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Theoretical and applied aspects of forensic classification of crimi-
nal offenses against justice are disclosed. This research paper is to
develop a forensic classification of criminal offenses against justice
based on a comprehensive consideration of criminal law and foren-
@ @ sically significant criteria. Research methodological basis is general
L -H scientific methods of analysis, synthesis and generalization, as well
as dialectical, logical-semantic, formal-legal, systemic-structural,
comparative-legal and hermeneutic methods. Current state of scien-
tific research in the field of forensic classification of criminal offens-
es and scientific approaches to systematization of criminal offenses
against justice is analyzed. Scientific positions are generalized and
critical analysis of the proposed approaches is carried out. It is sub-
stantiated that use of exclusively criminal law criteria does not en-
sure full consideration of regularities of the mechanism of criminal
and illegal activity, formation specifics trace picture and sources of
evidentiary information. It was found that while constructing a fo-
rensic classification of criminal offenses against justice, mechanism
of committing criminal offense, nature of the interaction of parti-
cipants, methods of implementing illegal behavior and the mecha-
nism of trace formation are of paramount importance. An author’s
forensic classification of criminal offenses against justice is proposed

This article is translation of the original Ukrainian content, which source is available at the link:
https://khrife-journal.org/index.php/journal (translated Andriy Bublikov). The author acknowledges translation
as corresponding to the original.

© 2026 The Author(s). Published by National Scientific Center «Hon. Prof. M. S. Bokarius Forensic Science
Institute» & Yaroslav Mudryi National Law University.

This is an open access article distributed under Creative Commons Attribution License (CC_BY_4.0.0) allowing
unlimited use, distribution and reproduction on any medium, subject to reference to the Author and original
sources.


https://orcid.org/0009-0009-2911-9690
mailto:tetiana.justice.ua%40gmail.com?subject=
https://doi.org/10.32353/khrife.2.2026.07

Tetiana Bobko. Forensic Classification of Criminal Offenses against Justice Administration.

DOI: 10.32353/khrife.2.2026.07

that includes seven independent groups of criminal offenses formed
on the basis of forensically significant criteria. It is concluded that
proposed classification model has important theoretical and applied
significance, since it creates a basis for the formation of separate
forensic methods of investigation and trial of the corresponding cat-
egory of criminal offenses. Prospects for further research related to
development of forensic recommendations and methods for indivi-
dual types of criminal offenses against justice are outlined.

Keywords: criminal proceedings; criminal offense; court pro-
ceedings; forensic support; justice; crime counteraction.

Research
Problem Formulation

Recently, focus of forensic research is
aimed at improving scientific approaches
to systematization of criminal offenses.
This is due to intention to implement the
goal associated with increasing efficiency
of their detection, investigation and tri-
al. One of the basic methodological tools
in this direction is the forensic classifica-
tion of criminal offenses, which is aimed
at their distribution into separate groups
according to common criminal-legal
and forensically significant signs !. This
approach makes possible to determine
the mechanism regularities of criminal
activity, typical methods of committing
and concealing criminal offenses, trace
pattern peculiarities, specifics of offen-
der’s personality, and to form the basis for
building individual forensic methods.
These issues take on particular rele-
vance in the context of criminal offenses
against administration of justice, as this
category of acts directly undermines the
normal functioning of pre-trial investi-
gation bodies, prosecutor’s office, courts,
and penal institutions, as well as fulfill-

ment of the objectives of criminal pro-
ceedings and the principle of the rule of
law. The specific nature of such criminal
offenses is determined by their heteroge-
neity, commission mechanism complexi-
ty, high level of concealment, use of proce-
dural and organizational opportunities to
obstruct discovery of the truth, as well as
the particular composition of the persons
involved in their commission.

Despite significant number of research
papers devoted to the issues of forensic
classification of criminal offenses, issues
of systematization of criminal offenses
against justice remain insufficiently deve-
loped. We believe that the task of scientifi-
cally rethinking approaches to the forensic
classification of criminal offenses against
justice is relevant and of great importance
for further formation of individual forensic
methods, improvement of organization of
the investigation and increasing efficiency
of the practical activities of law enforce-
ment agencies and the court.

Article Purpose

Develop forensic classification of criminal
offenses against justice.

1 Tycesa B. O. KpuMmiHamicTiyHa Ki1acudiKaliisa 3/I09MHIB: HAyKOBe Ta IIPAKTUYHE 3HAUEHHA.
IIpasosi eopusonmu. 2019. Bum. 16. C. 70. DOI: 10.21272/legalhorizons.2019.i16.p:69 (date

accessed: 14.04.2026).
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Research Methods

This goal was achieved using a complex of
general scientific and special legal meth-
ods of scientific cognition. In particular,
dialectical method was used to study de-
velopment of scientific approaches to fo-
rensic classification of criminal offenses,
analyze evolution of views on the criteria
for their systematization and determine
the relationship between development
of forensic science and improvement of
methods for investigating individual cate-
gories of criminal offenses.

Logical-semantic method was use-
ful for analyzing categorical apparatus of
the study (in particular, the concepts of
forensic classification of criminal offenses,
forensically significant specifics, mechanism
of criminal activity, forensic characteristic
of criminal offense), that made possible to
clarify their content, determine the cor-
relation and specify the specifics of their
application within the research subject.

Formal-legal (dogmatic) method hel-
ped in analyzing provisions of the crimi-
nal legislation of Ukraine, primarily the
norms of Chapter XVIII of the Criminal
Code of Ukraine 2, as well as in studying
the criminal-legal specifics of criminal
offenses against justice and determining
possibilities of using them as a basis for
constructing forensic classification.

Using the system-structural method,
the role of forensic classification in the
structure of forensic knowledge was inves-
tigated, relationships between individual

groups of criminal offenses against justice
were determined and an author’s classifi-
cation model was created taking into ac-
count forensically significant criteria.

Comparative legal method contributed
to the comparison of scientific approaches
to classification of criminal offenses pro-
posed in criminalistics, criminal law and
related fields of knowledge, as well as the
analysis of author’s models of systematiza-
tion of criminal offenses against justice.

Hermeneutic method was applied to
interpret doctrinal provisions and sci-
entific concepts from the forensic clas-
sification of criminal offenses that made
possible to outline their substantive pe-
culiarities, identify common approaches
and determine discursive aspects of the
researched issues.

Methods of generalization and scientif-
ic analysis helped to systematize scientific
approaches, formulate author’s conclu-
sions, and develop forensic classification of
criminal offenses against justice, focused
on the needs of further formation of indi-
vidual forensic investigation methods.

Analysis
of Essential Researches
and Publications

The issues of forensic classification of
criminal offenses against justice have al-
ready been the subject of research by schol-
ars. Significant contribution to the develop-
ment of doctrinal approaches was made by
V. Husieva ?, V. Zhuravel 4,

2 KpumiHaJabHUY KoZeKc YKpainu Big 05.04.2001 p. Ne 2341-I1I (3i 3miH. Ta gomoB.). URL: https://
zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/2341-14#Text (date accessed: 14.04.2026).

3 Tycesa B. O. Kpuminanictrana kracudikariis 3JI041HIB: Cy9aCHUI CTaH HAyKOBOTO 3abe3ie-
YEHHsI Ta MEPCIIEKTUBU IOAAIBIINX AOCTiKenb. Jurnalul juridic national: teorie si practicd.
2019. Ne 3 (37). 4. 1. C. 151—156. URI: http://dspace.univd.edu.ua/xmlui/handle/123456789/6079

(date accessed: 14.04.2026).

4 JKypaseiub B. A. KpumiHamicTU4HI MEeTOAMKU: Cy49acHi HAyKOBi KOHIIeTIIii : MoHorpadis. Xap-

KiB, 2012. 302 c.
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0. Pchelina °, V. Tishchenko ¢, B. Shchur ’
etal.

In scientific literature, attention is fo-
cused on importance of classification as
a universal tool of scientific knowledge
allowing not only to organize knowledge
about certain phenomena, but to reveal
their internal nature, patterns of devel-
opment and relationships with other re-
search objects. For example, L. Kryvo-
chenko emphasizes that classification (due
to identification of the most general and
typical characteristics of the phenomena
under research, their comparison with
similar ones and distinction from others)
allows for a deeper understanding of the
essence of corresponding phenomenon,
to determine its impact on related pro-
cesses and to predict the directions of fur-
ther development. At the same time, the
researcher emphasizes that any classifica-
tion can perform such a cognitive function
only if it is scientifically sound, internally
meaningfully true and logically correct
in its construction. Thereby its formation
should be carried out in compliance with

the laws of both dialectical and formal

logic ®.
Regarding forensic classification
of criminal offenses against justice,

S. Knyzhenko substantiated that criminal
law classification is not enough to form
separate forensic methods of investiga-
tion, since it does not take into account
the method of committing the crime,
identity of the offender, trace pattern pe-
culiarities, etc.’

V. Hrytsenko ! made an attempt to de-
velop a forensic classification of criminal
offenses against justice. He critically as-
sessed existing approaches, based mainly
on characteristics of the subject or meth-
ods of committing offense and proposed an
approach based on the axiological criteri-
on, namely: public goods and legitimate in-
terests that have been harmed, taking into
account the characteristics of the victims
and perpetrators of such criminal acts.

The author’s classifications of certain
groups of criminal offenses against justice
were proposed by K. Romanauskas ™ and
Ye. Sup 2.

5

10

11

12

ITuenina O. B. KpuminanicTryHa kiacudikaiis 3mo9uHiB. [Ipaso i cycniavemao. 2014, Ne 6-1. 9. 2.
C. 304—309. URI: https://dspace.univd.edu.ua/handle/123456789/19904 (date accessed: 14.04.2026).
Timenko B. B. TeopeTHU4Hi i IPaKTUYHI OCHOBU METOAUKU PO3CJIiyBaHHS 3JI0YMHIB : MOHO-
rpadis. Ogeca, 2007. 260 c.

Ilyp B. B. KpuminanicTuuHa Kiaacudikallig 3JI04MHIB: CIIiBBIHOIIEHHS i3 CYMDIXHUMU I10-
HATTAMU. Haykosuil gicHuk J[6818Cbk020 OepicasHo20 YyHisepcumemnmy eHympiwuHix cnpas. 2010.
Ne 2. C. 337—344.

KpuBouenko JI. M. Knacudikariis 37104uHIB 3a CTyIIeHeM TKKOCTI y KpuMiHaibHOMY KO-
Jexci Vkpainu : MmoHorpadis. Kuis, 2010. C. 15.

Kumxenko C. O. KpumiHarmicTuuHa kjaacu@ikallis 370YMHIB NPOTH IIpaBocyAisd. IIpaso
i Besneka. 2013. Ne 1 (48). C. 113—118. URL: https://surl.li/mblrhk (date accessed: 14.04.2026).
I'punienko B. B. KpuminamicTuyHa Ki1acudikallisg KpUMiHaIBHUX IIPABONOPYIIEHb IMPOTH
npaBocyans. Bicnux Kpuminonoziunoi acoyiayii Yxpainu. 2024. Ne 3 (33). C. 256—266. DOI:
10.32631/vca.2024.3.22 (date accessed: 14.04.2026).

Pomanayckac K. A. KpuminaricTuuHa kracudikaris KpUMiHaIbHUX IIPaBOIIOPYIIEeHb, YIU-
HeHUX y cdepi HazaHHs IpodecifiHoi mpaBHUYOI foTIOMOTH. Teopis ma npakmuka cyoosoi exc-
nepmu3u i Kpuminaaicmuku. 2025. But. 3 (40). C. 57—72. DOI: 10.32353/khrife.3.2025.05 (date
accessed: 14.04.2026).

Cyn €. 10. Ilizxoau [0 KpUMiHAMIICTUYHOI K1acu@ikallii KpUMiHATPHUX MIPABONOPYIIEHb
[IPOTYU MPABOCYAAsL. ApXie Kpuminoaozii ma cydosux Hayk. 2024. Ne 2 (10). C. 138—145. DOI:
10.32353/acfs.10.2024.11 (date accessed: 14.04.2026).
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Despite existence of some academic
best practices, performed analysis indi-
cates that forensic classification issue of
criminal offenses against the justice is pre-
sented in the authors’ interpretations and
either concerns specific types of such of-
fenses or is based on outdated provisions
of criminal law. The proposed approaches
focusing primarily on specific classifica-
tion criteria or specific groups of crimi-
nal offenses, do not form a comprehen-
sive system that would take into account
the full range of forensically significant
characteristics. Moreover, development
of criminal legislation, emergence of new
forms of unlawful activity and the practical
needs of pre-trial investigation highlights
necessity for further scholarly analysis of
this issue. In this regard, there is a need to
develop a forensic classification of crimi-
nal offenses against justice that would not
only reflect their systemic characteristics
but could also serve as a foundation for the
development of effective forensic investi-
gative methods.

Main Content Presentation

Forensic classification of criminal offen-
ses is an important tool of scientific cogni-
tion and one of the means of systematizing
knowledge about the patterns of criminal
and illegal activities. Its importance lies
not only in the ordering of relevant cate-
gories of criminal offenses according to
certain criteria, but in creating the basis
for formation of forensic characteristics
and development of separate methods
for their investigation . Thanks to the
classification approach, it is possible to
gain deeper understanding of phenome-

13 T'yceBa B. O. KpuminasmicTruHa Kiacudikalis 3jI04MHIB: Cy4aCHUH CTaH ...

na essence under research, determine the
connections between their individual ele-
ments and the patterns that are important
for the practice of criminal proceedings .

Generalization of scientific approa-
ches proves that forensic classification
should not be considered as a mechanical
division of criminal offenses into separate
groups. Its construction should be based
on a systematic approach, according to
which any forensically significant object
should be considered as a complex system
of interrelated elements. This approach
makes possible to take into account not
only certain external signs of criminal ac-
tivity, but also the internal patterns of its
formation and functioning.

The analysis also suggests that (despite
importance of forensic criteria for the
construction of appropriate classification
models) limiting them alone does not al-
ways ensure integrity and consistency of
classification constructions. The method
of committing criminal offense, peculia-
rities of the trace pattern, characteristics
of the offender or the victim are essential
for forensic science, but their use without
taking into account the criminal legal ba-
sis can lead to excessive fragmentation of
classification structures.

Thereby, while developing a foren-
sic classification of criminal offenses,
we consider it appropriate to be guided
by the following principle: criminal law
classification should become the basic
and system-forming basis for the forensic
classification of criminal offenses and fo-
rensic criteria should be used as an addi-
tional tool that allows to detail the relevant
groups of criminal offenses, taking into
account peculiarities of their commission

. URL http://

dspace.univd.edu.ua/xmlui/handle/123456789/6079 (date accessed: 14.04.2026).
14 TIyenina O. B. 3asumau. TBip. URI: https://dspace.univd.edu.ua/handle/123456789/19904 (date

accessed: 14.04.2026).
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mechanism, formation regularities of
evidentiary information and the need to
build separate methods of investigation.
Such an integrated approach provides
a combination of regulatory and forensic
components and creates a more effective
basis for further scientific developments
and practical recommendations.

This approach is supported by best
practices of researchers who, while dra-
wing on framework of criminal law, have
sought to take into account forensically
significant characteristics of relevant cate-
gories of criminal offenses. One attempt
to construct such a classification mod-
el is the approach of S. Knyzhenko, who
proposed an original system for grouping
crimes against justice. In her proposed
classification, groups of crimes are iden-
tified that infringe upon: 1) constitutional
foundations of the activities of pre-trial
investigation bodies, the investigation,
the prosecution, and the court; 2) life,
health, personal safety, and property of
judges and other participants in judicial
proceedings; 3) relationships that ensure
the collection of reliable evidence and the
reaching of truthful conclusions in a case;
4) relationships regarding the timely de-
tection of crimes and the identification of
guilty parties; 5) relationships regarding
the timely prevention and suppression
of crimes; 6) relationships regarding the
proper enforcement of court decisions
and serving of sentences °.

V. Hrytsenko bases his classification
on public goods and legitimate interests
that have been harmed, the characteris-
tics of victims and persons who commit
criminally punishable acts. Based on this
approach, the researcher identified four
groups of criminal offenses against justice:
1) encroachment on the lawful activities of

persons who administer or ensure justice,
as well as on their life, health and pro-
perty; 2) related to non-execution of court
decisions by persons in respect of whom
such decisions have been made or who are
obliged to execute them; 3) committed by
officials who administer or ensure justice
or facilitate its implementation; 4) which
commission is associated with manifes-
tations of legal nihilism and implementa-
tion of behavior aimed at creating obsta-
cles to the administration of justice. The
proposed classification, in the author’s
opinion, allows for a more complete
consideration of forensically significant
characteristics of the relevant category of
offenses and can be used as a basis for fur-
ther development of individual methods
of their investigation '°.

Ye. Sup, while studying individual
criminal offenses against justice, came to
the conclusion that forensic classification
construction should take into account not
only criminal-legal evidence, but foren-
sically significant characteristics, among
which mechanism peculiarities of crimi-
nal-illegal activity should occupy a cen-
tral place. On this basis, the researcher
proposed to carry out a classification de-
pending on significance of illegal actions
in the structure of criminal activity and
distinguished basic, related, concomitant
and other criminal offenses.

The author substantiates that basic
criminal offenses constitute the core of
the mechanism of illegal activity, since
they are the most common and determine
the main direction of criminal behavior.
Related offenses play an auxiliary role in
achieving the criminal goal and contribute
to obstruction of justice. Associated crim-
inal offenses, although they have a num-
ber of differences are characterized by

15 Kuwxenko C. O. 3aszuad. Tip. URL: https://surl.li/mblrhk (date accessed: 14.04.2026).
16 Tpunenko B. B. 3asznau. TBip. DOI: 10.32631/vca.2024.3.22 (date accessed: 19.04.2026).

107


https://doi.org/10.32353/khrife.2.2026.07
https://surl.li/mblrhk
https://doi.org/10.32631/vca.2024.3.22

Theory and Practice of Forensic Science and Criminalistics. 2026. Issue 2 (43)

ISSN 1993-0917

e-ISSN 2708-5171  https://khrife-journal.org/index.php/journal

common criminal law and forensic cha-
racteristics. A separate group, according
to the researcher conclusions is criminal
offenses committed by professional par-
ticipants in the proceedings that differ sig-
nificantly in the subject specifics, method
of commission and the peculiarities of the
investigation Y.

Ye. Sup emphasizes that proposed
classification has not only theoretical
but applied significance, since it allows
structuring criminal offenses with similar
features, determining their forensic char-
acteristics and creating the basis for deve-
loping methodological recommendations
for investigation .

In our opinion, the approach pro-
posed by Ye. Sup deserves support pri-
marily in terms of defining the concep-
tual basis of forensic classification. We
consider the proposition that construc-
tion of a forensic classification should
take into account not only criminal-legal
characteristics, but forensically signif-
icant features, among which a special
place should be occupied by the regu-
larities of the mechanism of criminal-
illegal activity, to be quite justified. Such
an approach is methodologically correct,
since it is the mechanism of committing
criminal offense that makes possible to
determine internal connections between
the method of action, subject, situation,
consequences and peculiarities of trace
pattern formation that is of direct im-
portance for the development of foren-
sic recommendations and investigation
methods. However, the further imple-
mentation of this idea in the author’s
classification, in our opinion, does not
fully correspond to the declared meth-
odological approach. Despite the fact
that researcher defines the mechanism

of criminal and illegal activity as the ba-
sis of systematization, proposed division
of criminal offenses into basic, related,
associated and other groups is actually
carried out according to criteria that do
not always have a forensic character. The
basis of such differentiation is mainly the
role and significance of individual acts in
the structure of criminal activity, the le-
vel of their prevalence or functional load
in the mechanism of illegal behavior. At
the same time, specified criteria reflect
to a greater extent the general theoretical
or forensic aspects of systematization, ra-
ther than characteristics that are actually
forensically significant.

In this regard, there are doubts about
possibility of using proposed model as
a direct basis for development of certain
forensic investigation methods, since the
forensic classification should be based
primarily on those signs that make possi-
ble to determine evidence patterns, trace
pattern peculiarities of the trace picture,
typical ways of committing and concea-
ling criminal offenses, as well as other
circumstances that are important for the
organization and conduct of pre-trial in-
vestigation.

K. Romanauskas investigates crimi-
nal offenses committed in the field of
professional legal assistance, focusing
on offenses related to both unlawful in-
fluence on advocacy and abuse of legal
mechanisms. The author emphasizes that
existing approaches to forensic classifica-
tion of crimes against justice do not fully
cover the specifics of this group of offens-
es, which necessitated development of an
independent system for their classifica-
tion. The researcher considers the object
of the criminal offense and the specifics
of the offense topic, subject of criminal

17 Cym €. I0. 3aznau. Tip. DOI: 10.32353/acfs.10.2024.11 (date accessed: 14.04.2026).

18 Tam camo.
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offense, method and commission circum-
stances, the consequences, as well as the
tools and means used as the main criteria.
Based on this approach, the scientist dis-
tinguishes: criminal offenses against the
life and health of lawyers or representa-
tives of the person; encroachment on the
freedom and safety of professional acti-
vity; property encroachment; violation of
the guarantees of attorney-client privilege
and confidentiality; as well as a separate
group of encroachments on the institu-
tional guarantees of the independence
of the legal profession that can be imple-
mented in the simulation of legal activity,
representation without proper authority
or collusion with other participants in
the process. The author emphasizes that
such a classification has not only theore-
tical, but also applied significance, since it
creates the basis for formation of separate
methods of investigation of the relevant
criminal offenses .

Consequently, for the purposes of
forensic investigation of criminal of-
fenses against justice, use of only tradi-
tional criminal law approaches to their
systematization seems insufficient. The
construction of a classification solely on
the basis of the generic or direct object
of criminal law protection is important
for combining these criminal offenses
into one group, their qualification, but
does not allow to fully identify the pat-
terns of criminal illegal activity mecha-
nism, peculiarities of the formation of
traces, typical sources of evidentiary in-
formation and specifics of its research.
Thereby such a classification has limited
potential for fulfilling the tasks of foren-
sic science and building separate meth-
ods of investigation and trial.

We believe that in forensic aspect,
the leading importance is not so much

the legal construction of the composition
of a criminal offense, but peculiarities of
the mechanism of its commission. The
latter reflects the natural process of in-
teraction of the subject of criminal and
illegal activity with the environment,
other participants, material objects, in-
formation systems and documents that
results in formation of trace pattern
characteristic. In the case of forensic sys-
tematization of criminal offenses against
justice, it is advisable to take into account
not formal and legal specifics, but foren-
sically significant criteria, among which
the method of implementing illegal beha-
vior, typical subject, nature of interaction
between participants, the mechanism of
trace formation, the main sources of evi-
dentiary information and the specifics of
their detection, fixation and research are
of particular importance.

The need to apply this approach is due
to the heterogeneity of criminal offenses
provided for in Sec. XVIII of the Criminal
Code of Ukraine. Despite their unification
by a common generic object of encroach-
ment, individual acts differ significantly
in the mechanism of commission, inter-
action nature of participants, conceal-
ment method, peculiarities of the trace
picture and the nature of the evidence
that can be used as the basis for the accu-
sation. Thus, some criminal offenses are
predominantly documentary in nature,
they are committed through the use of of-
ficial authority, others are associated with
informational influence and distortion of
evidentiary information, others are cha-
racterized by violent mechanisms of in-
fluence or interference in functioning of
information systems, and individual acts
are committed in the field of execution of
court decisions or functioning of peniten-
tiary institutions.

19 Pomanayckac K. A. 3asnau. TBip. DOI: 10.32353/khrife.3.2025.05_(date accessed: 14.04.2026).
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We believe that forensic classification
of criminal offenses against justice can be
presented as follows.

1. Criminal offenses committed
by officials with abuse of professional
(official) position

Forensic peculiarity is nature of the tra-
ces, recorded primarily in documents, the
use of official powers, formal legality of
individual actions, and availability of di-
gital traces.

Itis advisable to consider the following
criminal acts as belonging to this group:
1) knowingly unlawful detention, pre-
text, house arrest or detention (Art. 371);
2) bringing a deliberately innocent person
to justice (Art. 372); 3) coercion to testify
(Art. 373); 4) violation of the right to de-
fense (Art. 374); 5) failure to take security
measures in relation to a protected person
(Art. 380); 6) non-compliance with a court
decision (Parts 2 and 3 of Art. 382); 7) dis-
closure of pre-trial investigation data, op-
erational investigative activities (Part 2 of
Art. 387) %,

2. Criminal offenses
committed by means
of unlawful interference with evidence

Unifying criterion of this group is unlaw-
ful influence on the process of formation,
perception, preservation of evidentiary
information or its use, embodied in its
distortion, concealment, distortion or
creation of obstacles to obtaining reliable
information in criminal proceedings. It
is appropriate to consider the following
criminally punishable acts as belonging
to this group: 1) deliberately false notifi-
cation of the criminal offense commission
(Art. 383); 2) misleading the court or other

authorized body (Art. 384); 3) refusal of
a witness to give testimony or refusal of an
expert or translator to perform the duties
assigned to them (Art. 385); 4) obstruction
of the appearance of a witness, victim, ex-
pert, specialist or forcing them to refuse
to give testimony or provide a conclusion
(Art. 386); 5) concealment of a criminal of-
fense (Art. 396); 6) representation in court
without proper authority (Art. 400-1) .

They are characterized by: ideal tra-
ces; communication through electronic
means of communication. The main ele-
ment is the mechanism analysis of infor-
mation transfer.

3. Criminal offenses involving use
of physical force against persons subject
to the administration of justice

Defining characteristics of this group are
the specific peculiarities of the mecha-
nism of coercive influence aimed at ob-
structing the administration of justice,
or exertion of influence on individuals in
connection with the performance of their
professional duties in the judicial system.
The following criminal offenses should be
considered part of this group: 1) threats
or violence against a judge, lay judge, or
juror (Art. 377); 2) intentional destruction
or damage to the property of a judge, lay
judge, or juror (Art. 378); 3) an attempt on
judge life, lay judge, or juror in connection
with their activities related to the admi-
nistration of justice (Art. 379); 4) threats
or violence against a defense attorney or
a person’s representative (Art. 398); 5) in-
tentional destruction or damage to the
property of a defense counsel or a per-
son’s representative (Art. 399); 6) attempt
on the life of a defense attorney or a per-

20 The following articles refer exclusively to the Criminal Code of Ukraine: KpumiHanbHUE KO-
Jekc ... . URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/2341-14#Text (date accessed: 14.04.2026).

21 Tawm camo.
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son’s representative in connection with
the provision of legal assistance (Art. 400);
7) certain forms of unlawful influence on
a witness, victim, expert, specialist, or
other participants in legal proceedings
involving the use of threats or violence
(Art. 386) 2.

Common forensically significant spe-
cifics of this group are the peculiarities of
the event localization, availability of ma-
terial and biological traces, use of certain
tools for committing a criminal offense,
significant role of video recording and tele-
communication data, as well as the need
to clarify the relationship between profes-
sional activity of the victim and the mo-
tive for criminal wrongdoing. At the same
time, this category of criminal offenses is
characterized by situations of concealing
the true motives of encroachment by sta-
ging or disguising it as a domestic conflict
or other non-criminal circumstances.

4. Criminal offenses involving
financial influence and material pressure
on justice system

Unifying criterion for this group is the
use of property as a means of influencing
participants in criminal proceedings or as
a way of obstructing the administration of
justice. The following criminal offenses
should be considered part of this group:
1) intentional destruction or damage of
the property of a judge, lay judge, or juror
(Art. 378); 2) intentional destruction or
damage of the property of a defense attor-
ney or a person’s representative (Art. 399);
3) unlawful actions regarding property
that has been seized, property that has
been described, or property subject to
confiscation (Art. 388) %.

22 KpuMiHaJbHUH KOJEKC ...
accessed: 14.04.2026).

23 Tam camo.

24 Tam camo.

Common forensically significant pe-
culiarities of this group are the predo-
minance of the material trace picture,
the presence of documents characteriz-
ing the legal status, ownership or mode
of use of property, the significant role of
information about financial and digital
transactions, technical traces of damage
or destruction of objects, as well as in-
formation from state registers and other
information systems. Of particular im-
portance in investigation is the determi-
nation of the method of influence on the
property, damage nature, mechanism of
their formation and the connection of the
relevant actions with obstruction of justice
or illegal influence on the participants in
the proceedings.

5. Criminal offenses involving
interference with functioning

of the institutional and information
infrastructure of justice system

Unifying criterion for this group is unlaw-
ful influence on technical, informational,
or organizational mechanisms that ensure
functioning of the justice system. The fol-
lowing criminal offenses should be consi-
dered part of this group: 1) interference in
the activities of judicial bodies (Art. 376);
2) unlawful interference in the operation
of automated systems in the justice sector
(Art. 376-1); 3) interference in the activi-
ties of a defense attorney or a person’s re-
presentative (Art. 397) 2.

Common forensically significant fea-
tures of this group are the presence of
a digital trace picture, the value of access
logs to information systems, telecommu-
nication data, metadata, as well as traces
of interference in automated systems and

. URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/2341-14#Text (date
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electronic information resources. This
category of criminal offenses is characte-
rized by the use of digital environment as
an instrument of influence necessitating
the analysis of electronic media, network
activity, access parameters and technical
characteristics of the relevant systems.

Involvement of specific expertise in
the fields of information technology, tele-
communications and digital forensics is
of particular importance during an inves-
tigation, and computer forensic, telecom-
munications and other types of analysis
aimed at determining intrusion mecha-
nism, method used to carry it out, and the
sources of the digital information are of
paramount importance.

6. Criminal offenses
related to evasion
of court orders and sentences

Unifying criterion for this group is the
mechanism of evading the enforcement
ofacourtdecision or avoiding compliance
with restrictions, obligations, and legal
measures imposed by a court or by law.
The following criminal offenses should
be considered part of this group: 1) eva-
sion of punishment not involving impris-
onment (Art. 389); 2) evasion of serving
a sentence in the form of restriction or
deprivation of liberty (Art. 390); 3) will-
ful disobedience of the requirements of
the administration of a penal institution
(Art. 391); 4) actions that disrupt the op-
eration of penal institutions (Art. 392);
5) escape from a place of imprisonment
or from custody (Art. 393); 6) escape from
a specialized medical facility (Art. 394);
7) violation of the rules of administra-
tive supervision (Art. 395); 8) intentional
failure to comply with a reconciliation

25 KpuMiHaJbHUHA KOZEKC ...
3BepHeHHs: 14.04.2026).

agreement or a plea agreement
(Art. 389-1); 9) evasion of community ser-
vice (Art. 389-2) %,

Common criminally significant evi-
dence of this group is the long-term na-
ture of criminal and illegal activities, per-
sistent behavioral stereotypes, lifestyle
features and characteristic patterns of
offender’s behavior. For such criminal of-
fenses, route data, information about the
person’s social connections, as well as
digital and geolocation traces that allow
reconstructing the movements, contacts
and actual behavior of the subject are es-
sential.

Typical sources of evidentiary in-
formation in such criminal proceedings
are materials of probation bodies, peni-
tentiary institutions and control bodies,
records of video surveillance systems, in-
formation of mobile operators, results of
analysis of digital activity, as well as cha-
racteristics of a person and other docu-
ments reflecting his behavior, lifestyle and
performance of duties assigned to.

7. Criminal offenses aimed
at disrupting the operations
of correctional facilities

Independence of this group is due to
the specific environment of committing
criminal offenses related to the functio-
ning of penitentiary institutions, places
of detention or specialized medical insti-
tutions where a special legal regime, con-
trol system and specific living conditions
operate. It is advisable to consider the fol-
lowing criminal acts as belonging to this
group: 1) malicious disobedience to the
requirements of the administration of
the penitentiary institution (Art. 391);
2) actions that disorganize the work

. URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/2341-14#Text (mata
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of penitentiary institutions (Art. 392);
3) escape from a place of deprivation of
liberty or from custody (Art. 393); 4) es-
cape from a specialized medical institu-
tion (Art. 394) %,

Common forensic characteristics of
this group include localized setting in
which criminal offenses are committed,
the operation under security restrictions
and the specific group of individuals in-
volved in their commission (convicts;
persons in custody; institutional staff;
and other participants in security-relat-
ed legal relationships). Data from inter-
nal video surveillance cameras in the
premises of penal authorities and insti-
tutions, materials from official and se-
curity documentation, logbooks, infor-
mation on the movement of individuals
and technical monitoring devices play
a significant role in supporting proce-
dure.

Peculiarity of such criminal offens-
es is the specific mechanism of trace
formation, due to regime environment,
spatial limitations, constant control over
the behavior of persons and a high le-
vel of regulation of their activities. This
makes necessary to take into account
peculiarities of functioning of the rele-
vant institutions and the mechanism for
formation of evidence information when
developing recommendations for their
investigation.

Such a system (unlike a purely criminal
law-based one) is based not on the formal
object of the offense, but on forensically
significant patterns of the mechanism of
criminal activity, the method of its execu-
tion, typical forensic evidence, and sourc-
es of evidentiary information providing
foundation for developing specific foren-
sic investigation and trial procedures.

26 KpuMiHaabHUH KOJEKC ...
3BepHeHHs: 14.04.2026).

Conclusions

Traditional criminal law approaches
to classification of criminal offenses
against administration of justice do not
fully fulfill objectives of criminalistics,
as they do not allow for the identification
of patterns in the mechanisms of crimi-
nal activity, the characteristics of the
formation of a forensic picture, the typi-
cal sources of evidentiary information
and the specifics of their application in
proving a case. It is argued that forensic
classification should be viewed not as
a formal categorization of criminal of-
fenses based on specific characteristics,
but as a tool for systematizing knowledge
about the patterns of their commission
and investigation.

Generalization of scientific approa-
ches made possible to conclude that the
criminal-legal classification should be-
come the basic basis for forensic sys-
tematization, however, it should be sup-
plemented with forensically significant
criteria. Of leading importance for foren-
sic classification construction are features
of the mechanism of committing a crimi-
nal offense, interaction nature of parti-
cipants, typical methods of implementing
illegal behavior, mechanism of trace for-
mation, as well as the main sources of evi-
dentiary information.

Based on performed research, the
author’s forensic classification of crimi-
nal offenses against justice is proposed
including: criminal offenses committed
by officials with abuse of professional (of-
ficial) position; criminal offenses, which
method is associated with unlawful influ-
ence on evidence; criminal offenses asso-
ciated with implementation of physical
influence on subjects of justice; criminal

. URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/2341-14#Text (zaTa
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offenses of property influence and mate-
rial pressure on the justice system; crim-
inal offenses of interference with func-
tioning of institutional and information
infrastructure of justice; criminal offens-
es associated with evasion of execution of
court decisions and punishments; crimi-
nal offenses aimed at disorganizing activ-
ities of institutions for the execution of
punishments. The basis of such a division
is not the formal object of criminal legal
protection, but forensically significant
regularities of the mechanism of criminal
activity.

It is proven that proposed classifica-
tion model has not only theoretical, but
applied significance, as it allows to deter-
mine typical mechanisms of trace forma-
tion, main sources of evidentiary infor-
mation, predict investigative situations
and creates a methodological basis for
the further development of individual fo-
rensic investigation methods and trial of
criminal offenses against justice. A prom-
ising direction of further research is the
construction of individual forensic inves-
tigation methods for each of the proposed
groups of criminal offenses.

KpuMiHamicTuaHa Kaacudikanisa
KPHUMiHAJTbHHUX PABOIOPYIIEHD
NPOTYU NPABOCYA A

Temana Booko

Posxkpumo meopemuuHi ma npukiadui
acnekmu KpUMIHAAICMUYHOL Kaacudika-
Y1l KPUMIHAABHUX NPABOTIOPYULEHb NPOMU
npagocydos. Memoto pobomu € po3pobaen-
HA KPUMIHAAICMUYHOL Kaacugikayii Kpu-
MIHANBHUX NPAsOnopyuLleHs Npomu npago-
cy002 HA OCHOBL KOMN/EKCHO20 8PAXYBAHHS
KPUMIHAALHO-NPABOSUX | KPUMIHAAICTUY-
HO 3Hauwywux kpumepiig. MemodonoziuHe
nidspynms 00CAIOHCeHHS CMAHO08AAMYb 3d-
2a/bHOHAYKOBL Memodu aHAi3Y, CUHMe3Y

il y3azanvHeHHs, a makodxe OianeKmuuHUl,
N02IKO-CeMaHMuU4HUL,  opmanvHo-topu-
JuuHuil, CuCmeMHO-CMPYKMYpHUL, no-
PIBHAABHO-NPABOBULL 1 2epMeHe8MUYHULL
Mmemodu. ITpoananizogano cywacHuil cmawn
Haykosux 0ocaidxceHb Yy cdepi KpumiHa-
AICMUYHOL  KAacugikayii KpUMIHAALHUX
npasonopyulens i Haykosi nidxodu 0o cuc-
memamu3ayii KPUMIHAALHUX Npagono-
pyueny npomu npagocydds. YsaeanvHeHo
HAYKOBL No3uyii, a maxoxc 30iliCHeHO Kpu-
MUYHUI AHAAL3 3aNPONOHOBAHUX NI0X0018.
ObspyHmMO8AHO, WO 3ACMOCY8AHHA BUHAM-
K080 KpUMIHANLHO-TPABOBUX Kpumepiie He
3abe3newye Nn06H020 6pAXYB8AHHS 3AKOHO-
MiIpHOCTell Mexanizmy KpUMIHAAbHO-NpOo-
munpasnoi  disavHocmi, ocobaugocmetl
dopmysanns caidosoi kapmunu ma Odicepen
doka3zoeol iHpopmauii. 3’scosaro, wo nid
uac nob6ydosu KpuUMIHAAICMUYHOL KAACU-
gikayii KpUMIHAABHUX NPA8ONOPYULeHb
npomu npagocydos npoeidHe 3HaAUeHHI Ma-
10Mb MeXaHi3M YHUHEeHHS KPUMIHAALHOZ0
Npasonopyulents, xapakmep 83aemooii
y4acHukie, cnocobu peaaizauyii npomu-
npasHoi nogediHKU, MeXaHi3m caAidoymeo-
PeHHA. 3anponoHo8aHo a8MmMopcuky Kpumi-
HAAICMUYHY KAACUPIKAYII0 KPUMIHAALHUX
npasonopyuleHb Npomu npagocyoos, ujo
0XONAI0E CIM CAMOCMIUHUX 2pyn Kpumi-
HANbLHUX NpasonopyuleHb, CQHOpMOBAHUX
Ha nidcmasi KPUMIHAAICMUYHO 3HAUYLUX
Kpumepiis. 3pobeHo 8UCHOBOK, W0 3aNpo-
noHoeaHa kaacugikayitina modeav Mmae
sasicauBe meopemuiHe ma npukiaoHe 3Ha-
4eHHA, OCKIALKU CMEOoproe NidspyHms 044
GopmyBaHHS OKpeMUX KPUMIHAAICTIUYHUX
Memoduk po3caidy8anHs ma cydo8ozo po3-
ensdy ei0nogidHol Kamezopii KpUMiHAAb-
Hux npasonopyuiens. Okpecieno nepcnex-
mueu nodaaviuux 0ocaidxicensb, noe’a3ami
3 po3pobAEHHAM KPUMIHAAICMUYHUX PeKO-
MeHOayitl i memoduk 0as okpemux eudig
KPUMIHAALHUX —NpagoOnopyuleHb Npomu
npagocydos.

114


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

Tetiana Bobko. Forensic Classification of Criminal Offenses against Justice Administration.

DOI: 10.32353/khrife.2.2026.07

Katouoei caosa: xpuminanvHe nposa-
OceHHs, KPUMIHAAbHE NPABONOPYULeHHS,
cydose nposaddcenH; KPUMIHAAICTUYHE
3abesneverns; npasocydds; npomudisa 310-
YUHHOCTL.
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