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The primary concerns of this paper are to define the role and current
trends in professional activities of forensic experts and specialists
in criminal proceedings on economic crimes. The author analyses
contemporary trends in the use of specific expertise as a scientific
underpinning for the administration of justice in Ukraine, partic-
ularly during the investigation of economic crimes such as money
laundering, smuggling and financial fraud, etc. The article high-
lights the crucial role of forensic experts and specialists in maintain-
ing the accuracy and objectivity during criminal investigations, in
ensuring that procedural decisions are impartial and reasoned, and
in aligning national practice with European standards. Legal regu-
lation, practical aspects and methodological challenges of engaging
forensic experts have been discussed, and the importance of experts’
independence, professional competence and adherence to procedural
safeguards has been emphasised. Analysis of national and European
case law has identified systemic issues, including gaps in Ukraine’s
criminal procedure legislation, lack of standardised methodological
guidelines, and limited accessibility to the Register of Methodologies
for Conducting Forensic Examinations for participants in criminal
proceedings. Comprehensive measures have been proposed to im-
prove Ukrainian legislation, establish a unified national inter-agen-
cy methodological body responsible for developing, registering and
monitoring forensic examination methodologies that address actu-
al capabilities of all parties involved in forensic activities, provide
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public access to the Register of Methodologies for Conducting Foren-
sic Examinations, elaborate on professional development of forensic
experts as well as upgrading of technical facilities, and govern par-
ticipation of foreign specialists in the activities of national expert
institutions. Adoption of these proposals will pave the way for im-
proving the quality of proof, ensuring respect for human rights and
the rule of law, and strengthening public confidence in Ukraine’s
criminal justice system in the context of European integration.
Keywords: specific expertise; economic crime; business entity;
criminal justice; regulatory and legal support; methodology.

Research Problem
Formulation

Specification of facts beyond a reasonable
doubt is a cornerstone principle in crim-
inal proceedings, guaranteeing the objec-
tive classification of offences under crim-
inal law and the fair punishment of those
who have committed crimes, as well as
ensuring the strict observance of rights of
all participants in criminal proceedings.
Proving is of fundamental importance, as
evidence determines the efficiency of in-
dividual procedural actions and the valid-
ity of procedural decisions. Amongst the
evidence, expert opinions and specialist
opinions take on particular significance
due to the development of science and
technology and of issues requiring the ap-
plication of specific expertise.

We are drawn to the issue of forensic
support for the administration of justice in
Ukraine, particularly its compliance with
European Union standards regarding the
prosecution of economic crimes. The rele-
vance of researching this topic stems from
the need to improve practices for combat-
ing economic crime, and to enhance the
effectiveness of practical activities in in-
vestigating criminal offences in the field
of economic activity, which are highly
dangerous to social stability, economic

development and the State’s investment
appeal, thereby making it a priority area
for Ukraine, which seeks to ensure rap-
id post-war recovery of the economy and
the criminal justice system. At the same
time, criminal offences undermining so-
cial relations in the area of public treasury
allocation—such as those involving goods
smuggling and money laundering—pose
a challenge to national law enforcement
agencies and condone transnational
crime.

Investigating offences involving eco-
nomic activities indeed requires an in-
depth analysis of financial and economic
records, a review of complex economic
processes, and the resolution of issues
concerning production, technology and
organisation. Consequently, pre-trial in-
vestigation authorities and the judiciary
actively make use of forensic science in
practice and also employ the procedure
for utilising professional expertise of spe-
cialists. However, Ukraine’s current crim-
inal procedure legislation is marked by
significant gaps and internal inconsisten-
cies in the rules governing the procedural
status of specialists and ways they can par-
ticipate in criminal proceedings, creating
potential for evidence to be ruled inadmis-
sible and adversely affecting efficiency of
investigations into economic crimes.
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Article Purpose

Define the contemporary trends and role
of forensic experts and specialists in crim-
inal proceedings relating to economic of-
fences.

Research Methods

Methodological framework of the study
has been developed considering general
scientific, philosophical and specialised
legal methods of cognition, which have
been applied to clarify the current state of
affairs and prospects for enhancing foren-
sic support in investigations into economic
crimes, as well as to align national practice
with European standards for quality, ad-
missibility and mutual recognition of evi-
dence.

Dialectic method has been useful in
identifying patterns of forensic activities
development against the backdrop of shift-
ing economic relations, the increasing
complexity of economic criminal offenc-
es, and stricter requirements regarding
the scientific validity of proof. It also has
proven valuable in tracing the relationship
between the evolution of EU criminalistics
and the need to modernise the Ukrainian
expert support system.

Systemic-structural approach has con-
tributed to defining the role of forensic ex-
amination and to engaging forensic experts
in proving within proceedings concerning
economic crimes, as well as to analysing in-
teraction between regulatory, institutional
and methodological components of expert
support (the procedural status of experts
and specialists, the role of specialists in ob-
taining samples, standardisation of meth-
odologies, accreditation of laboratories,
and access to methodological resources).

System-structural method has been
employed to reveal the practical purpose

regarding the involvement of forensic ex-
perts and specialists at various stages of
criminal proceedings (specifically during
collection of comparative samples, tech-
nical recording, and analysis of digital
and financial-economic data). It has also
proven helpful in assessing the impact of
regulatory gaps regarding specialist in-
volvement on the efficiency of investiga-
tions and in identifying potential risks of
evidence being ruled inadmissible.

Formal-logic methods (analysis, syn-
thesis, induction, deduction, etc.) have
been utilised to substantiate conclusions
regarding legal fragmentation in the re-
gulation of specialist involvement, the
terminological inconsistency between
the concepts of involvement and partici-
pation, and to draft proposals for resol-
ving conflicts, refining procedural rules,
and enhancing the predictability of law
application.

Legal-dogmatic method has facilitat-
ed the review of provisions in Ukraine’s
criminal procedure legislation defining
the procedural status of forensic experts
and specialists, the procedure for obtain-
ing materials and samples, the criteria for
evidence admissibility and grounds for
dismissal, along with the analysis of the
regulatory framework for quality assur-
ance in expert activities (including issues
of accreditation and methodological regu-
lation).

Comparative legal method has come in
handy for comparing Ukrainian approach-
es to forensic activity organisation with
European criteria for quality assurance
and mutual recognition of forensic ana-
lysis findings (notably in the framework
of strategic documents on the creation of
a common forensic research area).

These methods have provided a com-
plete theoretical and practical understand-
ing of current trends in forensic support

160


https://khrife-journal.org/index.php/journal

Vitalii Usatii. Prospects for Improving Forensic Support in the Investigation
of Economic Crimes. DOI: 10.32353/khrife.1.2026.12

for the investigation of economic crimes,
and have also allowed us to formulate
well-founded proposals for amending leg-
islation, enhancing methodological regu-
lation and the institutional infrastructure
of Ukrainian forensic science against the
backdrop of European integration.

Theoretical framework of the study is
grounded in certain regulatory documents
of national importance and international
standards. Empirical section of the study
draws on the case law of the European
Court of Human Rights (hereinafter re-
ferred to as the ECHR).

Analysis of Essential Researches
and Publications

Scholars are working relentlessly to iden-
tify the most pressing issues and priority
areas for improving forensic support. Ella
Simakova-Yefremian rightly observes that
thereis an urgent need for acomplete over-
haul of Ukrainian legislation governing
forensic activities, as the current regula-
tory framework is riddled with significant
gaps, inconsistencies and terminological
discrepancies, adversely affecting the effi-
ciency of forensic support for justice ad-

ministration. The researcher emphasises
the need to clearly define the procedural
status of forensic experts, to broaden the
range of parties involved in forensic activ-
ities, to review a monopoly held by state
institutions, and to harmonise the Basic
Law with relevant procedural codes. The
professor provides an integrated analysis
of issues surrounding expert motivation,
accreditation of institutions, funding of
forensic examinations, as well as develop-
ment of international cooperation, view-
ing implementation of these measures as
a key prerequisite for improving the qual-
ity, independence of expert services and
for enhancing public trust in forensic ex-
pert activities within Ukraine *. All these
challenges remain relevant to this day.

Researchers are increasingly turning
their attention to the training and profes-
sional development system for staff at fo-
rensic expert institutions. These ideas are
articulated in research papers by S. Has-
parian? I. Petrova 3, O. Uhrovetskyi et al. 4
0. Kurdes °, and others.

As regards recent studies, I. Perevozova
et al., for example, believe that the main
“bottlenecks” in forensic expert support
to justice system are the lack of statistical

1

CimakoBa-Edpemsan E. B. [Ipo HeoOXiZHICTh yAOCKOHAIEHHS 3aKOHOZABCTBA L[OJ0 3Zilic-
HEHHs CyZ0BO-eKCIIePTHOI JisapHOCTI B VKpaiHi. Teopis ma npakmuxka cy0ogoi ekcnepmusu
i kpuminaaicmuxu. 2019. Bum. 19. C. 118—129. DOI: 10.32353/khrife.1.2019.09 (date accessed:
02.02.2026).

TacnapsH C. I. IIIgxy MiZBUIEeHHS SKOCT] i [ITOTOBKYU KaZPiB [ CYZ0BO-eKCIIEPTHUX yCTa-
HOB MiHicTepcTBa focTunii Ykpainu. Tam camo. 2018. Bum. 18. C. 281—287. DOI: 10.32353/
khrife.2018.31 (date accessed: 02.02.2026).

ITetposa I. A. HaykoBi 3acaZiyl yIIpaB/IiHHS PO3BHUTKOM II€PCOHAIY CYZ0BO-eKCIIePTHHX yCTa-
HOB. Apxise kKpuminonoeii ma cydosux Hayxk. 2020. Ne 1. C. 109—119. DOI: 10.32353/acfs.1.2020.09
(date accessed: 02.02.2026).

Vrposenpkuii O., Katapara O., JlaBuzenko /. HanpsaMu BIpoBaKeHHs iHO3eMHOI iHHOBa-
LIIITHOI IPaKTUKYU B KaZipOBe 3a0e3IeYeHHsI CyZ0BO-eKCIIePTHUX ycTaHOoB YKpainu. Teopia ma
npakmuxa cydoeoi ekcnepmua3u i kpuminasicmuxu. 2023. Bum. 3 (32). C. 34—47. DOI: 10.32353/
khrife.3.2023.03 (date accessed: 02.02.2026).

Kypzec O. HacTaBHUIITBO SIK MeTOZ, aJjallTallil, MiAr0TOBKY Ta MiZBUIIeHHs KBatidikaliii cy-
JOBUX eKcliepTiB. Haykosuil sicHuk JHinponemposcuykozo 0epicasHoeo YHI8epCUmeny 6HympiuL-
Hix cnpas. 2021. Ne 1. C. 244—253. DOI: 10.31733/2078-3566-2021-1-244-253 (date accessed:
02.02.2026).
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record-keeping and quality monitoring,
inconsistency in the technical support
available to institutions, and obstacles as-
sociated with full-scale incorporation of
international (particularly European) stan-
dards and practices. The authors propose
a comprehensive approach to digitalisa-
tion of processes, incorporation of interna-
tional expertise, standardisation of record-
keeping, strengthening of inter-agency
cooperation and to broader involvement
of independent forensic experts, and view
this approach as a promising model for
development. Such model will eventually
enhance efficiency within the justice sys-
tem and increase public trust in expert
opinions °.

These recommendations remain valid
today; nevertheless, we believe it is advis-
able to further refine them with a view
to improving forensic support provided
during investigations and trials of eco-
nomic criminal offences.

Main Content
Presentation

Current doctrine of Ukrainian criminal
procedure law suggests that forensic ex-
perts and specialists are persons autho-
rized to use specific expertise. It is pre-
cisely this procedural status that is held by
those who possess specific medical exper-
tise, by psychiatrists, psychologists and
other specialists participating in criminal
proceedings. Both the prosecution and the
defence have the right to receive qualified
assistance from specialists and forensic
experts. This guarantee is a manifestation

of principles of equality of arms and ad-
versarial criminal proceedings.

In keeping with the provisions of
the Criminal Procedure Code of Ukraine
(hereinafter referred to as the CPC of
Ukraine), an expert opinion constitutes
an independent procedural source of ev-
idence (Pt. 2, Art. 84) 7. Obtaining such
evidence often necessitates involvement
of specialists (in particular, when taking
samples, recording information or provid-
ing technical support in conducting cer-
tain procedural actions). Forensic experts
are categorically prohibited from carrying
out such actions on their own. The foren-
sic expert’s powers in this matter are limit-
ed to the right to request additional mate-
rials and samples. At the same time, case
materials and samples received must be
included in the expert opinion. Should an
expert examination be ordered by a court,
the materials and samples shall be select-
ed by the court or by a specialist appointed
by the latter. An expert opinion cannot be
founded on evidence deemed inadmissi-
ble by a court & resulting in heightened
requirements regarding the lawfulness of
methods used to obtain supporting mate-
rials and comparative samples.

Analysing the rules of the CPC of
Ukraine reveals specialist participation is
governed in a fragmentary and selective
manner. The law explicitly provides for
the possibility of his/her involvement only
during certain investigative (search) and
covert investigative (search) actions. These
include inspections, searches, investigative
experiments, collection of samples for ex-
pert examination, covert, audio and video

6 IlepeBosoBal. B., Couka M. B., Mopo3sosa O. C. EkcriepTHe 3abe3medeHHs IpaBoCcyAAs B YKpa-
ui: craH, AuHAMiKa Ta IePCHEKTUBU. AKMYdAAbHI npobaemu cmanoeo pozsumky. 2025. T. 2.
Ne 3. C. 29—40. DOI: 10.60022/2(3)-4S (date accessed: 02.02.2026).

7 KpuMmiHaibHUH IIpoliecyalbHUN KoZeKe Vkpalnu Big 13.04.2012 p. Ne 4651-VI (3i 3miH. Ta Z0-
moB.). URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/4651-17#Text (date accessed: 02.02.2026).

8 Tam camo.
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surveillance of a person, and collection of
information from transport telecommu-
nication networks °. At the same time, in
a number of other procedural steps that
are of significant importance to the inves-
tigation of economic crimes (in particular,
monitoring of bank accounts, locating ra-
dio-electronic devices, special production
of items and documents, or conducting
certain types of covert operations), special-
ist involvement is not provided for or ex-
plicitly governed.

With regard to the principle of lawful-
ness and restrictive interpretation of gov-
ernment authorities’ powers, as enshrined
in the Constitution of Ukraine (Art. 19) 1,
the lack of a clear-cut rule allowing for
the involvement of a specialist in a par-
ticular procedural action precludes his/
her participation in such an action. This
can lead to numerous contradictions in
law application practice, where a forensic
expert may be called upon to analyse in-
formation that has already been obtained,
but not to assist in its covert collection, or
where his/her participation in overt inves-
tigative (search) actions is permitted, but
his/her involvement is not directly regulat-
ed in covert operations.

When investigating economic crimes,
it may be needful to obtain compara-
tive samples of a person’s handwriting
or voice. For effective implementation
of such a measure, the investigator may
involve a forensic expert possessing spe-
cific expertise to participate as a special-
ist in the investigative (search) action. In
such cases, the lack of consistency in ter-
minology within legislation poses extra
challenges: in particular, the absence of
a clear distinction between the concepts of

involvement and participation of a special-
ist. This bears significance for the recusa-
tion process, as a specialist’s participation
in procedural actions may preclude his/
her subsequent involvement in criminal
proceedings in a different procedural sta-
tus, thereby potentially undermining the
principles of equality of arms and adver-
sarial criminal proceedings.

Given the above, there is a risk that
a specialist who is actually only providing
technical or advisory support for sample
collection may subsequently not be ap-
pointed as a forensic expert to carry out
a relevant expert examination or, con-
versely, that his/her participation as a spe-
cialist may be grounds for challenging his/
her appointment or appealing against ex-
pert examination findings. Consequently,
such regulatory uncertainty is potential-
ly detrimental both to the efficiency and
exhaustiveness of pre-trial investigations
and to the admissibility and relevance of
obtained evidence, as the defence may
reasonably question the impartiality of
a forensic expert or legitimacy of the
procedural order for sample collection.
Accordingly, for matters of this nature,
there is a requirement for a clear legal dis-
tinction between the roles of a specialist
and a forensic expert, as well as for clear
procedures governing involvement of spe-
cialists in the selection of comparative
samples, in order to reduce procedural
disputes and ensure compliance with the
standards of fair trial.

Emphasis should be made on recent
legislative amendments covering involve-
ment of foreign specialists, formally
broadening the scope of specific expertise
application. Note should also be taken of

9 KpuMiHaJIBHUH IpOIleCyaIbHUH Kogekce ... . URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/4651-

17#Text (date accessed: 02.02.2026).

10 Koncruryis Vkpainu : 3akoH Vkpainu Biz 28.06.1996 p. Ne 254k/96-BP (3i 3MiH. Ta ZJOIIOB.).
URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/254k/96-Bp#Text (date accessed: 02.02.2025).
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the existence of factors that effectively
limit their participation due to provisions
in the methodologies for conducting fo-
rensic examinations. Involving such spe-
cialists outside legally defined cases poses
certain risks, including the possibility that
evidence obtained may be deemed inad-
missible and that actions of pre-trial inves-
tigation authorities could be classified as
exceeding their authorised powers.

Another issue that continues to raise
concerns is the manner in which spe-
cific expertise is utilised, depending on
the stage of criminal proceedings. Prior
to the entry of information into the Uni-
fied Register of Pre-trial Investigations,
a specialist may provide certificates on
any matter within their field of expertise;
however, once a pre-trial investigation
has commenced, the law significantly re-
stricts the scope for obtaining such certif-
icates and their admissibility as evidence.
This limitation is applicable to cases in-
volving criminal offences. At the same
time, the specialist’s services are subject
to remuneration regardless of the type
of their involvement, thereby effective-
ly acknowledging certificates and advice
as full-fledged procedural participation
in criminal proceedings. When it comes
to a pre-trial investigation (the pre-trial
stage), the law does not, in practice, lim-
it getting expert opinions or certificates
from specialists; however, there are no
grounds for treating them as pieces of ev-
idence either.

Collectively, these issues point to the
need for a full review of the legislative

framework governing specialist involve-
ment in criminal proceedings, specifically
in cases involving economic crimes. Ad-
dressing terminological inconsistencies,
expanding the legal framework for involv-
ing qualified specialists, and clearly defin-
ing their areas of competence are essen-
tial prerequisites for ensuring evidence
admissibility, streamlining pre-trial inves-
tigations, and ensuring the proper trial of
criminal offences in the field of economic
activity.

International legal regulations set out
the procedure for specific expertise appli-
cation in the field of criminal justice (in
particular, Recommendation Ne R (87) 18
of the Committee of Ministers to Member
States Concerning the Simplification of
Criminal Justice): The authorities respon-
sible for the prosecution, investigation and
trial of cases which require it should have
available the assistance of experts in fields
such as social psychology, medicine, psy-
chiatry, accountancy, economics, finance
or forensic science in sufficient numbers
to cope with the growing technicality of
crime and the taking of evidence . It is
also crucial that participation of a forensic
expert and a specialist ensures the objec-
tive safeguarding of an individual’s right
to a fair trial, as enshrined in Art. 6 of the
European Convention on Human Rights
(hereinafter referred to as the Conven-
tion), and to other guarantees under the
Convention . Apart from conventional
guarantees, it is also necessary to take into
account certain other legal and organisa-
tional principles.

11 Recommendation Ne R (87) 18 of the Committee of Ministers to Member States Concerning
the Simplification of Criminal Justice (Adopted by the Committee of Ministers on 17 Sept1987
at the 410th meeting of the Ministers’ Deputies) / Council of Europe : web. 6 p. URL: https://
rm.coe.int/16804e19f8 (date accessed: 19.01.2026).

12 KoHBeHIisl IIPO 3aXWUCT MPaB JIOJUHU i OCHOBOIIOJOXHUX CB0OOJ (EBpoIelichka KOHBEH-
I[is 3 IIpaB JOAUHMY) Big 04.11.1950 p. (3i 3MiH. Ta Aom0B.) ; patudik. 3akoHOM VKpaiHu Bif
17.07.1997 p. Ne 475/97-BP ; unnna 711 Vkpainu 3 11.09.1997 p. URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.
ua/laws/show/995_004#Text (date accessed: 22.01.2026).
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According to the European Court of
Human Rights case law, specialist in-
volvement must be justified if confiden-
tial data are collected, as the disclosure
of such information is recognised as a vi-
olation of right to respect for private and
family life guaranteed by Art. 8 of the
Convention 3. Accordingly, in the case of
Surikov v. Ukraine, the ECHR ruled that
collection of such information by govern-
ment authorities in the absence of suffi-
cient grounds constituted a breach of the
above-mentioned legal provisions .

It is also essential to ensure that the fo-
rensic expert or specialist involved meets
the requirements for independence. Such
persons must maintain formal and le-
gal independence from those involved in
a criminal offence °. In its case law, the
European Court of Human Rights has
ruled that the bias of a court-appointed
expert may, in certain circumstances, lead
to a breach of the principle of equality of
arms, which is an integral part of the con-
ceptof a “fair trial”°. Among other things,
consideration should be given to factors
such as the expert’s procedural position or
status and their role in relevant proceed-

13 KOHBeHIisd IpPO 3aXUCT IpaB JIOAUHU ... .

995_004#Text (date accessed: 19.01.2026).

ings, as well as their relationship with oth-
er parties to criminal proceedings V. Any
doubts about the impartiality of a foren-
sic expert or specialist undermine public
trust in the judicial system; therefore, “ap-
pearance of impartiality” is crucial .

One of the legal principles governing
the use of an expert’s specific expertise is
pre-trial investigation secrecy, or the prin-
ciple prohibiting the disclosure of infor-
mation relating to criminal proceedings.
This obliges the forensic expert not to
disclose any information that has come to
his/her knowledge in the course of his/her
professional activities, without the per-
mission of a party to criminal proceedings
that engaged them, or a court. This in-
formation may only be made public with
the written consent of the investigator or
prosecutor, within boundaries set by the
latter .

Apart from regulatory requirements,
there are issues related to methodological
support that warrant attention. Global-
isation of cross-border crime has made
it mandatory for EU Member States to
improve international mechanisms for
combating crime and to reinforce mutual

URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/

14 PimenHs €CIII y cupasi «CypikoB IpoTu YKpaiHu» Bif 26.04.2017 p. (3a 3asgB0oI0 Ne 42788/06) /
HUDOC. European Court of Human Rights : web. URL: https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/#{%22item
1d%22:[%22001-192315%22]} (date accessed: 19.01.2026).

15 Case of Baji¢ v. Croatia 16 Dec 2004 (applic. No. 3742/02) / Ibid. URL: https://hudoc.echr.coe.
int/eng?i=001-67778 (date accessed: 21.01.2026).

16 Case of Bonisch v. Austria 6 May 1985 (applic. No. 8658/79) / HUDOC. European Court of Human
Rights : web. URL: https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng?i=001-57443 (date accessed: 26.01.2026).

17 Case of Letinci¢ v. Croatia 3 Aug 2016 (applic. No. 7183/11) / Ibid. URL: https://hudoc.echr.coe.
int/eng?i=001-162422 (date accessed: 26.01.2026) ; Case of Sara Lind Eggertsdoéttir c. Islande
5 0ct 2007 (applic. No. 31930/04) / Ibid. URL: https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng?i=001-81433 (date

accessed: 26.01.2026).

18 Case of Baji¢ v. Croatia ... . URL: https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng?i=001-67778 (date accessed:

21.01.2026).

19 Case of Bédat v. Switzerland 29 March 2016 (applic. No. 56925/08) / Ibid. URL: https://hudoc.
echr.coe.int/eng?i=001-161898 (date accessed: 26.01.2026) ; Affaire Sellami c. France 17 March
2021 (applic. No. 61470/15) / Ibid. URL: https:/hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng?i=001-206518 (date

accessed: 26.01.2026).
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recognition of the results of evidence gath-
ering and analysis (in particular, evidence
obtained through international coopera-
tion). In this context (alongside purely le-
gal issues pertaining to admissibility and
recognition of evidence), another, no less
significant issue is becoming increasingly
obvious: methodological framework of fo-
rensic expert activities. This is essential to
ensure comparability of expert opinions
and credibility thereof in different juris-
dictions. For Ukraine, this issue adds an-
other layer of complexity due to the con-
stitutionally enshrined strategic course
towards gaining full membership in the
EU (Art. 85 of the Constitution of Ukraine),
objectively requiring the national forensic
science system to be aligned with Europe-
an standards regarding the quality, trans-
parency and verifiability of expert proce-
dures.

The Association Agreement between
Ukraine, of the one part, and the Europe-
an Union and the European Atomic Ener-
gy Community and their Member States,
of the other part, envisages strengthening
cooperation (this applies to the fields of
accreditation and conformity assessment:
Ars. 55 and 56), with a view to deepening
mutual understanding of the respective
systems and facilitating market access *.
Ukraine shall take necessary measures
in order to gradually achieve conformi-
ty with EU technical regulations and EU
standardisation, metrology, accreditation,
conformity assessment procedures and
the market surveillance system, and un-

dertakes to follow the principles and prac-
tices laid down in relevant EU Decisions
and Regulations. Under such circumstanc-
es, the issue of laboratory accreditation,
method validation and standards harmon-
isation takes on significance not only from
an economic or technical perspective, but
also from a procedural and legal perspec-
tive, since it directly impacts the capacity
of parties to criminal proceedings to justi-
fy their opinions with credible and admis-
sible evidence.

For the purpose of ensuring well-man-
aged and coordinated implementation of
harmonisation processes in the field of
criminalistics, the Council of the EU ad-
opted the Vision for European Forensic Sci-
ence 2020 (EFSA 2020) Strategic Document
in 2011. The document aims to create a Eu-
ropean Forensic Science Area and advance
forensic infrastructure to ensure mutual
recognition of forensic findings. The fun-
damental principle underlying this ap-
proach is to set up a common framework
within which expert opinions can be mu-
tually recognised through agreed method-
ologies, international standards and trans-
parent assessment criteria. The document
puts emphasis on both standardising
technicalities of laboratory workflow and
on strengthening trust in expert opinions
in legal proceedings *. These aspects are
inextricably linked to guarantees of a fair
trial.

In view of the foregoing, particular
importance is attached to accreditation
of forensic institutions in line with the

20 Yroga mpo acomiarniio MiX YkpaiHoIo, 3 OfHi€l CTOPOHU, Ta €BpomneiicbkuM Coo3oM, EBpo-
[IeHICbKUM CIIIBTOBAapPHCTBOM 3 @TOMHOI €Heprii i iXHIMU Zep:kaBaMU-WIeHaMU, 3 iHIII0I CTO-
poHu : parudik. i3 3as1B. 3akoHOM VKpaiHu Biz 16.09.2014 p. Ne 1678-VII (3i 3MiH. Ta ZOIOB.).
URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/984_011#Text (date accessed: 26.01.2026).

21 Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on the provision
of food information to consumers (Second reading) : Brussels, 6 June 2011 / Council of the
European Union : web. 56 p. URL: https://data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST-11001-

2011-INIT/en/pdf (date accessed: 30.01.2026).
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International Standard ISO/IEC 17025 %,
development of harmonized training stan-
dards for forensic experts, incorporation
of advanced scientific means, and foster-
ing conditions for regular forensic infor-
mation sharing between Member States.
The common minimum standards concept
means that collection, processing, use
and transmission of forensic data should
be carried out in accordance with compa-
rable rules, and providers of forensic ser-
vices must operate on the basis of agreed
quality assurance procedures *. In terms
of practical application, it is accreditation
of forensic laboratories that is regarded as
the cornerstone of trust in forensic exam-
ination findings and as a prerequisite for
their subsequent use in criminal proceed-
ings.

Another landmark event was the estab-
lishment of ENFSI (The European Network
of Forensic Science Institutes), and its devel-
opment of Vision of the European Forensic
Science Area 2030. This document sets out
framework for biometrics, artificial intelli-
gence, new digital tools for on-scene work,
and omics-based methods for analysing bi-
ological samples, whilst also addressing the
challenges posed by Industry 4.0 and big
data. It also underlines the need to prove
reliability of methods through fundamental
research, to identify error rates, to improve
reference databases, and to account for the
human factor, which may potentially influ-
ence expert judgements *. In the context
of criminal proceedings, these factors are
meaningful in procedural terms. By verify-

ing the scientific validity of opinions, such
factors reduce the risk of evidence being
challenged on the grounds that methods
were inappropriate or procedures were not
followed.

In line with ENFSI strategic road-
map for 2025, the ENFSI Action Plan for
2025-2026 has been adopted; this serves
as a practical tool for implementing the
ENFSI Strategic Plan for 2023-2026 and
the EFSA Action Plan 2.0. The document
focuses on the systematic implementation
of the EU Council’s decisions regarding the
European Forensic Science Area 2.0 and is
based on three key pillars: a forward-look-
ing approach, enhancing the weight of fo-
rensic examination findings, and demon-
strating the reliability of expert opinions.
In view of the foregoing, the ENFSI has
been tasked with the overall responsi-
bility for coordinating and implement-
ing a range of measures (through expert
working groups, standing committees and
EU-funded projects).

The Action Plan primarily focuses on
the introduction of innovations and ho-
rizon scanning in the field of forensic sci-
ence, including the analysis of mid- and
long-term science and technology trends,
the development of interdisciplinary ap-
proaches, and the assessment of the po-
tential and risks inherent in AI use during
forensic analyses. The plan covers not
only technical adoption of new tools but
also development of a framework for the
admissibility of these tools by the judiciary
through training, guidance, and potential

22 ACTY EN ISO/IEC 17025:2019 3arajbHi BUMOI'M [0 KOMIIETEHTHOCTi BUNIPOOYBaJIbHUX Ta
KanibpyBanpHUX JabopaTopiit (EN ISO/IEC 17025:2017, IDT; ISO/IEC 17025:2017, IDT) : 3aTB.
naxkas. JII «YkpH/IHI» Bz 23.12.2019 p. Ne 483 [YunHuti Big 01.01.2021]. URL: https://online.
budstandart.com/ua/catalog/doc-page.html?id_doc=88724 (date accessed: 30.01.2026).

23 Proposal for a Regulation ... . URL: https://data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST-11001-

2011-INIT/en/pdf (date accessed: 30.01.2026).

24 Vision of the European Forensic Science Area 2030 / ENFSI : web. 3 p. URL: https://enfsi.eu/
wp-content/uploads/2021/11/Vision-of-the-European-Forensic-Science-Area-2030.pdf (date ac-

cessed: 30.01.2026).
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legislative amendments, highlighting the
procedural importance of these expert in-
novations.

Simultaneously, the ENFSI Action Plan
emphasises strengthening the institution-
al capacity of the network itself through
the professionalisation of management,
the development of a unified IT infra-
structure, the standardisation of commu-
nication products, and the strengthening
of international cooperation, particularly
within the IFSA — the International Founda-
tion for Social Adaptation **. This approach
shows an understanding that trust in fo-
rensic examination findings is built not
only through methodologies and technol-
ogies, but also through transparent man-
agement procedures, high-quality staff
training and synchronized cooperation
between the expert community and the
criminal justice systems of diverse states.

However, even with the availability of
pan-European strategies in the field of fo-
rensic science, Ukraine still faces a range
of systemic issues on the methodological
framework for forensic expert activities.
Specifically, the lack of a unified approach
to structuring methodologies, their devel-
opment by various institutions at different
times, and the use of different format-
ting models can lead to inconsistencies
in content and variations in the quality of
methodological tools. The situation is fur-
ther exacerbated by the lack of a unified
methodological body that would carry out
inter-agency reviews of methodologies,
decide on their registration, and ensure
the involvement of representatives from

various expert organizations, thereby
minimizing conflicts in practice. Compe-
tition between methods exacerbates the
problem within the adversarial judicial
system: if different expert organisations
adopt varying approaches to examining
the same object, they may arrive at con-
tradictory expert opinions, thereby under-
mining trust in results credibility. No less
important is the issue of accessibility of
methodologies for forensic experts, inves-
tigators, prosecutors, judges and defence
counsels, since it is virtually impossible to
properly review expert opinions and ver-
ify their scientific validity without open
access—or at least regulated access—to
registered methodologies.

Within the framework of economic
criminal offences, forensic accounting ex-
amination warrants particular attention;
this involves analysing historical financial
data to resolve current or future legal dis-
putes, and requires a blend of expertise
in accounting, auditing, investigative me-
thods and proving standards. Practical
value of this research type lies in the inves-
tigation of fraud, embezzlement and ter-
rorist financing, as well as in assessing the
volume of losses in civil and economic dis-
putes. However, a further challenge is the
lack of standardised procedures for train-
ing such specialists, which, as evidenced
by comparative experience in other coun-
tries, is a global trend: training curricula
can be incohesive and do not always match
actual real-world needs, leading to a gap
between educational competencies and the
demands of professional environment *.

25 ENFSI Action Plan : Ref. Code BRD-FWK-010. Is. No. 007. Is. Dste 12.05.2025 / ENFSI : web.
URL: https://enfsi.eu/wp-content/uploads/2025/07/ENFSI-Action-Plan-2025-2026.pdf (date ac-

cessed: 30.01.2026).

26 Alzahrane M. A. Insights from forensic accounting educators and practitioners within the
KSA context regarding the optimal forensic accounting skills set: an implication on the socio-
economic development. Journal of Business and Socio-Economic Development. 2024. Vol. 4 Is. 1.
Pp. 66—80. DOI: 10.1108/JBSED-08-2022-0082 (date accessed: 02.02.2026).
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Bearing in mind the above, there ap-
pears to be a clear rationale to consistently
reform the methodological framework for
forensic expert activities in Ukraine (spe-
cifically through the institutionalisation
of a unified methodological coordination
body, the regulatory consolidation of re-
quirements for the structure and content
of methodologies, the creation and legal
regulation of forensic methodology regis-
ters, the definition of register access poli-
cies and of validation and implementation
procedures for research findings). This
approach would help bring the national
system of forensic science into alignment
with European standards, enhance the
quality of expert opinions, ensure that
they are scrutinised in adversarial pro-
ceedings and, ultimately, would bolster
public and judicial confidence in forensic
support for economic criminal offenses.

Conclusions

This study has revealed a number of le-
gal and organisational issues associated
with the provision of forensic support for
pre-trial investigations of criminal offenc-
es (particularly in the field of economic ac-
tivity). From our perspective, these issues
can be addressed by consistently adopting
the following measures:

1) Improving legislative framework
by amending the CPC of Ukraine to
define clear conditions, procedures
and the scope of specialist involve-
ment in all types of procedural ac-
tions, including covert investigative
(search) actions, whilst observing
the principle of the pre-trial investi-
gation authority’s powers not being
excessive);

2) Introducing a unified methodolog-
ical body (setting up a national
body responsible for developing,
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3)

4)

5)

6)

registering and overseeing forensic
methodologies that would take into
account actual capabilities of all
subjects involved in forensic activi-
ties, regardless of their inter-agency
affiliation). This will ensure consis-
tency in the choice of approaches,
thereby preventing inconsistencies
and increasing trust in expert opi-
nions;

Adopting an open-access model for
methodologies for conducting fo-
rensic examinations (establish legal
provisions for access to the Register
by parties involved in criminal pro-
ceedings—investigators,  prosecu-
tors, lawyers and judges—which will
ensure the transparency and veri-
fiability of opinions, whilst taking
into account a number of procedu-
ral considerations during the con-
duct of any expert examination);
Streamlining the procedure for en-
gaging foreign experts (refining the
mechanism for engaging foreign ex-
perts by establishing clear grounds,
requirements and limitations for
their participation, simultaneous-
ly expanding the areas where such
participation is possible, especial-
ly in cases involving cross-bor-
der crime and complex financial
schemes);

Developing standards for the exe-
cution of specialist certificates and
opinions, thereby ensuring legal
certainty and admissibility of these
documents in proceedings;
Improving technical and material
capabilities within forensic expert
institutions (developing state lab-
oratory capability building pro-
grams, standardizing procurement
of modern equipment and intro-
ducing cutting-edge technologies,
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which will ensure a high level of
accuracy and credibility in forensic
research).

Implementing these recommenda-
tions will help improve proving quality,
ensure human rights and the rule of law,
and strengthen public trust in Ukraine’s
criminal justice system as it integrates
into the European Legal Area.

ITepcrieKTHUBY BJOCKOHAJIEHHS
CYZI0BO-eKCIIEPTHOro 3a0e3me4eHHs
PO3CIiZyBaHHSA rOCHOZAPCHKUX
3JI0YMHIB

Bimaaiii Ycamuil

Mema cmammi — 8U3HAYUMU pOAbL MaA
cyuacHi meHOeHyii npogeciiinoi  OJifnb-
Hocmi cydosux ekcnepmis 1 cneyianicmis
Y KPUMIHAALHUX NPO8AOA#EHHAX NPO 20CNO-
dapcoki 3a0uuHU. IIpoananizosano cy4acHi
mendeHyii KOpUCMYBAHHA CNeylaAbHUMU
3HAMHAMU SK HAYKOBUM MNIOfPYHMAM 3d-
be3neuenns npaeocydds 6 Ykpaiui, ocobau-
80 Ni0 Yac po3caidysamus 3104UHi8 Y cpepi
2ocnodapcokoi JisAvbHOCMi, MAKUX, AK /Je-
2anizayis epowlosux Kowmis, konmpabauoa
ma waxpaiicmeo 3 GiHAHCOBUM pecypcamul
mouwo. AKYeHmMo8aHo Ha 8UPIWLAALHIIL pOaL
cydosux excnepmisg i cneyianicmis y 3abesne-
YeHHI MOUHOCT, 06 EKMUBHOCTLKPUMIHAAL-
HUX po3cAidy8ans, NPULHAMIMI 00 €KMUBHUX
i 00/pYHMOBAHUX NPOUECYANbHUX pillUeHb
ma y32000eHHl HAYIOHAALHOL NpaKmMuKu
3 esponelicokumu cmandapmamu. Jocnaio-
MHeHO Npagose pezyAl08AHHA, NPAKMUUHL
acnexkmu il MemoOuuHi npobaemu 3ary1eHHs
excnepmis, NiOKpec/eHO BAMCAUBICMb IXHIX
He3anexnHocmi, npogeciiiHoi Komnemenm-
Hocmi ma 0OMpUMAHHSL NPOLEeCYaNbHUX 2d-
panmiii. Ha ocHo8l aHanizy HAUIOHAALHOL
i esponeticokol cydosux NPAKMuUK UIHAUEHO
cucmemHi npobaemu, 30Kpema NpozaiuHu
8 KPUMIHANAbHOMY NPOUeCyanvHOMY 3AKOHO-
dascmsi Ykpaiuu, eidcymuicme YHiQikosa-

H020 MemoOu4H020 3abe3neueH s ma NOGHO-
YIHH020 JOCMyMny Y4acHUKI8 KpUMIHAALHOZO0
npogadicents 0o Peecmpy memodux npoge-
JeHHs cydosux ekcnepmu3. 3anponoHosd-
HO KOMN/AEKCHI 3axodu 045 800CKOHANEHHA
YKPAiHCbKO20 3AKOH00A8Cmed, CMEOpPeHHs
€0UHO020 HAUIOHAALHO20 MidHEI00MH020 Me-
mo0o102i4H020 Op2aHa, 8i0nosidanvHo20 3a
PO3pObAeH s, peecmpayilo ma KOHMpOAb
Memodux cy0080-ekcnepmHux 0ocaAidKceHb,
AKL  8paxo8ysamumyms (QakmuuHi MOdxic-
Augocmi 8Cix cy6’ekmie cy0080-eKcnepmHoi
disavHocmi, 8i0kpumms 048 WUPOKO20 3d-
eany Peecmpy memodux npogedents cy0osux
excnepmu3, NidgullleHHs KeaaiQikauyii exc-
nepmis, MoOepHizauii mexHiuHoi 6asu il ype-
2YNI08AHHSA YUACMI THO3eMHUX Cneyianicmis
y pobomi HAYIOHAALHUX eKCMePIHUX Yema-
Ho8. Peanisayis yux npono3uyiii dacmoe
3moey nideuwjumu Akicmv 00KA3YBAHHA,
3abesneuumu O0OMpUMAHHA NpaA8 AIOOUHU
ma 3aKOHHOCMI, a MAKOd¥ IMIYHUMU J08IpY
cycninvbemea 0o cucmemu KpUMIHAALHOZO
npagocydos YKpainu 6 ymosax €8poneiicukol
iHmezpayii.

Kawuoei caoga: cneyianvHi 3HAHHA
eKOHOMIYHA 3A0HUHHICTMY, CY0’ekm eocno-
0apcovkoi OiaAbHOCMI; KPUMIHAALHA 10CMU-
Yis;, HOpMAmMueHO-npasoge 3abe3mneuerms;
Mmemoduxka.
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