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Hacrosimast cTaTbst COAEPXKIT IIPUMEPBI IPOLIECCYAABHBIX OLIMOOK IIPY SKCIIEPTHBIX AEVICTBISIX, IPAKTIYECKIX
HIOQHCOB, CIIOCOOHBIX IIOBAVSITD Ha KAY€CTBO U PE3YABTATbI SKCIIEPTU3BI, TOHKOCTHU IOATOTOBKI K UCCAEAOBAHIIO
C TOUKM 3PEHIIsI B3AUMOAEIICTBIUS OPTaHOB AO3HAHISL, CAEACTBIS U CYAQ C oKcrepTamut. [IpotieccyaabHbie owmbKu
TPV OCYIIECTBAEHNY SKCIIEPTHOTO CYAGHOTO MCCAEAOBAHNS MATEPUAAOB, TIPEACTABACHHDIX KaK BEIECTBEHHbIE
AOKa3aTeAbCTBA, MOTYT MMETb Pa3AMYHOE MPOUCXOKAEHME — OT TeXHNYECKUX 0COOEHHOCTENl SKCIePTU3bI 1
YPOBHST KBaAMMUKALIN SKCIIEPTA AO BHEIIHMX PUUMH, BbI3BAHHBIX HECOBEPIIEHCTBOM CHCTEMbI B3aUMOACICTBISI
CAEACTBEHHBIX Il SKCIIEPTHBIX TOAPa3AeAeHNIT. VIHTepecytommit aBTOpa CTaTh ACTIEKT OOLIMPHOI TEMATHKY — 3TO
BO3AEIICTBIIE SKCIIEPTHOIT AESITEABHOCTIL Ha BEPOSTHOCTh BOSHUKHOBEHIISI CACACTBEHHOI! 1 CYAeOHOI OIMOKY 1
BO3MOXHOCTb KOAM(UKALIMY OTAEABHBIX IOAOYKEHMI! 11 I3MEHEHMII B 3aKOHOAQTEABCTBE, [I03BOASIIOLI[As] KOPPEKT-
POBATb IOAHOMOYVSL SKCIIEPTOB B KOHKPETHBIX, OAHO3HAYHO TOAKYeMbIX paMKax. [ TpUBeAEHbI TUIIYHbIE IPUMepbI
BOBHUKHOBEHNSI [POLIECCYAABHBIX 9KCIIEPTHBIX OLIMOOK.

KAroueBbIe CAOBa: aBTOTEXHIUECKas! 9KCIIEPTH3a, CyAeOHas ommbKa, 3akarouenne sxcrepra, AKII, mpo-
11eCCYaAbHbIE OLIMOKIL.
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This article contains examples of procedural errors in expert actions, practical nuances that can affect
the quality and results of the examination, the subtleties of preparation for the study in terms of interaction
between the bodies of inquiry, investigation and court with experts. Procedural errors in the implementation
of expert judicial research of materials presented as material evidence may have different origins — from the
technical features of the examination and the level of expertise of the expert to external reasons caused by
the imperfection of the system of interaction between investigative and expert units. The author is interested
in the aspect of a broad topic — the impact of expert activity on the likelihood of investigative and judicial
errors and the possibility of codification of certain provisions and changes in legislation, allowing to adjust
the powers of experts in a specific, unambiguously interpreted framework. Typical examples of procedural
expert errors are given.
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