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This article shows objects that belong to the recognition series. It is also established that the subject of this
investigative action is the submission to the recognizer in accordance with the procedure provided for by law
for the purpose of establishing equality of objects, corpses and other objects or photographs of them. On the
basis of this investigative action, the recognition of an object that had previously remained in the mind of
observation among other objects, its mental comparison, the result of comparison gave a conclusion about
their equality, similarity or difference.
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he specified objects may include: a person, General rules for recognition:

a corpse, an object, an item, an animal, in 1) the recognizer is interrogated in advance
some cases an apartment, a room, or a separate about the circumstances under which he
place. The subject of this investigative action is previously observed the person or object
the submission to the recognizer in accordance concerned, as well as by what signs and features
with the procedure provided for by law in order he can recognize this object;

to establish the equality of the above-mentioned 2) the number of objects offered for display
objects, objects and other objects or their must be at least three;
photographs. 3) objects proposed together for recognition

At the heart of this investigative action is the must have an external similarity as possible; the
psychological process by which the recognizer object to be recognized is represented together
presents an object that was previously left in the  with other homogeneous objects;
mind during observation, as well as its mental 4) for recognition, the display condition must be
comparison with other objects. The result of sucha close to the one that perceives this object at the
comparison is the conclusion of their equality, sim-  scene of the incident (proximity of the object,

ilarity or difference. during the day, at night, when the light falls, etc.);
Rendering for recognition is not possible in 5) before the start of the demonstration

the following cases: attempt for recognition, it is recommended that
— the presence of physical or mental disabili- the person to be recognized take his/her chosen

ties in the recognizer that resist the conduct of a  place among the persons presented together;

particular type of presentation for recognition; 6) demonstration actions for recognition are
— the person to be recognized does not have carried out in the presence of witnesses;

any features that make him/her recognizable, 7) if there are persons recognized by the

that is, personalizing him/her; witness or the victim, then they are brought to

— the identification of the relevant object was  criminal responsibility for giving false testimony
previously accepted by the applicant on another  and refusing to show it;

investigative action; 8) it is forbidden to ask leading questions and
— when the recognizer clearly identifies the make road movements;

object to be recognized, so as not to raise doubts 9) if the recognizer indicates one of the

about the individuality of this object, because it presented persons or objects, it is required to

has already known it well, explain by what signs and features he recognized
—when performing a visual identification due this object.

to the presence of information about the object (for Features of rendering a corpse for identification

example, the number on the watch and the coinci-  are observed in the following cases:

dence of such a number in its passport). — the possibility of rendering a corpse for
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identification without preliminary questioning
from witnesses (for example, when a corpse is
found without a statement about the
disappearance of a particular person — to present
it to the nearest population);

—an attempt to «style» the corpse, i.e., if
necessary, at the direction of the investigator,
before showing the corpse to the recognizer, the
specialist makes a grimace (the presence of
injuries, decontamination of the corpse);

—show yourself separately to each person
who recognizes the corpse;

— to present the corpse without clothes, and
then to present his clothes among other things.

Much depends on the completeness of the
information presented in the pre-confession
investigation. For example, it simplifies the search
for accurate data on the sign of a person or the sign
of an object, forms the correct selective selection
of all displayed objects, guarantees the reliability
of recognition and the correct evaluation of the
results obtained during the production of a
demonstration for recognition.

When determining the situation in a
controlled form, the investigator should identify
objective and subjective factors that contribute
to the completeness and correctness of the
investigation.

It is necessary to determine the situation in
which the subject was before, during and after
the occurrence of the incident; the direction of
attention, perception, duration of observation,
the degree of familiarity with the object being
explored, the strength and direction of
illumination, the mutual location of the object
being explored with other surrounding objects.

It is important to know whether there is a
defect in the eyes and ears of the recognizer in
order to evaluate the indications of the
respondent. It is expedient to ask the interrogator
to determine whether he remembers the person
and object well. When investigating the list of
signs of items in the possession of the respondent,
it is necessary to determine whether any part of
this item remains with the questioner. If there are
any of them, then they should be reviewed and
stored as much as possible, as forensic,
commodity-recognition chemical and other
examinations can be carried out to find the
substances required to confirm recognition.

Starting the investigation based on the
features of the face of a person who has seen it
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before, the investigator offers the interrogator to
report everything that he remembers. Listening to
the conversation, the investigator makes a record,
marking the marks named by the respondent. It is
also necessary to ask control questions about the
correctness of the respondent’s indications, which
allow sifting them.

If the information provided by the respondent
in a free conversation is sufficiently justified,
but not exhaustive, the investigator gives
clarifying questions aimed at complementing
the description of the verbal portrait. The
sequence of questions related to the description
of the features of the human body part should
correspond to the system of description by the
method of wverbal portrait accepted in
criminalistics. First, the respondent is asked a
question about common features (for example,
height, body structure), and then about
individual features (head, face, forehead, etc.).

To help the respondent describe the
appearance of a person, the investigator can use
visual aids: drawings, slides with the image of a
separate facial part of a person, color tables,
computer, compositional portraits.

The words and terms of the respondent
describing certain features may not be changed
by the investigator in the interrogation protocol,
which is used in forensic terminology. The
evidence is set out in the investigation protocol.
However, the investigator should not limit
himself to the words «warm color, beautiful
face», or «not beautifuly, «like the figure of an
athlete», which give a certain image of the
person describing the person. By keeping these
images in the investigation protocol, the
investigator must obtain confirmation of
information that gives a description of the actual
appearance of the person being answered by
asking clarifying (clarifying) questions.

After listening to the respondent's answer,
asking interrogative and control questions, as well
as finding out whether the answer contradicts or
does not correspond to the generally accepted
concept, known facts, the investigator should pay
attention to the respondent and take measures to
eliminate the contradiction. Here he should not
express his opinion and details regarding the signs
of the recognizer.

When completing the investigation, the
investigator asks the respondent if he can
recognize the person among other people who
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have a mutual similarity with the above-
mentioned features.

Often, the respondent finds it difficult to
describe his appearance, even if he remembers the
signs of the observed person well. This is
explained by the fact that for a person who does
not have the skills to describe the appearance of
another person — a more psychologically difficult
task than recognition. Therefore, there is a
situation when the respondent says that he can
recognize the person who was previously
observed, but it is impossible to list his symptoms
in full. In this case, the investigator must find out
what such beliefs of the respondent are based on,
what is their general field of view, etc. Most
likely, the respondent will have a good ability to
remember what he saw and will not be able to
describe what he saw at all.

Among lawyers, there is an opinion that
recognition on the basis of preliminary
indication, description of the sign for
recognition loses its evidential significance.
Given the importance of this, lawyers agree
with the data of modern psychology, which
states that the reliable measure of recall
performed in the absence of the objects we are
talking about is a copy.

The result can be considered reliable if a
complete preliminary description of the sign of
the person to be recognized is sufficient, and the
respondent no longer emphasizes these signs in
recognition. The evidentiary value of such
recognition is questionable if it is not clear for
what reason the person to be recognized did not
name the signs during the investigation, or if the
person to be recognized declared without
consideration of the signs, and then familiarized
with what was indicated.

On the basis of the data of modern psychology,
it is necessary to consider the question of the
expediency of re-investigation before showing it
for preliminary recognition. If the respondent
cannot fully correct the signs of the person who
asked him, there is a need for a second
investigation. Conducting such an investigation
will bring positive results if there is a loss of
consciousness in the short time spent by the forces
of the properties of this person's body (for
example, the pressure of nerve cells). Next, if you
relax and restore the smooth functioning of your
nerve cells, you can renew the temporarily
forgotten ones again. The next thing you know,
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the initial memory immediately after the
discovery will be more detailed than the memory
that you postponed for two or three days.

If the re-investigation contains not only
additional information about the person's
symptoms, but also a different description of the
symptoms from those mentioned in the first
investigation, the investigator must determine the
reason for the change in the response. In the first
and second investigations, the character of a
person is described differently, and if this
discrepancy is not corrected by a direct
contradiction in the testimony, then subsequent
cognition also has no evidential significance.

Thus, the court, having examined the case of
car theft and analyzed the irreparable
contradiction in the testimony, brought the person
to the defendant twice for recognition, and then
came to the conclusion that the recognition is not
reliable, because the victim, describing the
criminal in the investigation of the police body,
noted that his face was kind, bright, but not white,
like a Russian. At the next investigation, the
victim said that the image of the citizen who stole
the car was darkened, so he could not remember
the color of the offender well. The obvious
contradiction between the first and second
investigations was not corrected by the testimony
of the victim in this part, which was a serious error
in the investigation of the case.

Sometimes, when an investigator interrogates
several people who later become recognizers, he
encounters the following phenomenon: one person
to be recognized is described differently by each
of the respondents. In this case, it is necessary to
analyze whether there is a serious contradiction in
the description of one of the features of the person
to be recognized, or the correct orientation of the
appearance of the person remembered in the
expression of attention, memory and image of
each of the respondent.

In investigative practice, it is also known that
each viewer correctly describes the appearance
of the same criminal, but the respondents paid
attention to different features.

Display an object next to other objects that
have external similarities.

In criminal proceedings, the person to whom
the recognition is made must be indicated among
other persons who have an external similarity with
the recognized one, and the recognized one must
be indicated in the same number of objects.
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Fulfilling these procedural requirements is
actually difficult, but mandatory. Recognizing a
person (or other object) among other analogies
creates confidence in the correctness of the results
obtained. Usually, a person who recognizes a
person he has seen before retains his image in his
memory so much that he classifies the set of
features in a differentiated way, and then
distinguishes from the ones that are similar to him
the features that individualize the features of a
person who is exactly like him.

If the image of the previously seen object does
not remain in memory accurately, then by looking
at the similarities between the objects, the
recognizer will not be able to distinguish
individual features of the marked object from the
similarities, in which case there is no exact
similarity. In this regard, if a violation of the
procedure specified in the procedural rules is
allowed, favorable conditions will be created for
the detection of errors. When he is unable to
correctly compare similar features and clearly
distinguish the same person, he is critical of his
mind and soon leads the knower to the wrong
conclusion in recognizing the same person.

What do you need to understand when
showing people by external similarity in order
to recognize them? The selection of these
people must meet the following requirements:

1) there should be no immediate changes in
their height, age or body structure.

2) the similarity of all shown persons in a
separate part of the face should also be taken into
account the type, shape, size, color of hair and
appearance, hair color, as well as racial and
national characteristics of the viewer's appearance.

3) outerwear and shoes of the demonstrator
must be similar in name, shape, color, and
degree of wear.

When it comes to the identity of the displayed
items, it should be borne in mind that in this case
the following is understood: identity of the name
of the item, similarity of brands, models, type,
size, color, degree of wear. The Criminal
Procedure Law only defines the minimum number
of persons who indicate for recognition: there
must be at least three of them. A large number of
those shown for recognition is determined by the
investigator. It should be borne in mind that as the
number of displayed objects increases, the
concentration of the recognizer's attention
decreases. The law does not determine the number
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of objects displayed for recognition, but only
indicates that they should be a group.

Considering other cases related to the correct
choice of people and objects in which the
recognizable object is located between them, it
should be noted that these people and objects
should not be previously familiar to the recognizer.
In the opposite case, recognition loses the
significance of proof, since the recognizer in such
a situation is deprived of the opportunity to
compare similar features, differentiate them, and
divide them, and the investigator cannot come to
an agreement on the objectivity of recognition.

It is also necessary to know the exact address of
citizens who will be shown for recognition, and the
court should be able to call them if necessary.

To this day, the question of the rules of
procedure for persons to be shown for recognition
remains open. Citizens invited to participate in this
investigative case, as in the rules, gratefully accept
the offer of the investigator, but they also have the
right to refuse. Thus, a person as a showman
requires his consent to participate. If this person is
present for recognition, the investigator has the
right to receive a salary at the place of service for
the duration of his stay. Transportation costs
associated with Arrival and departure are paid to
the investigator according to the applicable rules.

The person called as a demonstrator must be
presented by the investigator for recognition in
order to contribute to the success of the
investigative case and, if necessary, have a real
opportunity to appeal against the actions of the
investigator. At the same time, these people also
have certain responsibilities. By agreeing to
participate as a showman for recognition, they
must comply with the investigator's instructions
about the tour, to answer the questions raised in
order to hear their voices and words. With a
warning from the investigator, they should not
disclose information that they have learned from
the preliminary investigation.

The question is whether the investigator has the
right to photograph or videotape the entire group,
or whether the consent of the recognized person
among them is required. In our opinion, since
citizens have given their consent to participate in
the investigation, they do not have the right to
interfere in its conduct and recording, so it should
be considered that without the additional consent
of the participants, they have the right to take a
video recording of the entire group to photograph.
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The purpose of the photo or video recording
should be explained to the participants.

Analyzing the above, in our opinion, the order
of presentation for recognition can be attributed to:

1. The recognizer is questioned in advance
about the circumstances under which he
previously observed the person or object
concerned, as well as by what signs and features
he can recognize this object.

2. The number of objects offered for display
must be at least three.

3. Objects proposed together for recognition
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MPOLIECCYAJIBHBIN MMOPSIAOK NMPEXBSBJIEHUSA 1151 OITO3HAHUSI

HYPBEK /lana Tacu0eKkKbI3bl
MAarucTp Ipasa, IPenoaaBaTeib-JIEKTOP
Kerrsicyckuit yausepcuret um. M. JKancyryposa
r. Tanasikopran, Kazaxcran

B O0annoti cmamve nepeyucnensvt 00bekmul, OMHOCAWUECS K pa3psady pacnosnasanus. Takoce ycmanogieHo,
UMo NPeoMemom OAHHO20 CeOCMBEHHO20 OeliCMBUs CYUMAemcs npe0CmaegieHue ono3Hasamenio 8 nopsoxe,
npeoyCMOmMpPEeHHOM 3AKOHOM, C Yeablo YCMAHOGIEHUS PABEHCIEA NPEOMEMOs, MPYNO8 U Opyeux 00beKmos
unu ux ¢pomoepagui. Ha ocnosanuu oannoeo credcmeenno2o Oelicmeus Obllo 0aHO 3aKIIOUeHue O
pasercmae, cxo0cmee Uil pasiuiuy NPUSHAHHO20 panee 8 HabI0AeMoOM CO3HAHUU 0ObEKMA & psdy Opyaux
00beKmMOo8, €20 MbICIeHHOM CONOCMABNEHUU, Pe3ybmame cONOCMAGIEHUSL.
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