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Forensic Profile of a Person Who Interfered with
a Government Authority Representative

In the course of criminal offense investigation, information about a person
who has committed it is subject to proof. In the forensic doctrine, a separate
element of forensic profile summarizes this information: “an offender’s iden-
tity”. Based on generalizing theoretical approaches to the investigation of an
offender’s identity, the position is well-founded that certain signs associated
with certain types of crime can be prioritized for investigation and theoreti-
cal study, while other groups of crimes and offenses will become less import-
ant. The Article Purpose is due to the lack of theoretical developments on
the forensic profile of a person who interferes with a government authority
representative. Stemming from the results of empirical material analysis, it
has been pointed out that typical characteristics of an offender who interferes
with a government authority representative are as follows: undertrial male
(92%), citizen of Ukraine (99%), with secondary vocational education (39%),
with no previous convictions (77%), who had experience of working with gov-
ernment authorities in the past and therefore, knowing their methods of oper-
ation, tries to carry out a series of unlawful actions in order to achieve his own
self-serving goals.

Keywords: criminal offense, interference, government authority repre-
sentative, offender’s identity, forensic profile.

Research Problem Formulation. A prerequisite for developing efficient
recommendations on the investigation of criminal offenses is an in-depth
analysis of empirical material, specifically investigative and judicial practice.
Synthesized data on the key elements of the criminal offense mechanism
form the basis of a forensic profile, which subsequently serves as the informa-
tion foundation for developing other elements of forensic methodology.

One of the crucial elements of a forensic profile related to any criminal
offense is the offender’s identity. As P. S. Matyshevskyi accurately observed,
the offender’s identity concept should be viewed as a whole spectrum of so-
cially important qualities, which include: personal qualities, certain connec-
tions of this person and peculiarities of developing ties between him/her and
others, some properties of moral and psychological realm of a person, per-
sonality traits, as well as his/her life attitudes '. It is important that this defini-
tion corresponds to the current doctrine of criminal law.

For example, as for the forensic understanding of the offender’s identity
concept, M. V. Saltevskyi proposed to define it as a system of socio-biological
traits (physical, biological, and social) reflected in the material environment.
It is crucial for supporting crime investigation 2. Subsequently, scholars re-
peatedly developed approaches to understanding the central category of our

' Marumesceknit I1. C. Kpuminarsre rnpaso Ykpaiau [Criminal Law of Ukraine]. 3araisha va-
cruHa: [migpyunmk]. Kuis : FOpiakom Inrep, 2000. C. 50.

2 Canrecekmit M. B. HasuaneHo-mosinkosuit mocibumk 3 xpuminamictvku [Handbook on

Criminalistics], Kprip ; BITTOJI, 1994, C, 112
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study. Currently, it is often interpreted as ‘a set of socially important quali-
ties and relations characterizing a person guilty of violating a criminal law, in
combination with other conditions and circumstances that shape his or her
criminal behavior” *

Such a leading role is assigned to this component of a forensic profile due
to the fact that it is the one with the greatest number of correlations with other
elements of a forensic profile. In this regard, the conclusion of Yu. M. Chor-
nous and T. . Synoverska is absolutely logical, it says that “if the method
characterizes a person who has committed a crime, then certain character-
istics of an offender can disclose the reason for choosing a certain method of
committing a crime” “.

Within the framework of examining a group of criminal offenses related
to interference with government authority representatives, developing prac-
tical recommendations for investigating this type of socially dangerous acts,
emphasis should be made not only on the offender’s identity, but also on the
motives and goals that guided him/her when he/she unlawfully influenced
government authorities, interfered with judicial authorities or members of the
election commission, or obstructed law enforcement agencies in the perfor-
mance of their official duties.

Analysis of Essential Research and Publications. The essence, struc-
ture, theoretical, and practical value of the forensic profile of criminal offens-
es have been the subject of multiple studies. Such scientists as V. P. Bakhin,
A. F. Volobuiev, V. I. Halahan, V. O. Husieva, V. A. Zhuravel, V. V. Kovalenko,
I. I. Kohutych, V. O. Konovalova, V. V. Korniienko, A. V. Kofanov, O. V. Oderii,
O. V. Pchelina, I. V. Pyrih, M. V. Saltevskyi, O. S. Sainchyn, O. A. Samoilenko,
M. Ya. Sehai, R. L. Stepaniuk, V. V. Tishchenko, V. V. Topchii, O. V. Fedoso-
va, K. O. Chaplynskyi, S. S. Cherniavskyi, Yu. M. Chornous, V. M. Shevchuk,
V. Yu. Shepitko at el. have substantially contributed to this forensic doctrine.
At the same time, there were not any significant scientific achievements in
the field of forensic profile of a person who interfered with government au-
thority representatives, because most of these crimes still remain outside the
focus of researchers.

Article Purpose. To identify specific traits inherent in a person who inter-
feres with government authority representatives.

Main Content Presentation. Criminal offences involving interference with
government authority representatives include unlawful conduct consisting
in unlawfully influencing and obstructing the professional activities of law
enforcement agencies, statesmen and stateswomen, members of electoral
or referendum commissions and judicial authorities. The common factor of
these offenses is that, by committing each
of them, a person intends to persuade

Bomogumup Ilonos

KPVMMIHAJIICTUYHA
XAPAKTEPVICTUKA
OCOBW, SIKA 3OIVICHUIIA
BTPYUYAHHSI

V OISUTBHICTD
MPE[CTABHUKA OPTAHY
IEP>KABHOI BJIAU

ITi gac posctiy-
BaHHS KpVMiHaJIBHOTO
MpaBOIOPYIIeHHs  JI0Ka3yBaH-
HIO MiJJIATaloTh BiJOMOCTI IIpO
ocoly, sika ¥ioro BumMHWIA. Y
KpUMiHaJIiCTUYHOMY BYEHHI
Taki BimomocTi oO€mHaHHI B
OKpeMOMY ejleMeHTiKpuMiHajic-
TUYHOI XapaKTePUCTVKY - «0co0i
snouvHIs». Hatizicrasi ysarass-
HeHHsI TeOPeTUYHUX ITiAXOiB 10
JIOCIII/KEHHS 0COOM 3JIOYMHIIS,
HaM¥ OOI'PYHTOBAHO IIO3MIIiIO,
IO [JesdKi O3HaKM B KOHTEKCTi
OKpeMUX BUIiB KpUMiHaJIbHUX
MpaBOTIOPYIIIeHh MOXYTh Ha-
Gysaru NpiOpUTI30BaHOrO
3HA4YEHHS IS PO3CIIiyBaHHS
Ta IX TEOPeTUYHOTO BUBYEHHS,
a B iHmMMX Tpymnax 3JI09MHIB
i KpuMiHaJIBHUX MPOCTYTIKiB
- BTpavyaTMMyTh TaKe 3HauyeH-
Hi. 3 omIAy Ha BiICyTHICTH
TEOPeTUYHUX PO3PODOOK, Ipu-
CBSYEHMX  KpVMiHaIiCTUYHIN
XapakTepucTuiii — ocobw, sika
BUMHSIE BTPYYaHH Y JisJIbHICTD
MpeJICTaBHVIKIB OpraHy Jiep)KaB-
HOI BJIQJIV, CaMe TaKe 3aBIaHHS
TOKJIa/IeHO B MeTy CTaTTi. 3a
pesyJIbTaTaMV  aHaJIi3y —eMITi-
pvYHOrO MaTepiajly BU3HA4YeHO,
0 TWUIIOBA XapaKTepucTUKa
0COOM 3JIOYMHIIS, SIKUVI BUMHSE
BTPYYaHHs y HisUIbHICTD IIpefl-
CTaBHWKIB oOprasiB mepaBHOI
BJIaJIu € Takoro: disnyHa ocy/IHa
ocoba uostopivoi crari  (92%),
rpomazgsHuH  Ykpaiau  (99%),
KUV Ma€ cepeTHIO-CIIeriaibHy
ocsity (39 %), paHimie He cyqu-

the victim, who is authorized to fulfil the
state’s priority functions, to make illegal
decisions or to impede decisions that are
necessary and legal in the current situa-
tion. In this context, the offender’s identity

3 Yamwmmnaceka 0. A. Ocoba 3/10umHIIS SIK €JIeMeHT

KPUMIiHaJIICTVYHOI ~ XapaKTepUCTVKM  3JIOYMHIB
[The Identity of the Offender as an Element of the
Forensic Characteristic of the Crime]. Axmyaiohi
npobaemu Gimuusuanoi ropucnpydenyii. 2019. Ne. 6.
C.183.

Yoproyc 0. Kpuminamicrnana wmerovka
PO3CIIilyBaHHS JKOPCTOKOIO IIOBOIDKEHHS 3 TBa-
punamu [Forensic Methodology for Investigating
Cruelty to Animals] : monorpadis / FOmis Yop-
Hoyc, Tersna CuHOBepcbka ; M-BO BHYTp. CIIpaB
Vxpaiau, Harr. akaj. sayTp. cripas. Kuis : ITpaso,
2022. C. 69-70.
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muit (77 %), AKU y MUHYJIOMY MaB
J10CBijL poboTn B opraHax Hepkas-
HOT BJIa/Iv, a TOMY YCBiZOMITIOIOUM
MeTO/IM 1X AisJIbHOCTI HaMaraeThCs
PpeaJtisyBaTy KOMIIIEKC He3aKOHHMX
JIivt 1S peastisaliil BjlacHOT KOopuc-
JIVBOT MEeTW.

KimouoBi  cj10Ba:  KpuMiHajIbHe
TIPaBONIOPYIIEHHSI, BTPYYaHHS, OpraH
JiepKaBHOI BJTazvi, 0coba 37I0UMHIIS,
KpyMiHaJILiCTVYHa XapaKTepucTKa.

V. Popov

FORENSISCHE
CHARAKTERISIERUNG EINER
PERSON, DIE DIE TATIGKEIT
EINES VERTRETERS EINER
OFFENTLICHEN BEHORDE
BEEINTRACHTIGT HAT

Bei der vorgerichtlichen
Untersuchung einer Straftat sind
Informationen iiber die Person,
die die Straftat begangen hat,
Gegenstand von Beweismitteln.
In der forensischen Wissenschaft
werden diese Informationen zu
einem separaten Element der
forensischen Charakterisierung
- der ,Personlichkeit des Taters”
- zusammengefasst. Ausgehend
von einer  Verallgemeinerung
der theoretischen Ansitze
zur Untersuchung der
Téaterpersonlichkeit begriindet
der Autor den Standpunkt,
dass bestimmte Merkmale im
Zusammenhang mit bestimmten
Arten von Straftaten vorrangig
untersucht und theoretisch
erforscht werden konnen,
wéhrend sie bei anderen Gruppen
von Straftaten und Delikten an
Bedeutung verlieren. In Anbetracht
des Mangels an theoretischen
Studien tiiber die forensischen

Merkmale einer Person, die die
Tatigkeit von Beamten stort, ist
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is a particularly important element for scientific cognition. Prior to specifica-
tion of traits that are crucial for developing the offender’s forensic profile, we
should refer to those stipulated in the modern doctrine of criminal law for the
possibility of bringing a person to criminal liability for interference with public
authority representatives.

Reviewing the criminal law profiles of criminal offenses set forth in Part 4
of Art. 157, Arts. 343, 344, 376 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine, we can state
that in all of these cases, the offender’s status can be acquired by the under-
trial who has reached the age of criminal liability, that is, 16 years.

We can assert that criminalists, taking into account peculiarities of the
criminal law profile of the offender, supplement the category of forensic profile
‘offender’s identity’ with a number of other traits, and even individual groups
characterizing information. For a long time, the approach according to which
the offender’s profile contained information of a demographic nature, moral
qualities of a person, and his/her psychological properties remained general-
ly accepted®. Now researchers are also pointing to the physiological charac-
teristics of the offender®, a group of moral qualities’, etc.

From our perspective, when elucidating a group of criteria inherent in an
offender, one should not set oneself the goal of approaching their differenti-
ation in as much detail as possible and carrying out an in-depth analysis of
each of the isolated groups. This is primarily due to the fact that criminalis-
tics studies crime not as a social phenomenon, and therefore a person who
has committed a criminal offense is not an object of sociological research.
Especially since criminology studies the offender’s identity in the context of
determining his/her socio-demographic, social-role, and moral-psychologi-
cal characteristics.

In our view, when establishing the criteria that must be taken into account
during the investigation of the offender’s identity, one should be guided pre-
dominately by the provisions of the criminal procedural legislation. Determi-
nant in this context are the legal rules of Art. 91 of the Criminal Procedure
Code of Ukraine specifying the list of circumstances that must be proven.
They believe these are:

- “degree of guilt of the accused in the commission of criminal offense,
form of guilt, motive and purpose of the criminal offense”;

- “circumstances which aggravate, mitigate the committed criminal of-
fense, characterize the accused’s identity, increase or commute punishment,
preclude criminal liability or shall be grounds for terminating criminal pro-
ceedings”®.

®  IHenitexo B. IO. Kpuminasicruka [Criminalistics] : xypc siexuivt. 2-e w1, mepepo®. i jor.

Xapkis : Opiccert, 2005. C. 258.
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3 mifpobkoro mokyMeHTis [Forensic and Psychological
Features of a Person who Commits Criminal Offenses
in the Field of Economic Activity Related to Forgery
of Documents]. FOpuouuna ncuxosoeis. 2024. Ne 1(34).
C. 54-64.

7 OunumoBa A. O. Ocoba IpaBOIOPYIIHMKA K

eJ/IeMeHT KPUMiHaTiCTUYHOT XapaKTepUCTUKI
KPUMIHJIBHVUX IPaBONOPYINeHb, TIOB d3aHMX i3 He-
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komyHaibHOT Bi1acHocTi [The Offender’s Identity as an
Element in the Forensic Profile of Criminal Offenses
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Boeo incmumymy imeni E. O. Hidopenka. 2024. T. 1. Ne. 2.
C. 144-155.
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It should also be borne in mind that the content of a written notice of
suspicion includes “personal data of a person (last name, name, patronym-
ic, date and place of birth, place of residence, citizenship) who is notified of
suspicion” 9. The same information is subject to mandatory disclosure in the
indictment (clause 2, Part 2, Article 291 of the Criminal Procedure Code of
Ukraine). It is this information that is subject to mandatory disclosure in crim-
inal proceedings, and therefore it can be disclosed objectively when finding
out typical traits of the offender’s identity in any category of cases. Informa-
tion on the suspect’s command of the language of the criminal proceedings
must also be clarified. This affects procedural peculiarities of proceedings, as
well as the tactics of conducting procedural actions with his/her participation.
The status of a lawyer, Member of Parliament of Ukraine, local council depu-
ty, candidate for the office of the President of Ukraine, Ukrainian Parliament
Commissioner for Human Rights, Chairman, other member of the Account-
ing Chamber, Prosecutor General, his Deputy, the Prosecutor of the Special-
ised Anti-Corruption Prosecutor’s Office, Director and officials of the Nation-
al Anti-Corruption Bureau of Ukraine, Chairman of the National Agency for
the Prevention of Corruption may also be a decisive factor in determining
the form of criminal procedure in which the proceedings are to be conducted
(Art. 480 of the Criminal Procedure Code of Ukraine). In view of the fact that
the group we are investigating interfered with a statesman, these characteris-
tics can often become immanent traits of an offender’s identity.

It is additionally required to refer to the list of circumstances mitigating
punishment (Article 66 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine), as they are of par-
amount importance in the context of providing objective justice. Thus, it is
necessary to ensure their clarification during investigation. Therefore, cir-
cumstances defined in the criminal procedural law as characterizing the of-
fender’s (accused’s) identity, in our opinion, can be defined as mandatory
components of the offender’s identity profile.

Accordingly, in terms of clarifying the peculiarities of the forensic profile
of an offender who has committed a criminal offense, we emphasize the im-
portance of taking into account the criminal procedure law provisions. With
this in mind, we believe that we cannot ignore the fact that circumstances
characterizing the identity of a suspect or an accused are subject to indepen-
dent study in the criminal procedure theory. Synthesizing the approaches of
A. V. Duda and R. P. Chicha, who comprehensively studied this issue, we can
say that, in essence, the authors refer to the following points:

e personal profile data and data of social and household nature or so-
cio-demographic information, i.e. questionnaire data (last, first name,
patronymic); date and place of birth; citizenship; nationality; edu-
cation; marital status

dies der Zweck dieses Artikels.
Auf der Grundlage der Ergebnisse
der Analyse des empirischen
Materials wurde festgestellt, dass
die typischen Merkmale eines
Straftaters, der die Tatigkeit von
Vertretern offentlicher Behorden
stort, folgende sind: maénnlich,
natiirliche Person mit gesundem
Verstand (92 %), Biirger der
Ukraine (99 %), mit Sekundar-
oder Fachausbildung (39 %),
ohne Vorstrafen (77 %), der in der
Vergangenheit Erfahrungen mit
der Arbeit in 6ffentlichen Behdrden
gesammelt hat und daher, da er sich
ihrer Arbeitsmethoden bewusst ist,
versucht, eine Reihe von illegalen
Handlungen durchzufiihren, um
seine eigenen egoistischen Ziele zu
erreichen.

Schliisselworter:  Kriminalitét,
Einmischung, 6ffentliche Behorde,
Personlichkeit des Téters,
forensische Merkmale.

V. Popov

CARACTERISATION MEDICO-
LEGALE D’UNE PERSONNE
AYANT INTERFERE AVEC

LES ACTIVITES D’UN
REPRESENTANT D’UNE
AUTORITE PUBLIQUE

Au cours de I'enquéte
préliminaire sur un crime, les
informations sur la personne
qui a commis le crime font
l'objet d’éléments de preuve. En
médecine légale, ces informations
sont regroupées dans un élément
distinct de la caractérisation
médico-légale - la « personnalité
de lauteur » Sur la base dune
généralisation ~ des  approches
théoriques de létude de la
personnalité de lauteur, l'auteur
justifie la position selon laquelle
certaines caractéristiques dans le
contexte de certains types de crimes

(family ~ composition
and relationships with-
in it); place of registra-
tion and place of actual
residence; lifestyle and
living conditions; finan-
cial situation; place of
employment  (study),
seniority, position, atti-
tude to work and study,

Pama  Ykpaianm:  odimimmit - Be6-
noprast. URL:  http://zakon.rada.
gov.ua/laws/show/-4651-17

Tam camo.
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peuvent étre prioritaires pour
I'enquéte et leur étude théorique,
tandis que dans d’autres groupes
de crimes et d'infractions pénales -
elles perdront de leur importance.
Etant donné labsence d'études
théoriques sur les caractéristiques
médico-légales d'une personne qui
perturbe l'action de fonctionnaires,
c’est l'objet de cet article. Sur la
base des résultats de l'analyse du
matériel empirique, il a été établi
que les caractéristiques typiques
d'un criminel qui interfere avec
les activités des représentants
des autorités publiques sont les
suivantes homme, personne
physique saine d'esprit (92%),
citoyen de I'Ukraine (99%), avec
une éducation secondaire ou
spécialisée  (39%), sans casier
judiciaire (77%), qui dans le passé
a eu l'expérience de travailler dans
les autorités publiques, et donc,
étant conscient de leurs méthodes
de fonctionnement, tente de mettre
en ceuvre un ensemble d’actions
illégales pour atteindre ses propres
objectifs égoistes.

Mots clés : crime, ingérence,

autorité publique, personnalité de
lauteur, caractéristiques médico-
légales.

Forensic Profile of a Person Who Interfered with a Government Authority Representative

type of occupation and place of leisure (profile of the specified loca-
tions);

e information on the presence of a criminal record (including cancelled

and revoked), administrative penalties, etc.;

° information about temperament, character, behavior, emotional and

volitional and individual psychological qualities, relationship and at-
titude to the victim (other participants in the process), attitude to a
crime and its consequences;

e data on the state of physical and psychological health, overall devel-

opment of the accused '°.

From the viewpoint of criminalists’ approaches, V. O. Husieva, when es-
tablishing circumstances to be clarified during the investigation of criminal
offenses involving interference with law enforcement, stressed that in the
context of the offender’s identity, the following are socio-demographic data,
personal and professional qualities, peculiarities of physiological and psycho-
logical state, information on previous criminal experience and facts of bring-
ing to administrative responsibility, financial status, place of employment,
financial standing, dependent children or other dependants, form of guilt,
purpose and motive of interference (which presupposes preventing a law en-
forcement agency from fulfilling his/her official duties or forcing him to draw
illegal decisions, making it impossible to prevent a criminal offense or arrest
the person who has committed it); circumstances aggravating or mitigating
the offender’s punishment are grounds for exemption from criminal liability
or punishment excluding criminal liability, information about accomplices .

In our view, social, moral, and psychological qualities of a person who has
committed a crime should be classified as optional traits. At the same time,
classification of the offender’s personal traits into mandatory and optional
ones is conditional, since those that are optional might also be prioritized in
certain groups of criminal offenses. For example, in criminal offences involv-
ing violence (domestic, sexual, gender-based), information about the offend-
er’s marital status, his/her family and household connection with the victim
is highly relevant for the legal qualification of the acts committed and should
also be considered during criminal procedural activities.

Having discovered practical approaches to determining typical traits that
make up the offender’s forensic profile, we can proceed to define those that
are characteristic of a suspect, accused person, convicted of interfering with
government authority representatives.

In the scientific literature, certain traits of an interfering person have al-
ready been the subject of research.

Our analysis of investigative and ju-

dicial practice demonstrates that inter-

" Oyma A. B. OBcrasunM, 10 XapaKTepusyloTh 0CO-
Oy oOBUMHYBaueHOTO, SK €JIeMeHT ITpeIMeTa JIoKa-
syBaHHsI y KpuMiHaipHi cropasi  [Circumstances
That Characterize the Identity of the Accused, as An
Element of the Subject of Proving in a Criminal Case] :
JWC. ... KaHp,. Iopu. Hayk : 12.00.09. Kuis, 2010. C. 6-7;
Yyraa P. T1. Pearisariist pakTmaHmx Janmx mpo obcra-
BUHMY, IO XapaKTepu3yloTh 0coly 0OBUHYyBadeHOro,
y mpouecyaibHux pimennsx origgoro [Utilization of
Factual Data About the Circumstances Characterizing
the Accused’s Identity in the Investigator’s Procedural

Decisions] : muc. ... kawa. opwg. Hayk : 12.00.09.
Xapkis, 2012. 178 c..
" Tycepa B. O. OOGcTaBumHM, IO IIJISrarOTh

3’5ICyBaHHIO Hi]l, qac pO3CHi}1YBaHH5[ BTpy4YaHHS B
IisUIBHICTh TIpalliBHMKa ITPAaBOOXOPOHHOIO OpraHy
[Circumstances to Be Clarified Under the Investigation
of Interference Into Law Enforcement Officer’s

Activity]. ITpabo i besnexa. 2021. Ne 2 (81). C. 102.
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ference with activities is predominately committed by male representatives
(92%) who have Ukrainian citizenship (99%), secondary vocational (43%) and
higher education (39%). It is important that, as a rule, criminal offenses we
studied had been committed by a single perpetrator (94%). That is, any forms
of complicity are not inherent in them, and in those situations where it did
occur, it was mostly impossible to bring accomplices to justice due to a lack
of information about their identities. In terms of criminal experience, interfer-
ence is mostly committed by previously unconvicted persons (77%) who had
experience of working in government authorities in the past.

A separate group of persons who interfere with government authority
representatives is made up of officials who also engage in such interference
using their official position. Their immanent traits are holding a responsible
position, pursuing the goal of obtaining various material goods and proper-
ty-related benefits, and not admitting their guilt in committing interference.

Overall, the main purposes of interference with government authority rep-
resentatives are:

coercing the victim to adopt (draw) an illegal decision, which:

a) will enable the suspect to pursue a self-serving motive, obtain material
benefits, etc. (38%);

b) will allow to avoid legal responsibility for committing a previous illegal
act (30%) (30%);

willingness to undermine trust in the professional authority and indepen-
dence of government authority representative, discredit him/her, cause the
victim moral suffering (due to anger, despair, or revenge) (9%);

feeling sorry for a person who is trying to avoid criminal liability or other
responsibility (12%);

concealment of another wrongdoing (7%)

satisfaction of their own self-serving motives (3%)

other (1%).

Based on the results of the pre-trial investigation representatives’ survey,
we have identified a set of psychological traits inherent in persons who inter-
fere with government authority representatives. These, in particular, are as
follows:

e disrespectful attitude towards colleagues (as a rule, characteristic of

a person committing internal interference);

® neglecting one’s functional duties, oath, social values, etc.;

¢ self-seeking motives that prevail in a person’s mind to the extent that

he/she is ready to commit socially dangerous acts;

e disregard for moral norms;

e belief in acceptability of using illegal means to meet one’s own inter-

ests.

Conclusions. Thus, when defining the offender’s forensic profile, one
should keep in mind that not all information about him/her is reflected in case
files of criminal proceedings. In most cases, once the empirical material has
been processed, it is only possible to identify those circumstances that fall
within the category of circumstances to be established. It is proposed that
they should be classified as ‘mandatory’ given their significant role for sup-
porting the fulfillment of the tasks in criminal proceedings, and thus for devel-
oping recommendations for investigation. Optional traits of the offender’s fo-
rensic profile are those which are of orienting nature and do not substantially
affect the investigation process, and therefore are not always enshrined in the
case file of criminal proceedings.

Stemming from the results of empirical material analysis, it has been
pointed out that typical characteristics of an offender who interferes with a
government authority representative are as follows: undertrial male (92%),
citizen of Ukraine (99%), with secondary vocational education (39%), with
no previous convictions (77%), who had experience of working with govern-
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CHARAKTERYSTYKA
KRYMINALISTYCZNA
OSOBY, KTORA

ZAKEOCIEA CZYNNOSCI
PRZEDSTAWICIELA ORGANU
WLADZY PUBLICZNE]

W  toku postepowania pr-
zygotowawczego W sprawie o
przestepstwo przedmiotem dowo-
du sa informacje o osobie, ktdora
je popelnita. W kryminalistyce
takie informacje sg Ifaczone w
odrebny element charakterystyki
kryminalistycznej - ,0sobowos¢
sprawcy”. Opierajac si¢ na uogol-
nieniu teoretycznych podejs¢ do
badania osobowosci przestepcy,
autor uzasadnia stanowisko, ze
niektore cechy w kontekscie niek-
torych  rodzajow  przestepstw
moga mieé priorytetowe
znaczenie dla $ledztwa i ich teo-
retycznego badania, a w innych
grupach przestepstw i przestepstw
kryminalnych - stracg takie
znaczenie. Biorgc pod uwage brak
teoretycznych opracowan na temat
kryminalistycznych cech osoby,
ktora zakléca dziatania przedst-
awicieli wladz publicznych, jest to
celem tego artykutu. Na podstawie
wynikéw analizy materialu em-
pirycznego ustalono, ze typowe
cechy przestepcy, ktory ingeruje
w  dzialalno$¢  przedstawicieli
organéw wladzy publicznej, sa
nastepujace: mezczyzna, osoba
fizyczna o zdrowych zmystach
(92%), obywatel Ukrainy (99%),
posiadajacy wyksztalcenie $rednie
lub specjalistyczne (39%), niekara-
ny (77%), ktéry w przesztosci miat
doswiadczenie w pracy w orga-
nach wladzy publicznej, a zatem,
bedac Swiadomym metod ich
dzialania, probuje wdrozy¢ zestaw
nielegalnych dziatan, aby osiagna¢
wlasne egoistyczne cele.

Stowa kluczowe: przestepstwo,
ingerencja, wladza publiczna, os-
obowos¢ sprawcy, charakterystyka
kryminalistyczna.
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ment authorities in the past and therefore, knowing their methods of opera-
tion, tries to carry out a series of unlawful actions in order to achieve his own
self-serving goals.

References

Chaplynska, Yu. A. (2019). Osoba zlochyntsia yak element kryminalistychnoi
kharakterystyky zlochyniv. Aktualni problemy vitchyznianoi yurysprudentsii. Ne. 6.
S.187-190. DOI https://doi.org/10.15421/3919122. [in Ukrainian].

Chornous, Yu., Synoverska, T. (2022). Kryminalistychna metodyka rozsliduvannia
zhorstokoho povodzhennia z tvarynamy. Kyiv : Pravo. 248 s. [in Ukrainian].

Chycha, R. P. (2012). Realizatsiia faktychnykh danykh pro obstavyny, shcho
kharakteryzuiut osobu obvynuvachenoho, u protsesualnykh rishenniakh
slidchoho : dys. ... kand. yuryd. nauk : 12.00.09. Kharkiv. 178 s. [in Ukrainian].

Duda, A. V. (2010). Obstavyny, shcho kharakteryzuiut osobu obvynuvachenoho, yak
element predmeta dokazuvannia u kryminalnii spravi : dys. ... kand. yuryd.
nauk : 12.00.09. Kyiv. 246 s. [in Ukrainian].

Dyshlova, A. O. (2024). Osoba pravoporushnyka yak element kryminalistychnoi
kharakterystyky kryminalnykh pravoporushen, poviazanykh iz nezakonnym
nabuttiam prava na zemliu derzhavnoi abo komunalnoi vlasnosti. Visnyk
Luhanskoho navchalno-naukovoho instytutu imeni E. O. Didorenka. Vol. 1. Ne 2. S. 144-
155. [in Ukrainian].

Hahach, V. (2024). Kryminalistychni ta psykholohichni osoblyvosti osoby, yaka
vchyniaie kryminalni pravoporushennia u sferi hospodarskoi diialnosti,
poviazani z pidrobkoiu dokumentiv. Yurydychna psykholohiia. Ne 1(34). S. 54-64.
DO https://doi.org/10.33270/03243401.54. [in Ukrainian].

Husieva, V. O. (2021). Obstavyny, shcho pidliahaiut z’iasuvanniu pid chas
rozsliduvannia vtruchannia v diialnist pratsivnyka pravookhoronnoho orhanu.
Pravo i bezpeka. No 2 (81). S. 97-103. DOI: https://doi.org/10.32631/pb.2021.2.12. [in
Ukrainian].

Kryminalnyi protsesualnyi kodeks Ukrainy : Zakon Ukrainy vid 13.04.2012 Ne 4651-
VI. Verkhovna Rada Ukrainy: ofitsiinyi veb-portal. URL: http://zakon.rada.gov.
ua/laws/show/-4651-17 [in Ukrainian].

Matyshevskyi, P. S. (2000). Kryminalne pravo Ukrainy. Zahalna chastyna: [pid-
ruchnyk]. Kyiv : Yurinkom Inter. 272 s. [in Ukrainian].

Saltevskyi, M. V. (1994). Navchalno-dovidkovyi posibnyk z kryminalistyky. Kyiv :
VIPOL. 180 s. [in Ukrainian].

Shepitko, V. Yu. (2005). Kryminalistyka: kurs lektsiy. 2-he vyd., pererob. ta dod.
Kharkiv : Odissey. 368 s. [in Ukrainian].

Received by Editorial Board: 10.10.2024

Suggested Citation:

Popov, V. (2024). Forensic Profile of a Person Who Interfered with a Government
Authority Representative. Archives of Criminology and Forensic Sciences. 2 (10). 80-86.
DO https://doi.org/10.32353/acfs.10.2024.04

Archives of Criminology and Forensic Sciences Ne 2 (10). 2024



