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CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK OF THE RESEARCH

Relevance and importance of the topic, positioning within inter-
national, national, and regional concerns. The methodology for inves-
tigating corruption offences committed by public officials with special
status represents, in the current context, one of the most relevant di-
rections of research in the field of criminalistics. Corruption, in its pro-
found meaning, constitutes not only a criminal phenomenon, but also a
destructive process affecting public order and the moral values under-
pinning the rule of law. The involvement of public officials with special
status in corrupt activities produces a systemic effect, undermining the
credibility of institutions and citizens’ trust in justice.

The relevance of the topic derives from the necessity to improve
the mechanisms for detecting, investigating, and preventing such acts,
which, by the nature of both active and passive subjects, are character-
ized by a high degree of complexity and concealment. A public official
with special status is a qualified subject, professionally trained in the ap-
plication of the law, knowledgeable about procedures, the legal limits of
procedural measures, and the vulnerabilities of the system. Under these
conditions, the investigation of internal corruption becomes a major sci-
entific and practical challenge, requiring a differentiated methodology
capable of correlating criminalistic tactics and methodology, procedural
safeguards, and modern digital evidence tools.

In the context of the Republic of Moldova, the research topic is par-
ticularly significant also in light of the European integration process
and the commitments undertaken within international anti-corruption
mechanisms. Government Decision No. 235/2021 on the Government
Action Plan for 2021-2022 expressly emphasizes the strengthening of in-
stitutional capacities to combat corruption, particularly among officials
within law enforcement and public order structures. Corruption in these
areas generates domino effects: weakening of institutional discipline,
distortion of evidentiary integrity, compromise of investigations, and ul-
timately, deterioration of the state’s image before international partners.

From a criminalistic perspective, the investigation of corruption of-
fences committed by public officials with special status requires an in-
tegrated approach based on a specific criminalistic characteristic: the
analysis of the offender’s personality, the organizational context, psy-
chological factors, and the particularities of the professional environ-
ment. These elements determine the modus operandi, the selection of
evidentiary means, and the choice of appropriate investigative tactics.

At the international level, concern regarding the investigation of
corruption among public officials, including those with special status, is
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constant and supported by multiple normative frameworks. The Unit-
ed Nations Convention against Corruption (New York, 2003) represents
the fundamental instrument obliging signatory states to adopt legislative
and institutional measures for the prevention, investigation, and sanc-
tioning of corruption. The Convention emphasizes the integrity of public
officials and the establishment of specialized investigative bodies trained
to identify and prove acts of corruption with professionalism and impar-
tiality.

The Council of Europe, through the Group of States against Cor-
ruption (GRECO), has highlighted in its recent reports the importance of
strengthening the independence of anti-corruption institutions and in-
ternational cooperation in cases of corruption committed by uniformed
personnel or officials with special status. The European Union, through
Directive (EU) 2017/1371 on the protection of the Union’s financial inter-
ests and the European Anti-Corruption Pact 2021-2024, emphasizes the
transnational nature of institutional corruption, recommending the use
of modern technologies, digital evidence, and joint investigation teams.

Likewise, the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Devel-
opment (OECD), through the Convention on Combating Bribery of For-
eign Public Officials in International Business Transactions (Paris, 1997),
has extended the concept of criminal liability to the entire administra-
tive network, demonstrating that the phenomenon of corruption cannot
be limited to a single professional category, but requires an integrated
approach at the global level.

In doctrine, authors such as Peter Stelfox' consider that “the inves-
tigation of internal corruption must combine the scientific methods of
criminalistics with organizational psychology and the principles of pro-
fessional ethics.” In Russian-language scholarship, it is emphasized that
“the tactics of investigations into corruption among law enforcement
officials must be based on the systemic analysis of hierarchical relations,
internal pressures, and institutional loyalties.”

These trends are also reflected in the practice of the European Union,
where “internal affairs” investigations are standardized, and criminalistic
methodologies include clear procedures for the collection, preservation,
and evaluation of evidence in cases involving persons with special status.
The Republic of Moldova, as a candidate country for accession to the
European Union, is required to harmonize its own investigative proce-
dures with these international standards, while ensuring the protection
of fundamental rights and the principle of evidentiary integrity.

In the Republic of Moldova, combating corruption committed by

! Stelfox, Peter, Criminal Investigation: An Introduction to Principles and Practice, 1st Edi-
tion, London, 2009, 256 p., ISBN 9781315880730
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public officials with special status represents a strategic priority, both
within domestic policies and in the context of European commitments.
At the legislative level, the Criminal Code of the Republic of Moldova, the
Code of Criminal Procedure, as well as special laws, establish the regula-
tory framework governing the criminal and disciplinary liability of these
categories of persons.

At the institutional level, the National Anticorruption Center, the
Anticorruption Prosecutor’s Office, and the Intelligence and Security
Service, based on Joint Order No. 53,/405/83/307-O of 15 September
2020, have established mechanisms for inter-institutional cooperation
in the investigation of corruption offences. However, the analysis of ju-
dicial practice reveals significant methodological shortcomings: the lack
of standardized criminalistic models, inconsistent application of special
investigative measures, and insufficient tactical training of criminal in-
vestigation officers.

In this regard, the study of the methodology for investigating these
offences has not only theoretical value but also particular practical im-
portance, contributing to the development of a scientific framework for
professional training and for improving the tactics of conducting crimi-
nal investigation actions and prompt intervention activities. At the same
time, the topic aligns with the regional concerns of Eastern European
countries, where institutional corruption remains a vulnerability factor
for political stability and national security. Regional initiatives—such as
the Eastern Partnership and the GUAM Anti-Corruption Platform—pro-
mote the exchange of best practices and cooperation among member
states in combating cross-border corruption.

In this context, the Republic of Moldova, Romania, and Ukraine
are developing joint mechanisms for investigation, training, and infor-
mation exchange, including on the basis of cooperation protocols with
EUROPOL and FRONTEX. Thus, the investigation of corruption among
public officials with special status goes beyond the internal dimension,
becoming integrated into a regional network of legal security and oper-
ational cooperation.

By way of example, we refer to the following authors from the Re-
public of Moldova and other states who have addressed aspects of crim-
inalistic methodology and tactics related to the forensic investigation
of offences: Cusnir V., Osoianu T., Ostavciuc D., Odagiu Iu., Rusnac C.,
Glavan B., Gurin V., Cicala A., Vizdoaga 1., Gheorghita M., Dolea I., Roman
D., Rusu V., Cojocaru R., Golubenco Gh., Suciu E., Stancu E., Ruiu M.,
Ciopraga Au., Jitariuc V., Popa L., A.-G. Necula, A.-C. Moise, C. Suciu, R.
Tocan, C.-E. Tolbaru, and others.

In conclusion, the relevance and importance of the topic arise from
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the intersection of three major dimensions: international, national, and
regional. At the international level, corruption among public officials with
special status is treated as a threat to the rule of law and collective security.
At the national level, the Republic of Moldova is strengthening its efforts to
combat this phenomenon through institutional and legislative reforms. At
the regional level, cooperation among states in the region, through com-
mon legal and operational mechanisms, provides the premises for an ef-
fective fight against systemic corruption. Therefore, the research on the
methodology for investigating corruption offences committed by public
officials with special status contributes to strengthening the theoretical
and practical framework of modern criminalistics, ensuring better protec-
tion of constitutional values, public order, and the general interest.

Description of the situation in the field of research and identification
of research problems. The study of the field of investigating corruption of-
fences committed by public officials with special status reveals a complex
and highly relevant issue, situated at the intersection of criminalistics, crim-
inal law, criminal procedural law, and the ethics of public office. Corruption
within institutions responsible for law enforcement represents one of the
most dangerous forms of criminality, as it distorts the very mechanisms
designed to combat it. In the Republic of Moldova, this phenomenon has
acquired systemic dimensions, affecting public trust, the fairness of justice,
and the efficiency of criminal investigation activities.

The doctrinal and practical analysis carried out within this research
has highlighted that, although the general issue of corruption has been
addressed in numerous scientific works, aspects concerning the meth-
odology for investigating corruption committed by public officials with
special status remain fragmented and insufficiently developed. Most ex-
isting studies, both in national and foreign literature, examine corruption
from a general perspective, without thoroughly analyzing the behavioral,
professional, and psychological specifics of officials holding special sta-
tus, as well as the criminalistic particularities generated by such status.

From a legislative standpoint, the normative framework of the Re-
public of Moldova provides detailed regulation of the constituent ele-
ments of corruption offences and establishes the competencies of crimi-
nal investigation bodies. However, there is a lack of a unified criminalistic
methodology for investigation, adapted to the professional status of
these officials. Judicial practice demonstrates that the investigation of
corruption cases involving public officials with special status faces ma-
jor obstacles: concealment of evidence, issues related to the conclusive-
ness, relevance, and usefulness of evidence, manipulation of evidentiary
means, and the perpetrators’ advanced knowledge of operative tactics.
These elements generate active resistance to investigation, thus requir-
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ing a scientifically grounded strategy based on specific tactics and mod-
ern evidentiary techniques.

At the theoretical level, the research identifies a clear methodolog-
ical gap in the specialized literature concerning institutional corruption
involving public officials with special status. Although authors such as T.
Osoianu, D. Ostavciuc, Iu. Odagiu, C. Rusnac, B. Glavan, M. Gheorghita, V.
Gurin, V. Cusnir, M. Avram, A. Donciu, and others have developed impor-
tant works in the field of interviewing tactics, crime scene investigation,
and the application of special investigative measures, an integrated ap-
proach to these procedures within a methodology specifically dedicated
to corruption among public officials with special status is lacking. This
doctrinal deficiency limits the ability of criminal investigation bodies to
act coherently, particularly in cases involving a high degree of hierarchy
or inter-institutional involvement.

Another essential aspect of the researched situation is the low level
of uniformity in the application of criminalistic methodology. Practice
demonstrates that, in the absence of generalized methodological guide-
lines, investigations are predominantly conducted based on the individ-
ual experience of the criminal investigation officer, without a scientif-
ic systematization of the steps to be followed. Thus, there are cases in
which evidence is collected improperly and the chain of custody is not
fully respected, leading to the exclusion of evidence by the courts.

In addition to technical-criminalistic deficiencies, the research has
also identified institutional problems: fragmentation of competencies
among law enforcement bodies, insufficient technical equipment, and
the absence of coherent continuous training programs for anti-corrup-
tion investigators. Moreover, hierarchical and corporatist influences
within the institutions in which public officials with special status oper-
ate may generate internal pressures on criminal proceedings, reducing
the independence of investigators and affecting the impartiality of the
evidentiary process.

At the international level, modern trends in combating institutional
corruption focus on the use of digital evidence, surveillance of encrypted
communications, financial analysis of flows, and real-time cross-border
cooperation. These modern investigative tools, already well established
in the member states of the European Union, are not yet fully implement-
ed in the Republic of Moldova, which limits the effectiveness of investi-
gations and hinders alignment with European standards of integrity and
transparency. Therefore, the current situation in the field of research is
characterized by an imbalance between the normative and operational
dimensions, between doctrinal requirements and the practical realities
of criminal investigation. The absence of a unified methodological sys-
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tem results in a heterogeneous application of procedures and reduced
efficiency in detecting corruption offences committed by public officials
with special status.

The present work aims to contribute to remedying these shortcomings
by formulating a criminalistic methodology for investigating corruption
committed by public officials with special status, grounded in the principles
of criminalistics, the lawful administration of evidence, the respect for hu-
man rights and fundamental freedoms, and operational efficiency.

The important scientific problem solved through this research
consists in the development and substantiation of a unified criminalistic
methodology for investigating corruption offences committed by public
officials with special status, integrating the principles of legality, eviden-
tiary integrity, and tactical efficiency. The study identified and system-
atized the criminalistic particularities specific to this category of sub-
jects, providing a theoretical and practical framework for the coherent
conduct of criminal investigation actions. The research enabled the cor-
relation of the theoretical elements of criminalistic methodology with
procedural tactics and the application of special investigative measures,
contributing to the standardization of practice and the enhancement of
evidentiary quality. Thus, the scientific problem addressed materializ-
es in the creation of an integrated criminalistic methodology, adapted
to the status of public officials with special powers, offering investiga-
tors modern tools for the detection, documentation, and evidentiary
substantiation of corruption offences, in full compliance with European
standards and the principles of the rule of law.

The aim of the study consists in conducting a comprehensive scien-
tific research, both theoretical and applied, focused on the development
of a modern criminalistic methodology adapted to the particularities of
the special status of public officials, intended for the effective investiga-
tion of corruption offences committed by this professional category. The
research seeks to provide a coherent scientific framework for the proper
application of criminalistic means and methods, in order to increase the
efficiency of criminal investigation activities, the application of special
investigative measures, and to ensure an evidentiary process conducted
with integrity, in accordance with European standards of the rule of law.

In order to achieve the proposed aim, the following main objectives
were formulated:

- identifying conceptual inconsistencies and methodological gaps
demonstrating the current absence of a coherent, unified, and practical-
ly applicable criminalistic methodology for this category of cases;

- developing the criminalistic characteristics of corruption offences
committed by public officials with special status;
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- determining the circumstances that must be established and prov-
en, as well as identifying typical criminal investigation situations in cases
concerning corruption offences committed by public officials with spe-
cial status;

- highlighting and determining the particularities of the use of spe-
cial investigative measures applicable in the investigation of corruption
offences committed by public officials with special status;

- determining the tactical particularities of specific criminal investi-
gation actions in corruption cases involving public officials with special
status;

- identifying structural deficiencies, methodological gaps, and fac-
tors affecting the managerial-criminalistic efficiency of criminal investi-
gation activities;

- formulating practical recommendations for criminal investigation
bodies and special investigative bodies in order to investigate corruption
offences committed by public officials with special status, and, where
appropriate, advancing proposals de lege ferenda.

The research hypothesis is based on the premise that the devel-
opment and application of a criminalistic methodology adapted to the
particularities of public officials with special status will lead to a sig-
nificant increase in the efficiency of the process of investigating cor-
ruption offences committed by this category of persons. It is assumed
that an integrated scientific approach, correlating criminal investigation
tactics with the psychological, professional, and organizational specifics
of officials with special status, will enable the more rapid identification
of criminal elements, the proper administration of evidence, and the
strengthening of the credibility of evidence before the court of law.

At the same time, it is assumed that the effective use of modern
criminalistic tools and special investigative measures, within the limits
of the law, will contribute to dismantling institutional corruption mech-
anisms and reducing the level of impunity among officials with special
status. The research also proceeds from the assumption that the existing
gaps in the current methodology—such as the lack of a unified theoreti-
cal framework, fragmented approaches, and insufficient specialized tac-
tical training—can be remedied through the development of clear meth-
odological procedures and tactical-procedural recommendations, based
on national scientific experience and European best practices.

In this regard, the confirmation of the hypothesis would imply
demonstrating that a criminalistic methodology adapted to public offi-
cials with special status ensures not only a more efficient investigation
but also enhanced protection of the legality of criminal proceedings,
contributing to the establishment of a more transparent institutional
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framework and one that is more resilient to corruption.

The scientific novelty and originality of this doctoral thesis derive
from the fact that, for the first time in the criminalistic doctrine of the
Republic of Moldova, a scientifically grounded methodology for inves-
tigating corruption offences committed by public officials with special
status has been developed. The paper proposes an applied approach
aimed at creating a coherent methodological framework for investigat-
ing corruption committed by public officials with special status. In this
regard, the research goes beyond mere theoretical analysis, transform-
ing doctrinal conclusions into operational tools applicable in the prac-
tice of criminal investigation bodies.

The scientific originality is expressed through: the determination of
the criminalistic profile of the public official with special status, taking
into account their professional, cognitive, and behavioral particularities;
the formulation of a phased criminalistic investigation model, based on
the correlation of special investigative measures with procedural actions
and forensic examinations, carried out in a lawful, prompt, and efficient
manner; the development of a criminalistic risk matrix applicable to the
professional body with special status, enabling the anticipation and early
identification of signs of corruption; the substantiation of an integrated
methodology for the use of special investigative measures and digital ev-
idence, in strict compliance with the principle of evidentiary integrity.

Through these contributions, the thesis adds value to national crim-
inalistic science by providing an applicable and verifiable methodolog-
ical model that can be used in the practical activity of anti-corruption
bodies and in the professional training process of criminal investigation
officers. The research not only fills existing gaps in the specialized litera-
ture but also proposes innovative and replicable solutions for enhancing
the effectiveness of detecting, documenting, and proving corruption of-
fences committed by public officials with special status.

Summary of the research methodology and justification of the se-
lected research methods. The methodological basis of this research is
constituted by the principles of the theory of knowledge, legal logic, and
criminalistic science, complemented by the foundations of criminal law,
criminal procedural law, and criminology. The research relies on a set of
theoretical and empirical methods that enabled the conduct of a coher-
ent and rigorous scientific analysis.

Among the theoretical methods, analysis, synthesis, induction, de-
duction, and comparison were employed to systematize the specialized
doctrine and to identify the directions of evolution of criminalistic meth-
odology concerning the investigation of corruption committed by pub-
lic officials with special status. The comparative analysis method served
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to relate the research to international doctrinal and normative models,
while the logical-systemic method was used to structure the criminalis-
tic characteristics of corruption offences.

At the empirical level, recourse was made to the analysis of judicial
practice and criminal investigation materials, to the scientific observa-
tion of typical investigative situations, and to the modeling of the crim-
inalistic investigation process. These methods enabled the theoretical
and practical substantiation of a methodology applicable to the inves-
tigation of corruption committed by public officials with special status.

The selection of these methods is justified by the interdisciplinary
nature of the research, which requires a complex approach integrating
criminalistic science with the principles of criminal procedural law and
evidentiary legality.

Theoretical importance and practical value of the research. The
theoretical importance of this doctoral thesis lies in the development
and consolidation of the doctrinal foundations of criminalistics through
the elaboration of an integrated conceptual framework for investigat-
ing corruption offences committed by public officials with special status.
The research contributes to the scientific definition of the criminalistic
characteristics of this category of offences, highlighting the features of
the offender, the mechanism of commission, the material and behavio-
ral traces, as well as the particularities of the institutional environment
in which they occur. By correlating the principles of criminal law and
criminal procedural law with the instruments of modern criminalistics,
the paper substantiates an original scientific methodology of investiga-
tion, which may serve as a theoretical reference for further scientific
research in the field of combating institutional corruption. At the same
time, the obtained results contribute to the development of the concept
of criminalistics applied to public officials with special status, strength-
ening modern research directions regarding evidence, interviewing tac-
tics, and the application of special investigative measures. The practical
value of the research is determined by the possibility of implementing
the conclusions and recommendations formulated in the practical ac-
tivity of criminal investigation bodies, prosecution authorities, and an-
ti-corruption structures. The developed methodology can be used in the
professional training process of criminal investigation officers, as well
as in the continuous professional development of personnel in the an-
ti-corruption field. The results of the research provide concrete tools for
identifying, documenting, and proving corruption offences, strengthen-
ing inter-institutional cooperation and ensuring compliance with the
principles of legality and evidentiary integrity. Furthermore, the formu-
lated recommendations may be utilized in the development of public
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policies and national anti-corruption strategies, as well as in the revi-
sion of the normative framework concerning criminal liability and the
investigation procedures applicable to public officials with special sta-
tus. From an educational perspective, the work has formative value, as it
can be used as a scientific and methodological support in teaching the
disciplines “Criminalistics,” “Special Investigative Activity,” and “Criminal
Investigation Activity” within higher education institutions of the Minis-
try of Internal Affairs and other specialized structures. Thus, the thesis
combines theoretical significance with practical relevance, contributing
simultaneously to the development of criminalistic doctrine and to the
improvement of operational and evidentiary activities in corruption cas-
es involving public officials with special status.

Validation of the results. The results obtained during the prepara-
tion of the thesis were presented and thoroughly analyzed within pres-
tigious national and international scientific events, where they generat-
ed constructive debates and meaningful exchanges of ideas. At the same
time, these results were disseminated through publications in accredit-
ed specialized journals, contributing to the development of the field’s lit-
erature and providing significant theoretical perspectives and practical
applications for the research area addressed.

Publications on the thesis topic: 9 publications.

Keywords: corruption, public official with special status, criminal-
istic methodology, investigative tactics, evidence, special investigative
measures, institutional integrity.
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SUMMARY OF THE THESIS CHAPTERS

The structure of the doctoral thesis is designed in accordance with
the logic and requirements of a complex scientific research, being ori-
ented towards achieving the proposed aim and objectives. The work
consists of: annotations in Romanian, English, and Russian, a list of ab-
breviations, introduction, four chapters divided into sections, general
conclusions and recommendations, followed by a bibliography, a decla-
ration of responsibility, and the author’s CV.

The Introduction establishes the importance and relevance of the
topic, defines the aim, objectives, hypothesis, and scientific problem of
the research, presents the methodology and the theoretical-normative
basis, as well as the novelty, theoretical importance, and practical value
of the obtained results.

Chapter I - Analysis of the situation regarding the methodology for
investigating corruption offences committed by public officials with spe-
cial status. The first chapter aims to establish the theoretical and prac-
tical foundations of the research through a comprehensive analysis of
doctrinal sources, the normative framework, and relevant case law. The
examination of these benchmarks allows the identification of the main
directions for the development of criminalistic methodology, as well
as the existing gaps in national doctrine regarding the investigation of
corruption offences committed by public officials with special status—a
distinct category due to the nature of their duties, their level of access
to confidential information, and their knowledge of internal law enforce-
ment mechanisms.

The research begins with an extensive analysis of the specialized lit-
erature from the Republic of Moldova, which shows that the phenomenon
of corruption has been addressed mainly from legal, criminological, and
institutional perspectives, while the criminalistic dimension of investigat-
ing such offences remains insufficiently developed. Despite the existence
of a solid theoretical framework concerning criminal investigation tactics,
interviewing, searches, or crime scene investigation, national studies treat
corruption in a general sense, without clearly distinguishing the particu-
larities that characterize public officials with special status.

This situation reveals that, although progress has been made in doc-
trine and in the regulation of special investigative activities, there is still
a lack of a unified methodological vision capable of integrating proce-
dural and operative aspects into a coherent system. There is a need for
a scientific framework that correlates investigative efficiency with the
requirements of legality and the protection of fundamental rights, in ac-
cordance with the principles of the rule of law.
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Atthe international level, specialized research highlights the tenden-
cy to unify criminal procedural law and criminalistics, aimed at strength-
ening the coherence between investigative tactics and evidentiary rigor.
The literature increasingly emphasizes the need to capitalize on modern
technologies—phonoscopic analysis, digital forensics, and cyber surveil-
lance—in the process of documenting and proving corruption offences,
especially in institutional environments characterized by a high degree
of confidentiality and hierarchy.

The comparative analysis of doctrinal sources and practical expe-
rience leads to a clear conclusion: in the Republic of Moldova there is a
lack of a unified criminalistic methodology specifically designed for in-
vestigating corruption committed by public officials with special status.
This finding justifies the need for dedicated research aimed at devel-
oping a scientifically grounded methodology capable of combining the
principles of legality with modern technical-criminalistic tools, while
also providing a practical model for application in the activity of criminal
investigation bodies.

The national normative framework regulates in detail the general
aspects of the phenomenon of corruption, establishing the principles,
competencies, and responsibilities of the institutions empowered to
prevent and combat this type of criminality. However, the analysis of ex-
isting legal provisions reveals that there are no specific norms address-
ing the methodological particularities of investigating corruption com-
mitted by public officials with special status. Current regulations focus
mainly on the punitive and administrative dimensions of criminal liabil-
ity, without offering a distinct approach regarding the mechanisms for
applying criminalistic and tactical methods adapted to the professional
specificity of these officials.

Consequently, the investigation of institutional corruption is carried
out based on general procedural rules and the practical experience of
criminal investigation bodies, in the absence of a uniform national meth-
odological framework ensuring coherence and efficiency in the applica-
tion of criminalistic tools. This deficiency justifies the need to develop a
specialized methodology tailored to the professional, hierarchical, and
institutional particularities of public officials with special status.

From a procedural perspective, the Code of Criminal Procedure es-
tablishes the principles and limits of criminal investigation activity; how-
ever, the concrete manner of applying procedural actions and special
investigative measures in cases involving officials from law enforcement
systems remains insufficiently regulated. This gap requires the develop-
ment of a national criminalistic methodology to ensure uniformity and
efficiency in the application of investigative tools, in compliance with the
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principle of legality and international anti-corruption standards.

The examination of judicial practice demonstrates that corruption
offences committed by public officials with special status are charac-
terized by a high degree of latency, sophistication, and evidentiary con-
cealment. In numerous cases, acts of corruption are disguised as admin-
istrative favors, “consultancy” commissions, or informal services, and
identifying the causal link between the benefit and the exercise of official
duties requires meticulous evidentiary substantiation.

The analysis of resolved cases reveals deficiencies in evidence doc-
umentation, in the application of special investigative measures, and
in correlating operative information with procedural actions. In some
cases, evidence obtained through interceptions or flagrant operations is
challenged due to non-compliance with the principle of evidentiary in-
tegrity. This situation confirms the need to improve criminalistic meth-
odology and to enhance the professional training of investigation officers
and criminal investigation officers dealing with institutional corruption.

The doctrinal, legislative, and practical analysis conducted in this
chapter has made it possible to identify the main directions for improv-
ing investigative methodology. Among these are: the development of
a unified national methodology adapted to the specifics of public offi-
cials with special status; the integration of modern technologies into the
evidentiary process; strengthening procedural control over the use of
special investigative measures to ensure evidentiary integrity; creating
an inter-institutional cooperation mechanism between operative struc-
tures, criminal investigation bodies, and prosecution authorities; and
promoting continuous training for investigators and prosecutors spe-
cialized in institutional corruption.

In conclusion, Chapter I demonstrates that the current approach
to investigating corruption among public officials with special status is
insufficiently standardized and only partially adapted to institutional re-
alities. Therefore, the present research aims to address these needs by
formulating a unified criminalistic methodology capable of correlating
theoretical requirements with the practical needs of criminal investiga-
tion bodies and contributing to strengthening institutional integrity in
the Republic of Moldova.

Chapter II - Criminalistic characteristics of corruption offences
committed by public officials with special status. The criminalistic char-
acteristics of corruption offences represent one of the essential pillars
of investigative methodology, as they constitute the basis for planning
and conducting criminal investigation actions. In the case of corruption
committed by public officials with special status, these characteristics
acquire particular features determined by the professional status of the
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perpetrators, their level of legal training, and their knowledge of the
internal mechanisms of the law enforcement system. The criminalistic
characteristic provides the investigator with the possibility to construct
a systemic vision of the offence by identifying the relationships between
its constituent elements—namely the subject, object, modus operandi,
traces, temporal and spatial circumstances, and post-offence behavior.

In cases involving public officials with special status, the analysis of
these elements allows for a deeper understanding of how criminal activ-
ity is conceived, concealed, and protected through internal institution-
al mechanisms. In such situations, the criminalistic characteristic must
be adapted to the particularities of the professional environment, as the
investigated official possesses advanced technical and legal knowledge,
access to confidential information, and direct familiarity with operative
procedures and investigative tactics. These elements determine a higher
degree of latency of the offence and require the use of complex investiga-
tive methods based on correlating direct and indirect evidence and on the
rigorous application of special investigative measures. Consequently, the
effectiveness of criminal investigation depends on the ability of investiga-
tive bodies to identify and exploit these interdependencies while ensuring
compliance with the principles of legality and evidentiary integrity.

The active subject of corruption offences is a person vested with
public authority; however, in the case of officials with special status,
complexity increases due to their dual affiliation—both to law enforce-
ment structures and to the administrative system of the state. These of-
ficials, such as police officers, customs officers, intelligence service of-
ficers, military personnel, and penitentiary staff, are trained in operative
techniques, which provides them with an enhanced ability to conceal
traces of criminal activity.

Research shows that these individuals exhibit greater psycholog-
ical and tactical resistance during criminal investigations, as well as a
pronounced tendency toward professional solidarity, which complicates
the process of obtaining evidence. Officials with special status generally
possess a high degree of internal loyalty and legal knowledge that allows
them to anticipate investigative actions and exploit potential procedural
deficiencies. Therefore, the investigation of offences committed by such
individuals requires a higher level of criminalistic training of criminal in-
vestigation bodies and the use of specific tactics based on the element
of surprise, operational discretion, and meticulous documentation of in-
ternal decision-making processes.

The analysis of corruption cases from judicial practice and proce-
dural materials demonstrates that the criminal mechanism often follows
a phased structure: establishing contact between the official and the
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bribe giver, negotiating sums or advantages, accepting the benefit, and
concealing its origin. In the case of officials with special status, the ini-
tial contact is usually disguised through legitimate service actions, such
as inspections, verifications, authorizations, or administrative interven-
tions. Moreover, the circumstances of commission may be influenced by
the hierarchical environment—pressure from superiors, an institutional
culture tolerant of misconduct, and internal protection mechanisms. In
many situations, acts of corruption manifest as “reciprocal services” be-
tween colleagues or departments, without immediate material form, but
with long-term effects on institutional integrity.

Corruption committed by officials with special status leaves com-
plex, predominantly indirect traces, manifested in administrative doc-
uments, electronic communications, concealed financial transfers, or
seemingly lawful institutional decisions. In this context, forensic and
digital expertise acquire increased importance.

The use of special investigative measures becomes indispensable for
establishing the causal link between the corrupt act and the involved
individual. At the same time, modern doctrine emphasizes compliance
with the principle of evidentiary integrity, according to which evidence
must be obtained lawfully, without provocation, manipulation, or ex-
ceeding operative powers. In investigative practice, the application of
technical-scientific expertise ensures an objective basis for confirming
facts, especially when direct evidence is lacking.

The phenomenon of corruption among officials with special status is
determined by a combination of professional, institutional, and psycho-
logical factors. Among the most frequent are: an organizational culture
based on hierarchy and corporate loyalty; the absence of effective in-
ternal control; the erroneous perception of power as a privilege; insuffi-
cient ethical and legal training; and the lack of effective mechanisms for
protecting whistleblowers. These conditions generate informal toler-
ance toward corrupt behavior, and corruption becomes, in some cases, a
“tacit practice” accepted within the professional environment.

The conducted analysis demonstrates that corruption offences com-
mitted by public officials with special status are distinguished by their
own criminalistic characteristics, determined by the level of training of
the subjects, the specificity of the institutional environment, and the high
degree of evidentiary concealment. From a theoretical perspective, this
category of offences requires a differentiated approach within general
criminalistic methodology, while from a practical perspective, it requires
the adaptation of investigative tactics and technical-scientific means to
the psychological and operational particularities of the offender.

The criminalistic characteristic formulated in this chapter consti-
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tutes the conceptual basis for the development of the actual investiga-
tive methodology presented in the subsequent chapters. It guides the
activity of criminal investigation bodies toward a more efficient, more
lawful, and more adaptable investigation in line with the realities of con-
temporary institutional corruption.

Chapter III - Particularities of organizing and conducting criminal
investigation in corruption cases involving public officials with special
status. The conduct of criminal investigation in corruption cases involv-
ing public officials with special status presents a series of essential par-
ticularities, determined by the professional and institutional specificity
of the subjects involved, the complexity of hierarchical relationships,
their high level of legal training, and the subtle manner in which criminal
activities are concealed. In such cases, the success of the investigation
depends directly on the proper organization of the criminal investigation
process, the clear establishment of the circumstances to be proven, the
coordinated use of criminalistic means and special investigative meas-
ures, as well as the ensuring of legality and evidentiary integrity.

Criminal investigation in corruption cases committed by public offi-
cials with special status generally unfolds in three stages: the preliminary
stage, in which operative information is collected, reports are verified,
and reasonable indications of the offence are assessed; the initial stage
of criminal investigation, in which urgent actions are carried out, such
as flagrant apprehension, application of special investigative measures,
preservation of material evidence, and questioning of witnesses; and the
complex stage of criminal investigation, dedicated to consolidating the
evidentiary material, correlating expert findings, and preparing the case
for referral to court.

Within this dynamic, the investigator must consider that officials
with special status, due to their professional training, often anticipate
investigative actions, and any superficial documentation may compro-
mise the entire case. Therefore, investigative planning must be based
on multiple, verifiable hypotheses and on a logical sequence of tactical
actions, ensuring that the element of surprise is maintained until the
completion of the flagrant operation or other evidentiary procedures.

During the criminal investigation process, the investigative body
must establish a set of circumstances defining both the act and its crim-
inal context. Among the most important are: the time, place, and manner
of manifestation of corruption acts; the identity, function, and precise
duties of the public official with special status involved; the relationships
between the perpetrator and the persons who offered or intermediat-
ed undue advantages; the value and nature of the benefits received; the
means of concealing their origin (financial transfers, false supporting
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documents, seemingly lawful intermediaries); and the causal link be-
tween the exercise of official duties and the obtaining of the benefit. In
addition, the psychological and motivational circumstances of the of-
fence must be established, including intent, the subject’s attitude toward
professional conduct norms, and possible involvement of other individu-
als within the institution.

The analysis of judicial practice reveals several typical situations re-
quiring differentiated tactical approaches: the flagrant apprehension of
a public official with special status, which requires rigorous prior doc-
umentation and perfect synchronization between operative bodies and
the case prosecutor; the investigation of corruption mediated through
intermediaries, where criminal communication is masked through ap-
parently uninvolved third parties; cases of institutionalized corruption,
characterized by the involvement of multiple persons within the same
structure, with role distribution and mutual protection; passive corrup-
tion cases, where the official does not directly solicit a bribe but creates
favorable conditions for its offering; and corruption offences combined
with other service-related crimes, such as abuse of office, negligence,
forgery of official documents, or disclosure of state secrets. In all these
situations, the investigator must maintain a balance between confiden-
tiality, legality, and efficiency, applying precise tactics and avoiding any
form of unlawful provocation.

Special investigative measures represent the central element in
documenting corruption offences committed by public officials with
special status. These include visual surveillance, interception of com-
munications, audio-video recordings, controlled deliveries, and profes-
sional integrity tests. The research emphasizes that the effectiveness
of such measures depends on perfect coordination between operative
structures and criminal investigation bodies, as well as on ensuring judi-
cial control over their proportionality and legality. In the practice of the
Republic of Moldova, discrepancies between operative and procedural
activities have sometimes led to the exclusion of evidence due to the
lack of evidentiary integrity. To avoid such situations, it is necessary to
implement an integrated mechanism for the use of the results of special
investigative measures, including: preliminary verification of the legal-
ity of authorization; objective analysis of the obtained information and
its transformation into procedural evidence; and maintaining confiden-
tiality regarding sources of information and persons involved in docu-
mentation. Thus, the thesis argues that special investigative measures
should not be regarded as an end in themselves, but as complementary
criminalistic tools that support criminal investigation, allowing the tran-
sition from the informational level to the evidentiary level in a lawful and
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transparent manner.

An essential aspect of organizing criminal investigation is coopera-
tion between authorities involved in combating corruption. In cases in-
volving officials with special status, such cooperation must be based on
oneparuse exchange of information, clear delimitation of competencies,
and respect for the principle of procedural independence.

The analysis of practical materials reveals a number of recurring
problems: the lack of a unified methodology for documenting flagrant
offences and managing electronic evidence; insufficient specialized
training of criminal investigation officers and investigators in the field
of institutional corruption; inefficient application of forensic expertise;
and deficiencies in communication between operative and procedural
structures. To overcome these obstacles, the thesis proposes: the de-
velopment of a unified methodological framework for corruption cases
involving public officials with special status; the introduction of contin-
uous interdisciplinary training for investigators, criminal investigation
officers, and prosecutors, focused on cooperation and ethical standards;
the digitalization of the evidentiary process through integrated systems
for the storage, analysis, and presentation of electronic evidence; and
the expansion of the role of forensic expertise, including psychological
and financial expertise, in substantiating investigative hypotheses.

Chapter III demonstrates that investigating corruption offences
committed by public officials with special status requires a strategic or-
ganization of criminal investigation based on inter-institutional coor-
dination, legality, and scientific rigor. The research confirms that only
through harmonizing operative and procedural activities, properly uti-
lizing the results of special investigative measures, and applying crimi-
nalistic tactics adapted to the status of the official, can a complete, reli-
able, and effective evidentiary framework be achieved.

Chapter IV - Tactical particularities of conducting certain criminal
investigation actions in cases of corruption offences committed by public
officials with special status. Chapter IV holds decisive importance within
the structure of the proposed criminalistic methodology, as it translates
the theoretical concepts formulated in the previous chapters into a con-
crete operational-tactical framework, adapted to the specific nature of
corruption offences committed by public officials with special status. In
such cases, evidentiary activity must combine procedural rigor with tac-
tical subtlety, since the investigated subjects possess professional experi-
ence in law enforcement and have detailed knowledge of criminal inves-
tigation procedures. Consequently, any error in planning or conducting
investigative actions may be exploited by the offender, and the integrity
of the evidence may easily be challenged. For this reason, the tactics of
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investigating institutional corruption are based on precision, discretion,
and strict compliance with the principles of legality and proportionality.

Flagrant apprehension constitutes one of the most effective, yet also
one of the most risky, criminal investigation actions in corruption cases.
It provides the opportunity to catch the offender in the act, ensuring
the acquisition of direct and indisputable evidence. In the case of pub-
lic officials with special status, the preparation of a flagrant operation
requires a high level of professionalism, inter-institutional cooperation,
and prior judicial control. The apprehension must be based on thorough
prior documentation: monitoring the official's behavior, identifying the
moment of handing over or receiving the bribe, using audio-video equip-
ment, and preparing the operative team. At the same time, it is essential
to avoid any form of provocation, in accordance with the case law of
the European Court of Human Rights?, which sanctions situations where
investigative bodies actively induce criminal intent. The success of this
action depends on perfect synchronization between the operative and
procedural phases, as well as on the immediate preservation of evidence:
documents, marked money, digital or biological traces. It is also impor-
tant that excessive use of physical force be avoided during apprehen-
sion, as otherwise there is a risk of violating rights guaranteed under
Article 3 of the European Convention on Human Rights®. Following the
flagrant operation, a prompt hearing phase ensues, aimed at exploiting
the psychological effect of surprise.

Crime scene investigation in corruption cases involving officials with
special status has distinct particularities compared to other types of of-
fences. Since the corrupt act usually occurs in official spaces (offices,
service vehicles, residences), the intervention must respect both pro-
cedural norms and the specifics of the institutional environment. The
investigation aims to identify material traces (money, documents, pack-
aging, electronic devices), discover biological or fingerprint traces on
relevant objects, and thoroughly document the conditions under which
the corrupt act occurred (furniture arrangement, access routes, lighting,
movement paths). A particular feature lies in the fact that officials with
special status may influence the evidentiary environment—they possess
knowledge regarding trace preservation and, in some cases, have direct
access to the crime scene after the act. Therefore, the investigator must

2 Judgment of the European Court of Human Rights in the case of Pareniuc v. the Re-
public of Moldova, 1 October 2014 (§§ 33-36). Available at: https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/
eng#{%22itemid%22:[%22001-154853%22]} [accessed on: 02.11.2024].

3 Judgment of the European Court of Human Rights in the case of Savitchi v. the Re-
public of Moldova, 17 June 2008 (§§ 4-5). Available at: https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/
eng#{%22itemid%22:[%22001-127978%22]} [accessed on: 18.07.2024]
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act promptly, secure the perimeter, and cooperate with a forensic spe-
cialist to ensure the integrity of traces.

Searches constitute one of the most sensitive procedural actions
in cases of institutional corruption, as they target officials with special
status who have access to classified information and benefit from hier-
archical protection. The tactics of searches must combine the element
of surprise with absolute procedural legality. It is recommended that,
prior to conducting a search, precise data be collected regarding loca-
tions, the official's schedule, the technical means used, and possible hid-
ing places. In practice, the search must be conducted in the presence
of witnesses, with full video recording, and all seized evidence must be
immediately labeled and sealed. Additionally, in cases involving officials
with special status, investigators must pay particular attention to inter-
nal documents, electronic devices, storage media, and service phones,
as these may contain essential evidentiary data (encrypted communica-
tions, unauthorized transfers, photographs, recordings).

Interviewing represents one of the most complex criminalistic ac-
tions in corruption cases. In the case of public officials with special sta-
tus, interrogation must take into account their high level of legal knowl-
edge and psychological control capacity. The investigator must combine
classical interrogation methods with modern behavioral and psycho-
logical analysis techniques. According to the methodology proposed
by the author, interviewing should be conducted in stages: establish-
ing psychological contact by creating an atmosphere of apparent neu-
trality; obtaining spontaneous information that can later be compared
with objective evidence; exploiting contradictions in the statements of
the interviewed person; and using confrontation between the accused
official and relevant witnesses to clarify contradictory aspects. At the
same time, the interviewing of witnesses and whistleblowers must be
conducted with caution, in order to protect their identity and prevent
potential pressure or retaliation.

Forensic expertise represents the means through which criminal
activity is scientifically confirmed. In corruption cases, phonoscopic,
graphoscopic, forensic, accounting, psychological, and digital expert
examinations are frequently used to strengthen the evidentiary frame-
work. The particularity lies in correlating technical-scientific evidence
with indirect evidence in order to demonstrate not only the material act
but also the corrupt intent of the official. At the same time, expert ex-
aminations must be ordered in a timely manner, before the evidentiary
value of material or electronic traces is lost. A special role is played by
examinations of electronic devices, which allow the analysis of encrypt-
ed communications and data stored on mobile devices. Psychological
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expertise may also be used to identify behavioral patterns specific to
corruption-related situations.

In addition to the actions analyzed above, the thesis highlights the
importance of other procedural activities, such as identification by dis-
tinctive features, presentation for identification, seizure of objects and
documents, digital cross-verification of evidence, and on-site verifica-
tion of statements. These actions must be planned in strict correlation
with the case file data and adapted to the level of training of the involved
official. The author also emphasizes the application of tactics aimed at
countering institutional influence, as individuals with special status may
resort to hierarchical, political, or collegial relationships to compromise
criminal proceedings. In such situations, investigators must act under
the supervision of the prosecutor, with strict measures of confidentiality
and information security.

The analysis of procedural and tactical actions has demonstrated
that the investigation of corruption offences committed by public offi-
cials with special status requires a differentiated tactical approach, based
on strategic planning, procedural discipline, and inter-institutional co-
operation. Flagrant apprehension, crime scene investigation, searches,
interviewing, and forensic expertise must not be viewed as isolated ac-
tions, but as interdependent elements of a coherent methodological sys-
tem. Only through their integrated application can a complete, lawful,
and credible evidentiary framework be ensured.

Overall, this chapter completes the criminalistic model developed
within the thesis, providing a practical tool for specialized investiga-
tors and prosecutors, aimed at enhancing the effectiveness of detect-
ing, documenting, and preventing corruption among public officials with
special status.
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GENERAL CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The scientific results obtained as a result of the doctoral research
consist of:

a) Determining the level of investigation of institutional corruption
offences. The research revealed the complexity of the phenomenon of
corruption among public officials with special status, highlighting doc-
trinal deficiencies and the lack of a unified investigative methodology.
Through the analysis of judicial practice, the causes of the latency of
the phenomenon and the methodological gaps affecting the efficiency of
criminal investigation activities were identified,

b) Scientific substantiation of the criminalistic characteristics of
corruption offences committed by public officials with special status.
The study established the defining elements of this category of offenc-
es—namely the active subject, the mechanism of commission, material
and behavioral traces, the circumstances of time and place, as well as the
specific psychological features of officials with special status;

c) Establishing the circumstances forming the basis of reasonable
suspicion of corruption. Objective indicators and characteristic signs of
institutional corruption acts were identified, enabling the formulation of
investigative hypotheses and the lawful initiation of criminal proceed-
ings;

d) Identification of typical criminal investigation situations. Distinct
typologies of investigative situations were outlined, such as flagrant ap-
prehension, corruption intermediaries, hierarchical involvement, and
team-based corruption, for which differentiated tactics of documenta-
tion and evidentiary substantiation were proposed;

e) Development of an integrated methodological algorithm for crim-
inalistic investigation. The thesis proposes a phased framework corre-
lating operative-intelligence activities, procedural actions, and forensic
expertise, ensuring coherence, legality, and evidentiary validity;

f) Improvement of the use of special investigative measures. The im-
portance of the integrated use of special measures (technical surveil-
lance, interception of communications, digital expertise, financial mon-
itoring) under judicial control was substantiated, in order to transform
operative information into procedural evidence;

g) Enhancement of inter-institutional cooperation mechanisms. The
research demonstrated the need to strengthen cooperation between
anti-corruption authorities through the standardization of information
exchange and the development of joint investigative teams;

h) Formulation of practical recommendations for increasing the ef-
ficiency of the investigation process. The study provides solutions for
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improving the normative framework, unifying investigative methodolo-
gy, and enhancing the professional training of investigators in cases of
institutional corruption.

The scientific results obtained as a result of this research constitute
a substantial contribution to the development of criminalistic theory and
practice in the Republic of Moldova. They provide a modern theoreti-
cal and applied framework aimed at significantly improving the process
of investigating corruption offences among public officials with special
status and at supporting law enforcement bodies in combating this com-
plex, deeply institutionalized phenomenon with a high degree of latency.
As a result of the research, general conclusions and fundamental rec-
ommendations were formulated for improving the criminalistic meth-
odology applicable to such cases. The study provides investigators with
a unified tool capable of ensuring a balance between legality, evidentiary
integrity, and the tactical efficiency of procedural actions.

The results highlight the importance of developing a phased crimi-
nalistic model based on correlating special investigative measures with
technical-scientific evidence, as well as the necessity of continuous pro-
fessional development of criminal investigation officers and investiga-
tive officers, in order to adapt to new forms of corruption generated
by institutional and technological developments. Through its theoretical
contributions and the practical nature of the proposed methodology, the
research provides a solid foundation for modernizing anti-corruption
activities, strengthening the role of criminalistics in achieving an effi-
cient, fair, and European standards-compliant criminal process in terms
of institutional integrity and transparency.

Thus, the main general conclusions are as follows:

1) The normative framework, specialized doctrine, and judicial
practice have consistently and convergently highlighted the existence of
major conceptual inconsistencies and methodological gaps that hinder
the formation of a criminalistic methodology for investigating corrup-
tion offences committed by public officials with special status. The dis-
parities between definitions and delimitations established by legislation,
doctrine, and practice, the absence of uniform tactical benchmarks, the
lack of standardized criminalistic tools, and the lack of correlation be-
tween the theoretical, procedural, and operational dimensions of inves-
tigation demonstrate that, at the current stage, an integrated, coherent,
and practically applicable methodology for this category of cases cannot
be identified. This finding confirms the necessity of the thesis objec-
tive: the scientific substantiation of a modern criminalistic methodology
capable of unifying concepts, eliminating existing gaps, and providing
criminal investigation bodies with a predictable, reproducible, and oper-
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ational framework adapted to the complexity of contemporary forms of
corruption committed by public officials with special status.

2) The defining elements of the criminalistic characteristics
demonstrate that this category of cases presents distinct criminal fea-
tures, differing both from ordinary forms of corruption and from oth-
er service-related offences. Despite the complex and often latent na-
ture of these criminal acts, the synthesis of the identified structural and
functional factors has enabled the formulation of a specific criminalistic
characteristic that explains the internal logic of unlawful conduct, out-
lines the limits of manifestation of criminal behavior, and highlights the
essential indicators guiding the investigation.

3) The circumstances that must be established and proven in cases
concerning corruption committed by public officials with special status
require a complex approach that goes beyond the traditional framework
of service-related offences. The particularities of the exercised duties,
the special legal regime, the increased level of access to sensitive infor-
mation, and the existence of rigid hierarchical structures determine a
distinct set of circumstances relevant to the investigation, whose cor-
rect identification conditions the success of the entire evidentiary pro-
cess. Establishing the nature and content of the corrupt act, the position
of the official within the institutional mechanism, the pursued purpose,
the advantage requested or received, and the direct link between official
duties and unlawful conduct constitute indispensable benchmarks for
substantiating tactical and evidentiary actions.

4) The typical investigative situations in corruption cases involving
public officials with special status reveal the existence of recurrent pat-
terns of criminal conduct that decisively influence both the dynamics of
the acts and the orientation of investigative tactics. These situations are
marked by a high degree of clandestinity, the use of institutional conceal-
ment mechanisms, and the involvement of intermediaries, aspects that
confer corruption acts a fragmented structure that is difficult to detect
in the early stages of investigation. At the same time, typical situations
include the exploitation of hierarchical position, access to restricted in-
formation, the use of unofficial or encrypted communication channels,
as well as the interference of personal interests with official duties, all of
which generate complex and often volatile evidentiary contexts.

The results of the study highlighted five fundamental types of inves-
tigative situations, defined by the specificity of the moment of notifica-
tion, the criminal mechanism, and the possibilities of evidence: Flagrant
based on a report (complaint) - represents the most favorable situation for
the criminal investigation body, as it allows real-time documentation of
the offence. Prompt reporting and the cooperation of the whistleblower
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create the premises for an effective controlled operation, based on the
monitored transfer of money, interception of communications, and visual
recording of the corrupt act. In this context, the role of the criminal inves-
tigation body is to coordinate the tactics of the flagrant operation, ensure
the integrity of evidence, and prevent unlawful provocation. Post-factum
report — occurs when the offence becomes known after its completion.
The retrospective nature of this situation requires a logical reconstruc-
tion of events and a thorough corroboration of indirect evidence: state-
ments, documents, financial flows, and digital traces. The criminal inves-
tigation body must make use of modern investigative technologies and
forensic expertise to accurately reconstruct the moment of the offence
and to confirm the credibility of the report. Extortion situation - reflects
a form of passive corruption involving coercion, where the public official
conditions the exercise of their duties on the receipt of undue benefits.
This situation involves increased evidentiary difficulty, as it is necessary
to prove not only the material act of receiving goods but also the psycho-
logical mechanism of pressure exerted on the victim. Therefore, the crim-
inal investigation focuses on the detailed interviewing of the complainant,
confrontations, interception of communications and images revealing the
threatening tone of the dialogue, and the analysis of official acts abusively
issued by the official. Complex situation — concerns cases of systemic or
participatory corruption, where several public officials with special status
act in a coordinated or repetitive manner. In such cases, criminal inves-
tigation acquires an extended dimension, based on simultaneous special
investigative measures, multiple searches, prolonged interceptions, and
parallel expert examinations, all aimed at highlighting the continuity of
the acts and the role of each participant in the criminal chain. This situ-
ation requires an advanced level of inter-institutional coordination and
rigorous planning to ensure effective control of the evidentiary flow. Ap-
prehension of the active and/or passive bribe giver (in the absence of a
report) — constitutes an exceptional situation, determined by ex officio
notification of criminal investigation bodies or the incidental discovery of
corruption acts within other investigations. The particularity of this situa-
tion lies in the lack of cooperation from the involved parties, which oblig-
es the criminal investigation body to rely on objective elements: financial
traces, technical-scientific evidence, official documents, and contradic-
tions in statements.

5)Special investigative measures applicable in corruption cases in-
volving public officials with special status demonstrate that the effec-
tiveness of investigating this type of offence is inseparably linked to the
use of advanced operative tools capable of capturing deeply concealed
criminal acts that are inaccessible to traditional evidentiary methods.
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The latent nature of such acts, the high level of professionalization of the
involved subjects, their access to sensitive information, and their abili-
ty to evade institutional control necessitate the use of interception and
recording of communications and/or images, technical surveillance,
controlled delivery of money, visual tracking, undercover investigations,
home searches, the use and/or installation of devices ensuring photo-
graphic, audio, and video recording, as well as information gathering. The
assessment of the applicability of these measures reveals that, although
the normative framework provides a sufficiently diversified investigative
arsenal, the lack of a unified investigative methodology, divergent inter-
pretations by criminal investigation bodies, and insufficient correlation
with typical manifestations of corruption within structures with special
status reduce the evidentiary potential of these instruments. Neverthe-
less, the systematic identification of appropriate special investigative
measures and their correlation with the typology of the analysed offenc-
es confirm their indispensable role in detecting, documenting, and prov-
ing corrupt behavior.

1) The investigation of corruption offences committed by public
officials with special status is significantly affected by structural and
methodological deficiencies that undermine the managerial-criminal-
istic efficiency of criminal proceedings. The lack of a clear delineation
of the official's competencies, the unlawful establishment of the inves-
tigative team, the improper ordering and execution of special investi-
gative measures, the use of evidence obtained under non-procedural
conditions, as well as the defective organization of flagrant operations
and other procedural actions have repeatedly led to the exclusion of
evidence and acquittal decisions. These shortcomings, amplified by the
absence of coherent investigative planning and the lack of correlation
between operative activities, special investigative measures, and crimi-
nalistic actions, reveal the non-existence of a unified and practically ap-
plicable methodology for this category of cases.

2)The determination of the tactical particularities of criminal inves-
tigation actions in cases of corruption committed by public officials with
special status confirms that such investigations require a specific adap-
tation based on rigor, planning, and comprehensive documentation. The
level of professional training of these officials, their access to sensitive
information, and their capacity for concealment necessitate different
tactics compared to ordinary cases, both in interviewing and confronta-
tion, as well as in flagrant operations, searches, and special investigative
measures. The identified particularities constitute indispensable bench-
marks for an effective criminalistic methodology and for building a solid
and admissible evidentiary framework, as follows:
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a) Flagrant apprehension of a public official with special status rep-
resents one of the most complex and sensitive tactical-procedural ac-
tions in the investigation of institutional corruption, as it involves the
simultaneous integration of special investigative measures, procedural
activities, and perfect inter-institutional coordination. This action en-
tails three essential tactical stages: preparation, execution, and docu-
mentation of results. The preparation stage requires a thorough analysis
of initial information, verification of the complaint, and identification of
the optimal moment and location for intervention, ensuring complete
and secure documentation. The roles of all participants are planned, le-
gal authorizations are obtained, banknotes are marked and recorded,
audio-video equipment is installed, and the protection of the whistle-
blower’s identity is ensured. Confidentiality and the element of surprise
are decisive, given the advanced level of training and anticipatory ca-
pacity of the targeted official. The execution stage is based on precise
synchronization between the prosecutor, the criminal investigation
body, investigative officers, and specialists, in order to fully document
the moment of transferring illicit benefits and to intervene immediately
after the completion of the corrupt act. Certified technical means for
surveillance and interception are used, while the operation coordinator
simultaneously manages the apprehension, the protection of the whis-
tleblower, and the preservation of evidence, avoiding any form of un-
lawful provocation. The documentation stage involves the rigorous for-
malization of the entire operation: drafting detailed reports, seizing and
sealing marked banknotes, conducting personal searches and, where
appropriate, searches of premises, recording the statements of partic-
ipants, correlating audio-video recordings, and ordering the necessary
technical-scientific expert examinations to confirm the authenticity of
the evidence. From a criminalistic perspective, the success of a flagrant
apprehension depends on strict compliance with legality, tactical pro-
fessionalism, continuity of documentation, and impeccable coordination
among the involved institutions. Thus, the flagrant operation becomes
an integrated process of capturing and consolidating evidence, ensuring
both the evidentiary strength of material means and the credibility of
state action in combating institutional corruption.

b) Crime scene investigation in cases of corruption committed by pub-
lic officials with special status presents tactical particularities generated
by the professionalized and concealed environment in which such acts
are carried out. In these cases, the investigation does not aim solely at
identifying material traces, but also at the logical reconstruction of the
corruption mechanism, in relation to the space, objects, and actions of the
persons involved. The preparation stage requires rigorous planning, delim-
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itation of the area to be examined, verification of authorizations, and the
presence of forensic specialists. Risks of evidence alteration are assessed,
the method of access to administrative premises is established, and ap-
propriate technical-scientific equipment is selected (light sources, UV de-
tection, video recording devices). Ensuring confidentiality and preparing
the chain of custody are essential. The execution stage consists of the di-
rect perception of the scene, the discovery, identification, and collection
of material traces. In institutional corruption cases, these include not only
obvious objects—envelopes, marked banknotes, documents, electronic
devices—but also fluorescent traces or other indicators confirming the
transfer of undue benefits. The activity is documented through photo-
graphs, video recordings, sketches, and detailed records, carried out with
maximum professionalism to avoid compromising the evidentiary value.
The documentation stage transforms criminalistic findings into procedural
evidence: drafting the report in accordance with Article 118 of the Code
of Criminal Procedure, packaging and sealing the collected objects, num-
bering and accurately describing them, as well as ordering the necessary
expert examinations (dactyloscopic, physico-chemical, biological, or dig-
ital). In cases involving officials with special status, this stage may include
additional measures, such as collecting biological traces from banknotes
or identifying fingerprints on packaging. Overall, crime scene investiga-
tion in such cases represents an integrated criminalistic operation aimed
at confirming the materiality of the corrupt act and providing a solid, co-
herent, and credible evidentiary framework. The success of this activity
depends on technical-scientific rigor, compliance with legality, and the
continuity of documentation—elements indispensable for the legitimacy
of the act of justice.

¢) Search in cases of corruption committed by public officials with
special status represents a criminalistic operation of paramount impor-
tance, through which essential evidence regarding the illicit mechanism
is discovered and documented—documents, money, objects, electronic
devices, or digital traces. The particularities of this action derive from the
controlled institutional context and the high degree of concealment that
characterize such offences. The preparation stage requires the analysis
of operative information, the establishment of the concrete purpose of
the intervention, the identification of probable locations where evidence
may be found, and obtaining the necessary legal authorization. A special-
ized team is formed, responsibilities are assigned, technical-scientific
means are selected (seals, video cameras, fingerprint and chemical de-
tection kits), and possible reactions of the official are anticipated, given
their level of legal training. The execution stage is conducted in a tactical
and synchronized manner, often in parallel with other actions (flagrant
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apprehension, seizure of documents, crime scene investigations), in or-
der to prevent the destruction of evidence. The office, residence, ve-
hicle, electronic devices, and accounting documents are systematically
examined, with a focus on identifying assets derived from the offence,
envelopes used for transferring bribes, supporting documents, and dig-
ital traces. Full video recording of the search and respect for the dignity
of the person are essential requirements, considering the public status
of the targeted official. The documentation stage transforms criminalis-
tic findings into valid procedural evidence: detailed reports are drafted,
objects are photographed, described, packaged, and sealed, indicating
the position in which they were found. This is followed by the ordering
of graphoscopic, digital, chemical, or traceological expert examinations
necessary to establish authenticity and to correlate the evidence with
other elements of the case.

d) Interviewing and confrontation in cases of corruption committed
by public officials with special status represent tactical-procedural ac-
tions of major importance, due to the psychological complexity of the
involved subjects and their central role in structuring the evidentiary
framework. These actions require a differentiated approach, adapted to
the professional status and experience of the official, characterized by
methodological rigor and psychological balance. The preparation stage
consists of analyzing the personality of the person to be interviewed (of-
ficial, witness, whistleblower), establishing the objectives of the discus-
sion, formulating questions in a logical sequence, and selecting a neutral
environment conducive to communication. The investigator must an-
ticipate the defense strategies of the official with special status, adapt
the tone and pace of the dialogue to their psychological profile, and, in
the case of witnesses or whistleblowers, ensure the protection of iden-
tity and the integrity of statements. The execution stage requires com-
pliance with the principles of clarity, voluntariness, and respect for dig-
nity. Officials with legal expertise may employ concealment techniques;
therefore, the investigator must combine control questions with de-
tailed inquiries, exploit contradictions, and introduce, at the appropriate
moment, the element of surprise by presenting partial evidence (docu-
ments, audio-video recordings, digital data). Observing non-verbal reac-
tions—gestures, hesitations, changes in tone—constitutes an additional
tool for assessing credibility. Interviewing witnesses and whistleblowers
requires promptness, a climate of trust, and tactics adapted to the risks
of influence or intimidation, especially within the institutional environ-
ment in which the suspects operate. The documentation stage involves
the accurate recording of statements, documenting the circumstances
of the interview, and, in complex cases, full audio-video recording to
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prevent subsequent challenges to the evidentiary value. Confrontation
serves the purpose of verifying the truthfulness of statements and elimi-
nating contradictions. Its preparation includes selecting the participants,
determining the appropriate moment, and choosing relevant evidence.
During its conduct, the criminal investigation officer must maintain psy-
chological balance between participants, prevent intimidation or mutual
influence, and capitalize on spontaneous reactions as additional indica-
tors of sincerity. Documentation is carried out through a detailed report
recording statements, behaviors, and any admissions made.

e) Ordering forensic expert examinations in cases of corruption
committed by public officials with special status represents an essen-
tial tactical activity through which operative indications are transformed
into verifiable scientific evidence. Thus, expert examination becomes a
decisive instrument for confirming facts, establishing the authenticity
of evidentiary materials, and strengthening the credibility of criminal
proceedings. The preparation stage involves determining the appropri-
ate moment for ordering the expert examination, correctly defining its
object, and formulating clear and relevant questions for the expert, de-
pending on the type of collected evidence—documents, banknotes, elec-
tronic devices, audio-video recordings, or biological traces. The compe-
tent institution and specialist are selected, and the evidence is prepared
for submission in compliance with the chain of custody and sealing rules.
The execution stage consists of cooperation between the criminal inves-
tigation body and the expert, through the provision of the legal context
and the necessary materials. In such cases, frequently used expert ex-
aminations include technical document analysis, biological, financial-ac-
counting, digital-forensic, chemical, graphoscopic, dactyloscopic, pho-
no- and videographic expertise, as well as psychological expertise when
assessment of the official’'s behavior is required. The choice of the type
of expertise depends on the nature of the evidence, the criminal scheme,
and the need to correlate it with other evidentiary means. The documen-
tation stage includes the analysis of the expert report, the integration of
its conclusions into the overall evidentiary framework, and the verifi-
cation of methodological coherence. In complex cases, comprehensive
expert examinations may be ordered to obtain a complete picture of the
criminal mechanism.

Following the general conclusions and the conducted research, we
formulate the following recommendations addressed to the prosecutor,
criminal investigation bodies, and structures carrying out special inves-
tigative activities, as well as a set of de lege ferenda proposals aimed at
optimizing the normative framework and investigative practices in cor-
ruption cases involving public officials with special status:
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- In order to ensure an accurate legal classification of acts imputed
to public officials with special status, the prosecutor, the criminal in-
vestigation body, and special investigative structures must verify, from
the outset of the case, the appointment act, job description, and specif-
ic professional regulations, including the provisions of special laws and
professional statutes. This analysis allows a clear delineation of actual
duties and identification of the legal basis of each examined action. It
is also recommended to use a “competence matrix of the public official
with special status,” correlating the investigated act with legal prerog-
atives, thereby eliminating classification errors and strengthening the
accuracy of the evidentiary process;

- In cases concerning corruption committed by public officials with
special status, the investigative team should be established exclusively
by a reasoned ordinance of the prosecutor, explicitly indicating the du-
ties of each member. Only the team leader should have the competence
to order and direct procedural activities, while other members execute
strictly the acts provided in the ordinance, without the possibility of in-
itiating or authorizing measures or procedural actions. In this context,
the practice of using investigative officers as criminal investigation of-
ficers should be excluded, and a mechanism for periodic control of the
legality of the team’s composition should be instituted;

- To ensure the authenticity and integrity of evidence, criminal in-
vestigation bodies and investigative structures must preserve original
media resulting from special measures—audio-video files, metadata,
logs—indicating explicitly the procedures of packaging, labeling, and
sealing;

- It is necessary to develop an instruction regulating the handling
of material evidence—especially audio-video recordings, marked mon-
ey, and other evidentiary means—covering the entire evidentiary chain:
from seizure, packaging, labeling, and sealing, to examination, transfer,
storage, presentation before the court, and preservation until the judg-
ment becomes final;

- It is recommended to develop an instruction regarding the proce-
dure for examining, sealing, and unsealing seized items, explicitly regu-
lating the technical-procedural stages, storage conditions, transfer for
expert examination, and the participation of procedural subjects in these
operations;

- The tactics of flagrant operations must be standardized by intro-
ducing uniform procedures ensuring the integrity and authenticity of
evidence. Continuous video recording, without interruption, of essen-
tial stages—marking banknotes, handing them over to the whistleblow-
er, the moment of transfer, and the seizure of evidence—represents a
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fundamental guarantee of evidentiary integrity. The chain of custody
must be ensured from the moment the money is handed to the whistle-
blower, with documentation of each subsequent operation. It is also rec-
ommended to consistently use fluorescent substances, UV tests, iden-
tification through serial marking, and sealed packaging to strengthen
identification, preservation, and verification of the integrity of material
evidence obtained during the flagrant operation;

- In situations where there are well-founded indications that a wit-
ness may leave the territory of the Republic of Moldova and not return
within a foreseeable period, or where there is a reasonable suspicion
confirming such a risk, it is recommended that the hearing be conducted
urgently, under special conditions, by the investigating judge;

- Considering the existence of situations where whistleblowers act
in bad faith, it is recommended that the filing of the complaint and the
initial hearing be carried out with video recording, in accordance with
the requirements of the Code of Criminal Procedure. This measure con-
tributes to preventing distortion of statements, subsequent influence on
their content, and possible allegations of provocation, while strengthen-
ing the integrity and credibility of the evidentiary process;

- To protect evidentiary integrity and the fairness of criminal pro-
ceedings, it is necessary to further detail the legal concept of provo-
cation, by clearly establishing the threshold between permissible doc-
umentation actions and any form of instigation that alters the natural
conduct of the official. At the same time, legislation should expressly
prohibit the use of repeat whistleblowers or individuals repeatedly in-
volved in similar cases, as they generate increased risks of manipulation
and affect the credibility of the evidentiary framework. The implemen-
tation of these rules constitutes an essential guarantee for maintaining
the integrity of investigations and compliance with European standards
regarding the prohibition of entrapment;

- Based on the analysis of national judicial practice and existing is-
sues, it is proposed to amend and supplement Article 167 of the Code of
Criminal Procedure, so as to regulate that in the case of flagrant appre-
hension, the procedure must be documented through mandatory video
recording. The introduction of this obligation would strengthen eviden-
tiary integrity, enhance the protection of individual rights, and signifi-
cantly reduce acquittals caused by lack of evidentiary continuity;

- Another proposal for amending and supplementing the Code of
Criminal Procedure concerns Article 118, by introducing an explicit regu-
lation for situations where a person refuses the conduct of a crime scene
investigation at their residence or interrupts it during its execution. In
such cases, it is proposed that the continuation or resumption of the
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crime scene investigation may be ordered by ordinance of the crimi-
nal investigation body or the prosecutor, subject to legality control by
the investigating judge within no more than 24 hours after its comple-
tion. Practice and part of the doctrine support the ordering of a search
in such situations; however, this solution cannot be accepted, as crime
scene investigation and search have distinct purposes, respond to differ-
ent procedural objectives, and cannot substitute each other.

The important scientific problem solved through this research
consists in the development and substantiation of a unified criminalistic
methodology for investigating corruption offences committed by public
officials with special status, integrating the principles of legality, eviden-
tiary integrity, and tactical efficiency. The study identified and system-
atized the criminalistic particularities specific to this category of sub-
jects, providing a theoretical and practical framework for the coherent
conduct of criminal investigation actions. The research enabled the cor-
relation of the theoretical elements of criminalistic methodology with
procedural tactics and the application of special investigative measures,
contributing to the standardization of practice and the enhancement of
evidentiary quality. Thus, the scientific problem addressed materializ-
es in the creation of an integrated criminalistic methodology, adapted
to the status of public officials with special powers, offering investiga-
tors modern tools for the detection, documentation, and evidentiary
substantiation of corruption offences, in full compliance with European
standards and the principles of the rule of law.

Suggestions for potential future research directions: analysis of
the impact of the digitalization of public administration on the forms and
mechanisms of corruption offences committed by public officials with
special status; the use of artificial intelligence and data analysis tools in
identifying criminal patterns and supporting the evidentiary process in
corruption cases; further study of the effectiveness and limits of spe-
cial investigative measures in relation to the guarantees of fundamental
rights of the persons concerned; development of models of inter-insti-
tutional and international cooperation in investigating corruption of-
fences with cross-border elements; evaluation of the role of organiza-
tional culture and internal integrity mechanisms in preventing and early
detecting acts of corruption.
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of Ukraine; National Police of Ukraine; Kharkiv National University of In-
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ADNOTARE
Eugeniu SEVCIUC. ,Metodica cercetarii infractiunilor de coruptie comise
de functionarii publici cu statut special” Teza de doctor in drept. Chisindu, 2026.

Structura tezei: text de baza - 322 pagini; adnotare in limbile romana, engleza si rusa;
lista abrevierilor; introducere; patru capitole structurate in subcapitole; concluzii generale si
recomandari; bibliografie din 409 surse. Rezultatele stiintifice ale cercetarii au fost disemina-
te prin 9 publicatii stiintifice si comunicari la conferinte nationale si internationale.

Cuvinte-cheie: coruptie, functionar public cu statut special, metodica criminalistica,
tactici investigative, probe, masuri speciale de investigatie, integritate institutionala.

Domeniul cercetarii: criminalistica, expertiza judiciara, investigatii operative.

Scopul si obiectivele lucrarii: Scopul tezei consta in realizarea unei cercetari stiinti-
fice complexe si aplicative in domeniul criminalisticii, orientate spre elaborarea unei me-
todici unitare si adaptate specificului profesional al functionarilor publici cu statut special,
destinata investigarii eficiente a infractiunilor de coruptie comise de aceasta categorie de
persoane. Obiectivele cercetarii includ: analiza cadrului doctrinar, legislativ si practic pri-
vind combaterea coruptiei; definirea caracteristicii criminalistice a acestor infractiuni; sta-
bilirea circumstantelor ce urmeaza a fi probate; identificarea situatiilor tipice de urmarire
penala si elaborarea recomandarilor tactice; valorificarea rezultatelor masurilor speciale de
investigatie; propunerea unui model metodic integrat care sa coreleze tactica procesuala
cu activitatea operativa si sa asigure loialitatea probatoriului; formularea de recomandari
pentru perfectionarea cadrului normativ si a cooperarii interinstitutionale.

Noutatea si originalitatea stiintifica: este determinata de elaborarea pentru prima
data in doctrina nationala a unei metodici criminalistice destinate investigarii coruptiei co-
mise de functionarii publici cu statut special, categorie profesionala care prezinta particu-
laritati juridice, psihologice si institutionale distincte. Originalitatea rezulta din abordarea
sistemica a coruptiei prin identificarea si analiza detaliata a aspectelor specifice ale inves-
tigarii infractiuni respective, precum si prin propunerea unor solutii metodice inovatoare,
bazate pe utilizarea probelor digitale, expertizelor tehnico-stiintifice si tacticilor investiga-
tive moderne, adaptate cerintelor statului de drept si standardelor europene.

Semnificatia teoretica a tezei: Cercetarea contribuie la dezvoltarea teoriei crimi-
nalistice moderne prin formularea unei conceptii stiintifice unitare privind investigarea
coruptiei comise de functionarii publici cu statut special. Lucrarea extinde dimensiunea
metodica a criminalisticii prin corelarea activitatilor tactice, procesuale cu cele operative
si prin sistematizarea criteriilor de definire a caracteristicii criminalistice a acestor infrac-
tiuni. Rezultatele obtinute pot servi drept suport pentru cercetari stiintifice ulterioare in
domeniul combaterii coruptiei si al perfectionarii tacticilor de investigare penala.

Valoarea aplicativa a tezei: Lucrarea are o valoare practica pronuntata, oferind un instru-
mentar criminalistic modern pentru organele de urmarire penala, procurori si structuri anti-
coruptie. Recomandarile formulate pot fi aplicate in activitatea de descoperire, documentare
si probare a faptelor de coruptie comise de functionarii publici cu statut special, contribuind la
sporirea eficientei investigatiilor si la asigurarea loialitatii probatoriului. Totodata, rezultatele
pot fi utilizate in procesul de formare profesionald a studentilor, masteranazilor, doctoranzilor si
ofiterilor din cadrul PA, MAI, CNA, SPIA, in cadrul cursurilor de ,Criminalistica”, ,Activitate de
urmdrire penald’, ,Expertize judiciare” si ,Activitate speciala de investigatii”.

Implementarea rezultatelor stiintifice: Rezultatele obtinute contribuie la moderni-
zarea cadrului metodic al investigatiilor criminalistice, prin aplicarea unui model integrat
de cercetare a coruptiei institutionale, care imbina analiza teoretica cu solutiile tactice.
Concluziile formulate pot fi implementate in practica organelor de urmarire penala si a
procuraturii, in vederea eficientizarii procesului de probare si a consolidarii legalitatii pro-
cedurale. De asemenea, cercetarea serveste drept suport pentru perfectionarea programe-
lor educationale din domeniul criminalisticii si pentru elaborarea strategiilor institutionale
de prevenire si combatere a coruptiei.
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ANNOTATION
Eugeniu SEVCIUC. “The Forensic Methodology of Investigating Corruption Offences Commit-
ted by Public Officials with Special Status.” Doctoral Thesis in Law. Chisinau, 2026.

Structure of the thesis: main text - 322 pages; annotation in Romanian, English, and Rus-
sian; list of abbreviations; introduction; four chapters divided into subchapters; general conclu-
sions and recommendations; bibliography comprising 409 sources. The scientific results of the
research have been disseminated through 9 scientific publications and presentations at national
and international conferences.

Keywords: corruption, public official with special status, forensic methodology, investiga-
tive tactics, evidence, special investigative measures, institutional integrity.

Field of research: forensics, judicial expertise, operative investigations.

Purpose and objectives of the thesis: The purpose of the thesis is to conduct a complex and
applied scientific study in the field of forensic science, aimed at developing a unified methodology
adapted to the professional specificities of public officials with special status, designed to ensure the
effective investigation of corruption offences committed by this category of persons.

The objectives of the research include: analyzing the doctrinal, legislative, and practical frame-
work concerning the fight against corruption; defining the forensic characteristics of such offences;
establishing the circumstances that must be proven; identifying typical situations encountered dur-
ing criminal proceedings and formulating tactical recommendations; capitalizing on the results of
special investigative measures; proposing an integrated methodological model that correlates proce-
dural tactics with operative activity and ensures the loyalty of evidence; and formulating recommen-
dations for improving the normative framework and inter-institutional cooperation.

Scientific novelty and originality: The novelty of the thesis lies in the elaboration, for
the first time in national doctrine, of a forensic methodology dedicated to the investigation of
corruption offences committed by public officials with special status - a professional category
characterized by distinct legal, psychological, and institutional features. The originality derives
from the systemic and interdisciplinary approach to corruption, through the identification and
detailed analysis of the specific aspects of investigating such offences, as well as through the
proposal of innovative methodological solutions based on the use of digital evidence, techni-
cal-scientific expertise, and modern investigative tactics adapted to the requirements of the rule
of law and European standards.

Theoretical significance of the thesis: The research contributes to the development of
modern forensic theory by formulating a unified scientific concept on the investigation of cor-
ruption offences committed by public officials with special status. The work expands the meth-
odological dimension of forensics by correlating tactical and procedural activities with operative
ones and by systematizing the criteria for defining the forensic characteristics of these offences.
The results obtained can serve as a foundation for future scientific studies in the field of combat-
ing corruption and improving criminal investigation tactics.

Practical value of the thesis: The thesis has a pronounced practical value, providing a mod-
ern forensic toolkit for criminal investigation bodies, prosecutors, and anti-corruption struc-
tures. The recommendations formulated can be applied in the detection, documentation, and
proof of corruption offences committed by public officials with special status, contributing to
greater efficiency in investigations and ensuring the loyalty of evidence. Furthermore, the re-
sults can be used in the professional training of students, master’s and doctoral candidates, and
officers within the institutions of the Anti-Corruption Prosecutor’s Office, Ministry of Internal
Affairs, the National Anticorruption Center, and the Internal Protection and Anti-Corruption
Service, within courses such as Forensics, Criminal Investigation Activity, Judicial Expertise, and
Special Investigative Activity.

Implementation of scientific results: The results obtained contribute to the modernization
of the methodological framework of forensic investigations, by applying an integrated model for
studying institutional corruption that combines theoretical analysis with tactical solutions. The con-
clusions formulated can be implemented in the practice of criminal investigation bodies and pros-
ecution offices to improve the efficiency of evidence collection and strengthen procedural legality.
Additionally, the research serves as a basis for enhancing educational programs in forensic science
and for the development of institutional strategies for preventing and combating corruption.
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AITHOTALA
Eprenuii IIIEBYYK. «<MeTogHKa paccjie0BaHHS KOPPYIIMOHHBIX IIPECTYIJIEHHH, COBEpIIaeMBbIX
TyGIMYHBIMH CJIY>KAIIMMH CO CIIEIHaIbHBIM CTaTycoOM». JluccepTanys Ha COHCKaHHE YYEHOH
CTeNeHH JOKTOpa IOpHAHYECKHX HayK. Kumunés, 2026.

CTpyKTypa AHCCEPTAllHU: OCHOBHOM TEKCT — 322 CTPAHMIL; aHHOTALUS HA PYMBIHCKOM, aHTJINN-
CKOM M PYCCKOM $I13bIKaX; CIIMCOK COKPAIIEHWIA; BBE/IEHUE; YETBIPE I7IaBbl, Pa3fei€HHbIe Ha naparpadsl;
o61I1e BhIBO/IBI M peKOMeHanuy; 6udanorpadus, Brimovaomas 409 ncTouHUKOB. Hay4yHble pesysibTa-
Thl MCCJI€JJOBAHMS ObI/IY NPECTaB/IEHbl B 9 HayYHBIX MyOIMKALMAX M COOOUIEHMSAX HA HAllMOHAJbHBIX
1 MeXIyHapOJHBIX KoHpepeHIusX. KiodeBsle cioBa: KOPPYIIys, MyGINYHBIA CyKAIUi CO Creln-
aJIbHBIM CTAaTyCOM, KpUMUHAJIMCTUYECKAs METO/IMKA, TAKTHKA PACCTIEIOBaHMS, OKA3aTeIbCTBA, CIIEL M-
a7bHbIE CTIEZICTBEHHBIE MEPOMPHSTHS, MHCTUTYIMOHAIbHASI MHTETPUTETHOCTh. O6/IaCTh NCCIeIOBAHNS:
KPUMMHAJIMCTHKA, CyAeGHast 9KCIIePTH3a, OTlePaTUBHO-PO3BICKHAS [EsSTeTbHOCTb.

Iens u 3amayu ucciaenoBaHus: Llenb quccepTaluy COCTOUT B NPOBENEHNUU KOMIIEKCHOTO U
MIPUKJIQIHOTO HAyYHOTO MCCJIE[OBAaHMsSI B 06JIACTH KPMMWHATIMCTUKY, HANPaBJIEHHOTO Ha Pa3paboT-
Ky €JUHOI METOIMKH, aJaTMPOBAHHONM K NMpPO(eCCMOHaNbHON crnenuduKe MyOoaudHbIX CIyXKaIUx
CO CrenyanbHbIM CTaTyCOM, C LeJbio obecredeHns d3PPEeKTUBHOTO pacciieJOBaHus KOPPYIIMOHHBIX
NPECTYIUIEHUI, COBEPUIAEMBIX JAHHOM KaTeropuein Jvi. 3aJa4v MCCIe0BaHMUS BKJIIOYAIOT: aHAJINU3
JOKTPYHAJIbHOM, 3aKOHOAATEJIbHOM 1 MPAKTUYECKOi 6a3bl MPOTUBOEICTBUS KOPPYILUY; ONpesesie-
HUE KPMMWHAJIMCTUYECKON XapaKTEPUCTUKM YKA3aHHBIX MPECTYIJIEHUI; yCTAaHOBIEHUE MOJJIEXKAIIUX
JIOKa3bIBAHUIO OGCTOSTENbCTB; BHISIBTIEHNE TUMMYHBIX CUTYAlUii CJIJICTBHSI U Pa3pabOTKy TAKTMIECKHXK
PEKOMEH/IaMIA; NCTIOJIb30BAHME PE3YJITATOB CIEMAbHBIX CIE€NCTBEHHBIX MEPOIIPUSTHIA; ITPEJITIONKE -
HME MHTETPUPOBAHHON METOANYECKOV MOJIEJIN, COYETAIOIEN IIPOLIECCYaIbHYIO TAKTUKY C ON€PAaTMBHOMN
JIeSTENIbHOCTBIO 1 00€CTIEYMBAIOIEN JIOSAIbHOCTD JI0KA3aTeNbCTB; (POPMYIMPOBAHUE NIPETIOKEHUI 110
COBEPIIEHCTBOBAHMIO HOPMATUBHO-TIPABOBON 6a3bl M MEKBEIOMCTBEHHOTO B3aUMO/IEHICTBUSI.

HayyHas HOBU3HAa M OPUTHHAJILHOCTE: HOBU3HA CCIeN0BaHNs OTIPEJIETISIETCS TEM, YTO BIIEPBble
B HaIIMOHAJILHOM IOKTPHHE pa3paboTaHa KpUMUHAIMCTAYECKAs] METOJMKa Paccie/loBaHNMs KOPPYIIWH,
COBEPIIAEMOI MyOIMYHBIMU CIYXKAIMMUA CO CHENMAbHBIM CTaTyCOM — MPOQECCUOHAIbHON KaTero-
pueii, obagaomei cnenuduiecKumMy I0pUaNIeCKUMHI, TICUXOJIOTMYECKUMU U MHCTUTYIIOHAIbHBIMU
0Cco6eHHOCTAMU. OPUTMHAILHOCTL PabOThl 3aK/II0YAETCS B CUCTEMHOM U MEXIMCLMIIIMHAPHOM T10]]-
XOJie K M3YYeHMI0 KOPPYNIUU TOCPEJICTBOM MAEHTU(GUKAMN U JIeTalbHOTO aHaIM3a 0COGEHHOCTel
pacciieloBaHus JJaHHBIX NPECTYMJIEHMH, a TakkKe B NPEIJIOKEHWU MHHOBAIMOHHBIX METOJMYECKUX
peleHnii, OCHOBAHHbIX Ha MCIIOJIb30BaHUM LMQPPOBbIX JJOKA3aTENbCTB, TEXHUKO-HAYYHBIX DKCIIEPTU3
1 COBPEMEHHBIX TaKTUK PacCJIe/I0BaHus, aIaliTUPOBAHHALIX K TPEGOBAHMSIM TIPABOBOTO TOCYJAPCTBA 1
€BPOIEVICKMM CTaHAAPTaM.

TeopeTuyecKasi 3HAYHMOCTD HCCepTanuy: VcceoBanmne crnocoO6CTByeT PasBUTUIO COBPEMEH-
HOW KPUMUHAJIMCTUIECKOH Teopuu, GOpMUPYs eAMHYIO HayYHYIO KOHIETIINIO PAacCie/JOBaHuUsI KOPPYI-
LIOHHBIX ITPECTYIIEHNH, COBEPITAEMBbIX MyOIMIHBIMU CITYKAIMIMU CO CTIEIMaIbHBIM CTaTycoM. Pa6oTa
pacmmpsieT METOAOJIOTMYECKYI0 OCHOBY KPUMUHAIMCTUKU 33 CYET COOTHECEHMS TAaKTU4ECKHUX, MPO-
1I€CCYa/IbHBIX Y OTIEPATUBHBIX aCTMIEKTOB M CUCTEMATU3ALMU KPUTEPUEB ONPEENIEHN KPUMUHAIUCTU-
YECKOM XapaKTEPUCTUKU ITUX MPeCTyIeHni. [lolydeHHbIe Pe3ysIbTaThl MOTYT CIIY>KATh OCHOBOM [171S1
JambHEHIINX HayYHBIX MCCTIeTIOBaHUI B 06JIaCTH IIPOTUBOAEHCTBYSI KOPPYIIIMY 1 COBEPIIEHCTBOBAHMS
METOJIOB YTOJIOBHOTO PACCIEIOBAHUSL.

TIpakTHYeCKasl IEHHOCTh JHCCepTanMu: PaboTa 06J1aJjaeT BbIPAKEHHOW MPAKTUYEeCKON HarpaB-
JIEHHOCTBIO, MpeJjlaras COBPEMEHHBI KPUMMHAIUMCTUYECKUI MHCTPYMEHTapuil [ CJIeICTBEHHBIX
OPTraHoB, MPOKYPATyPhl 1 aHTUKOPPYMLIHOHHBIX CTPYKTYp. Pa3paGoTaHHble PEKOMEH/AIN MOTYT ObITh
TIPUMEHEHDI TIPY BBISBJIEHWY, IOKYMEHTUPOBAHUU 1 JOKA3bIBAHMY KOPPYNLIMOHHBIX IPECTYIJIEHNH, CO-
BepIIaeMbIX yGIMYHBIMH CJIY’KAIlIMMU CO CHEIMaJbHBIM CTaTyCOM, CTIOCOGCTBYsI MOBBIIEHNIO dddeK-
TUBHOCTH PacCJie/IoBaHNI U 06eCTiedeH IO JOMyCTUMOCTH 1 J06POCOBECTHOCTH [OKA3aTeMbCTB. Pesyb-
TaThl UCCIIEJOBAHNMS MOTYT GBITH UCIIOJIB30BaHEI B IpOIiecce MpodeccroHaIbHON MOATOTOBKY CTYIEHTOB,
MarucTpaHTOB, JOKTOPAHTOB U COTPYAHUKOB AHTUKOPPYNLIMOHHOI MPpoKypaTtypel, MBJI, HIIBK, CiyK6b1
BHYTPEHHEI1 3alIUThl 1 6OPbOBI C KOPPYIMIMEH, B PaMKax KypcoB «KprMUHANINCTHKAY, «/1eSTeIbHOCTD 110
YrOJIOBHOMY TIPECIEIOBaHNI0, «Cy/leOHbIe DKCIEPTU3bI» U «OnepaTMBHO-PO3bICKHAS JIEATETILHOCTD.

BHespeHHE Hay4YHBIX Pe3yJIbTaTOB: [10JydeHHbIE PE3YJIbTaThl CIIOCOOCTBYIOT MOJEPHMU3ALUKA
METOJMYEeCKON 6a3bl KPUMHMHAMMCTUYECKUX PACcCe/JOBaHUI MyTéM NPUMEHEHNs MHTErPUPOBAHHON
MOJIENIN U3YYEHUS MHCTUTYLMOHAIBHOM KOPPYIIMHM, COYETAIOUEN TEOPETUYECKUI aHaIU3 C TPaKTU-
YEeCKMMH TAKTUIECKUMHU pemeHussMU. COOPMYTUPOBaHHbIE BBIBO/IBI MOTYT GBITh BHE/IPEHBI B PAKTHKY
CJIEICTBEHHBIX OPTaHOB U MPOKYPATYPHI C IieJIbIo TOBbIIeHNs 9)(EKTUBHOCTH [JOKa3bIBaHUS U YKpe-
TNIJIEHNs] TIPOLECCYaNbHOM 3aKOHHOCTU. KpoMe TOro, UCCeloBaHME CIy’KUT OCHOBOU [17Isl COBEPLIEH-
CTBOBaHMsl 06Pa30BaTE/IbHBIX IPOrPAMM B 06J1aCTH KDUMUHANMCTUKY U Pa3pabOTKU MHCTUTYLIMOHAJIb-
HBIX CTPATErnii peynpexaeHns U NPOTUBOAEHCTBUS KOPPYILIMM.
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