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The main models of the system of forensic science institutions
are considered, for which there are proposals in the draft of Law On
Forensic Science Activity.

This research purpose is to determine the main models of the
system of forensic science institutions in Ukraine, as well as analysis
of international experience of forensic science support to justice as
for implementation of relevant modern world standards in Ukrainian
legislation and their application in practice.

The main system models of forensic science institutions are singled
out, in particular classical (traditional), neoclassical (updated
traditional), radical, mixed (partially radical) and competitive.
Integration of Ukrainian system of forensic science support to justice
into international community and the entry of domestic forensic
science institutions into international organizations uniting foreign
forensic science institutions in order to improve procedures for
participation of forensic experts in legal proceedings.
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Research Problem Formulation

For a long time, the forensic science
reform in Ukraine remained virtually
out of the attention of the legislature.
Some amendments to the current Law of
Ukraine: On Judicial Examination did not
always improve position of forensic experts
and satisfy the requests of forensic clients,
more often they were discriminatory (in
particular, inability to conduct forensic,
forensic and forensic psychiatric forensic
examinations) criminal proceedings by
forensic experts who are not employees
of state forensic science institutions) did
not fully correspond to the current state of
development of forensic science (currently,
the Law does not define the status of
forensic science institutions (hereinafter
referred to as FSI) of non-state forms of
ownership, where private forensic experts
work that leads to legal conflicts in the case
of involving such institutions in providing
forensic examinations).

Article purpose

Identification of main models of the
system of forensic science institutions in
Ukraine, as well as analysis of international
experience of forensic science support to
justice .

Analysis of Essential Researches
and Publications

The scientific basis of the research
composed research papers devoted to this
issue solving in the field of forensic science
including D. Shelton !, R. T. Bowen 2
H. Wallace, M. A. Pollack, A. R. Young ?
E. Kh. Yukselohlu in collaboration with 4,
I. V. Pyrih °, M. G. Shcherbakovskyi ¢,
L. M. Romanenko ’and others.

Some aspects of solving the problems of
reformingthebasiclegislation of Ukraineon
expert support of justice are reflected in the
works of domestic scholars (in particular,
0. M. Kliuiev 8, E. B. Simakova-Yefremian °,

Shelton D. Forensic Science in Court : Challenges in the Twenty First Century. Rowman & Little-
field. Lanham, MD, United States. 196 p.

Bowen R. T. Ethics and the Practice of Forensic Science. 2nd Edition. CRC Press, 2021. 272 p.
Wallace H., Pollack M. A., Young A. R. Policy-Making in the European Union. 7 ed. Oxford, 2014.
597 p. DOI: 10.1093/hepl/9780199689675.001.0001 (date accessed: 17.03.2022).

IOkcenoray . X., Vonap ®. Y., Patiumoriy, Kapatac O., Amukuorty ®. Cyze6Ho-9KIepTHOe
obpasoBanue B Typiuu: Ha IpUMepe UHCTUTYTA CyAeOHON MeJUIIUHBL. AKMYAAbH] NUMAHHA
cy0080i ekcnepmu3au ma KpumiHasicmuky : 30. MaT-1iB Mi>XHApP. HayK.-IIPAKT. KOH(., IPUCBIY.
100 piv4io BiZ JHS HAPOXK. A-pa IOPUZ. HAyK, Ipod., 3aci. Aigdya HAyKU i TexHiKu YKpaiHu M.
B. CanTeBchkoro (XapkiB, 07-08.11.2017). Xapxkis, 2017. C. 52—54.

[Tupir I. B. TeopeTuko-npuKIafHi IpobIeMy eKCIIEPTHOro 3a6e31edeHHsI JOCYA0BOr0 PO3CIi-
JyBaHHS : MOHOTpadid. [JHInponeTpoBChK, 2015. 432 c.

lepb6akoBchkuit M. I. [IpoBeZieHHsT Ta BUKOPUCTAHHS CYJOBUX €KCIEPTU3 Y KPUMIHATHBHOMY
npoBaxeHH] : MoHOrpadis. Xapkis, 2015. 560 c.

Pomanenko JI. M. Po3BUTOK opraHisariii cyZ0Bo-eKCIIepTHOI AisIbHOCTI B VKpaiHi 3 ypaxyBaH-
HSIM ZIOCBiZly IesIKUX 3apyOiKHUX KpalH. IIpaso ma ynpasainns. 2012. Ne 1. C. 444-452.

KitoeB O. M. VocKoHaIeHHsI eKCIIEPTHOro 3a0e3ledeHHs IPABOCYA/l: TeOPETUYHI, IIPaBOBi
Ta opraHisaniiizi acuexktu. Teopis i npakmuka cy0ogoi ekcnepmusu ma kpuminaaicmuxu. 2019.
Bum. 19. C. 102-117. DOI: 10.32353/khrife.1.2019.08 (date accessed: 17.03.2022).
CimaxoBa-Edpemss E. B. IIpo HeoOXiHIC T yAOCKOHAIEHHS 3aKOHO/[aBCTBA 11010 341ICHEHHS
CyZI0BO-€KCIIEPTHOI AisinbHOCTI B YKpaiHi. Ibid. C. 118-129. DOI: 10.32353/khrife.1.2019.09 (date
accessed: 17.03.2022).
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V. Yu. Shepitko !, V. M. Shevchuk
H. K. Avdieieva %, P. I. Repeshko “ et al.).

At the same time, the analysis of these
and other research papers demonstrates
the need to consider models of the
system of forensic institutions in order to
determine and select the optimal model,
laid down in the draft Law on forensic
science activity.

Main Content Presentation

Since Ukrainian independence, the
issue of reforming the mechanisms of
state management of forensic expertise
(hereinafter referred to as FEA) has
received considerable attention which
led to adoption of certain regulations of
programmatic and conceptual nature
that recognized the need for forensic
science as an important and independent
institution. bodies conducting inquiries
and pre-trial investigations. However,
no real action has been taken so far to
remove expert services from the bodies of
the Ministry of Internal Affairs of Ukraine,
Ministry of Defense of Ukraine, Security
Service of Ukraine and the State Border
Guard Service of Ukraine. These expert
services in their activities are forced to be
guided by the corporate interests of their
ministries and departments, including
law enforcement, crime control, crime

investigation and more. Under such
conditions, the basic principles of FEA
are violated: legality, independence,
objectivity and completeness of the study
that leads to a violation of the rights and
legitimate interests of citizens in legal
proceedings.

The tasks facing forensic experts in
the context of reform require finding
and identifying ways to improve the
efficiency of state regulation of forensic
science activities (FEA), optimization of
organizational and regulatory framework,
improving mechanisms for state regulation
of this activity in Ukraine.

Multidimensionality and scale of
this issue determined the need for its
comprehensive taking into account
multidimensional nature of scientific
search.

The modern system of legislative
regulation of relations related to forensic
examinations is quite complicated.
A significant number of legal norms are
set out in a large number of acts that
aprioricannotbutgive rise to duplication,
contradictions and collisions. The
regulatory framework of forensic science
activity should be improved not only
by updating the forms and methods
of conducting examinations but in the
direction of maximum consolidation
of regulations (it is clear that it is not

10 [lemitsko B. 10. [IpoGreMu HOPMATHUBHO-IIPABOBOIO PETYIIOBAHHS CYZ0BO-€KCIEPTHOI isIb-
HocTi B VkpaiHi. [Ipobaemu pepopmysanns 6a308020 3axonodagcmea Ykpainu 3 numans excrepm-
HO020 3abe3nedenHs npagocydos : MaT-nu Kpyriaoro crouy (Xapkis, 06—07.02.2020). Xapkis, 2020.

C. 25—-27.

11 [leBuyk B. M. MeTozosoriuti npo6ieMu BJOCKOHAIEHHSI 3aKOHOABYOTO 3a0e3I1e9eHHS CyA0-

BO-€KCIIepTHOI AisnbHOCTI. Ibid. C. 34—41.

12 AspeenaT. IIpobieMu rapMoHi3allii 3aKOHOZABCTBA YKPaiHU y rajysi CyZ0BOi eKCIIepTU3H i3 3a-
KOHOZaBCTBOM KpaiH €Bpornelicbkoro Coosy. IIpasosa dokmpuna — 0cHo8a popmysants npasogoi
cucmemu depscasu : MaT-Iu MDKHAp. HayK.-IIPakT. KoH., mpucsad. 20-pivaio HAIIpH Vkpainu
Ta 0OrOBOPEHHIO II'ITUTOM. MOHOIp. «IIpaBoBa oKTprHA YKpaiHn» (Xapkis, 20-21.11.2013).

Xapkis, 2013. C. 634—637.

13 Pemnermko II. I. Illozo CyTHOCTI CYZ0BO-€KCIIEPTHOI AisIBHOCTI SIK 00'€KTa e PyKaBHOTO PEryJIo-
BaHHs. Kpumunaaucmuxka u cy0ebras skcnepmu3a. 2013. Beim. 58 (1). C. 45—52. URL: http://nbuv.
gov.ua/UJRN/krise_2013_58%281%29__8 (date accessed: 17.03.2022).
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to the detriment of those norms that
regulate the specifics of certain types of
examinations).

State specialized forensic science
institutions of the Ministry of Justice of
Ukraine make a leading contribution to
conducting forensic examinations, have
an extensive system of bodies and highly
qualified specialists of various profiles,
capable of promptly solving various issues
related to the effective implementation
of FEA. At the heart of their activities is
the territorial principle of service, which
ensures timely and optimal conduct of
expert research and a multi-stage system of
training forensic experts.

Practical issues of public
administration of FEA, as rightly noted
by S. M. Novikov require their solution
by identifying and eliminating various
contradictions, inconsistencies, gaps in
the organization of expert institutions and
in their management, especially since
management is one of the system-forming
factors of the forensic system!.

Researching fundamental and applied
works in the field Public Administration
P. I. Nadolishnyi believes that the
methodology of public administration
can be defined as a set of worldviews
and specific knowledge about scientific
methods of cognition and change of reality
that is philosophical and theoretical basis
of research and practice management,
purposeful influence of the state on
the processes of social development .
Development of our state in the direction of
democratization of all social relations (in
particular, in the field of law enforcement
practice and justice) necessitates the

improvement of mechanisms of state
regulation of the development of
FEA, which require radical changes.
According to V. V. Lukianenko, FEA
management system can be represented
as a set of the following interconnected
components: the management
mechanism (basic principles, functions,
goals and methods); control systems in
statics (structure of governing bodies,
personnel, equipment and technology);
management systems in dynamics
(management procedure development,
adoption and implementation  of
management decisions); mechanism
of self-improvement (as a continuation
of functioning and a special stage of
dynamics).

According to V. V. Lukianenko, FEA
formation of an effective system of public
administration in the field can be carried
out in the following areas:

1) formation of a new legal framework,
which at a higher level will regulate
the issues of FEA and its public

administration;

2) formation of institutes, organizational
structures and tools for public
administration  that meet the

requirements of the present time;

3) staffing of both the state institutions
themselves of forensic examinations
and the system elements managing
them,;

4) strengthening and formation of new
financial and economic foundations for
functioning of state forensic science
institutions;

5) scientific and information support of
public administration systems in this

14 Hosuxkos C. H. OpraHu3aIiioHHO-IIPaBOBble OCHOBBI 9KCIIePTHO-KPUMUHAIUCTUIECKOH Jed-
TeJIbHOCTHU B OPraHAaX BHYTPEHHUX JieJl : ANC. ... KaHJ. IOpHU/,. HayK. Pa3ansp, 2005. C. 6.

15 Hagousimuui I1. I. ®yHpamMeHTaNbH] 1 IpUKIaZHI JOCIiPKEHHS B rajuaysi Hayku «/ep)kaBHe
VIIPaBIiHHA». B3a€MO3B’I30K i poJIb B YIOCKOHAJIEHHI IIPAKTUKU JEPXKaBHOTO YIIPaBIiHHA.
Kpumcokuil topuduunuii gicnuk. Cimbeponons, 2010. Bum. 2 (9), 4. II. C. 91.
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area, formation of mechanisms for

monitoring its functioning .

This approach to defining the
management system of FEA in Ukraine
seems reasonable, because it takes
into account the target, functional,
organizational and other components of
the mechanism of its state regulation in
our country. Therefore, FEA as an object
of state regulation is the activity of the
state, legal entities and individuals to
ensure justice by independent, objective,
competent and qualified expertise carried
out by professional (certified) forensic
experts on the basis of the Law of Ukraine:
On Judicial Examination and others within
their competence, in the manner and
on the grounds specified by the relevant
provisions of current legislation of
Ukraine V.

According to the latest trends in the
development of FEA in Ukraine, every year
the role of forensic experts is constantly
growing not only in solving, investigating
and preventing crimes, ensuring evidence
in the course of criminal proceedings and
proceedings in administrative offenses,
the involvement of experts in civil and
commercial proceedings * is becoming
increasingly important and widespread.

However, despite the introduction of
a large number of adjustments (primarily
those related to the legislative principles
of the implementation of FEA and
current procedural codes), we can state
that the current state of regulatory and

legal support for FEA in Ukraine is far
from perfect, and the process of reforms
initiated by the state in the relevant field
is not completed. Most of the issues that
theorists in the field of law drew attention
to remained unresolved, and the draft
Law on Forensic Expert Activity in
Ukraine, prepared in 2017 (that, although
not in full, but resolves some legislative
conflicts), postponed indefinitely. This
condition makes scientists to conduct
new research on the legislative support of
in Ukraine ¥.

It should be noted that the legislation
regulating the organization and conduct
of forensic examination in Ukraine is
a significant array of legal norms contained
in numerous normative legal acts of
different legal forces. The current state
of this system can be divided into several
levels of normative legal acts:

1) general nature (devoted to the issues
of determining the legal status
of a forensic expert and forensic
examination in Ukraine which apply to
all species of forensic examinations);

2) procedural (or sectoral) nature
(regulate procedural and procedural
issues of appointment and conducting
forensic examinations in certain areas
of justice);

3) departmental nature (determine the
legal status of forensic experts and
the peculiarities of their activities in
state expert institutions of various
departmental affiliations);

16 JlykpssHeHKO B. B. TeopeTudyeckue OCHOBBI yIIPABIEHUsS CyAeOHO-IKCIIEPTHOH /esTeNbHO-
cTbio. Poav u 3nauenue desmenvrnocmu P. C. BeaAKuHa 6 CMaH08AeHUL COBPEMEHHOT KpUMUHANALL-
cmuku : MaT-JIBl MeXJyHap. Hay4. KoHO. (k 80-nmeTuio co gHa poxi. P. C. Benkuna). Mocksa,

2002. C. 279.

17 Pemnemko II. I. Op. cit. C. 50—51. URL: http://nbuv.gov.ua/UJRN/krise_2013_58%281%29__8 (date

accessed: 17.03.2022).

18 Tapamyk B. M. IIpoGiemMy 3aKOHOJZABYOTO 3abe€3IIE€YEeHHS CYZOBO-€KCIIEPTHOI [JisTBHOCTI
B VkpaiHi. Akmyanvui numanus cydoeoi ekcnepmu3su i Kpuminasicmuky : 36. MaT-71iB MDKHapoZ,.
HayK.-IIpaKT. KOH®., IprcBaYeHol 150-piuyio 3 AHI HapomkeHH 3acu. mpod. M. C. Bokapiyca

(XapkiB, 18—19.04.2019). Xapkis, 2019. C. 41.
19 Ibid.
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4) acts devoted to the conduct of various
(special) types of forensic exami-
nations ».

Currently, in Ukraine, no state body is
responsible for the formation of a single
state policy in the field of FEA that leads
to an imbalance of the entire forensic
expert system due to the inconsistency
of departmental regulatory and legal
regulation.

According to Sehai, the issues of its
optimization of the organization and
infrastructure management, ensuring
the practical implementation of legal and
methodological foundations, are important
in solving the issues of reforming FEA.
These issues, according to the researcher,
include:

« optimization of organizational
forms of management of state
forensic  science  institutions
(hereinafter referred to as FSI)
and non-state forensic science
structures;

« unification of the scientific-
methodological and information
base of the FSIs, management and
coordination of research in the
field of forensic science;

« improving methodology and
procedures for the certification of
professional forensic experts;

« organization of basic training
of specialists in the field of FEA
of humanitarian and natural-
technical profiles;

« improving the methodological
and preventive work of the FI
optimizing the wuse of judicial
expertise by investigators and
courts .

Currently,
forensic science

of reforming
received well-

urgency
has

20 Ibid. C. 30.

deserved recognition: Verkhovna Rada
of Ukraine is considering four draft laws
that regulate forensic science activity in
Ukraine (Ne 6284, 6284-1, 6284-2, 6284-
3). One of the main issues where these
projects have different approaches is the
model of forensic science institutions in
Ukraine which is the most reasonable,
appropriate and effective. The results
of numerous discussions, debates,
questionnaires  and  generalizations
between the professional forensic expert
community, representatives of pre-trial
investigation bodies, courts, advocacy,
scientists indicate the ambiguity of their
attitude to different models according
to which the expert field should operate.
survey generalization among the
professional community conducted by
the Directorate of Legal Policy in the Field
of Judiciary, Judiciary and Related Legal
Institutions of the Ministry of Justice
of Ukraine (Monitoring Report, 2020)
demonstrates that majority of respondents
(51 %) are in favor of reforming the
judicial system), 49 % want to leave the
current system of organizational and
managerial support, 36 % of respondents
say that it is necessary to create a single
central executive body to coordinate and
control all subjects of forensic expertise,
financing their activities in the manner
prescribed by law, and 13 % - to introduce
a single expert qualification commission.

The analysis of world practice in
this matter also indicates the absence
of a unified trend in the construction of
a system of forensic institutions. In some
countries it is the only expert service (for
example, in Estonia, Sweden, Norway,
Belgium, Portugal, Ireland, Northern
Ireland and others - under the Ministry
of Justice; in Finland, Slovenia, Slovakia,

21 Ceraii M. fI. Cyze6Hast 9KCIIEPTOIOTUsL: 0OBEKT, IPEAMET, IPUPOZA U CUCTeMa Hayku. Teopis
ma npakmuxa cy0ogoi ekcnepmusu i Kpuminaaicmuxu. 2003. Bum. 3. C. 25—32.
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Hungary, Serbia, Croatia and others -
under the Ministry of Internal Affairs; in
Belarus it is subordinated to the President
of the country), in other countries,
a system of forensic science institutions
with different departmental subordination
(for example, in Spain, Poland, Latvia,
Lithuania, Moldova, Germany, Romania,
Italy, France, etc.).

L. M. Romanenko, researching
somewhat related to our issues, it is
appropriate to note that when considering
the feasibility of the organization of FEA
in Ukraine should take into account the
positive experience of foreign countries
and not ignore the achievements of the
domestic model of such activities (including
material, methodological , professional
opportunities of departmental specialized
expert institutions). In an effort to ensure
maximum impartiality and independence
of forensic examinations, the position
of scholars who support the fact that
the departmental affiliation of forensic
experts is not crucial in their appointment
to conduct forensic examinations in
administrative proceedings in particular
and in administrative proceedings
in general deserves support. This is
determined by the fact that the agencies
must ensure true independence for forensic
experts and not influence the conduct
of examinations. For this purpose it is
necessary to improve the legal regulation
of this organizational FEA form and to
develop alternative independent forensic
expertise, providing equal opportunities in
the use of both these forms .

Thus, the international experience
of expert support of justice is subject to
scientific analysisin order to implement the
relevant advanced norms in the legislation
of Ukraine and apply them in practical
activities. This is necessary to improve
the procedures for the participation of

22 Pomanenko JI. M. Op. cit. C. 450—451.

a forensic expert in the judiciary and the
entry of Ukrainian FSI into international
organizations that unite various foreign
expert institutions in order to integrate
the Ukrainian system of forensic science
support to justice into international
community.

Taking into account the views that
exist today, we have tried to identify the
main models of the system of forensic
institutions, which are proposed in the
draft Law on Forensic Science Activity.

I. Classical (traditional) model
(currently exists in Ukraine, it is
characterized by decentralization in
the construction of a system of expert
institutions, the functioning of a network
of state and municipal expert institutions
and services subordinated by the Law
to the circle of subjects (ministries and
departments), the presence of intra-
departmental legal regulation). Varieties:
with the restriction of private experts in
the right to conduct forensic, forensic
and forensic psychiatric examinations;
with the provision of private experts with
the right to conduct forensic and forensic
examinations (with the exception of certain
groups of objects).

II. Neoclassical (updated traditional)
model (provides, as well as the previous
one, decentralization in the construction
of a system of expert institutions, the
functioning of the current network of state
and municipal expert institutions and
services with the possibility of creating new
expert institutions by an unlimited range
of entities (ministries and departments),
the presence of intra-departmental legal
regulation). Today, initiatives to create its
own departmental expert service have, for
example, the State Bureau of Investigation.

III. Radical model (new for Ukraine,
it provides for centralization through the
creation of a single Central Executive

16
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Body: State Expert Service, subordinate
to the Cabinet or the Ministry of Justice
of Ukraine, which will ensure the
implementation of state policy in the field
of justice and subordinate all departmental
state and non-state experts institutions
and private forensic experts with whom it
will conclude agreements on the provision
of forensic services and pay for them, as
well as ensure the work of the Central
Expert Qualification Commission to assign
(deprive) qualifications of forensic experts
bring them to disciplinary responsibility,
control over the organization their
activities; ensuring the maintenance of
Registers of certified forensic experts
and methods of forensic examinations;
organization of research in the field of

forensic examination and regulatory
and methodological support of forensic
experts).

IV. Mixed (partially radical) model
(contains a classical or neoclassical model
for the existence of an extensive system
of departmental expert institutions with
elements of centralization - the definition
of the Ministry of Justice of Ukraine as
the only body that forms state policy in
the forensic expert field, as well as the
introduction of unified qualification and
disciplinary bodies (commissions) under
the Ministry of Justice, which will equally

include representatives of various agencies
that are subordinated to the Ministry
of Justice, expert institutions, as well as
representatives of the private sector of
forensic experts).

V. Competitive model (based on
decentralization of extensive system
of departmental forensic institutions
with such a feature that forensic science
institutions subordinate to agencies with
pre-trial investigation functions provide
only the needs of relevant pre-trial
investigation bodiesin conducting forensic
examinations, involving specialists in
investigative actions). Each of the bodies
(agencies) with such functions should
have its own expert service, in contrast,
expert institutions and experts who are
not subordinate to such agencies (namely,
forensic science institutions of the
Ministry of Justice of Ukraine, Ministry of
Healthcare of Ukraine, non-state expert
institutions and private experts), provide
expert services on the appointment of the
court and at the request of other persons
(bodies) in any of proceedings (defense
expert, defense conclusion, alternative
forensic examination, forensic re-
examination)).

Advantages, disadvantages and risks
of each model are formed in the form of
a comparative table (see Table 1).

Table 1
Comparison of models of the system of forensic science institutions

= 2]

= 8 — Z

S 7 IS o =

z g = % 5

Models a = kS| < o,

= 8 S = g

O 8 R S

Z o

Advantages:
«  competitiveness of experts from different
departments, that contributes to the quality of + + - + +

forensic examinations;
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+ (except
for
- availability of an alternative in the subject choice of N 4 _ + pre-trial
forensic examinations for customer; investi-
gation
bodies)
+ determination of the legal status of non-state expert N + + +
institutions;
« elimination of discrimination against other bodies B N ~ _/+ +

in formation of forensic science institutions;

« elimination of the risks of violation of forensic
expert independence by the heads of forensic
science institutions and departments through
the transfer of their functions to assign (deprive)
qualification of a forensic expert, implementation - - + + -
of disciplinary proceedings is uniform for
all experts to qualification and disciplinary
commissions with a single procedure for their work
and a fairly defined composition;

+  delimitation of the body that should form a single
state policy in the field of forensic science and - - + + -
bodies implementing this policy;

+ unified professional requirements while acquiring
forensic expert status;

« uniform qualification and disciplinary bodies for all
forensic experts with a single procedure for their - - + + -
work;

+  procedure unification for conducting
examinations;

+  ensuring equality between state and non-state
forensic experts (in capabilities of professional
training, advanced training, access to examinations = - - + + -
of various types, grounds for bringing to justice,
etc.);

+  unified criteria of remuneration; - - + - -

«  optimization of the number of state forensic
science institutions, staffing number of employees
taking into account the workload by type of forensic
examinations or regions;
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reducing the financial costs of the state regarding
maintenance of forensic science institutions thatdo - - + - -

not have sufficient workload;

ensuring uniformity of the load on experts (in
particular, by introducing an electronic distribution =~ - - + - -
of forensic examinations);

possibility of increasing the amount of salaries
of state forensic experts by optimizing forensic - - + - -
science institutions;

uniformity of material, technical and personnel
support of forensic science institutions;

elimination of corruption intra-departmental

risks (in particular, the bias of forensic medical

examinations in cases of indictment bias, where

health care providers are a party that is possible - - + - -
in the case of conducting forensic examinations at

forensic science institution of the same department

where pre-trial investigation is carried out);

unification of methods of forensic examinations
(both generally recognized by the scientific and - - + - -
expert community and tested in practice);

centralized procedure of organization and control
over the implementation of research works taking
into account the needs of practice (in particular, on
a competitive basis);

convenience of monitoring the activities of subjects
of forensic expert activity according to the unified - - + - -
criteria

Disadvantages and risks:

inconsistency of proposed system of forensic
science institutions with the results of reforming
law enforcement agencies and newly created
central executive bodies (creation of the Bureau of
Economic Security, reform of Security Service of
Ukraine);
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+ needs for additional financial costs from the state
- + + - +
budget;
«  risk of usurpation of forensic examination by a ~ + _ _
single monopoly state body;
+  negative impact on the procedure of forensic
examinations during the reform, formation,
reorganization or liquidation of forensic science B _ + _ _
institutions, registration of new legal relations,
formation of the body (institution) apparatus,
inhibition indefinitely;
«  political opposition of agencies that are
. . . . .. - -/+ + -/+ +
subordinated to forensic science institutions;
« lack of qualified forensic expert staff from the full
list of types of forensic examinations necessary for - - — - +
the body
Conclusion Taking into account the above, a mixed

Selection of the model laid down in the
draft Law on Forensic Expert Activity,
should be very balanced not only in terms
of benefits but in severity of negative
consequences and risks that can occur,
jeopardizing proper functioning of the
forensic expert industry in general for
a long time. It is important in reforming
the system of forensic science institutions
to comply with procedural legislation
(possibility of collecting and submitting
evidence by the parties to the court, taking
into account procedural terms, etc.), as
well as determining the body responsible
for formation of a single state policy in this
area.

model of the system of forensic science
institutions can be considered more
expedient for implementation in Ukraine.

MogeJi cucTeMu iHCTUTYLIH
CyZI0BOi eKCIIePTH3U B YKpaiHi
(mepeBaru Ta pu3UKH)

Hamaunia Tkauenko, Bikmopisa Anekcetiuyk

Pozensanymo ocHO8HI MoOeai cucmemu
iHcmumyuiil  cydoeoi excnepmu3du, u0do
AKUX € NPONO3UYLL 8 NPOEKMI 3AKOHY TPO CY-
0080-ekcnepmuy JisLAbHICTb.

Memotw 0ocaiOsceHHs € 8USHAYEHHS OC-
HOBHUX Modenell cucmemu tHemumyyiii cydo-
801 excnepmu3u 8 Ykpaiui, a maxkox: amanis
MIHHAPOOH020 00C8i0y ekcnepmmozo 3abesne-
YeHHs npaeocydds y cnpaesi imniemenmauii
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810N0BIOHUX CYHACHUX CBIMOBUX HOPM Y 3d-
KoH00aecmeo YKpaiHu 1 3acmocy8aHHs ix
Y NpakmuuHiil disAbHOCHI.

BuokpemaeHo 0ocHO8HI M00eai cucmemu
iHcmumyuyiil cydoeoi ekcnepmusu, 30Kpe-
Ma KaacudHy (mpaduyiiiny), HeokAacuuHy
(oHosneny mpaduuiiiny), paduxanvhy, 3mi-
wawny (4acmkoso padukaaviy) ma 3mazanb-
Hy. OO/PYHIMOBAHO THMeZpAYi0 YKPATHCHKOL
CUCmeMU eKCNepmHoz20 3abesneuenHs npa-
80cy00s 8 MixycHApoOHUll npocmip i ecmyn
BIMUUSHAHUX CY0080-eKCNEPIMHUX YCMAaHo8
00 MinHApPOOHUX Opearizauyiil, akumu 06’e0-
HAHO 3apybiHcHI eKCTiepmHui THCmumyuyii, i3
Memoto 800CKOHANeHHs npouedyp yuacmi cy-
dosux excnepmis y cy0ouuHCmBI.

Katouosi caoea: modeni cucmemu iH-
cmumyuiil cydosoi ekcnepmu3su; cydogo-exc-
nepmmua JisnvHicmy; JepicagHe YNpagAiHHA,
pedopmysanns; kaacudHa (mpaduyiiina)
M00env; HeokaacuyHa (OHO8AeHa Mmpaduyiii-
Ha) modenv; padukanvHa modeav;, 3MILLAHA
(wacmxogo padukanvha) i 3mazanvHa Mooeni.

Mogenu cucTeMbl HHCTUTYIIUH
cyzeGHOI SKCIepTU3bl B YKpanHe
(mpeumyIiecTBa U pUCKH)
Hamaavsa Tkauenko, Bukmopus Anekceiivyk

Paccmomperul 0cHO8HbLe MOOeALL CLUCTEM
uHcmumyyuil cy0eOHOIL IKcMepmu3sl, 10
KOMOPbIM CYUeCmeyion npednosceHUs eHe-
OpeHus 8 npoekme 3aKOHa YKpauHul 0 cydeb-
HO-9KCNepmmoil desmeabHOCHL.

Llenvio uccnedosanus asasemcs onpede-
/leHUe OCHOBHbIX Modesell CUCTneMbl UHCMU-
myyuil cydebHOU IKcnepmu3sv. 8 YkpauHe,
a maxoe ananu3 mexcoynapooroeo onvima
IKCIepmHOo20 obecneveHUs Npagocyous 6 dene
UMNAEMEHMAYULL COOMBEMCMEYOUUX CO-
BpeMEHHBLX MUPOBLLX HOPM 8 3AKOHOOamenb-
cmeo Yxkpauuul u npumeHeHue ux 8 npakmu-
ueckotl JesimeavHOCMUL.

Bui0enenvl0CHO8HbLe MOOEAU CUCTIEMbLUH-
cmumyyuil cy0e6HOIL IKCepmu3el, 8 MOM HLiC-
Ale kaaccudeckyio (mpaduyloHHy10), Heokaac-
cuueckyto (00HO8AEHHYI0 MPAdUULOHHYIO),
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PAaduKaAbHYI0, CMEWAHHYIO (HacuyYHOo padu-
KaAbHY10) U copegHogamenvhyto. ObocHogana
UHMezpayus YKpauHCcKoll CUCMeMblL IKCnepm-
HOz0 obecneuenus mnpagocyous 6 medncoy-
HapoOHOe NpoCmMpancmeo U BCmynaeHue
omeuecmeenHblX CY0eOHO-IKCNePMHbIX  Yu-
pedcOeHull 8 MexcdyHapooHble Op2aHU3AUUL,
obzedunsiowue 3apybexncHvie IKCnepmHble
UHCTMUMYYUL, C UeAbl0 CO8EPULEHCTNB08AHUSL
npoyedyp y4acmusi y0eOHbLX IKCTLepmo8 8 Cy-
donpou3ssodcmee.

Kniouegvte cro8a: modenu cucmem uHCmu-
myyuil cydebHOIL IKcnepmu3el; CYO0eOHO-IKC-
nepmuas  OesmenvHocmy;  20cydapcmaenHoe
ynpagaenue; peopmuposarue; KAACCUHeCKas
(mpaduyuonnas) modenv; HeOKAACCUHECKASL
(0bHO8AEHHAS MpaduyuoHHAL) M0Dens; padu-
Kaavhas mo0ens;, cMewantas (HacmuyHo pa-
JuKanvHas) U COPe8HOBANEAbHASL MOOCALL.
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