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Accounting expertise is an independent source of evidence in legal proceedings. The article presents the peculiarities of
forensic accounting in Ukraine, highlights the contemporary key issues of theoretical and practical nature that exist in the
activity of the forensic accountant, as well as suggests ways of their solution, which are aimed at the prospects of the devel-
opment of the profession of forensic accountant. The issue of liability is one of the main issues that should be resolved only
by the investigator and the court on the basis of the analysis of all the circumstances of the case. A forensic accountant has
the right to investigate the actual compliance of officials with the requirements of regulatory and legal acts within the
framework of accounting, which does not mean resolving the issue of the responsibility of these persons, since the basis for
liability for the damage caused is the employee's guilt, which is proven in court.
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byxeanmepcuvka excnepmu3za € camocmiiiHum 0dcepenom 0oKazis y cyoouuncmei. Y cmammi nagedeno ocobaugocmi cy-
0080-6yxeanmepcvbkoi excnepmusu @ Ykpaini, euceimieni cyuacHi 0CHO8HI NPOOIeMHI NUMANHA MeoPemuiHo20 i NpaKmuy-
HO20 Xapakmepy, wo icHyloms 8 pobomi excnepma-oyxeanmepa, a maxKodlc 3anPponOHOBAHO WIIAXU iX UpiUIeHHs, AKI Chps-
MoBaHi Ha nepcnekmudu po3sumky npoghecii excnepma-6yxeanmepa. Iumanna npo 6i0nogioanvHicms — 00He 3 OCHOBHUX
NUMAans, Wo NioNAAE BUPIUEHHIO Tule CLIOYUM I CYOOM HA OCHOSI aHani3y 8cix obcmasun cnpasu. Excnepm-Oyxeanmep mae
npago 0oCcaioHcysamu hakmusrne OOMPUMAHHI NOCAOOBUMU 0COOAMU BUMO2 HOPMAMUBHO-NPABOGUX AKMIB Y MENHCAX GeOeH-
Hs OyXeanmepcwvko2o 00Ky, WO He 03HAYAE BUPTULEHHS NUMAHHS NPO BION0GIOATILHICMb YUX 0CI0, OCKIIbKU NiOCABOo0 0715
MamepianvHoi 6i10n08i0aIbHOCMI 30 HAHeCeHUll 30UMOK € 8UHA NPAYIGHUKA, WO 00KA3AHA 8 CYOL.

Kniouosi cnoea: 6yxzanmepcwka excnepmu3sa; cy0o8o-0yxeanmepcvka ekcnepmusa, oyxeanmepcvkuil o0nik; excnepm-
oyxeanmep,; cy008ull eKCnepm, Cy0080-eKCNEPMHA OISLIbHICMb.

biobn.: 8.

byxeanmepckas sxcnepmusa A61Aemcs CamMoCmosmenbHbiM UCMOYHUKOM OOKA3aMenbems 8 cyoonpoussoocmse. B cma-
mbe npusedeHsvl aKmyanibhble MOMEHMblL CYOeOHO-0yXeanmepcKoll IKCnepmu3sbl 8 Yxpaune, oceeujervl cogpementvle 0CHOBHbIE
npobnemHble 80NPOCkl MEOPEMUYecKo20 U NPaKmui4ecKkoeo xapakmepa, cywecmsylouue 8 pabome skcnepma-oyxeanmepa, a
makoice onpeoenenvl HeodX00UMble MEPORPUAMUS U NYMU UX PeLUeHUs], Hanpasientble Ha NePCeKmuebl pazeumis npogheccuu
axcnepma-Oyxeanmepa. Bonpoc 06 omseemcmgennocmu - 0OuH U3 OCHOBHBIX 80NPOCOB, KOMOPbIL NOONEICUM PA3PEUEHUIO
monvKo credosamenem U Cy0OM HA OCHOBE AHANU3A BCeX 0OCMOAMeNnbema oend. IKchepm-6yxeanmep umeem npago Uccieoo-
samv axmuueckoe cobnroeHue OONHCHOCMHBIMU TUYAMU TPeDOBAHUIL HOPMAMUBHO-NPABOBLIX AKMO8 8 NPedenax Ge0eHus
byxeanmepcko2o yuema, umo He O3HAYAem peuileHuss 60npoca 0o 0meemcmeeHHOCHU SMUX Y, HOCKOIbKY OCHO8AHUeM ONisl
MAMeEPUAILHOL OMEEMCMEEeHHOCMU 34 HAHECEHHbIN Yepd ecmb UHA padOMHUKA, KOMOpas OOKA3aHa & cyoe.

Knioueevie cnoga: 6yxeanmepckas skcnepmusd; cyoebHO-Oyxeanmepckas dKchepmusa, Oyxeanmepckuti yyem, dKC-
nepm-oyxeanmep,; cy0eOHbill IKCHEPM, CYOCOHO-IKCNEPMHAS 0esiMEeTbHOCHb.

bubn.: 8.

JEL Classification: M41

Formulation of the problem. The development of market relations, the emergence of a
non-state form of ownership has greatly changed the system of economic control in Ukraine,
an important part of which is forensic accounting expertise. The main facts of the financial
and economic activity of business entities in many cases are combined with the risks of possi-
ble abuses and thefts, which is facilitated by corruption and impunity as a result. Combating
economic offenses is one of the most important issues requiring special research. In the con-
text of the transformation of economic relations in Ukraine, the problems of the functioning
of property structures are aggravated, the criminalization of economic and related relations
continues to exist. This resulted in the spread of the scale of offenses in the economy, an in-
crease in the "qualitative" and quantitative growth of crime in the economic direction. The
introduction of new automated forms of accounting into the practice of accounting for busi-
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ness leads to a change in the limits of special accounting knowledge that are applied to the
investigation and prosecution of criminal cases of property theft. Forensic accounting exper-
tise in modern conditions increases its scientific and technical capabilities, expands the range
of issues that are solved by it. However, it is appropriate to emphasize the need for strict
compliance of the expert with his competence and the inadmissibility of setting legal issues
for its resolving. In addition, the relevance of the study is deepened by the need to generalize
theoretical and practical issues that exist in the work of the forensic accountant, as well as the
definition of the necessary measures and ways of their solution.

Analysis of recent studies and publications. The leading Ukrainian and foreign scholars
and practitioners of both economic and legal direction made quite a significant contribution to
studying and solving the existing problems of different nature in the forensic accounting ex-
pertise, in particular: M. F. Bazas, M. T. Bilukha, M. 1. Kamlyk, M. D. Korinko, G. G. Mu-
minova-Savina, V. D. Ponikarov, O. R. Rosynska, V. S. Rudnytski, B. F. Usach, V. M. Shar-
manska and others. The analysis of recent researches and publications revealed important pro-
fessional studies, which are devoted to issues of methodical and organizational support of fo-
rensic accounting expertise. L. V. Gutsalenko, L. G. Mikhalchyshina, I. K. Pentiuk,
V. M. Sydorchuk are among such authors.

The above-mentioned authors conducted in-depth studies of the issues of conducting forensic
accounting expertise and the role of forensic accountant in it, and also examined his rights and re-
sponsibilities during the audit. However, a comprehensive and systematic analysis of scientific lite-
rary sources suggests the existence of a significant range of discussion issues faced by academics
and forensic accountants in conducting forensic analysis, which necessitates their further research.

Unsolved aspects of the general problem. Despite the considerable experience, it should be
noted that the problems of providing the effectiveness of the forensic accounting expertise results
in Ukraine, its quality, and the existence of diverse approaches to the formation and development
of the profession of forensic accountant remain insufficiently researched. All this leads to the
search for alternative ways, the definition and application of necessary methods and approaches
that would contribute to solving the problem issues of conducting accounting expertise.

Research objective. The main purpose of this study is to highlight the current state of fo-
rensic accounting expertise in Ukraine, to reveal the most important and acute problems that
exist in the professional activity of forensic accountant and to find ways to solve them, aimed
at improving the efficiency and prospects of this area of activity.

Main material. In the process of conducting forensic accounting expertise forensic ac-
countants conduct research of primary accounting documents, accounting registers, forms of
financial and tax reports provided to them by the investigator or the judicial authorities with
the help of general scientific methods and special techniques and methods. Special methods of
cognition are the methods which consist of information obtained by individuals in the process
of study and work on the basis of the study of a certain branch of science, technology, art or
crafts. Proceeding from the correct definition of special knowledge, it is necessary to solve the
problem issues about the competence of the expert, the presence of a sufficient amount of
knowledge. In practice, there is often a mix of technical, economic, technological and legal
methods of cognition with the accounting ones. According to article 10 of the Law of Ukraine
“On Forensic Expertise” [3] the persons who have the necessary knowledge in a particular
field can be the forensic experts. Specialists of specialized state institutions and departmental
services conducting forensic examinations should have higher education, undergo appropriate
training and certification as forensic experts of a certain specialization. Persons recognized as
incapacitated in accordance with the law, as well as those who have a criminal record, can not
be involved in the performance of duties of a forensic expert. Forensic accountant is a highly
qualified specialist in the field of accounting, analysis and economic control, whose duty is to
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study the correctness of the reflection of the economic activity of the enterprise in the ac-
counting documents during the investigation and hearing of criminal and civil cases. The
competence of an expert is a common concept, which includes special knowledge, on the one
hand, and the validity of their application, that is, the set of rights and obligations defined by
the criminal procedural law - on the other hand [2]. Violation of the competence of an expert
may occur when an expert is intruding into someone else's area of knowledge or performing
functions that fall within the competence of the investigator or court. Such violations are:

- resolving legal issues related to the subjective part of the crime;

- independent clarification and collection of evidence by obtaining testimony from de-
fendants and witnesses.

Sometimes, forensic accountants are trying to solve issues that fall within the competence
of specialists in other areas of knowledge: technologists, builders, chemists, etc.

The Law of Ukraine “On Forensic Expertise” gives certain rights to forensic expert [3]. In
particular, regardless of the type of proceedings, the expert has the right:

- to get acquainted with the materials of the case concerning the expertise;

- to file a petition for the investigator (court) to provide additional and new materials nec-
essary for the solution of the questions raised;

- with the permission of the person or body that appointed the expertise, be present during
investigative and judicial proceedings, to file petitions concerning the conducting of expertise
and to ask questions to the persons being interrogated;

- to list in the expert opinion the facts that are relevant to the case, about which he was not
questioned;

- in case of disagreement with other members of the expert commission to draw up a sepa-
rate expert opinion;

- to give written answers to questions asked during interrogation;

- to challenge in the appropriate way the actions and decisions of person or body that appoint-
ed the expertise, which violate the rights of an expert or the procedure of conducting an expertise.

The expert may refer complaints about the actions and decisions of the bodies of inquiry
or investigator to the prosecutor. The current legislation gives three days to the prosecutor to
consider the complaint and give the answer to the expert. In case of rejection of the expert's
complaint, the reasons for its rejection should be clearly formulated in the answer. A com-
plaint about the prosecutor's decisions and actions is addressed to higher prosecutor's body.

During the course of forensic expertise, a forensic accountant is not allowed to:

- to conduct an expertise without a written permission of the head of the expert institution (its
structural unit), except for the examinations entrusted to him immediately after the investigation,
in which he participated as a specialist, as well as the e examinations carried out during the trial;

- to collect materials to be investigated by himself, as well as to select the source data for
the examination, if they are reflected ambiguously in the materials provided to him;

- to disclose the preliminary investigation data without the permission of the prosecutor or
investigator;

- to come into contacts, not agreed by the expertise procedure, with any persons, if such
persons are directly or indirectly related to the expertise;

- to keep criminal, civil and arbitration cases, as well as material evidence and documents
that are subject to examination, outside of the office.

For violations committed during the forensic expertise, which did not lead to criminal or
administrative liability, the staff member of the expert institution may be brought to discipli-
nary responsibility, and freelancer - dismissed from the position of a freelance expert.

According to art. 12 of the Law of Ukraine “On Forensic Expertise” [3] the following re-
sponsibilities are assigned to an expert:
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- to accept for execution the assigned to him expertise;

- to notify in writing the person or body that appointed the expertise about the impossibil-
ity of conducting it, if the submitted question goes beyond the competence of the expert (spe-
cialist) or if the materials provided to him are insufficient for the solution of the question, and
the requested additional materials have not been received;

- to appear on the call of the person or body that appointed the expertise, in order to be to in-
terrogated about the conducted expertise or to report about the impossibility of conducting it;

- to declare a self-discharge in the presence of circumstances stipulated by law;

- to conduct research in the presence of a suspect, accused, defendant or parties in civil
and commercial cases with the permission of the person or body that appointed the expertise;

- to give an explanation of his expert opinion at the request of the inquiry authority, inves-
tigator, prosecutor, judge, court.

A forensic accountant is obliged to declare a self-discharge in case that he: is personally,
directly or indirectly interested in the consequences of the case; is a relative of the parties or
other persons involved in the case; is in personal relations with the persons involved in the
case; is or was on service or in other dependence as to the parties, other persons involved in
the case; conducted an audit, the materials of which formed the basis for this case; was found
incompetent; concealed the circumstances that cast doubt on his impartiality [4].

The expert is obliged to declare his self-discharge on the same reasons. Moreover, it is his
duty even when he personally believes that the above circumstances are not the obstacles to his
participation in the case. A forensic accountant should not give an opinion on matters that go
beyond his competence. In such cases, as well as when the data provided to him are not enough,
the expert must inform in writing the investigator or court about the impossibility to make a
conclusion. Actual data are established by accounting documents, case materials, witnesses’,
victim’s, suspect’, accused’ statements, expert opinion, material evidence, records of investiga-
tive and court actions and other documents. Records of investigative and court actions can certi-
fy the circumstances and facts discovered during inspection, search, seizure, during the experi-
ment and other actions. Seizure or search records that contain information about accounting
transactions will help the expert to determine the source of the origin of accounting documents
seized at the enterprise or officials and the reliability of the conduct of business operations [1].

Acts of documentary audit play a dual role for a forensic accountant:

- firstly, they are the source of obtaining the data necessary for the expert, which he uses
in drawing up a conclusion;

- secondly, it is necessary to check the validity of the audit results.

At the same time, the forensic accountant is not connected with the assessment of the facts
provided by the auditor. A forensic accountant may take into account the testimony of the ac-
cused, witnesses and victims about facts that help him to establish the circumstances of clari-
fication by means of accounting expertise. The conclusions of experts of the other specialty
play important role for a forensic accountant. In many cases, without these conclusions, it is
impossible to determine the amount of damage, the period of its formation, as well as to make
a report about the state of accounting. As for unofficial accounting documents of materially
responsible persons (“draft records”), they are used for comparison with the data of account-
ing. Sometimes, if it is allowed by their system of records, it is possible to make calculations
using them, to analyze the movement of commodity-material values, to take them into ac-
count when determining the size of the shortages and the time of their formation.

Such an expert's attitude to unofficial records is possible only in case of presence of two
conditions: if their receipt and storage are recorded in strictly prescribed order (that is, when
their origin is reflected in the materials of the case, the data containing in them are confirmed
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by evidence, taken by the investigating authority and the court as reliable ones and are subject
to research); if the investigator and the court ask questions about it.

Forensic expert is subject to liability: for malicious evasion from coming to court, to the
authorities of preliminary investigation or inquiry under art. 185° or art. 185% part 2 of the
Code of Ukraine on Administrative Offenses, as well as for the provision of knowingly false
conclusions or for refusing, without reasonable reason, to perform the duties assigned to him
in accordance with art. 384 and art. 385 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine. The procedural
rights of an expert are also established by the Criminal Procedural Code of Ukraine, the Code
of Administrative Legal Proceedings of Ukraine, and are more extensive than the rights of an
expert, established by the Code of Ukraine on Administrative Offenses. Thus, as the analysis
of the data of the procedural codes shows, they considerably increase the range of expert au-
thority in criminal and administrative-judicial processes. In our opinion, it is advisable to con-
solidate the special rights of an expert during an expertise with the participation of several ex-
perts: to consult with each other; to give a separate expert opinion in case of disagreement
with other members of the expert commission. Forensic expert, on the grounds and in the
manner prescribed by the law, may be subject to disciplinary, administrative, material and
criminal liability. Thus, only those operations, in which only certain parts of financial and
economic activity are recorded, are investigated with the help of forensic experts.

One can not ignore the duties of the head of an expert institution, the main among which are:

- organizational provision of conducting an expertise;

- material and technical provision of conducting an expertise;

- observance of the legislation and normative acts concerning an expertise;

- control over the timely conduct of an expertise.

An expert has no right to engage in the collection of materials that is necessary for him to
give an expert opinion. If it turns out that the materials provided are insufficient to resolve the
questions posed to the forensic accountant, he has the right to file a petition (both verbally and
in writing) about the provision of additional materials. In the event of non-compliance with
this request, when the materials do not allow solving the issue at all, the expert must inform
the appointing authority in writing about the impossibility of giving an expert opinion [2].
Acting within the range of his special knowledge, a forensic accountant in the process of
studying accounting documents assesses them and on this basis discovers the facts related to
the performing of accounting, the validity of the reflection of business transactions in ac-
counting. The attitude of the forensic accountant to other materials of the case differs from the
study of the documents of accounting. The expert may use data discovered by other case ma-
terials; they are taken into account during the analysis and evaluation of accounting opera-
tions, used in formulating answers to the questions asked. However, the research of these ma-
terials is limited by expert’s special knowledge and subject of examination. An expert takes
them into account when they are taken by the investigator or court as evidence. The right of
the expert to investigate and use such materials of the case does not mean that he may assess
the sources themselves, means of proof, for example, to assess the appropriateness of the or-
ganization of the audit and the competence of persons included in the audit commission, the
veracity or false of testimony of the witnesses, defendants and victims, the validity of the re-
sults of other examinations, etc. Answers to such questions go beyond the competence of the
expert. Correct use of the materials of the case helps the forensic accountant to find out the
circumstances associated with the process of registration of accounting documents according
to their purpose, the conditions under which they were subsequently presented, as well as to
obtain information about the stages of passing the documents in the accounting system and on
the committed on their basis actions (e.g. settlements with debtors and creditors, accountable
persons, etc.). Only using all the case materials related to the subject of examination, the ex-
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pert can complete the study and give comprehensive answers to the questions asked. This goal
will not be achieved if the expert is restricted within the bounds of the accounting documents
and the conclusions of other experts and deprived from taking into account the testimony of
witnesses, defendants, victims, etc. It is difficult to talk about the direct responsibility of fo-
rensic experts, since the forensic expert activity is mainly regulated by the administrative-
legal method, and the legislation of Ukraine provides for criminal liability for giving a know-
ingly false conclusion. In the event that the expert opinion violates the rights of the plaintiff or
defendant, the lawyer of either party may apply to the court for a new expertise [5].

Conclusions and suggestions. Thus, we can conclude that the current administrative-
procedural legislation of Ukraine only in general terms outlines the rights and obligations of an
expert in criminal proceedings and cases on administrative offenses, without specifying them.
The limitation of these elements of the legal status of an expert testifies to the necessity of ex-
panding the range of rights and obligations of the given subject of proceedings in cases on ad-
ministrative violations, who, not being the main participant of the cases, however, actively con-
tributes to its correct resolution. Further scientific research of the theoretical and practical
aspects of the rights and obligations of an expert in cases on administrative violations, as well as
other elements of his legal status, the development of specific proposals for the improvement of
legislation will contribute to increasing the legality, efficiency, validity of decisions in cases on
administrative violations in particular, and in the sphere of administrative-legal relations in gen-
eral. It should be noted that at present in Ukraine the legal and regulatory framework is imper-
fect, namely, it does not contain certain norms concerning a forensic accountant, but is based on
the principles of classical accounting, and therefore requires specific normative documents,
which will specify detailed rights, obligations and responsibility of a forensic accountant.

References

1. Bazas, M. F. (2007) Teoretyko-metodolohichni zasady sudovo-bukhhalterskoi ekspertyzy [Theo-
retical and methodological principles of forensic accounting expertise]. Kyiv: MAUP [in Ukrainian].

2. Dondyk, N. Ia., Dondyk, H. P. (2011). Sudova bukhhalteriia [Trial accounting]. Kyiv: Tsentr
uchbovoi literatury [in Ukrainian].

3. Pro sudovu ekspertyzu [On Forensic Expertise]. Ne 4038-XII (25.02.1994). Retrieved from
http://www.zakon.rada.gov.ua.

4. Muminova-Savina, H. H. (2012). Sudovo-bukhhalterska ekspertyza [Forensic accounting ex-
pertise]. Kyiv: KNEU [in Ukrainian].

5. Storozhuk, N. (2009). Sudovo-bukhhalterska ekspertyza: krytychnyi ohliad normatyvno-
pravovoho rehuliuvannia, metodolohii ta orhanizatsii [Forensic Accounting Examination: A Critical
Review of Regulatory, Methodology and Organization]. Bukhhalterskyi oblik i audyt — Accounting
and auditing, 6, 43—49 [in Ukrainian].

6. Hutsalenko, L. V., Mykhalchyshyna, L. H., Sydoruk, V. M., Pentiuk, I. K. (2011) Sudovo-
bukhhalterska ekspertyza [Forensic accounting expertise]. Kyiv: Tsentr uchbovoi literatury [in Ukrainian].

7. Korinka, M. D. (2012). Sudova bukhhalterska ekspertyza [Forensic accounting expertise]. Ky-
iv: TOV «Typohrafiia «Kliaksa» [in Ukrainian].

8. Sharmanska, V. M., Sharmanska, S. O., Holovko, I. V. (2008). Sudova bukhhalteriia [Trial ac-
counting]. Kyiv: Tsentr uchbovoi literatury [in Ukrainian].

References (in language original)

1. hazaco M. @. TeopeTHKO-METOIOOTYHI 3acagyl CyI0BO-OyXTraaTepCchKoi eKCIepTU3U : HaB.
nocib. ans cryn. Buml. HaBd. 3akil. / M. @. bazace. — K. : MAVII, 2007. — 488 c.

2. [lonoux H. A. CynoBa Oyxranrepis : HaBd. roci6. / H. 5. Jonauk, . TI. lonauk. — K. : LlenTtp
yuboBoi sitepaTtypu, 2011. — 208 c.

3. Ilpo cyoosy excrieptusy: 3akoH Ykpainu Bim 25.02.1994 p. Ne 4038-XII [EnekrponHuii pe-
cypc]. — Pexxum nocrymy : http://www.zakon.rada.gov.ua.

4. Myminosa-Casina I. I CynoBo-OyxranTepcbka eKcrepTusa : HaBd.-meroa. mnocio. / I . My-
minoBa- Casina. — K. : KHEVY, 2012. — 268 c.

174



MMPOBJIEMU I ITEPCITEKTMBU EKOHOMIKU TA YITIPABJITHHA Ne 4 (12), 2017
OBJIIK, KOHTPOJIb TA AYJIUT: TEOPETUKO-METOJIOJIOTTYHUI ACIIEKT

5. Cmopoorcyk H. CynoBo-OyxranTepcbka eKCrepTi3a: KpUTHIHUH OrIsii HOpMaTHBHO-IIPABOBOT'O
peryiroBaHHs, MeToponorii Ta opranizauii / H. Ctopoxyk // Byxrantepcbkuii 00K 1 ayAuT : HAYKO-
BO-TIpakTUYHUH KypHAI . — 2009 . — Ne 6. — C. 43-49.

6. Cyooso-byxeanmepcvka SKCIIepTh3a : HaBY. Toci0. s cTy/. Buml. Hapud. 3akit. / JI. B. ['ynanenko,
JI. T. Muxanpunmmza, B. M. Cunopyk, 1. K. [lentiok. — K. : LlenTp yuboBoi miteparypu, 2011. - 350 c.

7. Cyooga Oyxrantepcbka €KCIepTH3a : HaB4. MOCi0. Ui CTy.. BHII. HaB4. 3aKiI. / 3a peA. A.C.H.
M. [I. Kopiabka. — K. : TOB «Tunorpadis “Kmskca», 2012. — 432 c.

8. llapmanceka B. M. Cynoa Oyxrantepis : HaBY. IMOCiO. i CTyH. BUIN. HaBY. 3aKil. /
B. M. llapmanceka, C. O. llapmanceka, 1. B. ['onoko. — K. : LlenTp yaboBoi mitepatypu, 2008. — 454 c.

Zabashtanskyi Maksym — Doctor of Economics, Associate Professor, Associate Professor of Department of Hu-
man resources management and labor economics, Chernihiv National University of Technology (95 Shevchenka
Str., 14035 Chernihiv, Ukraine).

3abamrancekuii Makcum MukoIaiioBH4 — JOKTOp €KOHOMIYHHMX HayK, JOLEHT, JONEHT KadeapH yIpaBIiHHI
MIEPCOHAJIOM Ta €KOHOMIKH mpami, YepHiriBchbKkuil HalliOHAJIBHUH TEXHOJOTIYHUK yHiBepcuTeT (Byi. llleBuenka, 95,
UYepmiris, 14035, Ykpaina).

3abamranckuii Makcum HukosaeBHY — JOKTOp SKOHOMHYECKHX HAYK, JOLEHT, JOLEHT Kadeapsl YIpaBICHUS
MIEPCOHAJIOM U SKOHOMHKH TpyAa, UepHHUroBCKUH HaIMOHATIBHBIN TeXHOMOrndecknii yausepcuret (yia. IlleBuenko,
95, Yepnuros, 14035, Ykpanna).

E-mail: mazani@ukr.net

Surzhyk Vyacheslav — PhD in Economics, Associate Professor, Chernihiv Scientific-Research Expert-Forensic
Center Ministry of Internal Affairs of Ukraine (19 Stepana Razina Str., 14037 Chernihiv, Ukraine).

Cyp:xkuk Bsauecsas I'enHanilioBu4 — kaHIUIaT €KOHOMIYHMX HAyK, JOIEHT, UepHiriBcbkuit HaykoBo-mocmigamit
excriepTHo-kpuMiHanicTnanui neHrp MBC Ykpainu (Byn. Crenana Pasina, 19, Uepniris, 14037, Ykpaina).
Cyp:xkuk Bsideciap I'eHHagueBHY — KaHOWIAT SKOHOMHUYECKHX HAyK, MOLEHT, YepHurosckuii HaydaHo-
HCCIIEI0BATEIILCKU SKCTIEPTHO-KpUMHHATHCTHIecKknit IeHTp MBJl Ykpaunsr (yn. Crenana Pasuna, 19, Uepruros,
14037, Ykpanna).

E-mail: vgs1@ukr.net

Borisenko Ludmila — Senior Lecturer of Department of Human resources management and labor economics, Cher-
nihiv National University of Technology (95 Shevchenka Str., 14035 Chernihiv, Ukraine).

Bopucenko Jlronmuna IBaniBHa — crapmmii BUKIagad Kadeapy YIpaBIiHHS IEPCOHAIOM Ta €KOHOMIKH IIpar,
UepHiriBChKHil HaIlllOHAJIBHUH TEXHONIOT9HUN yHiBepcuTeT (Byi. IlleBuenka, 95, UepHiris, 14035, Ykpaina).
Bopucenko JlronvMuna UBanoBHa — cTapimii npernoaBareisb Kadeaphl YIPaBISHHSI IEPCOHATIOM U SKOHOMUKH TPY/ia,
UepHUrOBCKUI HAIMOHATGHBIN TeXHOIOrudeckuil yausepentert (yi. Llleuenko, 95, Uepnuros, 14035, Ykpanma).
E-mail: li_borisenko@ukr.net

Zabashtanskyi, M., Surzhyk, V., Borisenko, L. Modern aspects of conducting forensic accounting expertise in Ukraine. Problems and pro-
spects of economics and management, 4 (12), 169-175.

175



