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OlieHKa 3aKAIYEHNs 5KCIIePTa B PAasHbIX BUAAX CYAONIPOUBBOACTB, PA3AMYHBIMY CYOBEKTAMU — TU
BOIIPOCHI ABASIIOTCSI MHOTOACIIEKTHBIMM U YK€ MHOTYE TOABI OCTAIOTCSI IIPEAMETOM HAy4HON AMCKYCCUM.
CraTbs MOCBsLeHa HAYYHO-TEOPETUIECKOMY 1 MPUKAAAHOMY aHAAM3Y BOIPOCA 00 OLieHKe 3aKAIYeHNT
9KCITepTa 3aMTHNUKOM. Ha OCHOBe aHaAM3a MaTepuaroB CyAeOHOI MPAKTVKM aBTOPAMU AAETCS OLleHKa
PasAMYHBIX CUTYALMIA, CBA3AHHBIX C UICKAIOYEHMEM M3 UMCAA AOKA3ATEAbCTB 3aKAKUeHMs aKcrepTa. [Ipea-
AQraIOTCS OTIPEAEAEHHDIE TAIbI OLIEHKM 3aKAIOUEHUs 9KCIEPTa KaK AOKasaTeAbCTBA. [IpoBeaeHHOE MC-
CAeAOBaHIE aKTyaAU3MPYeT BOIPOC O HEOOXOAUMOCTY PaspaboTKy HayYHO 0OOCHOBAHHBIX PeKOMEHAALIMIL
TI0 OlleHKe 3aKAIYEHMS JKCIePTa 3aIMTHUKOM, Pa3BUBACT NMPAKTUYECKYI0 3HAYMMOCTb aKTMBHOI POAM
aABOKATOB-3aLIITHIKOB B OLiHKe CYAeOHOI1 aKcIIepTH3bl. CHOPMYAMpOBaHHbIE B CTATbE BBIBOADI 11 IPEAAO-
KEHVISI MOT'YT OBITD VICIIOAB30BaHbI B HAYYHOII AESITEABHOCTH, B Pa3pabOTKe IIPAKTIYECKIX PEKOMEHAALIMIL,
B HOPMOTBOPYECTBE IIPY COBEPLIEHCTBOBAHNNI 3aKOHOAATEABCTBA, PETAAMEHTUPYIOLIEr0 BOPOCHI OLIeHKU
3aKAIOYEHNS SKCITePTa.

KaroueBble caoBa: cypaeOHas dKCIepTH3a, AOKA3aTEAbCTBA, 3AlUTHUK, OLieHKA 3aKAKYEHIUS dKC-
nepra.
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Being a multifaceted issue, the assessment of an expert’s statement in different types of legal proceedings
by various institutions has been the subject of the scientific debate for many years. This article is devoted to the
scientific-theoretical and applied analysis of the issue of assessing the expert’s statement by the defense lawyer.
Based on the analysis of the materials of judicial practice, the authors assess various situations associated with the
exclusion of the expert’s opinion from the evidence. Certain stages of assessing the expert’s opinion as evidence
are proposed. The conducted research actualizes the necessity to develop scientifically based recommendations
for assessing the expert’s statement by the defense lawyer, and develops the practical significance of the active
role of defense lawyers in the assessment of forensic expertise. The conclusions and suggestions formulated
in the article can be used in scientific activity, in the development of practical recommendations, and in rule-
making while improving the legislation governing the assessment of the expert’s opinion.
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