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Paper reveals the significance of data from state statistical reporting on crime as
a source of criminological information. Considered are the main features of these data,

of 

for 

as a continuous reflection of the whole set of recorded crimes; incompleteness of reflection 
of all crimes actually committed; a high level of reliability of the specified data; fixing 
them in statistical reports in the form of generalized quantitative indicators suitable for 
constructing long time series, analyzing and forecasting the state, structure and dynamics

  criminality  in  general,  individual  groups  and  the  type  of  crimes.  The  need  for 
constant improvement of the procedure for registering and recording crimes, documents

  primary  statistical  recording  of  crimes  and  forms  of  state  statistical  reporting  on 
crime, as well as completing the criminological analysis of state statistical reporting on 
crime by analyzing the data of selective crime research was emphasized.

  Keywords: criminality, recorded crime, state statistical reporting data on crime, 
continuous  crime  research,  incompleteness  of state  statistical reporting  data  on  crime, 
reliability of state statistical reporting data on crime, social significance of state statistical 
reporting  data  on  crime,  selective  crime  research.

REFERENCES
          1. Polozhennia pro poriadok vedennia Yedynoho reiestru dosudovykh rozsliduvan, zatverdzheno 
nakazom Heneralnoho prokurora Ukrainy  06.04.2016 # 139 // Ofitsiinyi veb-sait Heneralnoi prokuratury 
Ukrainy [Elektronnyi resurs]. – Rezhym dostupu : http://www.gp.gov.ua/ua/file_downloader.html?
_m=fslib&_t=fsfile&_c=download&file_id=198049.
          2. Kondrashkov N.N. Kolichestvennyie metody v kriminologii / N.N. Kondrashkov. – M. : Yuridiches- 
kaya literatura, 1971. – 184 s.
          3. Dzhuzha O. Dzherela kryminolohichnoi informatsii pro stan zlochynnosti v Ukraini / O. Dzhuzha, D. 
Holosnichenko, A. Kyryliuk // Pravo Ukrainy. – 2003. – # 12. – S. 65–70.
          4. Luneev V.V. Prestupnost XX veka. Mirovyie, regionalnyie i rossiyskie tendentsii /V.V. Luneev. – izd. 
2-e, pererab. i dop. – M. : Volters Kluver, 2005. – 912 s.
          5. Dremin V.N. Prestupnost kak sotsialnaya praktika : institutsionalnaya teoriyakriminalizatsii obschestva : 
monografiya / V.N. Dremin. – Odessa : Yuridicheskaya literatura,2009. – 613 s.
          6. Govorkov N. Dostovernost statisticheskoy otchetnosti / N. Govorkov // Zakonnost. –2011. – # 5. – S. 
42–43.
          7. Budaev B. Vyiyavlenie ukryityih prestupleniy / B. Budaev // Zakonnost. – 2012. – # 2. –S. 28–32.
          8. Kriminalnaya situatsiya na rubezhe vekov v Rossii / pod red. A.I. Dolgovoy. – M. : Kriminologi- 
cheskaya assotsiatsiya, 1999. – 276 s.
          9. Golina V.V. Prestupnost : priroda, suschnost, proyavlenie / V.V. Golina // Kryminolohiia v Ukraini ta 
protydiia zlochynnosti : zb. nauk. statei / za red. M.P. Orzikha, V.M. Dromina. – B-ka zhurnalu “Yurydychnyi 
visnyk”. – O. : Feniks, 2008. – S. 35–40.
          10. Li D.A. Prestupnost kak sotsialnoe yavlenie / D.A. Li. – M. : Informatsionno-izdatelskoe agentstvo 
“Russkiy mir”, 1997. – 176 s.
          11. Babaev M.M. O predelah statisticheskogo analiza dinamiki prestupnosti/M.M. Babaev // Gosudarstvo 
i pravo. – 2001. – # 9. – S. 49–53.



ÍÀÓÊÀ ² ÏÐÀÂÎÎÕÎÐÎÍÀ, 2017, ¹ 2(36)ISSN 2072–8670

ÑÏÈÑÎÊ ÂÈÊÎÐÈÑÒÀÍÈÕ ÄÆÅÐÅË

  1. Ïîëîæåííÿ ïðî ïîðÿäîê âåäåííÿ ªäèíîãî ðåºñòðó äîñóäîâèõ ðîçñë³äóâàíü, çàòâåðäæåíî 
íàêàçîì Ãåíåðàëüíîãî ïðîêóðîðà Óêðà¿íè  06.04.2016 ¹ 139 // Îô³ö³éíèé âåá-ñàéò Ãåíåðàëüíî¿ 
ïðîêóðàòóðè  Óêðà¿íè  [Åëåêòðîííèé  ðåñóðñ].  –  Ðåæèì  äîñòóïó :  http://www.gp.gov.ua/ua/ 
file_downloader.html?_m=fslib&_t=fsfile&_c=download&file_id=198049.

  2. Êîíäðàøêîâ Í.Í. Êîëè÷åñòâåííûå ìåòîäû â êðèìèíîëîãèè / Í.Í. Êîíäðàøêîâ. – Ì. :
Þðèäè÷åñêàÿ ëèòåðàòóðà, 1971. – 184 ñ.

  3. Äæóæà  Î. Äæåðåëà  êðèì³íîëîã³÷íî¿  ³íôîðìàö³¿  ïðî  ñòàí  çëî÷èííîñò³  â  Óêðà¿í³  / 
Î. Äæóæà, Ä. Ãîëîñí³÷åíêî, À. Êèðèëþê // Ïðàâî Óêðà¿íè. – 2003. – ¹ 12. – Ñ. 65–70.

  4. Ëóíååâ Â.Â. Ïðåñòóïíîñòü XX âåêà. Ìèðîâûå, ðåãèîíàëüíûå è ðîññèéñêèå òåíäåíöèè / 
Â.Â. Ëóíååâ. – èçä. 2-å, ïåðåðàá. è äîï. – Ì. : Âîëòåðñ Êëóâåð, 2005. – 912 ñ.

  5. Äðåìèí  Â.Í. Ïðåñòóïíîñòü  êàê  ñîöèàëüíàÿ  ïðàêòèêà :  èíñòèòóöèîíàëüíàÿ  òåîðèÿ 
êðèìèíàëèçàöèè îáùåñòâà : ìîíîãðàôèÿ / Â.Í. Äðåìèí. – Îäåññà : Þðèäè÷åñêàÿ ëèòåðàòóðà, 
2009. – 613 ñ.

  6. Ãîâîðêîâ Í. Äîñòîâåðíîñòü ñòàòèñòè÷åñêîé îò÷åòíîñòè / Í. Ãîâîðêîâ // Çàêîííîñòü. –
2011. – ¹ 5. – Ñ. 42–43.

  7. Áóäàåâ Á. Âûÿâëåíèå óêðûòûõ ïðåñòóïëåíèé / Á. Áóäàåâ // Çàêîííîñòü. – 2012. – ¹ 2. –
Ñ. 28–32.

  8. Êðèìèíàëüíàÿ ñèòóàöèÿ íà ðóáåæå âåêîâ â Ðîññèè / ïîä ðåä. À.È. Äîëãîâîé. – Ì. :
Êðèìèíîëîãè÷åñêàÿ àññîöèàöèÿ, 1999. – 276 ñ.

  9. Ãîëèíà Â.Â. Ïðåñòóïíîñòü : ïðèðîäà, ñóùíîñòü, ïðîÿâëåíèå / Â.Â. Ãîëèíà // Êðèì³íîëîã³ÿ 
â Óêðà¿í³ òà ïðîòèä³ÿ çëî÷èííîñò³ : çá. íàóê. ñòàòåé / çà ðåä. Ì.Ï. Îðç³õà, Â.Ì. Äðüîì³íà. –
Á-êà æóðíàëó “Þðèäè÷íèé â³ñíèê”. – Î. : Ôåí³êñ, 2008. – Ñ. 35–40.

  10. Ëè  Ä.À. Ïðåñòóïíîñòü  êàê  ñîöèàëüíîå  ÿâëåíèå  /  Ä.À.  Ëè.  –  Ì.  :  Èíôîðìàöèîííî- 
èçäàòåëüñêîå àãåíòñòâî “Ðóññêèé ìèð”, 1997. – 176 ñ.

  11. Áàáàåâ Ì.Ì. Î ïðåäåëàõ ñòàòèñòè÷åñêîãî àíàëèçà äèíàìèêè ïðåñòóïíîñòè / Ì.Ì. Áà- 
áàåâ // Ãîñóäàðñòâî è ïðàâî. – 2001. – ¹ 9. – Ñ. 49–53.




