the examinations during their
classification, in addition to the objects of examination, also includes an idea about the
subject and objectives of this type of the examination, its methods and the nature of the
substantiating knowledge and takes into account the genesis of its development. The
scientific classification of forensic examinations is of direct importance for the correct
evaluating of the validity of the conclusion of the expert.

Key words: Classification, special knowledge, object, object, methodology of
expert research, genesis of development
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AHoTtanisi. B HaykoBili cTaTTi aBTOp JOCHIDKYE aKTyalbHI MpoOIeMH
kyacudikailii CyIoBMX €KCIEPTHU3 3a PI3HUMH IijJicTaBaMu i 3HaYeHHs Kiaacuikairii
Uil BiampasieHHs mnpaBocyans. OcoOinBa yBara aBTOPOM — 3BEpTAa€ThCS  Ha
Kiacu(ikalilo CyTOBUX EKCIIEPTH3 3a NPEAMETHHUMHU O3HaKaMH. Y CTaTTi 3BEPTAETHCS
yBara Ha Te, 1110 0 OCTaHHbOTO Yacy Kjiacudikallisi CyJJOBHX €KCIIEPTU3 31HCHIOBaIACS
HAa OCHOBI THX HAyK, METOJU SKUX BUKOPHUCTOBYBAJIWCS JUISi JIOCHIJDKEHHS JESKOl
MHOXHHHU 00’€KTiB, 30KpeMa aBTOp MiJiIa€ KPUTUYHOMY aHaNi3y BiHECEHHS OKPEMHX
BUJIB €KCIEPTU3, 30KpeMa JIHTBICTHYHOI, EKCIEPTH3HM MaTepialliB 1 peuoBHH,
SKCIIEPTHU3M CIeLiaIbHUX TEXHIYHMX 3aCO0IB HEIJIAaCHOI'0 OTpUMaHHS iH(opmMarliii 10
KpUMIHATICTUYHUX. 3BEPTA€ThCSl yBara Ha Te, L0 iHTerpamis i IudepeHmiamis, o
BiZOyBarOThCS B Cy4acHii Hayll, BIUIMBAalOTh Ha (pOpMyBaHHs i BUKOPUCTAHHS METOIB 1
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3ac00iB EKCHEPTHOrO MOCHTIDKEHHS, 3ayilaioud Tako 1 cdepy iX 3acTocyBaHHS —
KOHKPETHI BUJIH 1 POJX CyIOBOi €KCIEePTH3H, X MPUPOAY 1, AK HACTIAOK, KIACH(IKaIIi0
CY/IOBHX EKCIIEPTH3.

B crarrti aBTOp po3risaae HailOIbLI BitoMy Kiacu(ikalilo Cy0BUX €KCIIEPTU3,
s;ka OyAyeTbca Ha iX PO3MOALTL 3a CTyIEHEM CHIBHOCTI W CcyOopAWMHAIli HA YOTHPHU
OCHOBHI DiBHI — KJacH, POAW, BUIW W PI3HOBHAW (TPYNH) CYJOBHX eKcrepT3. B ii
OCHOBI JICKUTHh XapakTep raiy3i crelialbHUX 3HaHb, SKi BUKOPHCTOBYIOTHCS B XOJi
MPOBENCHHS EKCIepPTH3. ABTOPOM pOOHMTHCS akKLEHT Ha TOMY, IO KOMIUICKCHHUN
KpUTEpi, IKAH JO3BOJISIE OLTBII-MEHII 9iTKO BIIMEXKYBAaTH OJWH BiJl OJJHOTO Pi3HI BUAH
eKkcnepTu3 mia 4Yac ix kiacugikamii, oKpiM 0O'€KTIB €KCHEPTH3HM, BKIIOYAE TaKOXK
ySIBICHHA MpO NpeAMeT 1 Wil JaHoro BHAY EKCHEepTH3H, ii METOAM 1 XapakTep
OOTPYHTOBYIOUOTO 3HAaHHS Ta BpPaxOBY€ T'€HE3WC i PO3BHTKY. HayKOBa Kiacuikarlis
CY/IOBHX EKCIIepTH3 Mae Oe3locepeHe 3HAUeHHS Ui IPAaBWIIBHOTO OLIHIOBAaHHS
0OIPYyHTOBAaHOCTI BUCHOBKY €KCIIEPTA.

KmrouoBi cioBa. Kiacudikanis, creriaibHi 3HaHHS, NpPEIMET, 00'€KT,
METOJIMKA EKCTIEPTHOTO AOCII/KEHHS, TeHE3UC PO3BHTKY.

The relevance of this topic is due to the fact that the variety of judicial
examinations, which are conducted today in the judiciary of Ukraine, raises questions
about their classification. Forensic expertise is a complex area of human activity that is
characterized by the breadth of use of specialized knowledge and the complexity of
research procedures. This system is in constant development. This process is intensified
by the emergence of new types of expert research, which is facilitated by the growing
need for litigation to attract specialist knowledge, as well as the development of science
and technology in general, the emergence of new or related fields.

Analysis of the publications that started this issue. The issue of the
classification of forensics has been under investigation since the theory of forensic
science was developed. The scientifically substantiated proposal, which is still relevant
today and is accepted by almost all scientists, was made by O.G. Shakhov. These studies
were continued by T.V. Averyanov, L.Y. Arotsker, V.D. Arsenev, R.S. Belkin,
L.G. Bordyugov, LV. Gora, G.L. Granovsky, O.V. Ghenti, N.l. Klimenko,
V.A. Kolesnyk, Y.G. Korukhov, A.l. Lozovy, N.P. Mailis, V.M. Makhov, Y.K. Orlov,
V. Piryg , O.R. Rosinskaya, M.Ya. Segai, E.B. Simakova-Yefremyan,
M.G. Sherbakovsky, V.M. Sherstyuk and other well-known domestic and foreign
scientists. The authors propose a broad and multilevel approach to addressing the issue
and ways to solve it. Scientists include the following components in the classification
structure of forensics: the concept and formation of the forensic science class;
classification on organizational and procedural grounds; classification by the degree of
obligatory appointment of forensic examinations; classification by nature of the field of
special (expert) knowledge.

Presenting main material. The rapid growth of the needs of modern society in
the use of knowledge in various fields of science, technology, arts, crafts does not
bypass the public sphere as the field of justice, and understanding the importance of
special knowledge to establish the truth in administrative, economic, civil and criminal
proceedings gives rise to expert judgment. as an independent institute for the protection
of the rights and legitimate interests of citizens, legal entities and the interests of the
state as a whole. The need to objectify the processes of pre-trial investigations and court

© Knowledge, Education, Law, Management 65



ISSN 2353-8406 Knowledge, Education, Law, Management 2019 Ne 3/4 (27/28)

cases leads to an increase in the use of specialized knowledge, including by involving a
forensic expert in all types of litigation.

By epistemological nature, examination is a kind of practical knowledge of
specific facts, phenomena using the provisions of science, scientific means and methods
by a scientifically developed and tested practice. Expertise as the basis of the
examination is both known (original) empirical data and scientific facts, whose function
is to establish the subject of the examination, to identify the types of relationships
between the empirical data, to determine the possibility of the existence of the desired
fact. The integration of knowledge involves the use of theoretical and empirical
provisions (methods, means) of different sciences and on their basis the knowledge
necessary for a comprehensive, complete and objective study of complex phenomena
and objects is developed (Gora 1.V. 2014 p.147). The range of specialist knowledge
used in forensics, as well as the range of subject matter examined by experts and the
tasks they solve, is extremely broad. The procedural grounds and the procedure for
examining the objects themselves can be varied. This determines the variety of types of
forensics. The formation of new forensics is different: a new species or genus may
appear in the middle of an existing species; with the emergence of new research objects
and new tasks; the development of a particular type of examination may lead to the
formation of a new class and the like. All this leads to a change and transformation of
previously developed classifications of judicial examinations (Gora 1.V., Kolesnik V.A.
2019. p.89).

The word classification comes from two Latin words “classis” and “facere". In
the scientific literature, this word is used in two different meanings: as the name of an
existing classification system and as a designation of its creation, construction.
Philosophy Specialist AL Subotin points out that the content of the classification is not
only the distribution of the studied objects into different groups, but also a certain order
of these groups, which unites them into a single system. By classification, he suggests to
understand the already existing system of knowledge, the concepts of which are
organized groups, according to which the objects of a certain domain are distributed on
the basis of their convergence in certain properties. This system is designed to solve two
main tasks: first, to provide in a reliable and easy to view and recognize all the objects
of this subject area; and second, to contain as much relevant information as possible. In
addition, the classification acts not only as a statement of the knowledge already
achieved, but also performs an important methodological function: in order to
systematize a particular subject area, it also offers a general direction of its further
purposeful research and can provoke the creation of new scientific disciplines (Subbotin
A.L. 2001. p.9). Advanced scientific classification is a complex, multi-component
construction. As rightly pointed out by M.V. Mostepanenko, scientific classification is
gualitatively different from the usual understanding of classification as a logical
operation, which is reduced to a formal grouping of phenomena by any arbitrarily
chosen feature. Scientific classification is based on a comprehensive study of the real
properties and relations of phenomena, is a reflection of the objective relationship of
phenomena. Thus, scientific classification is understood as a reflection of the objective
interconnection of phenomena, as a first step in the deepening of knowledge from
phenomena to their essence, to the objective laws that link phenomena (Mostepanenko
M.V. 1972. p.119- 120). At the present stage of development, the classification of
forensic expertise is associated with the strengthening of integration processes, which
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was preceded by the differentiation of specialized knowledge, and the availability of a
variety of classifications of sciences.

Well-known scientist in the field of forensic theory E.B. Simakova-Efremyan
rightly points out that in the processes of knowledge of objects and phenomena,
humanity produces various principles and approaches to the classification of sciences,
which study the laws of formation and development of these objects and phenomena.
Thus there is such a pattern - the basis of differentiation of sciences is always the subject
of their study. It is the subject of science that can distinguish it from others. But not only
the subject is determined by science - their classification is also influenced by their
object, tasks, methods (means) of research, correlation of scientific disciplines, etc. The
most correct, according to E.V. Simakova-Efremyan is a traditional, classified science,
social, natural and technical. Based on the degree of commonality of the subject, tasks,
object and methods of its study, the components of these categories can have an
integrative (synthetic) character (Simakova-Efremyan E.B. 2017. p.71-72).

The most important principle for the construction and functioning of
classifications in forensic expertise is their focus on the development of forensic theory,
the improvement of the systematization of knowledge in the field of forensic expertise,
as well as ensuring their use in the practice of forensic experts. In the theory of forensic
examination different grounds for classification of forensic examinations are considered:
by branches of knowledge, by tasks, by the place of carrying out of examinations, by the
number of experts involved in conducting research, etc. (Gora I.V., Kolesnik V.A. 2019.
p.89). The most well-known classification of forensics is based on their distribution by
degree of community and subordination into four main levels - classes, genera, types
and varieties (groups) of forensic expertise. It is based on the nature of the field of
specialist knowledge used in the conduct of examinations. However, the researchers
criticize the division of expertise into species, genera and even classes, and believe that
the question of division criteria remains open. However, without evaluating this
classification in terms of formality or validity, we note its general acceptability in expert
practice. In addition, this classification has undergone some changes recently, and now it
is based not only on the specific knowledge, but also on the nature of the objects under
study in conjunction with the tasks performed (Classification of Forensic Expertise.
2015).

It should be noted that, given the rather complex nature and structure of basic
knowledge of different classes, genera and types of expertise, it is also necessary to
point out the difficulty in determining the subject-object-method of forensic examination
as the basis for its classification. There are a number of suggestions in the literature on
this issue, but for the most part they propose to develop a specified system of "object-
object-method", specifying at which level of classification it is mostly necessary to take
into account one or another feature-basis. The most widespread is the classification of
forensics, which uses as a basis a complex correlation of subject, object and method and
which is a multilevel construction in the form of class, kind, type and subspecies of
expertise. In addition, in the class isolation is dominated by the field of expertise used in
these examinations, in determining the genus and species - the subject, object and
method of examination. Obviously, having a branch of knowledge that acts as a base for
the classes, and subsequently, for sorts and types of forensic examination, is a criterion
for the maturity, independence of the group of examinations claiming to be called a
class. The basis for the selection of classes of expertise is the field of specialist
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knowledge that it applies. However, the field of specialist knowledge is the basic science
for these examinations. Differentiating science from one another is in the form of
differences in subjects, object and method. They determine the individuality and
determine the independence of science. Therefore, the subject, object, and method of
basic science will be the distinguishing feature for the selection of classes of expertise
(Sharov V.1. 2018 p.167).

During the existence of the USSR the laws tried not to indicate the type of
expertise. It was not until the end of the twentieth century that the types of expertise
began to be introduced into national legislation, including environmental, metrological
and other expertise. field of specialist knowledge, independent type of expertise. "
Instructions on the appointment and conduct of forensics and expert studies in item 1.2.
main types of examinations were identified, including their 11 classes: forensic science;
engineering and technical; economic; commodity research; expertise in the field of
intellectual property; psychological; art studies; ecological; military; forensic veterinary;
hemologic (Instruction on the appointment and conduct of forensics and expert
research. 1998). In terms of classification theory, it is difficult to agree with such
classification, at least because the requirement for classification grounds is violated. In
particular, forensic examination includes linguistic examination of speech, examination
of materials, substances and articles. Different departments are subject to the same
object of expertise for different classes, genera and types of expertise. Thus, in the list of
types of judicial expertise and expert specialties, approved by the departmental Order of
the Security Service of Ukraine dated 24.12.2014 No. 855 (Regulation on the expert-
gualification commission of the Security Service of Ukraine and certification of judicial
experts. 2014), examination of special technical means of secret information (STZNOI)
is classified as forensic (expert indexes - 7.7... 7.13). What we strongly disagree with.
For the sake of argumentation of our position, let us give the words of L. Yu.
Arocker, who emphasized that forensic examinations can be attributed only to the types,
the scientific bases of which are formed within the relevant section of criminology ...
(for example, physics, chemistry, etc., or at the expense of the fundamental and other
forensic sciences, but not forensic science, cannot be recognized as forensic science
(Arocker L.E .1978). STZNOI, but also for other examinations, in particular, video-
phonographic, odorological, examination of materials, substances and articles, linguistic
and others.

Supporters of attributing these types of expertise to the forensic class justify,
above all, the possibility of carrying out, within these examinations, individual
identification as a distinctive feature of forensic expertise. To distinguish the scope of
forensic expertise from forensic, forensic, chemical and other types of forensic
examination, two criteria can be proposed - the basic and the derivative. The main
criterion relates to the main task of the examination; individual identification is the field
of forensic expertise, and generic identification is the field of forensic physics,
chemistry and the like. The derivative criterion relates to ancillary tasks of examination
(to non-identifiable ones): the degree of closeness to the basic science - forensics - in
some cases, and to physics, chemistry, biology, etc. - in others. However, forensic
identification is also conducted in other classes of forensics. Based on the special
knowledge required for expert research, today the study of materials, substances and
products should be considered as an independent class of forensic examination, the so-
called odorological examination is a forensic biological examination of odor marks.
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Carrying out a video examination and a forensic examination is also based on
fundamental specialist knowledge of other sciences, not forensic science. In this aspect,
we support the position of T.V. Budko, who believes that the study of written language
should be conducted within the framework of forensic linguistic expertise (Goncharenko
V.G., Gora L.V. 2015. p.474). The grounds for attributing expertise to the class of
forensic science should be considered used in its conduct of special methods developed
in forensic science. According to this criterion, the so-called traditional forensic
examinations are considered as forensic. Since the complexisation and mutual
penetration of knowledge naturally leads to the blurring of the boundaries between
forensic and non-forensic expertise, integration of different types and types of expertise,
a conclusion is drawn as to the unique nature of forensic expertise. Consequently, the
fundamental difference between traditional forensic and other forensic expertise is lost.
Moreover, the classification of forensic expertise as forensic in modern conditions plays
a negative role, since forensic knowledge is the main one (Averyanova T.V., Status V.F.
2003. p.139).

The level of development of science, technology and technology in general, the
constant exponential growth and complexity of scientific information and the
differentiation of scientific knowledge are crucial for the theory of forensic expertise,
the emergence and development of its new genera and species. The structure of forensic
theory is complicated: new births and types of forensics are emerging, separate theories
of particular genera and types of forensics are emerging, new objects of study are
emerging, new and old methods and techniques are being improved, and so on.
Therefore, the classification of forensics is being improved. In particular, the solution of
expert tasks within one branch of knowledge does not provide the necessary and
gualitative level of expert research at the present time. The process of differentiation has
reached such a level in scientific fields that the systematization of knowledge in them
requires the transition to integration. Only the integration of scientific knowledge
allows, through synthesis, to create a science which, in the complex unity and
interconnection of the two sciences, will constitute, for all diversity, a single and
indivisible whole. Such formations of new scientific directions in science, according to
N.P. Milis, are natural. The period of quantitative accumulation of facts and laws of
each science has reached a level when qualitative change occurs, which makes it
possible to claim new independent knowledge. These new trends can be attributed to the
category of "hybrid sciences" proposed by Professor RS Belkin and include synthetic,
integral and complex sciences. At the end of the last XX and the beginning of the XXI
century, scientists have made many interesting proposals for the formation of
independent genera and types of expertise based on the integration of knowledge (Mylis
N.P. 2008. p.15).

An integrative approach to the classification of forensics was proposed by T.V.
Tolstukhin, which proposes to take the object of study as the basis of classification. It
distinguishes three main classes: the study of technical objects, the study of objects of
the biosystem (human and its traces, animals and their traces, environmental studies),
the study of goods of industrial, individual and agricultural production (examination of
materials, substances and products, food products, merchandise, etc.). Such integration
of subject matter expert studies essentially determines the complex nature of expert
research and can be regarded as a classification of complex expert research (Tolstukhin
T.V. 2004). E.R. Rosynskaya proposes to consider as the main unit of classification the
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kind of expertise, which is related to specific tasks and objects of research. It
substantiates this by the fact that, as all judicial examinations are at different stages of
formation, it is impossible to speak about a single basis for their distribution by classes,
genera and species. The grounds for division into genera and species are the nature of
the objects under study in conjunction with the tasks being solved. She proposes to
divide classes into belonging to one or similar fields of specialized knowledge, using
similar tools. All engineering expertise must be combined into one class (Rossinskaya
E.R. 2014. p.130-141, 144).

We are of the opinion that the delimitation tool should be the most accurate, that
is, include the maximum, but at the same time, sufficient (not to overburden) the number
of criteria to exclude the possibility of ambiguity. Thus, in the delineation of
examinations should be guided by a complex criterion, which includes the idea of the
object and purpose of this type of examination, its object, methods and nature of the
substantive knowledge and taking into account the genesis of its development. Such a
complex criterion allows them to be more or less clearly distinguished from each other.

Conclusions of the study. Forensic examination is a set of different kinds of
knowledge, which are united for the sole purpose of solving the tasks set before it in the
course of judicial proceedings by examining the objects provided. It is a complex field
of human activity, distinguished not only by the breadth of use of specialized
knowledge, but also by the complexity of research procedures. The problem of
classification of judicial expertise is not only theoretical, but also practical, because it
helps to identify the families, types of expertise, which should be organized in judicial
expert institutions or relevant expert services and their departments, formulation of
structural lists of types of expertise performed by them. For expert institutions or units,
this makes it easier to develop short-term and long-term research plans to develop the
theory and methodology of expert research.
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AKTYAJIBHI IINTAHHSA KIIACUDIKALIA CYJOBUX EKCIIEPTU3

AKTyajbHiCTh JaHOi TeMH OOyMOBIEHa THM, IO PI3HOMAHITTSA CYyIOBUX
EKCIIePTU3, SKI MPOBOIATHCSA CHOTOJHI B CYJAOYMHCTBI YKpaiHW, MiJHIMA€E MUTAHHS
oo ix kinacudikamii. CyzoBa ekcriepTusa — CKJIaiHa raiay3b JHACHKOI TisSIBHOCTI, SKa
BUPI3HSETHCS MHMPOTOI0 BUKOPHCTAHHS CIELIANbHUX 3HAHb Ta CKIAIHICTIO MPOLEAYP
nocmipkenHs. g cucrema mepeOyBae y mocrtiiHOMYy po3BUTKy. Lleit mporec
AKTHUBI3YETHCS 3 3B’5I3Ky 3 MOSIBOIO HOBUX BH[IIB €KCIIEPTHUX JIOCTIKEHb, YOMY CIPHSIE
3pocTaroya noTpeda CyZOUMHCTBA y 3aly4eHHI clielialbHUX 3HaHb, a TAKOXK PO3BUTOK
HayKH ¥ TEXHIKH B [IJIOMY, MOsIBa 11 HOBUX 200 CYMIXXHHX HaIpsMiB.

Amnaji3 ny0Jikaniii, B IKUX 3aM04YaTKOBAHO PO3B’SI3aHHA JaHOI MpPodJeMu.
[MuTanus knacudikalii CyI0BHX €KCIIEPTU3 MiJIaBajiocs AOCIHIPKEHHIM MOYMHAIOYM 3
4acy CTaHOBJICHHS Teopii cyoBoi excriepTusu. HaykoBo oOrpyHTOBaHa MpOMO3ULIis, AKa
e W 0 ChOrOJHI Ma€ CBOE€ 3HAUCHHS 1 CIIPUUMAETHCS Makke BCiMa ydeHHMH, Oysia
BucnoBiiena  O.I'.IllsxoBum. Ilpomomkwim 1i  jgociipkenHs  T.B.ABep’siHOBa,
JLIO.Apoukep, B.[l.Apcenres, P.C.benkin, JI.I.bopatoros, 1.B.I'opa, I'.JI.I'panoBcbkuid,
O.B.XKrenti, H.I.Kimmenko, B.A.Konecnuxk, FO.I' . Kopyxos, A.lJlo3oBuii, H.I1.Maiiric,
B.M.Maxor, !0.K.Opnos, LB.[Tupir, O.P.Pocunceka, M.S.Ceraii, E.b.CimakoBa-
€ppemsn, M.I".1epbakoBcbkuii, B.M.1lepcTiok Ta iHII Bigomi BiTUHU3HsHI Ta 3apyOiKHI
HAayYKOBLi. ABTOPH NPOINOHYIOTh IIMPOKHH Ta OaraTOpiBHEBMH MiAXiJ O MOCTaHOBKU
npoOJIEMAaTHKK JIAHOTO TIMTaHHS Ta IDIAXIB 11 BupimieHHs. J[o CTpyKTypu Kiacudikarii
CY/IOBHX €KCIIEpTH3 BYEHI BITHOCSTH TaKi KOMIIOHEHTH: MOHATTS Ta GOPMYBaHHS KIJIacy
CYHAOBHX €KCIepTH3; KilacHu]ikalisi 3a opradizauifHO-NPOLECYabHOIO O3HAKOIO;
Knacudikaiiss 3a CTyleHeM O0OB’S3KOBOCTI MNpPU3HAYCHHS CYJIOBUX EKCIEePTHU3;
kiacudikarlis 3a XapaKTepoM rarysi crieriiafbHuX (€KCIePTHUX ) 3HAHb.

Buknax ocHoBHoro marepiaay. CrpiMKe 3pocTaHHS NOTped Cy4acHOTO
CYCHUIBCTBA Y BUKOPUCTAaHHI 3HaHb 3 PI3HOMAaHITHUX Tally3ed HayKd, TEXHIKH,
MUCTEITBa, peMecell He 00XOAUTh TaKol CcycrniibHOI chepu sk cdhepa CyIOYUHCTBA, a
PO3YMIHHS 3HAUYLIIOCTI CHOELiaJIbHUX 3HaHb JJIi  BCTAHOBJECHHSA ICTMHH Y
aJIMIHICTpaTHUBHIH, TOCIIONAPCHKUH, IMBIIBHIN CIIPaBi Ta KPUMiHAIEHOMY MPOBaKEHH1
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Jla€ MiACTaBU PO3TILIATH CyIOBY EKCIEPTH3Y SIK CAMOCTIMHUI IHCTUTYT 3aXUCTy MpaB i
3aKOHHUX 1HTEpPECIiB TPOMAISH, IOPHIUYHHX OCI0 Ta IHTEpECiB JepKaBH 3arajoM.
[Totpeba B 00’ ekTHBI3aMI{ MPOIIECIB JOCYIOBOTO PO3CIiAyBaHHS H CYJOBOTO PO3TIISILY
CTpaB MPU3BOAUTH A0 PO3LMIMPEHHS c(hepr BUKOPUCTAHHS CIeUialbHUX 3HaHb, 30KpeMa
f IUTIXOM 3aJTy9deHHs CYZI0BOTO €KCIepTa B yCiX BUIAX CyIOYHHCTBA.

3a THOCEOJIOTIYHOIO TIPUPOIOI0 EKCIIepTH3a — II¢ PI3HOBUI IPAKTUIHOTO
Mi3HAHHA KOHKPETHUX (DaKTiB, SBUII 3 BHUKOPHCTAaHHSM TMOJOXEHb HAYKH, HAYKOBHX
3aCc00iB 1 METO/IIB 32 HAYKOBO-PO3POOIICHOIO 1 aTpOOOBAHOO MPAKTUKOK METOANKON. B
OCHOBI €KCTIEPTH3H K TOCIIHKCHHS JIeXKaTh K BigoMi (BUXIiIHI) eMIIIpHYHI AaHi, Tak 1
HaykoBi (akTh, QYHKLIT SKMX MOJSTAlOTh y BCTAHOBICHHI NpeIMeTa EKCIEePTU3H,
BUSIBJICHHI BHJIIB 3B’S3KIB MDK CMITPUYHUMHU JAaHUMH, BHU3HAYCHHI MOXIIUBOCTI
icHyBaHHA IIykaHoro ¢akrty. [ATerpamis 3HaHP Tmependadac BUKOPHUCTAHHS
TEOPETUYHUX 1 eMIIPUYHHUX TIOJIOXKEeHb (METOIB, 3ac00iB) Pi3HUX HAYK 1 Ha iX OCHOBI
BUPOOJISIFOTHCSI  3HAHHS, HEOOXimHI JuUisi BCEOIYHOrOo, TIOBHOTO 1 00’€KTHBHOTO
JOCTIDKEHHS CKJIaHUX sBUI 1 00’ekTiB (Topa 1.B. 2014. ¢.147). Kojio cremianbHUX
3HaHb, 1[0 BUKOPHCTOBYIOTHCS B CYIOBIH €KCIIEPTH3i, a TaK caMO i KOJIO 00’€KTIB, IO
JOCHIDKYIOTBCSL  €KCIIepTaMH, Ta 3aBJaHb, SKi BOHH PO3B’S3YIOTh, HAA3BHUYAHO
mupoke. Pi3HOMaHITHEMH MOXYTh OYyTH TIpolleCyanbHI MiJACTaBU W MOPSIOK
IOCTiDKeHHS THM caMuxX 00’ekTiB. lle ¥ BH3Hadae pi3HOMAHITTS BHIIB CYIOBUX
excrieptn3. PopMyBaHHS HOBHX CYJOBHX €KCIIEPTH3 BiOYBa€ThCS MO Pi3HOMY: HOBHU
BUj abo0 piig MOXKe BHHUKATH B CEPEIUHI BXKE iCHYIOUOT0; 3 IOSBOI0 HOBUX 00’ €KTIB
JOCII/UKEHHS. i HOBUX 3a/1a4; PO3BHTOK OKPEMOTO POAY €KCIEPTH3U MOXKE IPHU3BECTH
0 YTBOPEHHS HOBOTO KJIacy TOINO. Bce me mpu3BOIWTH A0 3MiHM U TpaHCcgopmarii
panime po3pobneHux kiacudikamii cynoBux excrneptus (lopa I.B., Konecnux B.A.
2019. ¢.89).

CnoBo kiacuikalisi TOXOIUTh BiJl JBOX JIATHHCHKHX CIIIB ««Classisy (po3psim)
i «facere» (poOutn). Y HayKoBiii jiTepaTypi 1€ CJIOBO BXKHMBAETHCS Y JBOX PI3HHUX
3HAYCHHSX: SK HaWMEHYBaHHS TaKOi, 0 BXKE CKJajacs CUCTeMHU Kiacudikaiii # sk
MMO3HAYeHHsl Tporecy 1 cTBOpeHHs, mnoOymoBu. @axiBens B ramysi dinocodii
O.JI.Cy0oTiH 3BepTae yBary Ha Te, IO 3MIiCTOM KiacH(ikalii € He JHIIe PO3MOILT
JOCHIDKYBaHUX 00’€KTIB 3a PI3HUMH TpynamH, a ¥ TMEeBHUH MOPSAJAOK LUX TPYI, IO
o0’enHye ix y equny cuctemy. llix xnacudikaimiero BiH IPOMOHYE PO3YMITH Taky, IO
BXKE CKJIanacsi CUCTEMYy 3HaHb, MOHATTS SKUX O3HAYalOTh YIOPSIKOBaHI TIPyIH, 3a
SKMMH PO3MOJIICHI 00’€KTH JIesiKoi TpeMEeTHOI Traiy3i Ha mijgcTaBi iX 301KHOCTI y
MEBHUX BJIACTHBOCTAX. L[ crcTeMa MOKIMKaHA BUPIIIYBaTH JIBI OCHOBHI 3ajadi: Io-
nepiie, HaJaBaTH B HAJIIHHOMY Ta 3pYYHOMY AJISl OTJISIAY Ta PO3Ii3HABAHHSA BHUIJISAL BCi
00’ekTH 1€l mpenMeTHO Traiy3i; MO-JIpyre, MICTHTH SKOMOTa OuUIbIlle CYTTEBOI
iHpopMmarii mpo HUX. Jlo TOro x Kiacudikallisi BUCTYIIa€ HE MPOCTO SIK KOHCTATAIIIS BXKeE
JOCSITHYTOTO 3HAaHHS, a W BHKOHYE BaKJIMBY METOJOJIOTIUHY (DYHKILIiIO: 3AiHCHIOIOYN
cUCcTeMaTH3alilo MEeBHOI MPEeIMETHOI ramy3i, BOHAa pa3oM 3 UM MPOIOHY€E 3aralbHUH
HampsiM  ii  HOJAJIBIIOrO  ILIECHPIMOBAHOTO JOCIKEHHSI W MOXE IPOBOKYBAaTH
CTBOPEHHS HOBHX HaykoBuX aucuuiunin (Cyboomun AJI. 2001. c¢.9). Po3Bunyta
HaykoBa Kiacugikamis — e cKiIagHa, 0araTOKOMIIOHEHTHA 1MoOynoBa. Sk cripaBeasTnBo
3a3HayaB M.B. Mocrenanenko, HaykoBa KiacUdikallisl SKICHO BiJIPI3HSIETHCS BiJ
3BMYAHHOrO PO3yMiHHs KiacH(ikallii SK JIOTIYHOI ormeparii, sKa 3BOIUTHCS JO
(hopManbHOTO IpyIyBaHHS ABUII 32 OYIb-AKOIO TOBUILHO 0OpaHoio 03Hakoro. HaykoBa
knacu(ikalisi TIPYHTYETbCS Ha BCEOIYHOMY BHBYEHHI peajbHHX BJIACTUBOCTEH 1
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BiJIHOCHH SIBHUIII, SIBJISIE COOOIO BiTOOpaskeHHsS 00'€KTHBHOTO B3a€MO3B's13Ky sBUI. OTXKeE,
HayKoBa Kiacuikarlisi po3yMi€Tbcs SK BimoOpakeHHS O0'€KTHBHOTO B3a€MO3B'S3KY
SIBHIII, STK MIEPIITUI KPOK B MOTTUOICHHI 3HAHP BiJ ABHII A0 X CYTHOCTI, 10 00'€KTHBHAX
3aKOHIB, 1110 3B'A3yIOTH siBUIA (Mocmenanenxo M. B. 1972. ¢.119-120). Ha cyuacHomy
eTam pO3BUTKY KiacH]ikailisi CyIOBOI eKCHepTHU3W TIOB’S3aHa 13 TMOCHICHHIM
IHTETpamifHAX TPOIIECiB, AKUM TepeAyBana audepeHmiamis CHelialbHuX 3HaHb, Ta
HasBHICTIO B HAYKO3HABCTBI HAHPI3HOMAaHITHIIIMX KJIacH(iKamii HayK.

Bimomuii HaykoBenp B Tamysi Teopii cynoBoi ekcneptisu E.b. Cimakosa-
€dpemsH crymHO 3BepTae yBary Ha Te, IO y TMpoliecax Mi3HaHHS 00 €KTiB 1 SBHII
JIOACTBO BHUPOOJISE Pi3HOMAHITHI MPUHIMIM Ta MIXOAW OO0 Kiacuikamii Hayk, L0
BHBYAIOTh 3aKOHOMIPHOCTi YTBOPEHHS i PO3BUTKY 3a3HaueHUX 00’ €KTiB Ta siuml. [Ipu
[IBOMY CIIOCTEPIra€ThCsI Taka 3aKOHOMIPHICTH — OCHOBOIO TU(epeHITiaiii HayK 3aBX/Iu €
mpenMeT iX BUBYeHHs. CaMe 3a MpeIMeToM HayKH MOXKHA BiNPi3HATH ii Bix iHIIUX. AJe
HE TIJIbKH 3a MPEeMETOM BU3HAUAIOTHCS HAYKU — Ha X Kiacu]ikaiito BIUTMBAIOTH TAKOXK
iX o0’ekt, 3aBHaHHs, METOAM (3acO0M) IOCIIJKEHHsI, CHIBBIIHOUICHHS HAyKOBUX
JUcHILIiH Totno. Haitbineimn npasmieHO0, Ha myMKy E.B. CiMakoBoi €dpemsH € Taka,
mo Halyna cTarycy TpagumiiHOoi, Kiacudikalis Hayk: CYCHiNbHI, NMPUPOJHHUYI Ta
TexHiuHI. Buxojsum i3 CTymeHs CHUIBHOCTI MpeaMera, 3aBlaHb, 00 €KTa Ta METOIIB
HOT0 BUBYEHHS CKIIAJIOBI X KaTEropii MOXYTh MaTH iHTETpaliiHUN (CHHTETHYHUH )
xapakrep (Cimaxosa-Eppemsan E.b. 2017. ¢.71-72).

HaiiBa)xuBiIMM NPUHIUIOM TOOYAOBM i (YHKUiOHYBaHHS Kiacudikamiii y
CYIOBil excmepTusi € iX CHpsSMOBAHICThP HA PO3BUTOK TEOpii CyZOBOI EKCIEPTH3H,
YIIOCKOHAJICHHSI CHUCTeMaTH3allil 3HaHb y Taly3i CyIOBOi EKCIIEPTH3H, a TAaKOX Ha
3a0€3MCUCHHsT MOMIJIMBOCTI X BHUKOPUCTAaHHS B NPAaKTUYHIA MJiSUTBHOCTI CYAOBO-
EKCIIEPTHUX YCTAHOB. Y TEOpii CYJIOBOI €KCIEPTH3U PO3IIISIAIOTh Pi3HI MiJICTABH IS
KiIacudikamii CyIoBUX EKCIIEPTU3: 3a raly3sMH 3HaHb, 32 BUPINIYBAHHUMH 33Ja4aMHU, 3a
MiCIIeM MpOBEIEHHS EKCHepTH3, 3a KUIBKICTIO eKCIIepTiB, Mo OepyTh yd4acTb B
npoBeneHH] Jociikens Ta iH. (Iopa IB., Korecnux B.A. 2019. c¢.89). Haiibinbm
BifloMa Kiacudikallisi CyJOBHX EKCHepTH3 OYAYEThCS Ha IX PO3MOAUI 3a CTyINeHEeM
CHTBHOCTI ¥ cyOOpAMHAIT HAa YOTHPU OCHOBHI PiBHI — KJIaCH, POJIU, BUAM W PiI3HOBUAU
(rpynu) cynoBuxX ekcriepTu3. B ii 0CHOBI JIGKHUTH XapakTep raiysi clielialbHuX 3HaHb,
SIKi BUKOPHCTOBYIOTBCSI B XOI1 IPOBEACHHS eKcrnepTu3. OHaK TOCHiTHUKY KPUTUKYIOTh
MOINT eKCIepTH3 Ha BUAW, POAM M HaBITh KJIAacH i NMEpPEeKOHaHi, IO MUTAHHS MpPO
KpUTEpii MOy 3aMIIAEThesi BigkpuTuM. [IpoTe, He omiHIOUYM 10 Kiacudikaiito 3
norysiy hopMaabHOCTI 200 OOTPYHTOBAHOCTI, BI3HAYMMO ii 3arajbHO NMPUHHATHICTh B
excnepTHid mpaktuui. KpiM Toro taka kiacudikamisi ocTaHHIM 4acoMm IepeTepiiyia
MIEBHI 3MiHH, 1 B i OCHOBI TeIep JIe)KaTh HE TUILKK CIICliajibHI 3HAHHS, aje i xapakrep
JOCII/PKYBAaHUX 00’ €KTIB Y CYKYITHOCTI 3 BUKOHYBaHHUMU 3aBIaHHAMU (Kracugixayis
cyoosux excnepmus. 2015).

HeoOxigHo 3a3HaunTH, LIO0 BPaxOBYIOUM JOBOJI CKIAJHUNA XapakTep W
CTPYKTYpy ©0a30BHX 3HaHb 3 PI3HMX KJACiB, POMIB 1 BHJIB EKCIEPTH3, HEOOXIIHO
3a3HAYUTU W CKJIJHICTh Y BU3HAYCHHI NpeaAMeTa-00’eKTa-MeTo/la CyI0BOi eKCIIePTU3N
SK migcTaBy i knacuikamii. Y sitepaTypi iCHye HU3Ka MPOMO3UIIHA 3 LBOrO MUTAHHS,
MpoTe 31eOUTHIIOTO MPONOHYIOTh PO3BUBATH BKa3aHy CHUCTEMY «IpeaAMeTa-o0’€KTa-
METO/a», YTOYHHBIIM, Ha sKOMY piBHI kKiacudikamii 37e01IbIIOro HE0OXiTHO
BpaxoByBaTu Ty a0o iHIIYy O3HaKy-migcraBy. HaiiGinblne po3MOBCIOKEHHS OTPUMYE
knacu(ikalisi CyIOBUX €KCHEpTH3, LI0 BUKOPUCTOBYE SIK TIJICTaBy CKJIAJHE
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CHIBBITHOIIICHHS TpeaMeTa, 00’€KTa i MeToja i ska SBISE COOOK OaraTOpiBHEBY
KOHCTPYKITIIO Yy BUTIISAAI KJacy, poAy, BUAy W mimBuay ekcmepTtu3. Jo Toro x, y
BUOKPEMJICHHI KJIacy [OMIHy€ Trally3b 3aCTOCOBYBAaHUX IIpH IaHHUX EKCIEPTH3ax
CreliaNbHUX 3HaHb, NPU BU3HAYEHHI POZIB Ta BHIIB — MpEAMET, 00 €KT Ta METO[
excriepTr3u. BoueBnap, HASBHICTh Taly3i 3HaHb, 110 BIUCTYTa€ 0a30BOIO IJIS KJIACiB, i B
MOIAJIBIIOMY, JJISi POZIB 1 BUAIB CYJOBOi €KCIIEPTH3HM BHCTYIIA€ KPUTEPIEM 3PiLIOCTI,
CaMOCTIHHOCTI TPYIHM €KCIepTH3, L0 MPeTeHIyI0Th Ha3uBatucs kiacoMm. IligcraBoro
BUJIIEHHS KJACiB EKCIIepPTU3 BHCTYNA€ Traily3b CIElialbHUX 3HaHb, KOTpl BOHA
3actocoBye. [IpoTe ramys3p crmemiadpbHUX 3HAHb CTAHOBUTH COOOI0 0a30BY M JTaHUX
eKCHepTH3 HayKy. BiIMiHHICTH k€ HayKd OAHI€l BiA 1HIIOI BHCTYNAe y BHUITIAIL
BiIMIHHOCTEH y MpeIMeTiB, 00’ €kTi Ta MeToi. CaMe BOHU 3a/1al0Th 1HAUBITyaIbHICTD i
BH3HAYAIOTh CaMOCTiiHICTh Hayku. OTxe, MpeaMeT, 00 €KT Ta MeTon 0a30BOi HAYKH
OyZe BUCTyNaTH BUPI3HAUIBHOIO O3HAKOIO ISl BUAUICHHS KiaciB ekcrieptus (Lllapos
B.U. 2018. c.167).

3a yacis icnyBanHs CPCP B 3akoHax Hamaraiucst He BKa3yBaTH BUJ| €KCIIEPTHU3.
Jlnmre manmpukiami XX CTONITTS y BITYM3HSIHE 3aKOHOJABCTBO CTalH BBOJMTHUCS BHUIU
eKCIIepTH3, 30KpeMa 3’ IBIJIHCS €KOJIOTiYHa, METPOJIOTivHA Ta iHII eKCIIePTU3HU. Taly3b
CrelialbHUX 3HaHb, CAMOCTIHHHMN BUJ €KCIEPTU3W». [HCTPYKIiEI0 PO MPU3HAYECHHS Ta
MPOBENCHHS CYNOBHX CKCIIEPTH3 Ta EKCIEPTHUX MOCHI[KEHb Yy IM.1.2. BU3HAUCHO
OCHOBHI BHJIM €KCHepTu3, 30KpeMa ix 11 KiaciB: KpUMIHANICTHYHA; IHXXKEHEPHO-
TEXHIYHA; EKOHOMIUHA; TOBApO3HABYA; EKCIIEpTH3a y chepi IHTENEKTyanbHOI BIACHOCTI;
MICUXOJIOTIYHA; MUCTENTBO3HABYA, EKOJIOTIYHA; BIMCHKOBA; CYJOBO-BETEpPHHAPHA,
reMOJIOTi4HA (IHCMpPYKYis nPO NPUSHAYEHHS MA NPOBEOeHHsT CYOOBUX eKChepmu3 ma
excnepmHux oocniodcenb. 1998). 3 Todyku 30py Teopii kiacudikaiii i3 TaKor
Kiacu(iKaliero BaXKO TMOTOAUTHCS, X04a O TOMY, IO TOpYyIIeHa BUMOTra JIO0 MijcTaB
knacudikanii. 3okpemMa 10 KPUMIHAJTICTHYHOI EKCIIEPTHU3M BiJHECEHA JIIHIBICTUYHA
eKCIIepTH3a MOBJICHHSI, €KCIIEpTH3a MaTepialliB, pedoBHH 1 BUpoOiB. Pi3Hi BigoMcTBa TOi
caMHit 00’€KT eKCIIEPTH3HU BiJHOCATH J0 PI3HUX KJIACIB, POJIB Ta BUIIB ekcriepTu3. Tak,
B IEPEeNiKy BUIIB CYZOBUX EKCIEPTH3 Ta €KCIIEPTHHX CIELialbHOCTEH, 3aTBEPHKEHUX
BinomunM Hakazom Cb Ykpainu Bin 24.12.2014 Ne 855 (Ilonooicenns npo excnepmmuo-
keanigixayiuny xomiciro Cnyscou besnexu Yxpainu ma amecmayito cy0o8ux ekxcnepmis.
2014), excriepTu3y CremialbHUX TEXHIYHUX 3aC00iB HETIIACHOTO OTPUMAHHS iH(pOopMarIii
(CT3HOI) BimHeceHO [0 Kiacy KpUMIHANICTHYHUX  (IHAEKCH  E€KCHEePTHHX
crnenianbHocTeit — 7.7...7.13) excnepTu3. 3 UUM MU KaTE€rOpUYHO HE MOTOKYEMOCS.
3amms aprymenrarnii cBoei mo3umii HaBegemo cinoBa JI. FO. Aporkepa, skuii
MiAKPECIIIOBaB, IO 10 KPUMIHANICTUYHHUX EKCIIEPTU3 MOXKHA BIHECTH TIUIBKM TaKi
BUJHM, HAYKOBI OCHOBH SIKMX Cc(GOpPMOBaHI B paMKax BIJIOBITHOTO PO3JLITY
KPUMIHATICTUKY ... T1 K BUJIU CYJIOBUX EKCIIEpTH3, HAYKOBI OCHOBH SKHX chopmoBaHi
3a paxyHOK (yHIaMEHTaJbHUX HayK (Hampukiaza, Qi3uku, XiMii Ta iH. abo 3a paxyHOK
($yHIaMEHTaNbHUX 1 1HIIMX CyJOBHX HayK, ajlé HE KPUMiHAIICTHKH, HE MOXYTh OyTH
BHU3HAHI KpUMIiHATICTHUHUMH (Apoyxep JLE. 1978). Taka curyailisi xapakTepHa He
guire s excneptusun CT3HOIL, anme # juist iHIIMX eKCOEPTH3, 30KpeMa, Bifeo-
¢oHorpadiuHoi, OAOPOJOTiuHOI, eKCIepTU3W MarepianiB, PEYOBUH 1 BHUPOOIB,
JIHTBICTHYHOI Ta 1HIIUX.

[TpuOiYHUKY BiTHECEHHS TAHUX BHJIB €KCIIEPTH3 JO KJIACY KPUMIHANICTHYHUX
OOIPYHTOBYIOTH 1€, IIEPII 32 BCE, MOKJIMBICTIO MPOBEICHHA B MEXaX LHMX EKCIIEPTH3
iHAMBIAyaIbHOI ineHTH(]iKAaIlil, K BIIMIHHOI O3HAKM KPUMIHAIICTUYHOI EKCIIEPTU3H.

74 © Knowledge, Education, Law, Management



ISSN 2353-8406 Knowledge, Education, Law, Management 2019 Ne 3/4 (27/28)

Hns BigMmexyBaHHS cdepr KpUMIHATICTUYHOI €KCHEPTH3U BiA CyIOBO-MEIUYHOI,
CyZIOBO-XiIMIYHO{ Ta {HIIUX BHIIB CYIOBOi EKCIIEPTH3N MOXKYTh OyTH 3allpOMIOHOBAHI JIBa
KpHTepii - OCHOBHUY 1 moxigauil. OCHOBHUI KpUTEpiit BiIHOCUTLCS IO TOJIOBHOI 3a1adi
eKCIepTH3H; IHAMBIAyanbHa izeHTHdikawis - e cepa KpUMiHATICTHYHOT €KCIIePTU3H, 1
pomoBa imeHTH(piKarmis - cdepa cymoBoi ¢izmkm, ximii Tomo. IloxigHwmii KpuTepiit
BITHOCHTBHCS JIO OTIOMIKHHUX 3aBJIaHb €KCIEPTH3H (0 HelAeHTU(DIKAMiHNX): CTYIIiHb
ONMU3BKOCTI 1O OCHOBHOI HAYKH - KPUMIHANICTUKU - B OJHHMX BUMAJKaX, i 10 (i3uKH,
ximii, Giomorii Tomo - B iHmuX. [IpoTe kpuMiHamicTHYHA ieHTU(IKALS TPOBOJUTHCS 1
B IHIITMX KJIacaX CyIOBUX eKCIIepTH3. Buxomsuu 3i cnernianbHuX 3HaHb, HEOOX1THUX IS
MPOBENEHHs €KCIIEPTHUX IOCIIIKEHb, CHOTOIHI JOCITI/KEHHSI MarepiajiiB, peUOBUH i
BUPOOIB HEOOXITHO PO3IIIAAATH SK CAaMOCTIHHHMH KJIaC CYIOBHX EKCIIEPTH3, TaK 3BaHa
OJIOPOJIOTIYHA  €KCIIEPTH3a CTAaHOBHTH COOOI0  CyNIOBO-OIOJIOTIYHY  €KCIEePTH3Y
3amaxoBux cmifiB. IIpoBemeHHs BimeorpadidHOi eKCHEpTHU3W Ta AaBTOPO3HABUOL
EKCIEPTH3H TaKOXK IPYHTYEThCS Ha (QPyHIAMEHTAIBHUX CHElialbHUX 3HAHHSAX I1HIIMX
HayK, a He KpUMiHANICTHKH. B 1iboMy acnekTi Mu migrpumyemo nosuuito T.B.Byzxo,
sKa BBaXKa€, L0 MOCIIKCHHS MHUCEMHOTO MOBJICHHS Ma€ IPOBOAUTHCA B MeEXax
CYIOBO-TIHIBiCTHYHOT ekcnepTusu (I onuapenxo B.UI., ITopa IB. 2015 c.474).
[lincraBamu BiIHECEHHSI €KCIIEPTU3 JI0 KJIacy KPUMIHAIICTUYHMX HEOOXiHO BBa)KaTh
3aCTOCOBYBaHi MpH ii MPOBEACHHI CIEIliallbHi METOH, PO3pOOIeH] Y KPUMIHAIICTHIILI.
3a TakMM KpUTEpieEM [0 KPUMIHATICTHYHUX BIAHOCATHCS TaK 3BaHl TPaauIliiiHi
KpUMiHaMiCTHUHI ekcnepTu3n. OCKiJbKH KOMIUIEKCYBaHHSI Ta B3a€MHE NMPOHUKHEHHS
3HaHb 3aKOHOMIPHO TPWU3BOAWTH JO CTUPAaHHS MEX MK KPUMIHAIICTUYHAMHU i He
KPUMIHATICTHYHUMH €KCIIEPTH3aMHM, IHTErpallii pi3HUX pOJiB W BHUJIB €KCHEpPTH3, TO
HATpOIIYETbCS BUCHOBOK IOJO €IWHOI NOPUPOAM CYIAOBUX ekcreptu3. OTxe,
BTPavyaeThCsl MPUHIMIIOBA BiIMIHHICTD MDK TPaIUIIHHUMH KPUMIHATICTHYHUMHU U
IHIIMMH CYIOBHUMH €KCHepTH3aMu. binblie Toro, BiJHECEHHsS CYHZOBOi €KCHEPTHU3U 10
KPUMIHATICTUYHUX y CyYaCHUX YMOBaX BiJlirpa€ HETaTHBHY POJIb, OCKIJIBKH OCHOBHUMH
CTaBUTh CaMe KPUMIHATICTUYHI 3HaHHS (Agepvsinosa T.B., Cmamxyc B.®. 2003. c.139).

PiBeHp pPO3BUTKY Haykd, TEXHIKM ¥ TEXHOJOTII B IIJIOMy, TIOCTiiiHe
EKCTIOHEHIIIfHe 3pOCTaHHS Ta YCKIAIHEHHS HayKoBOi iHopmamii ¥ audepenmiarii
HAYKOBOTO 3HAHHS MAalOTh KJIIOUOBE 3HAYEHHS JUISi Teopii CYAOBOI EKCIIePTH3H,
BUHMKHEHHS 1 pO3BUTKY ii HOBUX poiB Ta BUAiB. CTpyKTypa Teopii Cy10BOi eKCIIepTH3H
YCKJIaIHIOEThCS: BUHUKAIOTh HOB1 POJM 1 BUAM CYIOBHX EKCIIEPTH3, (POPMYIOTHCS OKpeMi
TEOopil OKPEeMHUX POJIIB Ta BUIIB CYIOBUX €KCIICPTH3, 3 ABJISIOTHCS HOBI 00’ €KTH BUBUCHHS,
BUHHUKAIOTh HOBI ¥ YJIOCKOHATIOKOTHCA CTapli METOMU 1 METOIUKH TOIIO. A OTKe,
YIOCKOHAIIOETHCS 1 Kacudikaiis CyJOBUX eKCIIEPTH3. 30KpeMa, BUPILICHHS eKCIEPTHUX
3a7a4 B MeXax OJIHIi€l Taly3i 3HaHb HA JAHUH 4Yac BXKe He 3a0e3redye HeoOXiJHOoro U
SIKICHOTO PIiBHS eKcrepTHOro pociipkerns. [Iporec mudepeniialii J0csar Takoro piBHS B
HAYKOBMX HarpsMax, 10 CHCTeMaTu3allis 3HaHb B HUX NOTpeOye mepexomy A0 iHTerparii.
Jlume iHTerparisi HAyKOBUX 3HaHb JO3BOJISIE, 3aBASKH CHHTE3Y, CTBOPUTH TaKy HayKy,
KOTpa B KOMIUIEKCHIM €IHOCTI ¥ B3a€MO3B’S3KYy JBOX HayK, Oyjae CKJIagaTd 3a BCHOTO
PI3HOMAHITTI €MHE 1 HEpO3pUBHE Iijie. Taki YTBOPEHHS HOBUX HAayKOBHX HAINpPSMIB Y
HayKo3HaBCcTBi, Ha nymky H.II. Maiimic, € 3akonomipaumu. Ilepiog KinbKicHOTO
HAKONMYEHHS (aKTiB ¥ 3aKOHOMIPHOCTEH KOXHOI HAYKH JOCAT TaKOro PiBHS, KOJIU
HACTyIae sKiCHA 3MiHa, KA JIa€ 3MOTY MPETEHAyBaTH HAa HOBE caMoCTiiiHe 3HaHHs. 1l
HOBI HamnpsIMA MOXYTb OyTH BiZJHECEHi O PO3pANY «TiOpUAHMX HAYK», 3aIIPOTIOHOBAHUX
mpodecopom P.C.benkinnM 1 MicTATh B c00i CHHTETWYHI, iHTErpalibHi 1 KOMIUIEKCHI
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Hayku. Bueni Hanpukinoi muaynoro XX it mouatky XXI cTOMITTS BUCYHYIH Ha OCHOBI
iHTerpalii 3HaHb 0araTo MiKaBUX MPOMO3UIIH M0A0 (GOpMyBaHHS CaMOCTIHHUX POJIB Ta
BUIIB excnieptns (Maiinuc H.I1 2008. c.15).

InTerpaniinuii miaxia qo knacudikamii cyaoBUX ekcrepTu3 OyB 3amporoHOBaHHN
T.B. TonctyxiHOt0, sIKa MPOIIOHYE 32 OCHOBY KiacH]ikamii OpaTi 00’ €KT TOCTIIKESHHS.
Bona BHWOKpeMIIIOE TpPW OCHOBHHMX KJIACH: JIOCHIDKCHHS TEXHIYHUX 00 €KTIB,
JOCHIJDKEHHS 00’€eKTiB OlocucTeMu (IOMUHM Ta il CHigiB, TBapWH Ta IX CIIJIIB,
JOCIIKCHHsSI HABKOJMIIHBOTO CEPEJOBHUIA), MOCTIIKEHHS TOBAapiB IMPOMHUCIOBOTO,
IHAWBIAYaJIbHOTO Ta CLIBCHKOTOCIOAPCHKOT0 BHPOOHHITBA (EKCHEepTH3a Marepiais,
peUoBMH 1 BHPOOiB, XapuoBMX TNPOAYKTIB, TOBapO3HaBUy TOWIO). Taka iHTerparis
eKCTIEPTHUX [JOCHIIKeHb 3a O0’€KTOM MO CyTi BH3HAYa€ KOMIUIEKCHHH XapakTep
EKCIIEPTHOTO JOCTIDKCHHS W MOXKE pO3IIIAAaThcs K KiacH]ikariss KOMIUIEKCHUX
exkcnepTHUX aochimkedb (Toncmyxuna T. B. 2004). O.P.PocuHCbKa MPOIIOHYE BBaXKATH
OCHOBHOIO OJIMHUIICI0 KJIacH(iKallii piJi eKCIePTU3U, KOTPUM TOB'SI3aHHH 3 NEBHUMHU
3aa4aMi Ta 00’€KTaMH JIOCHTiDKeHHA. BoHa OOIpyHTOBYE Iie THM, IO OCKIIBKH BCi
CYZIOBI eKCIIepTH3H Mepe0yBaoTh Ha Pi3HUX CTaIisX (opMyBaHH:, HE MOXKHA BECTH MOBY
Npo €AMHY MiACTaBy Ui iX PO3NOALTY 3a KiacaMmu, poaamu Ta Buaamu. [ligcraBamu
PO3MOATY Ha POIU 1 BUAM € XapakTep AOCHIKYBaHMX OO’€KTiB y CYKYITHOCTI 3
BUpIITyBaHUMH 33/jaqaMy. Po3moin Ha Ki1acu BOHA MPOIIOHYE MPOBOAUTH 32 HAJIEKHOCTI
no onHiei abo ONMM3BPKAM Tamy3sM CHemiadbHUX 3HaHb, BUKOPHUCTOBYIOYH MOIIOHMI
iHCTpyMeHTapiil. Yci i1HXKeHEepHI eKclepTH3n HeoOXigHO O0’€THAaTH B OAWH KIAC
(Poccunckas E.P. 2014. ¢.130-141, 144).

Mpu goTpuMy€eMOCS] AYMKH, L0 IHCTPYMEHT PO3MEKYBaHHS €KCIIEPTHU3 Mae OyTH
HANTOYHIINM, TOOTO, BKJIIOYATH MaKCHMAJbHY, ajie, IPH I[LOMY, JOCTaTHIO (1100 He
NepeoOTsHKYBaTH) KUIBKICTh KPHUTEpiiB, aOW BUKIIOYATH MOXKIIMBICTH 0araTo3HA4HOCTI.
TakuM 4YMHOM, TPU PO3MEXKYBaHHI EKCHEPTU3 MOTPIOHO KepyBaTHCS KOMIUIEKCHUM
KpHUTEpieEM, MIO BKIIOYAE YSIBICHHS MPO TPEAMeT 1 Miji JaHOTO BUIY €KCIepTH3H, il
00'€KT, METO/TU 1 XapaKTep OOrPYHTOBYIOUOTO 3HAHHS 1 1[0 BPAXOBYE IeHE3MC 11 PO3BUTKY.
Takuit KOMITIEKCHUIT KpUTEPil O3BOJISAE OUIBII-MEHIN YiTKO BiIMEXYBaTH 1X OJWH BiJ
OJTHOTO.

Bucnosku docnioscenns. CynoBa eKclepTH3a CTaHOBUTH COOOI0 CYKYITHICTb
pi3HOTrO POy 3HaHb, IO 00 €IHAHI €IUHOI0 METOI0 — BUPILICHHSIM MOCTABJICHUX TEepes
HEI0 B MeXaxX CYIOYMHCTBA 3aBJaHb LUIIXOM JIOCITiIKEHHS HagaHux o0 ekTiB. Lle
CKJIaJIHA Tajy3b JIFOACHKOI JiSUIBHOCTI, IO BHPI3HAETHCS HE JIMIIE IIHPOTOIO
BUKOPHUCTAHHS CIIEIialIbHUX 3HaHb, a W CKIIaJHICTIO TIpoLieaAyp AociimkeHHs. [Ipodiema
knacuikalii cyI0BUX €KCIEPTH3 Ma€ He JIMIIEC TEOpEeTHYHE, a i MpaKTU4YHE 3HAYCHHS,
OCKIUTbKH JIOTIOMAarae BH3HAYHTH POJIH, BUJIM EKCIIEPTU3, MPOBEACHHS SKUX Mae€ OyTH
OpTaHi30BaHO B CYJIOBO-CKCIIEPTHUX yCTAHOBAX YH BiJIOBIJTHHX EKCIIEPTHUX CITyKOax
Ta iX migpos3ainax, GopMyNIOBaHHI CTPYKTYPHHUX MEpesliKiB BUKOHYBaHUX HUMH BHIIIB
excneptus. [ eKkcrnepTHUX YCTaHOB YW MiAPO3AUIB 1€ A€ 3MOTY HOJETIINTH
PO3pOOKY KOPOTKOCTPOKOBHMX Ta IEPCIEKTHBHUX IUIAHIB HAYKOBO-JOCIIIHOI poOOTH
JUISL PO3BUTKY TEOpii i METOJNKU €KCIIEPTHOTO JOCIPKEHHSI.
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