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B npouecce paccnefoBaHns Kaxaoro yronoBHOMO Aefa MCMOAb3YTCs BO3MOXHOCTU CYAeOHbIX 9KCMepTus.
TMoAHOMOYNAMI MO COBMPAHMIO I0KA3ATENbCTB 06NAAAIOT BAACTHbIE CYGbEKThI YrONOBHO-MPOLECCYaNbHON AeSTENbHOCTY.
CneunduKoii ncnonb3oBaHNs creuyanbHbIX 3HaHi 3aKOHOAATENb HAZAENW YYaCTHIKOB YrONOBHOTO CYA0MNPOM3BOACTBA.
YkazaHHble LA PAcTonaratoT Takoit BOSMOXHOCTbIO NP1 03HAKOMIEHUI C MOCTAHOBAEHUEM O HA3HAYEHMN CyaeBHOI KC-
nepTu3bl 1 B NOCNEeayloLIeM — C 3aKI04eHeM akenepTa. B 9Toi CBA3M CBOEBPEMEHHOCTb 03HAKOMIEHIS C HA3BAHHbIMM
MPOLECCYabHbIMU JOKYMEHTAMI MEET ONPEAENsIoLLEe 3HAYEHIE.

B naHHoli CTaThe aBTOPOM PACCMATPUBAIOTCA aKTyasbHbIE BOMPOCH! MCMONb30BaHMS NOTEPNEBLLMMM, NOA03PEBAEMbI-
MU, 0GBIHSIEMbIMI 11 X 3ALUMTHIKAMM, & TAKXE CBUAETENSMU, B OTHOLLEHWM KOTOPbIX Ha3HAYeHa cyae6Has akenepTiaa,
crneuvanbHbIX 3HaHWIA B NPOLECCE PaccnefoBaHus NPecTynaeHni.

Ha ocHoBe aHanM3a AeiCTBYIOLIEr0 3aKOHOAATeNbCTBA, CyAeOHO-CNEACTBEHHOI NPaKTUKM B YacTH, kacalolleics
03HAKOMIEHIS C NOCTAHOBNEHMEM O Ha3HaueHUM CyaeBHOI 3KCNepTU3bl U 3aKioYeHeM akenepTa, ChOPMyYNNPOBaH psif,
NPEANOXEHMIA, CNOCOBCTBYIOLLIX 0BECNEYEHMI0 Peann3aLyI NPaB y4acTHUKaMK YrofoBHOTO CYA0NPOU3BOACTBA, a Takxe
ONTUMM3ALMIA NPEABAPUTENBHOTO PACCNEN0BaHNS.

KntoueBble cnoBa: 03HakOMIIEHIE C NOCTAHOBNEHUEM O HA3HAYeHUN CyneBHON aKCNepTUabl, 3aKiOHeHNe aKC-
nepTa, NpaBa y4aCTHUKOB YrONOBHOIO CYAONPON3BOACTBA, CNELManbHble 3HaHNS.
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In the process of investigating each criminal case, the possibilities of forensic examinations are used. The power
to collect evidence is vested in the power subjects of the criminal procedure. The legislator endowed the participants in
criminal proceedings with the specifics of using special knowledge. The indicated persons have such an opportunity when
familiarizing themselves with the decision on the appointment of a forensic examination and subsequently with the expert’s
opinion. In this regard, the timeliness of familiarization with these procedural documents is crucial.

In this article, the author discusses current issues of use by victims, suspects, accused and their defenders, as well as
witnesses, for whom a forensic examination of special knowledge in the process of investigating crimes has been appointed.

Based on the analysis of the current legislation, judicial investigative practice regarding familiarization with the decision
onthe appointment of a forensic examination and the expert’s opinion, a number of proposals have been formulated that help
ensure the implementation of rights by participants in criminal proceedings, as well as optimize the preliminary investigation.
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