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One of the defining trends of the modern development of Criminalistics and
practice of counteraction to criminality is a comprehensive realization of inves-
tigative (search), covert investigative (search) activities, operational-search,
provisional, organizational-technical and other measures in order to resolve
individual tactical tasks whose solution by another way is ineffective or impos-
sible at all in a specific investigatory situation. Therefore, the statement of
B. V. Schur is justifiable that time has come to move from segmental metho-
dological recommendations for tactical expediency of certain investigative
actions to the relevant complex approach, to the establishment of specific de-
pendencies with intermediate (tactical) task of investigation'. Wherein, one
should keep in mind that tactical and criminalistic complexes in the investigation
of crimes (techniques, combinations, operations) are certain instruments of
evidence collection and verifi ation. They are considered as procedural and
organizational tactical form of exercising optimal, allowable methods of action,
line of conduct in the process of solving tactical problems, being realized in
order to achieve purposes crime investigation?.

In the special literature and practice of criminal proceedings different terms
are used in order to indicate complex tactical means. Often they are referred as

' See: Ilyp b. B. Teopernuti ocHOBH (hOPMyBaHHS Ta 3aCTOCYBaHHs KpHMiHasic-

THYHUX MeToauK : MoHorpadis / b. B. Ilyp. — X. : Xapkis ropuz., 2010. — C. 185.
2 See: Axywun C. FO. KpUMHHATHCTHYESCKAS TAKTHKA: BOIPOCHI TEOPHHU M MPAKTUKH
yueo. mocobue / C. 0. Sxymmu. — Kazans : Kazan. yn-t, 2010. — C. 50.
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“tactical complex™ “criminalistic complex™?, “tactical-criminalistic complex” or
“tactical (criminalistic) complex™, “organizational-tactical complex™ and others.
In most cases, there are different approaches to the interpretation of notions under
consideration, some discussions on their essence and content. At the same time,
unfortunately, there is no unambiguous understanding of the essence considered
actions and measures, methods until now, as well as, there is no single scientific
approach to their research.

So, one of the urgent tasks of development of the theoretical problems of
complex use of tactics is to solve the problems of the conceptual apparatus. After
all, at the beginning of any scientific research, it is necessary to determine the
significance, position and relationship of the phenomenon (category) under study,
to understand the general theoretical positions, to formulate original notions and
only then to initiate directly scientific solution of the problem. Flouting this rule
leads only to confusion and, sometimes, causes to “reject” the existing experience
of the theoretical and applied researches and to begin consideration of certain
issues from the very beginning, from the first principles. In this aspect, undoub-
tedly a considerable scientific and practical interest is in depth study of the
notion “tactical-criminalistic complex”, its structure, and relation of the
components that are combined in it, their influence on each other and so forth.

Formulation of the notion “tactical-criminalistic complex” requires first of
all a thorough analysis and clarification of the essence of the term “complex”
which is defined as (English — Complex, Latin — Complexus — interlacement,
combination, link) a set of objects, notions or associations which constitute one
whole’. In the explanatory dictionaries the term “complex” is defined as a set,
combination of phenomena and properties® or a set of objects, devices, programs,

' See: Cenusanos H. A. CoBerckas KpuMUHaIHCTHKA: cuctema roustuii / H. A. Ce-
nmuBaHoB. — M. : Opun. mut., 1982. — C. 92; Hcaenxo B. H. TakTHueckue KOMIUIEKCHI
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TIOXUIIEHHBIX TPECTYMHUKAMH Y MOTEPICBIINX : JHUC . ... KaHJ. IopuA. Hayk : 12.00.09 /
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ka/ A. 1O. T'onosus / mox pen. H. I1. SI6mokoa. — M. : JlekcOxket, 2002. — C. 216-221;
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HuH. — M. : FOpautunrdopm, 2010. — C. 321-333 Tta in.
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TUYECKOM KOMILJICKCE «YCTaHOBJICHHE HEOMMO3HAHHOTO TpyIia uiu ero yacreit» / Y. H. Co-
poxotsarus, A. A. IlImunr. — Cseptosck : M3n-Bo Csepauios. topua. un-ta, 1986. —
C. 98; Mamycosckuii I" A. DkOHOMHYECKHE MPECTYMIICHHUS: KPUMUHATUCTHYESCKUIA aHATIN3
/ T. A. Marycosckuii. — XappkoB : Koncym, 1999. — C. 155.
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gyk. — M. : [Ipuop-m3nar, 2003. — C. 5.

* See: lllenimvro B. FO. OpranizaniiHO-TaKTHYHI 3aCOOH: TOHSTTS Ta 3HAYCHHS /
B. 0. Illeniteko, B. A. XKypase:xs // [Tutanus 60poTs0H 31 37I0YMHHICTIO : 30. HAyK. Ip. —
X. : IIpaBo, 2009. — Bum. 18. — C. 185-192.
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phenomena, actions, properties that make up one whole, work in a single system,
have a common purpose, “in complex” — together, into one, instead of separating
anything', or a set, a combination of anything; a group, a set of objects,
phenomena of a single purpose?.

In the psychological literature complex is understood as a combination of
individual mental processes into a single whole different from the sum of its ele-
ments’; a set of mental elements united around some thematic kernel and associ-
ated with certain feelings®. In psychology — a set of psychic processes that cause
an inadequate response to any external or internal psychic irritant’ or a set of any
psychic elements which is characteristic to someone that is grasped by him and
determine his behavior®.

In the conceptual apparatus of Criminalistics the term “tactical (criminalistic)
complex” appeared as a consequence of scientists attempt to unite all existing
organizational and tactical means under “one roof””’. In this sense, O. Yu. Holovin
fairly notices that in the modern Criminalistics the problem of constructing clear
and logical system of notions necessitates introduction of a special term which
denotes different complexes of investigator's actions united by necessity of
solving definite problems of investigation®.

Along with it, in the theory of Criminalistics the question concerning no-
tion “tactical (criminalistic) complex” remains debatable. In particular,
M. O. Selivanov understands conjunction (combination) of tactical methods
within the frames of a single procedural act as a tactical complex®. V. I. Soro-
kotiagin and O. A. Schmidt, on the contrary, believe that the criminalistic
complex is a combination of the set of investigative, organizational-checking,
control-revising measures, as well as actions with applying special knowledge
carried out by investigators and other participants in the criminal proceedings
with the purpose of timely execution of certain problems significant in terms of
content'”.

According to Ye. H. Dzhakishev, the notion “tactical-criminalistic complex”
combines per se two categories — “tactical operation” and “tactical combination”.
This approach, as the scientist notices, to denote different sets of investigative
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otB. pen. H. I1. fI6noko. — M., 1996. — C. 369.
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actions is optimal because tactical operation and tactical combination mutually
complement each other, and can be used simultaneously for the characteristics of
the entire system from the set of investigative measures”'. Some scientists believe
that the tactical-criminalistic complex is a set of investigative actions, operation-
al-search, control-revisory, technical and other measures, as well as a set of tacti-
cal methods that are realized within the framework of a separate investigation.
These complexes are used to solve concrete problems that arose at certain stages
of investigation of crimes in the conditions of various investigative situations?.

In his turn S. Yu. Yakushin® in system tactical and criminalistic complexes
distinguish separate tactical methods and complex tactical means — combinations
tactical and tactical operations. In doing so, the scientist emphasizes that the no-
tion of tactical-criminalistic complex should not be identified with the notion a
criminalistic complex which is wider in its content. According to O. Yu. Golovin,
tactical complexes — multilevel systems of investigative, operational-search and
organizational actions, methods aimed at solving problems under investigation of
the criminal case®.

Exploring the issues under consideration, A. V. Shmonin notes that the term
“tactical complex” — is organizationally-ordered set (system) of tactictical
methods and/or procedural actions and/or operational-search and/or other
measures aimed at solving problems of preliminary investigation or stipulated
by this task and investigative situation. In his opinion, tactical complexes may
include in their structure the following elements: tactical methods; investigative
actions; other procedural acts; organizational activities; technical measures;
operational-search measures; revisions and documentary checkings (tax
audits), measures on the study of documentary information; measures on the
use of mass media and Internet technologies in the process of crimes
investigation; activities related to the use of public assistance (non-
governmental organizations, other associations of citizens, etc.)’.

Stated position of A. V. Schmonin has been criticized on the pages of crimi-
nalistic editions. In particular, B. V. Schur believes that it is difficult to imagine a
combination of multi-ordinal means of criminalistic tactics — systems of tactical
methods (or separate tactical methods) and procedural (investigative) actions or
other measures because tactical methods do not exist by themselves; they are used
within the limits of investigative action. Therefore, there may be a combination
of investigative and others (procedural and non-procedural) measures. Another
thing is that there are varieties of tactical operations — 1) the system of investiga-

' See: [Jowcakuwes E. I TIpoOi1eMbl COBEpIIEHCTBOBAHUS KPUMHUHAINCTHIECKHX
MIPUEMOB H CPEACTB OOPHOBI ¢ XUIIEHUAMH U WHBIMH KOPBICTHBIMH MPECTYINICHUAMHI
B chepe PKOHOMHUKH : aBTOped. UC. HA COUCKAHKE YU. CTETICHH J-pa IOPHJI. HAyK : CIICIl.
12.00.09 «YronoBHSIi Mmporecc; KpUMUHATKMCTHKA U cyaeOHas skeriepruza» / E. . [Ixa-
kuiieB. — Anmartsel, 1994, — C. 25.

2 See: Acmawrxuna E. H., Mapouxkun H. A., Muxaivuyk A. E. Indicated work. — C. 5.

3 See: Axywun C. FO. TakTHuecKue 3a1a9 U CPEICTBA UX PEIICHHS [IPH PACCIIeI0-
Bannu npecrymienui / C. YO. Sxymmn // Kpuminanict nepmoapykoBanuid. — 2011, —
Ne3. — C. 63-66.

4 See: I'onosun A. IO. Indicated work. — C. 216.

5 See: [lImonun A. B. Metonomnorust KpuMUHAIHCTHYECKOM MeTouku. — C. 346-347.
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tive actions; 2) complex of investigative actions and operational-search measures;
3) complex of investigative actions, organizational and technical measures and
so forth. Such combinations could be attributed to tactical complexes used as an
element of separate criminalistic methods!. Various positions of scholars on the
integrated use of tactical-criminalistic means of crimes investigation were ex-
pressed in the criminalistic literature. Thus, some forensic scientists® offer to
consider tactical combination as the most common collective notion of the whole
entirety of combinational tactical actions in Criminalistics, that is, they, in fact,
equate such notions as “tactical combination” and “tactical-criminalistic complex”.
An active supporter of this position was R. S. Bielkin, who initially proposed the
term “tactical combination” to describe the tactical means of interrogation which
were called “psychological trap” or “investigative tricks”, and later, having ex-
panded the notion of tactical combinations included combination of not only
tactical methods but also the investigative acts in it. In his opinion, “tactical
combination” — it is some combination of tactical methods of or investigative
actions aims to solve a particular task of investigation caused by this purpose
and investigative situation”. R. S. Bielkin divided all tactical combinations
at simple (consisting from the system of tactical methods which are applied
within the frames of a single investigative action) and complex (systems of
investigative actions and other measures).

The peculiarity of the above concept is that a single term — “tactical combina-
tion” refers to two different notions: a system of tactical methods of that are
used in the fulfillment of one investigative action, and a set of investigative,
operational-search and other actions aimed at solving certain tactical tasks. Ac-
cording to the stated position, in the criminalistic literature critical remarks
were expressed to the address of its supporters. In particular, M. P. Maliutin
thinks that notions under consideration are different in their scope and combi-
nation of them into one definition is hardly appropriate*. V. Yu. Sokol notes
that the overall directivity on the solution of emerging tactical tasks can not be
the basis for unification of the system of tactical methods and the system of
investigative actions within the frames of a single theoretical construction®.

Other scientists defend the thought which is common in criminalistic science,
according to which, the separate organizationally- tactical means of investigation
are the tactical operation and tactical combination. With this in mind, the terms
“tactical combination” and “tactical operation” reflect certain types of tactical

' See: I]yp b. B. Indicated work. — C. 188-189.

2 See: Kpumunanucruka : y4ue6. mist By3oB / [T. B. ABepbsinosa, P. C. BenkuH,
10. T". Kopyxos, E. P. Poccunckas] ; mog pen. P. C. benkuna. — M. : HOPMA — UH®PA-M,
1999. — C. 507-514; Yypunos C. H. KpuMuHanucTuyeckas METOAUKA: UCTOPUS U CO-
BpemeHHOCTh / C. H. Uypmio. — M. : Mapkerusr, 2002. — C. 343-356.

3 See: berkun P. C. KpuMuHAIMCTHKA: NPOOIEMBI, TEHIEHIIUH, NEPCIEKTUBBI. OT
teopuu K npakruke / P. C. benkun. — M. : FOpua. mut., 1988. — C. 140.

4 See: Mamomun M. I1. TakTHYECKUE TIPUEMBI B PACCIICIOBAHUHI TPECTYIUICHHUI /
M. I1. MamoTtus. — M. : IOpmutuadopm, 2009. — C. 25-31.

5 See: Cokon B. FO. MeTOI0IOTHYECKUE ¥ OPTaHU3AHOHHBIC ACIEKThI TAKTHKO-
KPUMHHAJIMCTHYECKOTro obecreueHust packpbitus npectymienuii / B. 0. Coxon. — Kpac-
Hoxap : M3n-Bo Ky6an. roc. yu-ta, 1998. — C. 162.
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complexes. “Tactical combination and tactical operation, — S. Yu. Yaku-
shev marks — are a form of tactical complexes or complex tactical means™'.

Along with that, in Criminalistics there were expressed various, not unam-
biguous views on the understanding and relationship between the notions “tac-
tical operation” and “tactical combination”. In their studies, scientists consider
these categories as either independent, or, conversely, equate, mix them seeing
only the difference in terminology. Thus, Ye. H. Dzhakishev combines the no-
tions “tactical combination” and “tactical operation” in one term, and offers
such complexes of actions to call “tactical combinational operation”, noting
that namely in this form the notions “... do not contradict each other, but on the
contrary, they complement each other and can be used simultaneously to charac-
terize the overall system from the combination of investigative actions, opera-
tional-search and other measures™. V. I. Shykanov also considered that com-
bination is the attribute of the theory and practice of operative-investigative
activities, and in Criminalistics the term “tactical combination” is used only
when one stresses that the tactical operation is related with very difficult
“multi-level” estimations based on the possibilities of reflective analysis, and
involves extensive use of the operational capabilities of the inquiry body?. In
other words, he considered tactical combination to be a kind of tactical
operation.

Along with this the vast majority of scientist-criminalists believe that tacti-
cal operations and tactical combinations are independent means and offer their
own criteria of their differentiation. Thus, A. V. Shmonin supports the position on
distinction of these complexes and their independent status. Such a conclusion,
in his opinion, is considered to be important in terms of methodology and mainly
affects upon the research results of the problem under consideration®.

Individual authors provide us with other points of view on the understanding
of the tactical combination and tactical operation. Thus, O. O. Mykhalchuk and
V. V. Stepanov believe that the tactical combination and tactical operation are two
independent of each other substantive criminalistic categories, but tactical com-
bination, in addition, besides having an independent nature, may also be a struc-

tural element of a tactical operation’. » )
Certain scientific interest is deserved by position V. Yu. Shepitko who be-

lieves that systems of tactical methods (tactical combination) and tactical ope-

' See: Acmawxuna E. H., Mapoukun H. A., Muxanvuyx A. E. Yka3. npaus. — C. 44;
JynoB A. B. Takrrdeckre onepanyn py pacciaeIoBaHUH MpecTymuieHni / A. B. Jlymnos. —
Mumnck : Uzn. BI'Y, 1979. — C. 45; Yebypenxos A. A. OCHOBBI TEOPUH PACCIECAOBAHUS :
monorpadus / A. A. YUebypernkos. — M. : FOpmutuapop™M, 2010. — C. 68 Ta iH.

2 See: Jowcaxuwes E. I Indicated work. — C. 25-26.

3 See: [lluxkanos B. . TeopeTrdyeckue OCHOBBI TAKTHYECKUX ONEPALIUI B PACCIIEN0-
BaHuH npectyrienuii / B. U. lukanos. — Upkyrck : U3a-Bo UpkyT. roc. yHTa, 1983. —
C. 18-19.

4 See: IImonun A. B. MeToiKa pacciieIoBaHusl PECTYIUICHUH : y4ed. mocodue /
A. B. lImonun. — M. : FOctununadopm, 2006. — C. 331-343.

5 See: Muxanvuyk A. E. COOTHOIICHHE TAaKTHYECKUX ONepannii 1 KOMOHHALHI
B kpumuHanmuctuke / A. E. Muxanpuyk, B. B. Crenanos // [IpoOiemMbl HHTEHCHBUKATAT
JISSITEIbHOCTH 110 PAcCIICAOBAHUIO TPECTYIUICHHH : ¢0. Hay4. Tp. — CBepanosck : M3a-Bo
Caepos. ropua. ue-Ta, 1987. — C. 36.
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ration as its independent elements belong to the organizational and tactical
means of investigation realization as one of the varieties of criminal tactics
means'. In his opinion, the definition of the notion “tactical combination” com-
prising combination of investigative actions, raises objections. Moreover, he
believes that it is inappropriate to combine two separate categories — “a combi-
nation of tactical methods” (system of means) and “combination of investigative
(or other) actions” (tactical operation) into one notion. The combination of tacti-
cal means and investigative actions has different purposes and is not equivalent.
In the etymological sense the term “combination” is identical to the term “sys-
tem of means to achieve something”. Tactical combination is possible only
within the same investigative (judicial) action and does not imply combination
with tactical methods of other procedural act, therefore it should be considered
as a synonym of tactical methods. Tactical operation involves combination of
similar and dissimilar investigative actions, operational-search, organizational
and other measures aimed at fulfillment of the interim investigation task in a
particular investigative situation® S. B. Rossynskyi considers tactical ope-
ration and tactical combination in a slightly renewed interpretation. In his opi-
nion, tactical combination — is a definite set of tactical methods, investigative
and judicial actions, which is aimed at solving concrete task of the preliminary
investigation or judicial consideration, and is stipulated by this purpose and in-
vestigative situation. Inclusion of court procedures into the elements that con-
stitute tactical combination is motivated by scientists by the following reasons:
a) procedural differentiation between investigative and judicial actions that
cause their criminalistic differentiation; b) range expansion of the subjects of
tactical combinations realization, among which one may attribute a court and a
judge; c) the possibility of realizing not only at the pretrial investigation but
also at the court®.

In our opinion expanding the scope of applying tactical combinations and
operations by introducing the court into the subjects of their realization, we can
talk about tactical combinations and operations in the court proceedings. A vivid
example of the support of this position is the assertion S. Yu. Yakushyn that with
regard to the stage of judicial investigation, as an example of the practical
realization of complicated tactical combination may serve choosing optimal
tactical methods and line of conduct with the participants of the investigation in
conditions of conflict situation (for example, refusing to testify, giving false
testimony, self-incrimination, and so on) by the court (and parties).

' See: [llenumvko B. FO. Tlo3HnaBatenbHble QDYHKIMH NESITEILHOCTH CIEI0BATEIS

U cpeacTBa KpuMuHanucTraeckor Taktuku / B. FO. Illenutsko // AKTyanbHBIE BOIPOCH
MIPUMEHEHUsI YTOJIOBHO-IIPOLECCYAIILHOTO U YTOJIOBHOTO 3aKOHO/ATENILCTBA B MpoLiecce
paccieoBaHus IPECTYIUICHHH : ¢0. MaTepUajIoB MEXBY3. Hay4.-IIPAaKT. KOH. : B 2 4. —
M. : Akan. ynp. MB/l Poccun, 2009. — Y. 2. — C. 95-97.

2 See:Kpuminanicruka : mizpyasuk / [B. ¥O. Ileniteko, B. O . KoHoanosa, B. A. XKy-
paBensb Ta iH.] / 3a pen. B. 0. Illenithka. — 4-1e Buj., mepepo6i. i gomnos. — X. : [paso,
2008. — C. 145.

> See: Poccunckuii C. B. O6bick B opme crieruanbpHOi onepamun @ yued. mocob.
st By3oB / C. b. Poccunckuii ; moa pen. B. H. I'puropsesa. — M. : OHUTU-TAHA :
3akoH u mpaso, 2003. — C. 19-20.
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The solution of this situation may be application of the system of judicial,
organizational-technical actions and activities, including: a) initial judicial
questioning of individuals who give consistent and truthful testimonies; b)
leaving of the composition of the court to the crime scene; c¢) carrying out
judicial inspection; g) production for inspection of physical evidence; d) carrying
out identification in court; e) applying (if necessary) disciplinary measures to the
violators of the order in the courtroom and others!.

The scientist notes further that as a general rule for the trial it is not charac-
teristic any operative support of the criminal case being in proceedings. Applica-
tion of the state measures of protection, stipulated by the legislation, for wit-
nesses often takes place in the pre-trial investigation. At the same time in the
situation of change of crime eyewitness testimony in the courtroom in the crimi-
nal case proceedings, the court and the prosecution party may apply the tactical
means of provisional nature within the framework of peculiar tactical operation?.
Therefore, in our view, the proposal on expanding the scope of applying tactical
combinations and operations in court proceedings in the court is one of the pro-
mising directions of tactical operations theory that requires further depth
consideration and reflection.

Considering the ratio of the tactical operation and tactical combination,
S. B. Rossynskyi notes that the main difference of the tactical complexes under
consideration is the availability operational-search activities in the structure of
tactical operation while the tactical combination is a set of tactical means or in-
vestigative actions®. The scientist underlines that tactical operation combines both
elements of tactical combinations which consist in the complex of investigative
actions and the elements of operative combination which consist in the complex
of operational-search combinations. The author notes that the results of conduc-
ting tactical combinations can fully be the evidence in the case as they are
obtained from the investigative (court) actions, but the results of the tactical
operation are the evidence only partially as the data obtained in the course of
operational-search activities which do not meet the requirements of the criminal
procedural law, are prohibited at all to use in the process of proving in a
criminal case. Finally, tactical combination differs from the tactical operation in
a range of participants. In the tactical combination there are participating an
investigator (there may be a group of investigators), prosecutor and a court, on
their own or, acting upon authorization, exercise certain investigative (court)
actions aimed at achievement of intermediate result in a case®.

It should be noted that the judicial actions are also interrelated in a certain
way between themselves, and should be selected taking into account the expedi-
ent sequence. Therefore, we can talk about systems (complexes) of judicial actions
as important means of criminalistic tactics. On this occasion, it is true that the

1

See: Axywun C. FO. KpuMuHaIMCTHYECKas TAKTUKA: BOIIPOCH TEOPUH U IPAKTU-
k. — C. 50.

2 See:Ibid. — C. 137-138.

3 See: Poccunckuii C. b. K BOIPOCY O COOTHONIEHUH MOHSITHI «TAKTUYECKAst KOM-
OuHanms» U «raktudeckas onepauus» / C. b. Poccunckwmii // UzBectus Tynl'Y. — Tyna,
2001. — Bpim. 5. — C. 102-103.

4 See: Poccunckuii C. B. O6bick B hopme crierpanbHoit onepanuu. — C. 19-20.
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success of the trial depends on the selected evidence examination order by the
court. If the sequence of the proceedings is regulated by law, and the court cannot
change it under any circumstances, the order of the proceedings is determined by
the court taking into account the circumstances of the criminal proceedings.

Certain scientific interest constitutes attempts of O. D. Trubachov and
M. Ye. Meretskyi to introduce the term “operational-tactical combination” into
the conceptual apparatus of Criminalistics and again with its various interpreta-
tions. Thus, O. D. Trubachov understands “operational-tactical combination” a
certain set of investigative and operational actions, which are based on reflexive
control over behavior of an interrogated person'. In his turn M. Ye. Meretskyi
concludes that operational-tactical combination is a certain regulary complex set
of several tactical and operative combinations, planned and carried out with
taking into account (by using) the surprise factor to address the specific
problems of the investigation stipulated by a particular investigative situation?.

In our opinion, development of problems of using tactical operations and
tactical combinations is definitely necessary for the further improvement of sci-
entific bases of the investigation process in order to optimize it. Along with
this, we fully agree with R. S. Bielkin who cautioned against enthusiasm on
desire to create new terms and neglect balanced approach to their development.
He rightly pointed out that the replacement of an existing term (terms) is fully
justified only if the new term denotes a new definition of the notion whose
content has been changed or significantly updated. If the notion denoted by
the term has been changed, but it has not lost its essential characteristics, that
is, if the changes were made, for example, only for the content of the term, then
it is advisable to save the term given the strength of linguistic tradition® .

So, given the above analysis, it can be argued that the categories of
“tactical combination” and “tactical operation” reflect certain types of means of
tactical-criminalistic complexes. They are relatively new, specific activistic ca-
tegories revealing the functional side of the complex means of the criminalistic
tactics used by an investigator (prosecutor, court) during the criminal procee-
dings. Tactical combination and tactical operation — dynamical categories, the
essence of which is the system of procedural and non-procedural actions
(measures), interaction and influence. Despite the external similarity, they are
autonomous tactical means and their distinction occurs on the basis of the fol-
lowing criteria: 1) essence and content; 2) a system of goals and tasks; 3) comp-
lexity of the structure components; 4) the functional purpose; 5) range and dura-
tion of the execution; 6) complexity of organization; 7) subject composition of

' See: TpybaueB A. [I. Bnusinne Hay4HO-TEXHUYIECKOTO MpOTrpecca Ha pa3BUTHE
METO/IMKY PACCIICA0BAHMS XUILCHHUH, COBEPIIAEMBIX C UCIIOIB30BAaHUEM CIIY’KEOHOTO I110-
noxenus / A. J1. Tpy6ades // IIpoGneMbl pa3BUTHSI KpUMUHAIUCTUKH B YCIOBUSIX HAyYHO-
TEXHHYECKOTo Iporpecca : c0. Hayd. Tp. — CBepasoBek : M31-Bo CBepIoB. I0pHI. HH-TA,
1982. — C. 115-116.

2 See: Mepeykuii H. E. KpUMUHATHCTHKA U OTIEPATUBHO-TAKTHYECKHE KOMOUHAIIMH :
Hay4.-mipakT. nocooue / H. E. Mepenxuit. — M. : FOpmutuadopm, 2007. — C. 21-31.

> See: beaxun P. C. JIeHUHCKas TEOPHST OTPAKCHHUS K METOIOIOTUIECKHIE TPOOIEMBI
coserckoit kpumunanuctuku / P. C. Benkun. — M. : Bercm. mx. MBJT CCCP, 1970. —
C. 63-64.
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the participants'. However, not paying attention to certain criteria of diffe-
rentiation of these complexes, it is necessary to agree with the V. A. Zhuravel
who notes that the proposed means should not be considered as criminalistic
categories competing between themselves but rather as complements to each
other which together create a single, the most effective mechanism for
obtaining information necessary for the detection, investigation and prevention
of criminal manifestations?.

Thus, the doctrinal approaches to the definition of “tactical-criminalistic
complex” should be based on a differentiated understanding of organizational
and tactical means as the tactical operation and tactical combination. In our
opinion, in this case, the most successful term for designation of the complex
of procedural and non-procedural actions and measures aimed at solving sepa-
rate (intermediate) tactical problems, is still a “tactical operation” as this term
reveals the essence and contents of criminalistic means. In order to unify notions,
it is advisable to apply the term “tactical operation” only when we are talking
about the system of investigative (search), covert investigative (search) activi-
ties, operational-search, organizational-technical and other activities (in court
proceedings — on the system of judicial actions of organizational-technical and
other measures), and the term “tactical combination” — only on the system of
tactical methods in the framework of carrying out a separate investigative or
judicial action.

Herewith tactical operation should be considered as an independent cate-
gory of Criminalistics and as a special kind of tactical-criminalistic complexes
of investigation and judicial consideration of crimes. The complex of actions
that are included in the structure of tactical operation, does not replace the
tactics of investigative or judicial actions, and forms a more complex construc-
tion, the content of which does not exhaust tactical methods, but also includes
investigative (search) actions, covert investigative (search) actions, operative-
search and other activities contributing to their realization’, and in legal proceed-
ings — court actions and organizational-technical and other measures aimed at
solving separate (intermediate) tactical tasks. Compared with the tactical
methods and combinations thereof, tactical operations differ in scale and
duration of actions, in a broader range of participants and in the high degree
of organized nature of their activities. All this necessitates further active
development of the problem of Criminalistic theory of tactical operations, has
not only theoretical but also practical importance making it possible to
include scientific recommendations capable to play a significant role in impro-
ving efficiency of criminal proceedings, and ultimately in establishing the
truth, into the tactical arsenal of an investigator (judge). A clear under-

standing of the essence of the tactical operation and its relationship with
1

See: llleguyx B. M. TaktnuHi onepauii y KpUMIHATICTUII: TEOPETHYHI 3acaan
(opMyBaHHS Ta MpakTHKa peanizamii : Mororpadis / B. M. llleuyk. — X. : Bun. arenmis
«Amnoctiney, 2013. — C. 86-88.

2 See: XKypasenv B. A. CucteMu ciifunx [iif Ta TaKTHYHI oneparii B CTPYKTypi
OKpPEMOi KpUMiHaJIICTHIHOT METOANKH po3ciiayBaHHs 3710unHiB / B. A. JKypaseuns // BicH.
Akap. npaB. Hayk Ykpainu. — 2009. — Ne2(57). — C. 197-208.

3 See: [lluxkaros B. H. Indicated work. — C. 16-17.
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other means of criminalistic tactics, tactical-criminalistic complexes serves
for the further development of the theory of Criminalistics, for the
improvement of the judicial and investigative practice. Therefore, in modern
conditions of updating criminal procedural legislation, reforming criminal
justice, researches and developments on the problems of tactical-criminalistic
complexes and their application in counteraction to criminality are relevant
and stipulated by the needs of modern practice.

HAYKOBI IIIAXOAM 1O PO3YMIHHSA
TAKTUKO-KPUMIHAJIICTUYHUX KOMILIEKCIB
I IPOBJIEMMU IX NPAKTUYHOI'O 3ACTOCYBAHHS

Llleeuyk B. M.

Jlocniooiceno meopemuuni 3acaou MaKmuKO-KPUMIHATICMUYHUX KOMIIEKCI8 | npak-
MUKY iX 3aCMOCy8anHA 8 KPUMIHATLHOMY NposadiceHHi. [Ipoananizosano Haykogi nioxoou
00 PO3YMIHHA NOHAMMA « MAKMUKO-KPUMIHATICIUYHUL KOMIILEKCY, 11020 YHKYIOHATbHO-
20 npusHavenHs @ crioyill i cyoosiil disnvrnocmi. OOTpyHmMosano, wo OOKMpUHAILHI Nio-
X00U 00 BU3HAYEHHS 3A3HAYEHO20 NOHAMMSL MAIOMb 6A3Y8AMUCS HA OUDEPEHYIo8aHOMY
PO3VMIHHI MAKUX OP2aHI3ayiliHO-MAKMUYHUX 340018, AK MAKMUYHA onepayis i maxmud-
Ha KomOIHayis.

Kniouosi cnosa: makmuko-KpuMiHanicmuunull KOMNieKc, KOMNIeKCHI 3acobu Kpumi-
HANICMUYHOT MAKMUKU, KPUMIHATICIMUYHUL KOMNIEKC, MAaKmMuyHi onepayii, makmuini
KOMOIHaYIT, KPUMIHATICMUYHA Meopisi MAKMUYHUX onepayiil.

HAYYHBIE NIOAXO/JbI K IOHNMAHHNUIO TAKTHUKO-
KPUMHUHAJIMCTUYECKHUX KOMIIJIEKCOB U TPOBJIEMbI
HUX MPAKTHYECKOI'O IIPUMEHEHMA

Illeguyk B. M.

Hccnedosanvl meopemuueckue 0CHObI MAKMUKO-KPUMUHATUCIULECKUX KOMIICKCO8
U NPAKMUKA UX NPUMEHEHUS 8 Y20L08HOM npouszsoocmee. IIpoanaiuzuposansl HayuHble
100X00bL K NOHUMAHUIO NOHSIMUSL (IMAKIMUKO-KPUMUHATUCMUNECKUT KOMIIEKC», €20 (IYHK-
YUOHAILHO2O HAZHAYEHUSL 8 CTIeOCMEEHHOU U CyOeOHOl Oesmenvrocmu. O60CHO8AHO, Ymo
QOKMpUHATbLHBIE NOOX00bL K ONPEOCTLeHUIO YKAZAHHO20 NOHAMUS OOINCHBL OCHOBbIEAMb AL
Ha Qupepenyuposanom NOHUMAHUU MAKUX OPSAHUZAYUOHHO-MAKMUYECKUX CPEICME, KAK
MaKmuyeckas onepayust U makmu4eckas KOMOUHAYUSL.

Kniouesvie cno6a: makmuko-KpUMUHAAUCIMUYECKULL KOMIIEKC, KOMILEKCHbLE CPeOCEd
KPUMUHATUCMUYECKOU MAKMUKU, KPUMUHATUCMUYECKUL KOMILEKC, MAKMu4eckue onepa-
yuu, makmuyeckue KOMOUHAYUY, KPUMUHATUCIMUYECKASL MeOpUst MAKMUYECKUX Onepayuil.
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