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B cratbe Ha 0CHOBe aHa/in3a HOPM NpoLEeCCyalbHOro 3akoHa npeanpuHaTa nonbitka onpenenntb [10Ka3are/ibCTBEHHbIN CTatyC 3ako4yeHns
cneunanncta, aenaerca BbiBOL O TOM, 4YTO 3aKnto4eHne cneunanncrta He ABnaeTcs CaMOoCTOoATeNIbHbIM BUOOM [0Ka3aTesibCTB, a OTHOCUTCA K
Pa3HOBUAHOCTM TaKOro Aoka3aresibCTBa, Kak MHblE NOKYMEHTbI, Npennaraercsa B 003aTeNbHOM nopaake npu3HaBatb CBEAEHNA, NOMYYEHHLIE OT
agokara, MHbIMW IOKYMEHTaMW.
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CnenoBatenb, 3allMTHUK, afBokar, cobupaHue 10Kka3atesbCTs.
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The article attempts to determine the evidentiary status of the expert’s conclusion based on the analysis of the norms of the procedural law; it is
concluded that the expert’s conclusion is not an independent type of evidence, but refers to a type of such evidence as other documents; it is pro-
posed that information received from a lawyer must be recognized as other documents.
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