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Some features of formation and use of versions

The key step of the investigator during the inspection activities is ¢he extension and validation investigative
leads. Features of versions at this stage of the investigation gdsftheitymulti-variant, permanent character,
the ability to check directly with the inspection of the scene. Their significance consist of: a) determining
the range of circumstances to be established and objects requiring the \search; b) establishing links between
identified, its place and role in the events, evidence-based andftaeticalvalue; c) the timely planning of urgent
investigative actions and operative-search measures to facilitate collection of information.

Key words: versions, information, indirect experienceginvestigation, nvestigative actions, operational search
actions.

During the inspection of the scene person who)cartying out pre-trial investigation, makes the first at-
tempt to describe the event, to explain detected situation, to find out its value to the investigation. Solution
of these problems occurs during the comStruction of the first version, which determine the direction of further
investigation. Preliminary consideratien of cause and effect allows to understand connection of versions de-
rived from these effects, becausein mostcases, version is an assumption about causes which identified in the
material conditions of changes. Fermation of versions — difficult and important stage of knowledge, con-
struction of inferences based onl the judgment as the results of the analytical and synthetic study of the situa-
tion on the scene, which purposeis to obtain new information with more or less high extent probability
of perceived aspects of crimeythatneed to be installed.

Problems of formation of versions as one of the methods of cognition of a crime are reflected in [1-3]
and others. At thé same tifiie, there is no unanimity of views in nomination of versions on specific issues dur-
ing the inspection, of théyscene, in the criminalistic literature. In addition, special aspects of building versions
in different’Sitaations of the investigation, also mistakes which made in this case studied too low. Analysis of
theavailablefwotks demonstrate that scientists have unambiguous position on the possibility and feasibility
of the momination of versions in the inspection of the scene. For example, some scientists on the basis of un-
derstanding the traditionally accepted lead as an objectively reasonable assumptions about the nature of the
incident scene, and its elements, consider formation of versions possible only if there is a sufficient factual
basis{4; 22, 5; 151]. Others note the ability of constructing versions with a minimum initial information, in-
cluding the time of the inspection of the scene [6; 5, 7; 140, 8; 51]. The difference of approaches to the issue
connected with the specific versions in the process of inspection of the scene, due to the lack of sufficient
information about the event of the crime and the criminal. The situation before initiating inspection may be
characterized by varying extent of awareness — from the brief information about what happened, identify
the individual tracks that (presumably) relate to a crime, to apprehend a criminal at the crime scene.

The basis for the development of versions in the course of inspection of the scene are the results of
the analysis of the situation, its parts, as well as mental activity to establish the causes of the observed changes
— actions of people, events according to their assessment, formulation of event patterns, etc. Evaluation as a
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judgment about credibility and value of the objects is the result of the expression of subjective opinions
about the facts, their connection with each other and with the event. Also person who carries out pre-trial
investigation is guided not only by the results of direct personal experience acquired in the study of the fac-
tual circumstances of the crime, but also the experience gained in the investigation of other crimes, as well as
knowledge and practices of others (indirect experience) [4; 109]. Reflecting to V.A. Konovalova, it is neces-
sary to consider two aspects versions — an objective (objectively existing circumstances of the accident as
a base version) and subjective (as an expression of personal estimates, causes and circumstances of a crime
under investigation) [9; 13].

During the inspection, person who carrying out pre-trial investigation, operates information, which is
not only reflected on the scene, and was obtained from other sources, including the one that has no eviden-
tiary value, — oral or written reports, explaining of the eyewitnesses, the victim, operational>inférmation,
information from the criminal records and others. In any case, the person carrying out pre-tfial investigation
will be more or less complete picture of the event that took place, which determines the p@ssibility of €on-
structing versions, as well as the extent of their validity.

Construction of versions in process of inspection of the scene takes place in accofdance, with the laws
of logic. This particular activities related to the applied techniques of logical thinking,\depends on amount
of information about the event. As noted in the criminalistic literature, extended versions baséd on the analy-
sis of evidence material is inductive method, in the absence of such matefial —= deductive, and in the case
of similarity of the available information with observed earlier — similar [9; 12]. In\the first case, on the ba-
sis of synthetic consideration of certain identified features of event that'teoksplace, the person carrying out
pre-trial investigation concludes a more general nature in the second, on thejbasis of generalized representa-
tions, it considers necessary the existence of separate parts; in the third — makes the assumption of the pos-
sible presence of certain circumstances, following in connection \with the already identified coincidental
combination of features in the investigation event. Using of analogy istmanifested in using of information
about the typical symptoms of certain types of crimes — thejtypical ways of committing and concealing
them and signs that characterize them.

In addition to information directly related to theseffense 'under investigation, an important role in con-
structing of versions by using certain general data, by comparing with the actually existing event which
makes conclusions for a particular crime scene inspection4The main direction of extended lead is determined
by the substantive and procedural law.

First of all, during this activity a sueeessymaybe achieved by abidance conditions to the general rules
of logic of reasoning and communicatigh‘of theirelements. Firstly, such rules in the construction conclusion
require to use only efficient facts [103 177].“Bhis requirement could be violated as a result of incorrect using
of the data analysis, evaluation, and using of false or inaccurate information about certain kind of laws. Sec-
ondly, the connection between theyptemises and reached conclusions must be unique and in a certain way
justified. Non-observance thiis nules €ause the false conclusions like «do not». Compliance with these rules
allows to draw conclusions different extents of accuracy: reliable — in deductive conclusion, valid or proba-
ble — in inductive [105214}:

Precedence inspection of the scene during the investigation, the volume of initial information does not
allow the personfconducting the pre-trial investigation to be sufficiently aware of the details of event that is
studied. In addition, mmeomplete representation of the event creates a threat to the correct assessment of
the availablé®information. Even at first glance, obvious picture may actually have a different character, be
disterted, stagedffand its details — is not associated with the event. Identified changes in the situation can be
régarded as thegeffects of different reasons. These circumstances determine the construction of the versions
in pracess of inspection scene require different (including reverse) an explanation of events and some of its
patts [11; 35, 8; 54]. This approach of the advancement of versions allows to avoid one-sidedness in
the inyestigation, provide all the possible options of flowing events in this situation, more fully identify and
explore siginificant information for investigation with purposes to further establishing the truth.

Another feature of versions built during the inspection of the scene their permanent nature, mobility: as
more information is obtained such versions are gradually changing and refined, discarded and put forward
again. Version is the starting point in the process of development of the model, as the assumption of wider
plan of the studied phenomenon, object, combining their quality — both static and dynamic, external and
internal, physical and mental [1; 21]. According to V. Popov in the cromonalistic literature this team model
is associated, a "floating silhouette" [12; 56], discovering new evidence, revealing their hidden connections,
the event mentally replayed in the mind of the investigator, determined place of each established fact in
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the general picture of event. A special feature of this model that it does not have only abstract nature, also
includes real objects and traces that characterize not only the actions of participants in the events, but the cir-
cumstances leading up to it and follow it.

In situation of limited information about the nature of the events that took place, inspection of the scene
begins from the construction of the options general versions. Depending on the suspected cause of the inci-
dent version may be nominated for its individual elements (members, crime method, used guns, etc.).
As well as person who carries out pre-trial investigation use the recommended methods of investigation
of certain types of crimes, typical lead which expressed in general laws of their commitment of the usual sit-
uations. The quality and completeness of this kind of recommendations substantially affect on the correct
extension of versions, the predictions of all the possible explanations for the circumstances of accident.\Top-
ical focus more efficient using of general versions is their formation based on the analysis of the coffelations
between the elements of criminological characteristics of individual categories of crimesgwhich includes
the study of large empirical array and its careful handling and a scientific substantiation of the results. Appli-
cation of knowledge about elements of criminological characteristics of the particular categoty, of offenses
make it possible in situation of incomplete event reflection build version on its basic circiimstances)[ 13; 4].

Cognitive role of the version is not only ability to explain the known circumstances, of the crime inves-
tigation, but that it can help open up new circumstances and facts that are not knoywnite thésnvestigator until
the moment of release [14; 61]. The consequences derived from the common versioft, takingiinto considera-
tion the knowledge of typical traces of certain types of crime allow to,implement direct search for specific
tracks and facilities. Justification of the reasons, time occurrence (changes, extinetion) happening in the pro-
cess of nomination and verification of individual versions. Depending omywhich of these are confirmed
by checking, will regulate common version, eliminate false versions. What about separate versions, accord-
ing to A.N. Vasiliev, they can also occur on the circumstances not telated to the cause of a crime, but which
have connection with him at the place and time [4; 40]. For, example, the version that found traces can be
formed at the scene after committing the crime by other persons; ordack of necessary traces for this situation,
may be related to their subsequent damage, destructiomyby outsiders, animals, the disappearance under
the influence of objective temporal processes, weathemconditions etc. Such new versions will contribute
to the proper definition of lines of inquiry, establishing ways of obtaining circumstantial evidence.
V.P. Kolmakov, emphasizing the role of small.ebjects, —4physical evidence in the investigation of crimes,
tried to typify version of causes by their appedranceion the scene:

a) were brought or forgotten, lost by eriminal of accomplices in the crime at the scene;

b) have been the victim, remained®njthe scene at the time of commission of the offense;

¢) taken by criminal from outsiders andithrown at the scene to enter the investigator misled;

g) was brought to the scene surveyiparticipants, there are forgotten or lost;

d) were at the scene, got there,before or after the commission of the crime and not in connection with
them [15; 150].

The decisive role in the formation of versions during the inspection plays a detection method of com-
mitting the crime, which allows¥on the basis of theoretical typifications nominate assumptions about many
other related elements of the event (in particular, the characteristic traces of the application of this method
and their locatiof —«thésrace picture»); using tools and resources; typological and individual characteris-
tics of the crimimal, hi§yskills; place, time, circumstances of the offense, its motives, and others. The im-
portance of%establishing methods of offense for the investigation have repeatedly emphasized in
the criminalisticfliterature [4; 64, 14; 80], as a choice of a criminal, is not accidental, is associated with
the objective,coftditions of the commission of the crime, individual characteristics of a criminal, his attitude
to thefobject, victim, the motives of actions, etc. It is noted that the process of committing a crime must be
comnsidered in a broad sense, including the way of hiding [4; 66]. In each case, the last one, has pronounced
featutes to characterize the person who committed the crime, their status, availability needs in concealment
of these circumstances, the possible reasons for this. So, to conceal the murder by destroying the corpse,
staging an accident or suicide are usually resorted a person from among the relatives of the victim; to conceal
«for a time» the fact of committing a crime, and their tracks in the scene resorted criminals, not related to
the victim [4; 68]. A corresponding method of crime can be used only by persons with the possibility of its
implementation, access to the object and means of committing a crime. In other cases, the set features of
the process of committing a crime (pattern in crime) suggests that it has committed a particular person.
At the same time it is necessary to take into account the fact that other person may conceal a crime, which is not
a criminal [16; 38].
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It is necessary to emphasize the special importance of the participation of experts in nominating ver-
sions. Received due to the expertise information helps build a version on important elements and circum-
stances of the event (the number of its members, their individual characteristics, the nature of the actions and
behavior, mechanism and manner of commission of the offense, there is a performance, the type and the in-
dividual characteristics of used tools, time, place and the motives of the damage and others) that contribute
timely planning and conducting urgent investigative actions and operational-search measures.

Usually the version put forward during the inspection of the scene, are checked in the process of further
investigation. Some of them can be confirmed, some even denied during the inspection that is carried out
by the consequences of the constructed versions and subsequent verification of their presence in the material
conditions of the scene, in other sources (the testimony of the persons, criminal records, etc.). This is\more
predictive versioning. As a result of this test may established lack of the necessary details ofsthe"situation
(the consequences) or their damaged views, condition or location, which contributes 40 narrowing\of
the range of version and specifying further investigation [17; 4].

At the same time, the confirmation of consequence of the advanced version is not yet itsaniquely cor-
rectness, since occurrence of the last one could be due by other causes, including falsifigatiomyby individuals.
In addition, consequences that derived from the built version can be unambiguous and eredible, that is only
be possible under the action of some of the reasons in this situation, because the conditionsjofits validity can
not be clearly established. Necessary consequences arising from the fact of gommitting a crime, as
0.Y. Baev writes always exhaustive, as determined by the type of crime and the method of its commission
and do not depend on the personality of criminal and the circumstances‘of thesgemmission of a criminal act
[18; 77]. Realization of this provision in criminalistic science is the inclusion of criminalistic characteristics
of individual species and groups of crimes as an independent element — trace pictures — descriptions
of typical traces of the crime, making it easier to advance and check \versions in practice. In this way, the ab-
sence of the necessary consequences for this case is a signal that the built version incorrect or inaccurate,
while the absence of possible consequences of it does not exclude.

In checking versions during the inspection of the sééne, considerable importance have the opportunity
in using the information contained in the criminalistigsaegounting systems. Registration information, as noted
in the literature, plays an important role in the seangh and'€stablishment of criminal dactocard by comparing
a person who is registered in the operational andsgefetence’files of internal affairs, finger-print, left by crimi-
nal at the scene. Verification may be subject/to other groups of tracks, as well as individual objects (weap-
ons, guns hacking, etc.), characteristics thé method of committing the crime, allows to refine available ver-
sions and exclude refuted. Opportunitig§ of investigator for the operational use of criminal records data and
the rapid exchange of relevant information‘directly from the scene in recent years significantly increased,
due to the use of mobile phones equipped with digital photography, which allow to send pictures of objects
and tracks within a few minutes threugh the Network [19; 3].

Conducting additional finspection of the scene, as indicated the analysis of criminal cases, becomes
mainly necessary due to_the incompleteness of the nomination and checking all possible versions. Thus, are
still unaccounted for gpecifie défails of the situation: the approach path to the scene, the subjects used as
a weapon of criminal in committing a crime, traces, and others.

Taking intofaccount@bove we can summarized that the value of the version in the inspection of the sce-
ne affected:

— to thie"definition of the circumstances need to be established and objects, requiring the search;

~— tol\establish links between the revealed, their place and role in the events of their evidencial and opera-

tive valu€;,

£'the timely planning of urgent investigative actions and operative-search measures facilitating collec-

tion of information.

Despite the priority inspection of the scene, and related characteristics previously mentioned, there are
already possibilities for the construction of a wide range of versions at this stage, among which are:

a) General, indicating: nature of the event that occurred (crime, accident, suicide, natural death, and
the other non-criminal event); view of the offense; the way it was committed (concealment);

b) Individual about: used guns, means of committing crimes; the methods and the way of penetration
criminal (s) on the scene; nature and sequence of criminal (s) actions, victim at the scene (mechanism of ac-
tion); the residence time of criminal (s) at the scene; the crime scene; time when it was committed; the num-
ber of criminals, their characteristics (appearance, social status, psychological portrait, profession, nature
of the relationship with the victim, awareness about mode operation of objects, people, etc.); objectives, mo-
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tives criminal action (s); the presence of traces of the crime and criminal (s), other evidence of their possible
location; the origin of the detected traces; traces that may remain on the offender (s), and others.

The results of generalization practice investigation of criminal cases allow to draw conclusions about
the necessity of forming versions in the inspection of the scene. In the process of the study of criminal cases,
in each of them we evaluated the initial information about the crime, the results obtained during the inspec-
tion, conducting operative search measures, that is all that could be the basis for building a version. The re-
sults were compared with the information containing in the other cases — the protocols of investigative ac-
tions, expert opinions, qualification of the act, sentences.

Thus, in 82% of cases of crime scene investigation, obtained results give grounds for promoting
the unique version about nature of the event; 21% — the available information do not allow to drawisuch
conclusions (were the preconditions for the consideration of all standard versions of the reseateh situation);
80% — there were grounds to put forward suggestions on the type of the offense; 23% — s@ich a conclusion
could not make unambiguously.

In 83% of the inspection, studing trace picture allowed to put forward reasonable suggestions on how
to commit a crime (strangulation, inflicting fatal stab, gunshot injuries, abrasions, arsom, hitting the vehicle,
drowning in water, throwing from a height, penetration into the premises by breaking doers, locks, windows,
walls, etc.), which was confirmed in the next 76% of criminal cases. In 24% of diagnoseds€ases it was not
enough information for such conclusions. Versions about way of concealifig theé crime had feason to nomi-
nate 36% of the investigated cases (it is the concealment, destruction of corpses,(¥ictims of things, instru-
ments of committing the crime, removing blood stains from clothing, the, eriminal body, guns, hand traces
with fitments, masking traces objects, creating a performance), which was confirmed in 28% of cases.
For example, if criminals commit crime in the area where the victimylives, in process of fleeing from the sce-
ne, often use his keys to the front door, to give the appearance of his‘absence at home, with the aim of leav-
ing a corpse for a long time undetected. In 47% of cases the inspection‘tesults provide grounds for specula-
tion that the offender did not resort to conceal the crime. Version about guns used in commission of a crime
could be put forward only accordaning to received duringythelinspection of the incident information in 65%
of cases (as indicated by the nature of the damage, asawellias the direct detection of themselves weapons,
which are characterized by the presence of bloodgon them layers, and other substances) that further con-
firmed in 56% of criminal cases.

In 70% of cases of crime scene investigation gaveygrounds for a version that scene is a crime scene
(that of the victim's body was found at the seene of the murder, often indicates the presence of randomly
scattered things, traces of blood, the pr€sence of‘traces of eating, drinking alcohol, the victim is the owner
of the apartment, violated a familiar @mosphere in the room, on the ground, the presence of damage, the lack
of property, finding murder weapons\oficrime, etc.). These findings are further confirmed in 68% of cases.
Version mismatch scene and crime,seene had reason to nominate 15% of cases (place inspected: conceal-
ment of a corpse prior bodily injury, ‘€riminal detention after committing the crime, finding traces associated
with the concealment of the “crime). In 20% of cases there were no grounds for nominating version
of the crime scene.

In 58% of criminal cases considered by the analysis of the situation made it possible to build a scene
version about method, andsthe penetration of the offender at the scene and used tools in this case, which was
confirmed in 45% of cases. On the nature and consistency of the criminal actions of the victim at the scene
(mechanism*6fiaction) shows a picture of what happened in 63% of cases (which is confirmed by the other
materials|of ghe €ase in 55% of cases), a residence time of the offender on the spot — in 39% (such conclu-
sions can beymade with consudering left destruction, damage to the victim, moving corpse, objects and other
violations of the situation, signs of joint residence with the victim, etc.), as confirmed in 30% of cases.

In 82% of cases, as a generalization of the results showthere is the possibility of nominating versions
of theycrime about time (this takes into account signs of decomposition, entomofauna corpse, the nature
of his clothes, the nature of food debris, testimony of witnesses, the prescription of blood traces, shoes,
the presence of snow tracks , rain, layers under corpse, which correspond to the environment, damage
to vegetation, signs of burning, burnt matches, included lighting, finding traces of blood on the switch,
the date of documents, newspapers, operation, attendance of specific objects, areas, etc.), which is confirmed
by other materials in 74% of the reviewed cases.

In 63% of casesthe trace pattern, ways of committing the crime and its cover-up, a place of committing
time, the victim's identity, the information obtained in the survey of persons give rise to the formation of the-
ories about the purpose, motive of the crime that has been affirmed in 46% of cases [20; 4]:
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— In the presence of the corpse in his own house, no one can reasonably assume values of selfish mo-
tives behind the crime or staging;

— Presence on the body jewelry, money in their pockets, on the contrary, allows to put forward the ver-
sion of not selfish motives;

— If the body is found in the atmosphere, which indicates the sharing food, drinks with other people,
to the fight, can be put forward versions about the murder during an argument, due to the hostile atti-
tude of the victim and the offender;

— A lot of damage to the victim, their severity may indicate the killing out of revenge, jealousy;

— Traces of sexual intercourse indicate on sexual motives, overcoming the resistance of the victimj

— Impaired situation of discovering body, the presence jewelry, lack of traces of the offender,)left
weapon, is the basis for the assumption that the murder was committed by the order.

In 23% of cases analysis of the scene allow us to put forward the version about the nufaber of criminals

(in the footsteps of the hands, shoes, that is different, the presence of dishes on the tablejjeigarette butts,
the number of victims, the extent and nature of damage to the victims, obstacles, destructien, weight, volume
and the number of stolen items, posted guns), which was confirmed in 11% of cases.
The results of examination of the scene in 69% of the investigated criminal cases allow o put forward
a wide range of versions of the offender, his characteristics: gender, age, height, weight, especially body,
walking, individual features of appearance, distinctive features, state of health, habits, psychological charac-
teristics ( temperament, personality traits, strong-willed, intelligent, professional qualities, skills, emotional
state in the commission of a crime, mental condition, etc..), the social status of‘therperson, the type and na-
ture of the relationship with the victim, awareness about the features of a seene, object mode, humans, and
others [20, 4].

The foregoing, in our view, justifies the advisability of nominatingyersion in inspection of the scene, as
they timely coordinate the learning process, have directive gignificance in the search for criminalistic im-
portant information, contributes to the establishment of the\truth in"the case. Take into consideration that
criminal can deliberately resorted to a change trace picture, left artificial traces, thus creating the prerequi-
sites for the nomination of the wrong version, the processpot eommitting a crime, used weapons, the motives
of the crime, including criminal signs, etc. In addition, thejoffender and the victim, and witnesses can report
deliberately false or misleading information ab@&upanievent. Therefore all options of the versions must be
considered which possible for each situation.

The incompleteness of the research gnvironment of the scene, prevents to completeness of the formation

of considered versions(that demonstrate contents of the inspection protocol of the scene, which often do not
have the characteristics of the detecteditraces‘and others).

References

1 Apyuwesckuii I'.B. Be1BIKEHNS W IpoBepKa CIeACTBEHHBIX Bepcuii: [Ipakt. mocobne. — M.: FOpun. mmur., 1978. — 104 c.

2 Benxun P.C. Kypc KpumuHanucTHKy: yued. nocodbue 1t By30B. — 3-¢ u3a., gon. — M.: IOHUTU-JJAHA, 3akoH u npaBo,
2001. — 837 c.

3 [pankun JLAH. OCHOBBI TEOPHH CIIEICTBEHHBIX cuTyanuil. — CBepanoBck: M3a-Bo Ypanbsckoro roc. yH-ta, 1987. — 168 c.

4 Bacuuwes,A.HyMyovrocun I'H., HAxyb6oeuy H.A. IlnanupoBanue paccienoBanus mnpectymiennii. — M.: FOpun. mut., 1957.
—199c.

S5Wdnmunos B.11. IInannpoBaHue pacciieoBaHNS HEPACKPHITHIX HpecTymuenuid. — M.: Opmutuadopm, 2002. — 144 c.

6 IycmoeMiA. ViccnenoBanue Mecta mpoucniecTBus // Bompockl coBepleHCTBOBaHUS IpeaBapuTeabHOro cienctus: CO. CcT.
= J1..AV1O NUYCP OIl u MBJ], 1971. — C. 126-132.

7 [sopxun A.M. OcMOTp MecTa MPOUCHISCTBUS: MPaKT. mocodue. — M.: FOpucts, 2000. — 336 c.

8 Deoopos 10.]]. TlocTpoeHue u UCIONb30BAHUE BEPCHI MPH HCCIICIOBAaHUU MecTa MpouciiecTBrs // Bompockl KpuMHHAIH-
cruueckoit Takrtuku: CO. Hayd. Tp. — Tamkent: HU u PO TBII MBJ] CCCP, 1978. — C. 76-78.

9 Konosanosa B.E. Bepcust: konuenius u ¢yHkuuu B cynonpoussoactse / B.E. Konosanosa. — Xapekos: Koncym, 2000. —
175 c.

10 HUsanos I1.FO. [1poGneMbl U IepCIIEKTHBE HH)OPMATH3AINN KPUMUHATIHCTHYECKOH nesTenpHocTH // Kpumunamuctuka. XXI
Bek: Matepuansl Hayd.-pakT. KoH}.: B 2-1. — M.: I'Y OKI] MB/] Poccun, 2001. — T. 2: Pazn. 4 u 5. — C. 120-128.

11 Pexosckuii A.@. Bepcun Ha mepBOHaYalIbHOM 3Tane pacciefoBanus // [IpobieMbl ONTHMHU3aIKMK NEPBOHAYAIBHOTO dTara
pacciienoBaHus mpecTyruieHnit: Mexsys. ¢0. Hayd. Tp. / OtB. pen. JI.S. Jpankun. — Csepmiosck: PUO CIOU, 1988. — C. 156-160.

12 Jlynoe A.B., Hecmepenxo B.Il. TakTuka clieICTBEHHBIX JIeHCTBUA. — MuHck, 1971. — 224 c.
13 Bilenchuk P.D., Zimbalyuk V.C. Computer Crime: Studybook. — E.: Atika, 2002. — 240 p.

126 BecTHuk KaparaHguHckoro yHuBepcuTeTa



Some features of formation...

14 Asepvanosa T.B. u op. Kpumunanuctuka: yueonuk ajst By3os / [Tox pen. P.C. benkuna. 2-¢ u3g., nepepab. u jgomn. — M.:
Hopwma, 2005. — 980 c.

15 Koamaxoe B.I1. Unentudukanyonusie aeiicteus ciaenosarens. — M.: IOpua. nur., 1977. — 112 c.

16 Kapacooun B.H. Vicnons3oBaHue AaHHBIX O COKPBITHH MPECTYIUICHHUSI TIPH TPOU3BOJICTBE CICACTBEHHBIX AeicTuil // Cuen-

CTBEHHBIC JEUCTBUsI (KPHMHUHAIUCTHYECKUE U TPOLecCyabHble acrekTsl): MexBy3. ¢6. Hayd. Tp. / OtB. pea. U.®. I'epacumoB. —
Csepmiiock: PO CHOU, 1983. — C. 112-117.

17 Thomas W. Adair. Experimental Detection of Blood Under Painted Surfaces. — 2000. — [ER]. Access mode:
http://www.crime-scene-investigator.net/bloodunderpaint.pdf

18 Baee O.A. TaxTHKa YTOJOBHOTO IpECIEIOBAHUS W MPOPEecCHOHANBHOM 3amuThl OT Hero. CleACTBCHHAs TAKTHKA: HAy4.-
npakT. mocodue / O.5. baes. — M.: Dx3amen, 2003. — 432 c.

19 Lewis J. Cyber criminals and cyber spies active in Asia. Crime-research journal. — 2013. — [ER]. Access| mode:
http://www.crime-research.org/articles/criminals23/

20 Pe3ynbTaThl N3y4eHHs] MaTepUaIOB apXUBHBIX YTOJIOBHBIX Je] cyaa paiiona nmeHn Kaspibex 6u r. Kaparamgpt, 201506 c.

III.A. Ha3zeimOekoB

BoJyzxkamaapabl KYpacTeIpy MeH NaiJaJaHy/AbIH KeHOip epexilesikTepi

Makanana kapay OapbIChIHIAa Tepreylili KbI3METiHIH KOPBITBHIHABI Ke3eHi Teprey 0o/nkaMAapblHpyChHy MEH
Tekcepy Ooublll TaObUIagbl. ABTOp Tepren TeKCepy[iH aTaifaH Ke3eHiHgeri \0oinkamAapasiH epeKIuesiri
OJIapIbIH KOITHYCKAIBUIBIFBIH/A, TYPAKTHI CUMATHIHAA, OKUFA OOJIFaH jKepAe Bikeleid, TeKcepy MYMKIHIITIHIH
Oap OoumybIHIa >katansl neiini. OmapIblH MarblHACHL: a) aHBIKTayFa JKaTaThIH GKarIaiap MeH i3eHyi THic
00BeKTiIep MIEHOEepiH aHBIKTAy[a; o) aHBIKTANFaH JKaFJailapIblH, OHBIH axXyalJarbl OpHBl MCH DeJIiH,
JONeNIeMeIiK [eH TAKTHKAIbIK KYHIBUIBIFBI apachIHIAFbl ,OaNIdHBICEIH aHBIKTAayaa; ©0) aKmaparTsl
JKUHACTBIPYFa MYMKIHIIK TYFBI3aTbIH TEprey OpeKeTTepi MeH JKedeT=iB/iecTipy IuapanapbliH yaKbIThLIbI
JKocrapIayaa KepiHic Tabambl.

II1.A. Ha3zeimMBexoB

HexoTopsbie ocobeHHoCTH GOPMUPOBAHUS U MCIIOJIH30BAHUSA BepPCHil

B crarbe oTMedeHO, 4TO KIIFOUEBOH CTaJHEH AeSTEABHOCTH)CIEIOBATEINS IIPU OCMOTPE SIBISTFOTCS BBIIBIDKE-
HHUE ¥ NPOBEPKa CIEACTBEHHBIX Bepcuil. OCQOCHHOCTSIMH BEpCHil Ha ITOM 3Tale paccieJOBaHuUs, HOAIEpK-
HYTO aTOpOM, SIBISIOTCS MX MHOTOBAPUAHTHOCTD, IEPMAaHEHTHBIH XapaKTep, BO3MOXHOCTh IIPOBEPKHU HEIIO-
CPEICTBEHHO IPU OCMOTPE M@EIa NpOWenIecTBUs. VX 3HaueHWe, ONpENEeNeHO B CTaThe, COCTOUT B:
a) OIpEeNIeNICHUH Kpyra OOCTOSITEITBETB, ITOJUICKAIIUX YCTAHOBJIEHHIO, U OOBEKTOB, TPeOyIOIIMX IIOHCKa,
0) ycTaHOBIIEHHH CBsi3el MEKIY BHUTBICHHBIM, €T0 MECTa U POJIU B COOBITUSIX, JOKA3aTENbHOM U TaKTHYe-
CKOH IIEHHOCTH; B) CBOEBPEMCHHOM IIaHMPOBAHMU HEOTIOXHBIX CIEICTBEHHBIX AEHCTBUI M OMepaTHBHO-
PO3BICKHBIX MEPOTIPUSTHIA, CIOCOBETBYIOINX cO0pY HHPOPMALIIH.
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