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B cTaThe BBIMOHEH 0030p aHIJIOSI3BIYHBIX ITyOIMKALIMI TT0 UICTOPUM U COBPEMEHHOMY COCTOSTHUIO TruddepeH-
MATbHOM TICUXOJIOTUIECKON OLIEHKU TOCTOBEPHOCTH CBUIETEIbCKUX ITOKA3aHUI Y HECOBEPIIIEHHOJIETHUX CBUIC-
TeJIei W TTOTePIEBINNX. AKTYaJIbHOCTD 3TOI MpobaeMbl B Poccun ¢BsI3aHa ¢ MOMBITKAMU CTICIIMATIMCTOB UCIIOIb-
30BaTh 3apyOeKHBIC METONUIYECKIE CPEACTBA IS MPOBEACHNUS CyIeOHO-TICUXOIOTUUECKIX SKCIIEPTU3 JOCTOBEP-
HOCTH TTOKa3aHMi cBumeTeseil. OnuceiBaeTcsl pa3paboTaHHasl B EBporie cucrema OlleHKM BaTUIHOCTU CYXKICHUI
(rmokazanwuit) (SVA) ¢ momortibio KpuTepuaabHoro KonteHT-aHanm3a (CBCA) u aHanm3a ycjaoBUil MOIydeHUS
noxkaszanuii (Validity Checklist). [IpuBoasiTCs pe3yabraThl 9KCIIEPUMEHTATBHBIX 1 ITOJIEBBIX NCCICIOBAHNI BaIUI-
Hoctu M HagexHoctu KputepueB CBCA. JlaHHbBIe TTOKA3bIBAIOT XOPOIIyIo AuddepeHINPYIONIYI0 CIIOCOOHOCTh
MeToa, OMHAKO OMHOBPEMEHHO BHICOKUIU YPOBEHBb BEPOSITHOCTU OIIIMOKM, YTO IO3BOJISIET PEKOMEHIOBATh JaH-
HBIII MEeTOH K TIPUMEHEHUIO JIUIIb B CICACTBEHHBIX IEUCTBUSIX, HO HE B CyAeOHO-TICUXOJIOTMIECKOM 3KCIIePTHU3E.
OnucaHbl HOBBIC TIEPCIICKTUBHBIC Pa3pabOTKU B 00J1aCTH METOIOB nudbepeHIINaMN TOKa3aH1ii, OCHOBAaHHBIX
Ha peaJIbHOM OITBITe CBUIIETESI, M JIOXHBIX. [le1aeTCsT BBIBOML O TOM, YTO MCITOJIb30BAaHMIO 3apPYOEKHBIX TTOIXOI0B
B POCCUMCKON Cyn1e0HO-CJIEACTBEHHOM U 9KCIIEPTHOM MPaKTUKE TOJKHBI MPEIIeCTBOBATD SMIUPUIYECKUE UCCTIe-

JOBaHUA N pa60Ta 10 aganTauvy METOOOB.

Knrouesvie cnosa: HeCOBEPILIEHHONETHUE, AETU U IOAPOCTKM, CBHMIETENIbCKME MOKA3aHUsI, JOCTOBEPHOCTh
MOKa3aHU, METOJl OLICHKHU BaJIMTHOCTH CYXIECHUM, KpUTepralbHbIN KOHTeHT-aHamu3 (CBCA), cynmeoHO-TIcnxo-

JIOTMYECKas 3KCIIePTrU3a.
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JycKyccust 0 HaJIeSKHOCTH CBUJIETEIHCKMUX TTOKA3aHUMN
JeTeil 1 0 BOBMOXHOCTHU WX MCIIOJIb30BaHUS B CyIeOHOM
MpakTUKe ObLIa HayaTa B Havaje XX B. Ha 3Tame 3apoxie-
HUST IOPUINIECKON TICUXOJIOTUH.

OpmHoOlf M3 KIIOUEBBIX PabOT 3TOrO Mepuoja CTajo
uccnenosanve B. IltepHa «IToka3aHue Kak pe3yabTaT
YMCTBEHHOI pabOThI M TIPOAYKT JAOIPOCca: IKCTIEPUMEH-
TaJlbHOE UCCeA0oBaHue IKOJIbHUKOB» (1904). B mocneny-
fOIIIME TO/IBI 3T TeMa, KaK Ype3BbIYAiiHO BasKHAS TSI TIPU-
HSTUSI TIPABUJIBHBIX CYIEOHBIX PpeIeHUld, IMpoaosKaia
MOJTb30BaThCSI BHUMAHUEM YUEHBIX U TTPAKTUKOB.

JlocTOBEpHOCTh TOKa3aHWii, ompenesseMas CyaoM,
MMEET B OCHOBE TICUXOJIOTMYECKHE TIPEATIOCHIIKHI, a BO3-
MOXHasi HempaBWIbLHOCTh WH(MOPMAIMU CO CTOPOHBI

© 2015 I'bOY BITO
«MOCKOBCKHIT TOPOJICKOI
TICUXOJIOTO-TIeAAarOrMYeCKUil YHUBEPCUTET»

CBUJETENSI MOXET ObITh OOYCJIOBJIEHA PA3JIUYHBIMU TICU-
XOJIOTUYECKUMMU MPUYMHAMMU: 3a0JIyKIeHUEM, BHYIIEHU-
€M, OCO3HaHHBIM OOMaHOM. BeposATHOCTH OIIMOOUYHBIX
CYXXIEHUI U pellieHUld BO3PACTAET, €CIM B KAYECTBE CBU-
JeTeJIsl WIW MOTEPIEeBIIero BhICTyNaeT pebeHOoK, y KOTO-
pOro BO3MOXHOCTHU BOCIIPUSITUSI, COXPAHEHUS U BOCIIPO-
u3BeaeHUsT MHGOOPMAalMM OrpaHUYEHBl BO3PACTHBIMU
OCOOEHHOCTSIMU.

Pa3paboTKu, BBIMTOJHEHHBIE 3apYOEXKHBIMU UCCIEA0-
BaTeJIMU Ha SMIIMPUIECKOM MaTepuaie, MPUBEIU K CO3-
JTAHUIO0 METOAMYECKOTO TTOX0a K OLIEHKE TOCTOBEPHOCTHU
(mpaBaonogoOHOCTU) TMoKazaHuii faeteil. B manbHeriiem
00JIacTh MPUMEHEHUS 3TOTO MeToNa OblIa paclIMpeHa Ha
MOKAa3aHUs CBUMIETEEH U MOTEePIEeBIINX JIOO0TO BO3pacTa.
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B orevecTBeHHOI 3KCIEPTHOM MPAaKTUKE TPATUIIMOH -
HOU 1 00s513aTeIbHOI sIBJIsIETCS CyneOHast ICUX0JI0T0-TCHU-
XMaTpuieckasi 3KCIepTu3a MoTepIIeBIIero, «KOoraa BO3HM-
KaeT COMHEHHME B €r0 CITOCOOHOCTH TTPaBUILHO BOCIIPUHM -
MaTbh 00CTOSATEILCTBA, UMEIOIIME 3HAUCHUE TSI YTOJIOBHO-
ro nena, U naBath rmokaszaHus» (ct. 196 YIIK P®). INpu
KOTOPOIl caMM TOKa3aHWs CHelUalbHOMY aHaIM3y s
YCTAaHOBJICHUSI WX TPaBIONOAOOHOCTU HE TMOIBEPTaIOTCS
(MoposoBa M.B., 2009) [1]. BMecTe ¢ TeM npakTuyeckast
MOTPEOHOCTh B MOJOOHOM aHaW3€e CYIIECTBYET KakK Mpu
MPOBEJICHUN CJIEACTBEHHBIX NEHCTBUIA, TaK U B CYIeOHOM
npoiiecce.

Psin poccumiickux crieliaanucToB B 001aCTU I0pUAMYEC-
CKO TICUXOJIOTMY BBICKA3bIBAIOTCS B TIOJIB3Y TTPOBEACHUS
COOTBETCTBYIOIIMX TICUXOJOTMYECKMX MCCICIOBaHUIA, B
TOM YMCJIe SKCIIEPTHBIX, JUIS MHGOPMUPOBAHUS COTPYI-
HUKOB CY/IeOHO-CJIEICTBEHHBIX OPTaHOB O TOM, COJEPXKAaT
JIA CBUACTENIbCKME TTOKa3aHWsI TTPU3HAKK TOCTOBEPHOCTH
(mpaBmomnono6us). Tak, O.[. Cutkosckas (2001, 2006)
npeajaraeT MCIOJb30BaTh TEPMUH <«IICUXOJIOTHYECKast
JIOCTOBEPHOCTb» TTOKa3aHUI B OTJIMYKME OT IOPUINYECKOM
«IOCTOBEPHOCTU TIOKA3aHUM», OINpEJEIEHUEe KOTOPOW
OTHOCHUTCS K KOMIIETEHLUMU cyaa, a He aKcrepTos [3].
C ee TOYKM 3peHUsI, UMEHHO «IICUXOJIOTUYeCKasl J0CTO-
BEPHOCTb» MOKa3aHUI MOXET OBITh TIPEIMETOM IKCIIEPT-
HOTO HMCCJIeIOBaHMS. ABTOpP JaeT ONMMCATEIbHYIO XapakK-
TEPUCTUKY HEKOTOPBIX MPU3HAKOB ITOKa3aHUi1, KOTOPHIE,
BO3MOXHO, OyIyT CBMIETEIbCTBOBATH 00 WX JOCTOBEP-
HOCTH, a CBEICHUS O HaJWYWM WU OTCYTCTBUM TaKUX
MPU3HAKOB MOTYT OBITh TIEPEIaHbI CYIy JUIsI KpUTUYECKOM
OLIEHKU Y TIPUHSITUS PEIICHUSI.

B nocienHee BpeMsl B MpaKTUKe HAYMHAIOT TTOSIBISITHCS
M caMU CyleOHbIE 2KCMEePTU3bI CBUICTEIBLCKUX TMOKa3a-
HU, HalleJIeHHbIe Ha BBISIBIEHUE «ITPU3HAKOB JOCTOBEP-
HocTH». OHAKO OCTAlOTCST HEPEIIEHHBIMU BOITPOCHI OTHO-
CUTEJIbHO METOIOJIOTUN TAKUX 9KCIIEPTHBIX MCCIIeTOBaHU I
M METOZOB, KOTOPBIE 3aMMCTBYIOTCSI TTIPEUMYIIIECTBEHHO 13
3apy0OeXkHBIX PabOT 63 KPUTUIECKOTO aHall3a UX Teope-
TUYECKUX ¥ SMITUPUYECKUX OCHOBAHWIA, IIPOBEPKU BaJIW -
HOCTHU 1 3(P(HEeKTUBHOCTH, COOTBETCTBYIOIIEH aganTaiuy K
peaysiM poccuiickoir TpakTuku. Kpome Toro, mepese-
JNEHHBIX Ha PYCCKUI SI3bIK 3apyOCKHBIX IyOJMKALIMI TI0
JTAHHOU TeMme KpalitHe MaJio.

B c¢Bs3u ¢ aTMMM 0OCTOSITEIbCTBAMU KpaTKUit 0030p
CUTyallMM 3a PyOekoM Ha OCHOBe HauboJjiee 3HAUMMBIX
COBPEMEHHBIX aHTJIOSI3bIYHBIX UCTOYHUKOB TTPEICTABIISICT-
Cs1 BeChbMa CBOEBPEMEHHBIM.

B cepeaune 50-x rr. XX B. HeMEUKUI TCUXOJOT
V. Vupoitu (U. Undeutsch) nmpeactaBui B cyAe aHalu3
rnmokaszaHuii 14-j1eTHeil 1eBOYKM, KOTOPasl MPEIIOJIOXKM-
TeJIbHO  TIOABEPIriach CEKCyaJbHOMY HAaCUJIMIO.
OcHOBaHMEM €T0 MCCIENOBaHUS CIIyXUJIa TUIOTe3a O
TOM, YTO CBUACTEIbCKME IMOKa3aHUSI, OCHOBAaHHBIC Ha
peaqbHO MEPEXUTOM OIBITe, KAYECTBEHHO W IO COMep-
KaHUI0 OTJIWYAITCS OT C(PaOpPUKOBAHHBIX WM OCHO-
BaHHBIX Ha 3a0JyXIeHUM («TUIoTe3a YHaouuar). s
MOATBEPXKACHUST JTaHHOW THUITOTE3bl TpeIjiaraics psi
npu3HakoB nuddepeHInanum Takux nokaszaHuit [39].
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BepxoBublii Cyn ®PI' mosoXuTeapbHO OLEHUT 3TOT
OIBIT W TIPEANKUCa]l CBOMM ITOCTAHOBJICHMEM IIPOBEIEe-
HUE B JajbHEWIIIeM TOJIOOHBIX MCCIEIOBAaHUM B CITOpP-
HBIX CYIeOHBIX CITydasix.

K navamy 1980-X IT. KOTUYECTBO SKCMIEPTOB-IICUXOJI0-
TOB, YJaCTBOBABIINX B OILIEHKE HANEKHOCTH CBUIETEITb-
CKUX TIOKa3aHWIi, CYIIECTBEHHO YBEJIWYMIOCh. B psime
€BPOTIEHCKUX CTpaH, Mpexie Bcero B [epMaHuu, a TakKe B
IIBeuun, BenukobputaHuu, BeIUCh aKTUBHbIE pa3paboT-
KJ KPUTEPUEB JIJIsI OLICHKH TOCTOBEPHOCTH MH(MOPMAIINH,
MTOJTYYCHHON B XOIe WHTEPBBUPOBAHUS IMPEIITOaraeMbIX
xepTB cekcyaiapHoro Hacuus (Undeutsch U., 1967, 1982;
Trankell A., 1971; Arntzen E, 1983; Dettenborn H.,
Frohlich H.-H., Szewczyk H., 1984) [20; 37; 39].

B 1989 . M. Steller u G. Kéhnken nmpoBesiu cucteMaTu-
3alIMI0 UMEBIINUXCSI K TOMY BPEMEHHM IPU3HAKOB Iudde-
PEHIMAIIY UCTUHHBIX U JIOKXHBIX TTOKa3aHUI 1 chOpMU-
pOBaJid CITMCOK M3 19 «IIpU3HAKOB peajbHOCTH», pas3lie-
JIEHHBIX Ha cienytolue rpynmsl (Brown J.M., 2010; Volbert
R., Steller M., 2014) [13; 41]:

Obwue npusnaxu

1. Joeuueckasa cmpykmypa (YTBEpKIAEHHUSI CBSI3HBIE,
TOHSITHBIE, JIOTUYECKH COTJIACOBAaHHBIE).

2. Hecmpyxmypuposannoe uznoxcenue (HEOPTaHU30-
BaHHOE, HETTPUHYXICHHOE, ECTECTBEHHOE M3JIOKEHHUE).

3. Koauvecmeéo oemaneii (ocMbICIeHHOe U Ooraroe
CyOBEKTUBHOE OMUCaHUE COOBITUI).

Cneuugpuuecxoe cooepicarnue

4. Iloepyycennocms 6 kKonmexcm (IIPUCYTCTBUE 3BYKO-
BOTO, IMMPOCTPAaHCTBEHHO-BPEMEHHOTO 1 JINYHOTO KOHTEK-
CTa OMKUCHIBAEMBIX COOBITHUIA).

5. Onucanue 83aumodeiicmauii (COOOIIEHE MUHUMYM O
TpeX B3aWMOICUCTBUSIX, PeaKIMSIX WM ITIeperoBopax C
OOBUHSIEMBIM).

6. Bocnpouseedenue pazeosopos (IeTan pedun Iepena-
JOTCS B OpUTUHAIBLHOU opMe, OTMEUAIOTCsT HE3HAKOMBIE
clioBa, ¢pasbl).

7. Onucanue HeoNCUOAHHBIX OCA0JICHEHUIl 80 8peMsl Oell-
cmeuil (He3arlaHUPOBaHHbIE UBMEHEHUS X0[a COOBITHIA).

Ocobennocmu cooepycanus

8. Onucanue HeobbluHbIX Odemasneil (peaJTuCTUUYHBIE,
3aMeTHbIe, HEOOBIYHBIC WU COBEPIIEHHO OCOOCHHBIC
JeTaiu).

9. Onucanue necyujecmeenHvix demaneii (OTHOBPEMEH-
HBIE TIeprepUIecKIe COOBITHS BHE KOHTEKCTA ITpaBOHAa-
pYILIEeHUST).

10. [Ilpasuavnoe (penomeHnosocuuecku adexeammoe)
onucaHue HEBEPHO TOHMATBHIX AeTalieil (2JeMEHTOB Aeii-
CTBUIA).

11. Onucanue enewnux (nobouHblX) accoyuayuil
(HampuMep, YIIOMWHaHKE 00 aHAJIOTWIHOM IIpaBOHApPY-
LLIEHUN).

12.  Onucanue codbcmeennoeo ncuxu4ecKkoeo cocmosHus/
neuxuueckux npoyeccos (COOOIIEHUE O MBICISIX WU YyB-
CTBax, TTEPEKUTHIX BO BPeMsI COOBITHIA).

13.  Onucanue ncuxuueckoeo cocmosHUs/NCUXUHECKUX
npouyeccog 066uHsemoeo (BOCTIPUSATHE YYBCTB, SMOIIUIA,
MOTHBALINU, HAMEPEHMUIA).
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Momueauuonnsie npusnaxu

14.  Cnommanmnsie nonpagxu (cob6CmeeHHbIX GblCKA3bIEA-
HUil), 0ONOAHEeHUS.

15. [Ilpuznanue nedocmamournoco 3anomunanus (3amna-
MSITOBaHUS ONIPEICICHHBIX MOMEHTOB WJIM MX HE3HAHUS).

16. Comuenus 6 npasusbHocmu coO6CMEeHHbIX NOKA3A-
Huil (IpU3HaHUe c1aboi MpaBAONOA0OHOCTU CBOEro pac-
cKaza, 03a00YE€HHOCTb TeM, UTO YaCTSIM pacckKa3a MOTYT He
TIOBEPUTH).

17.  Ocyxucoenue cebs (CaMOOOBUHSICHYS WU ONUCAaHUE
CBOETO TTOBEICHMST KaK HEIIPaBMIILHOTO M HEYMECTHOTO).

18.  Ilpowenue obeunsemoeo (IpeyMeHbILIEHUE CEPbE3-
HOCTW TIpaBOHAPYIIEHMSI, OTCYTCTBHE OOBMHECHWI WIN
BBIpaKeHNE aMOMBAJICHTHBIX YYBCTB K OOBUHSIEMOMY).

Daemenmot (codepicanus), cneyugpuyunoie 041 npagona-
PyuieHus

19. Xapaxmepnvie demanu npecmynnenus (ONUChIBae-
MbI€ aCTEKThl TUITWYHBI JJIS TaHHBIX ITPaBOHAPYIICHUI,
HO HE MOTYT OBITh BBEIBEJICHBI MHTYUTUBHO WJIM HE COTJIa-
CYIOTCSI C TOCTYITHBIMM TTOBCEAHEBHBIMH 3HAHUSIMM ).

[TepeunciieHHbIe TPU3HAKK IITMPOKO MCITOJIB3YIOTCSI B
Pa3HBIX CTPaHaX B IICUXOJOTUYECKUX MCCIIEIOBAHUSX CBH-
JETeIbCKUX TTOKa3aHWI KaK HayYHBIX, TaK 1 OPUEHTHPO-
BaHHBIX Ha CyJeOHO-CIIeICTBEHHYIO IMpakTUKy. Kak ykasa-
HO BBIIIIe, HECMOTPSI Ha TO, YTO M3HAYaJIbHO YKa3aHHbIC
MPU3HAKY OBLTM pa3pabOTaHBI TSI OLEHKU JAETCKUX ITOKa-
3aHUIA, B HACTOSIIIEE BPeMsI OHU TIPUMEHSIIOTCS TI0 OTHO-
MIEHMIO K ITOKA3aHUSM 1 HECOBEPIIEHHOJIETHUX, W B3POC-
JIBIX CBUJIETEJICH W MTOTEPIICBIINX.

BMmecte ¢ TeM cienyeT MoauYepKHYTh, YTO Cpeau 3apy-
OCKHBIX CIEIMATMCTOB Ha TaHHBIM MOMEHT HET eIMHOIO
MHEHHUSI OTHOCUTETLHO MPUMEHUMOCTH 3TUX KPUTEPUEB B
KavyeCcTBe OCHOBBI Cy/IeOHOM 3KCIEePTU3BI, PA3INYAIOTCS U
METOIMYECKHE TIPOLIEAYPHI UX UCITOIH30BaHMSI.

B anmossbryHbix ctpaHax (Beaukooputanus, CIIA,
Kanana u npyrue) 19 kpurepues, BoiaeaeHHbIX M. Steller
n G. Kohnken (1989) [36], nern B OCHOBY MCCIIEAOBA-
TEJILCKOI OLIEHOYHOM TIPOLICAYPHI, TTOJyIUBIIEH Ha3BaHWE
«Criteria Based Content Analysis» (CBCA), uiu «KpuTte-
pUaTbHBIA KOHTEHT-aHaIu3» !,

DTa mpolieaypa BoIIa B KadyecTBe IEHTPAJbHOU B
MeTOJ, TOJy4YuBIIMI Ha3BaHue «Statement Validity
Assessment» (SVA), uam MeTon OLIEHKM BaJUIHOCTHU
YTBEPXKIEHUI (MTOKa3aHUIA).

[Tpu mpoBeneHNM KPUTEPUATBHOTO KOHTEHT-aHaIM3a
(CBCA) mncuxosnor aHaJIu3upyeT BeCh XOJ WHTEPBbIO U
BBIHOCHT 3aKJTIOYEHHUE O HAJIMYUM WM OTCYTCTBUM B HEM
Kaxaoro u3 19 kpurepues.

B muteparype mnpemraraiorcs pasidyHBIE CHCTEMBbI
OasutbHOI oueHKM: oT AByX (Parker A.D., Brown J., 2000),
tpex (Horowitz S.W., 1998) no nsatu 6amios (Kohnken G.,
2004) [26; 31]. [IpenmonaraeTcs, YTO YeM OOJIbIIEe BhIpa-

SKEHHOCTD BEISIBJICHHBIX KPUTEPHUEB B paccKase CBUIETEIIS,
TEM BBIIIIE BEPOSITHOCTH TOTO, UYTO YTBEPKICHUS OCHOBAHBI
Ha ero COOCTBEHHOM XM3HEHHOM OTbITe. OIHAKO OTCYT-
CTBUE TOTO WJIM MHOTO KPUTEPUS HE BCEIa O3HAYACT, YTO
YTBEPKICHHE JIOKHO.

I[ToMuMO KpuUTEepHaTbHOTO KOHTEHT-aHaIM3a, COTJiac-
Ho npemoxeHuto D.C. Raskin u PW. Esplin (1991) [33], B
METOA, OUEHKM BaJIUAHOCTU YyTBepxkaeHuii (SVA) Obin
BximoueH Validity Checklist, mpoBepouyHasi mpoleaypa u3
13 TIyHKTOB, KOTOpast MO3BOJIIET c(hOPMYINPOBATH THITO-
Te3bl OTHOCUTEJIbHO TeX WM MHBbIX pe3yibraTtoB CBCA.
ITpu 3TOM paccMaTpUBaIOTCS TICUXOJOTHUECKHE XapaKTe-
PUCTUKHU CBUAETEIsS, HECOOTBETCTBHME SI3BIKA €ro IoKasa-
HUI BO3pacTy, aMolnii — curyanuu. OIeHUBaOTCST BHY-
IIaeMOCTh HECOBEPIICHHOJIETHETO M XapaKTep BOIIPOCOB
MHTEPBBIoepa (BO3MOKHO, MMEIOIINX BHYIIIAFOIINIA TTOTEH -
mman). BEIICHSETCSI, KaKOil MOXKET OBbITh MOTHBALIUS pac-
KPBITHST TTOTEPIIEBIINM COOBITHS TPECTYIUICHUS, KaKOBBI
€ro OTHOIICHUSI ¢ OOBUHSIEMBIM, ObUIA JIM BO3MOXHOCTH
BO3JIEICTBHS Ha peOeHKa co CTOpOoHBI. HakoHell, BEISIBIIS -
JOTCS Pa3IMYHOTO POJa HECOOTBETCTBUSI, KOTOPHIE MOTYT
COIepKaThCs B ITOKA3aHUSIX CBUICTEIS.

C TIepBBIX JIET CYIIECTBOBAHUST METOA OLICHKN BaJINI-
HOCTH YTBEPKICHUIN MEXIY CIIeIIaTICTaAMU IITA CITOPBI O
BO3MOXKHOCTSIX HCITOJTb30BaHMUS €T0 B CYyIeOHOIT ITpaKTHKE.

Hekoroprie ucciaenosarenu (Raskin D.C., Esplin PW.,
1991; Honts C.R., 1994) [24; 33] cunranu, 94T0 HHGOpPMa-
LIMsT, TIOJTYYeHHAsT B pe3yJIbTaTe aHaIM3a C TIOMOIIBIO METO-
nuku SVA, aBisieTcsd HaJleXKHOM U €€ MOXKHO MCITOJIb30BaTh
B cyne. Apyrue (Wells G.L., Loftus E.E, 1991; Boychuk T.,
1991; Ruby C.L., Brigham J.C., 1997; Lamb M.E., 1997)
[11; 35; 43] oTHOCUAKMCD K pe3yabTraTam npoBeaeHust SVA ¢
OCTOPOXXHOCTBIO. 17151 (popMupoBaHus 6ojiee 000CHOBAH-
HBIX TTO3UIIMIA TT0 3TUM BOIIPOCaM ITOTPeOOBaIOCH ITPOBE-
JIeHUe MPOBEePKU BO3MOXHOCTei MeTona SVA ¢ moMoIibio
CIIeINATBHBIX MCCIICIOBAHMIA.

WccnenoBanust, HalpaBJIeHHBIC Ha TIPOBEPKY BO3MOXK-
HOCTE# MeToa OLIEHKH BAJIMIHOCTH YTBEPKICHWIA, IEIISAT-
cs Ha J1abopaTOpHEIC U TTOJIEBEIC.

I[Ipr TIpoBemeHUM Ta0OPATOPHBIX BSKCIIEPUMEHTOB
YYaCTHUKOB MPOCIT COOOIIATH MPAaBANBYIO MM BBIMBIII-
JICHHY10 MHGMOPMALIUIO O COOBITUM, KOTOPOE OHM HaOJII0-
IaJl, HalpuMep, B IMPOCMOTPEHHOM WMU (DUIIBME.
[TpenMyIIeCTBOM TTOIOOHOTO SKCIEPUMEHTA SIBJISIETCS TO
00CTOSTEIBCTBO, YTO OpraHW3aTopaM 3SKCIIEpUMEHTA
(B OTJIMYME OT 3KCIIEPTOB, OLIEHWBAIOIINX ITOKAa3aHUS)
3apaHee M3BECTHO, KTO M3 YYACTHUKOB JIKET, a KTO TOBO-
put mpaBny. HemocTaToxk ke COCTOMT B TOM, YTO pacckas o
uIbMe He SBIISICTCST peaTbHO TTEPEKUTHIM COOBITHEM.

B 1IpoTUBOITOI0XKHOCTE 3TOMY, B TTOJIEBBIX MCCIIEIOBA-
HUSIX UCITOJIB3YIOTCS BUACO- W ayIMO3aITMCH HACTOSIIINX
MTOKAa3aHWIi CBUIETENIEH W TTOTEPITEBIINX, YTO OOCCITIEUNBa-
€T MX MaKCUMAJIbHYIO peaTuCTHIHOCTh. [Ipu aTOM, OmHAa-

! HasBaHue 3TOro Metona, BcTpedarolieecss B pycckoM mepeBone KHuUr O. @pas (A. Vrij) (2005, 2006), — «KOHTEHT-aHaJIU3 Ha
OCHOBE YCTaHOBJICHHBIX KpuTepueB» (KAYK) — mpencrasisieTcss HaM HEKOPPEKTHBIM HE TOJIBKO IIOTOMY, UTO CJIOBA «yCTAHOBJICHHBIX»
B OpUTHUHAJIE HET, HO U TTIOTOMY, YTO TEM CaMbIM aKILIEHTUPYETCSI HeKasl He3blOJIeMasi «yCTaHOBJICHHOCTb» 3THUX MPU3HAKOB. B TO ke
BpeMsl BJTUAHOCTb M HAIEXKHOCTb OTAebHBIX KpuTepueB CBCA MocTOsIHHO MOABEPraloTCcsl COMHEHUIO 1 MPOBEPSIIOTCS B MHOTOYMC-
JICHHBIX CIeLIMaJIbHBIX UccaeaoBaHusX (cM., HanpuMep, Amado B.G. et al., 2015 u ap.).
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KO, MCCJIeIOBATE/Ib Yallle BCEr0 He MMEET TOUHbBIX JaHHbIX
O TOM, SIBJISIIOTCSI JIM aHAJIM3MpyeMble MOKa3aHUS B [IEii-
CTBUTEJIbHOCTU IPABAUBLIMU WIM JOXHBIMU, YTO CYILE-
CTBEHHO 3aTPyIOHSET OICHKY HaIeXHOCTH KPUTEPHUEB
(Raskin D.C., Esplin PW., 1991) [33].

Ve nepBbIe M0JIEBbIE MCCISIOBAHMS IIOKA3aHUI IeTei
CBUIETEIbCTBOBAIM B I0JIb3y IMIIOTe3bl YHmoiua (Boy-
chuk T., 1991; Lamb M.E., 1997) [11], B TO BpeMsl KakK
J1a00OpaTOpPHbIE SKCIEPUMEHTHI JaBajiu 0ojiee CKPOMHbBIE
pe3yJIbTaThl.

AHanu3 37 uccienoBaHMi, BKIIOYABIINX B ce0s IMoKa-
3aHUS KaK JeTeil, TaK 1 B3POCJIBIX, BBIITOJHEHHBIN A. Vrij
(2005) [42], mpomeMOHCTPUPOBAT BEPOSITHOCTH TOYHOIO
ompee/IeHus MOKa3aHUi, OCHOBAaHHBIX Ha OIIbITE, U c(a-
OpUKOBaHHBIX, Ha YpoBHE 70%, UTO CyIIECTBEHHO MPEBHI-
1IAJI0 aHAJIOTMYHbIE MOKAa3aTeIn 0e3 IPUMEHEHUSI KPUTE-
pueB CBCA (54%). Bbuio 0GHapyXeHO, YTO He BCe KpUTe-
pun CBCA obGnamaior onnHakoBoi auddepeHInpyonei
CUJION, IIPUYEM B Pa3IMYHBIX UCCASIOBAHUSIX ITOMYEPKU-
BaJlaCh 3HAYMMOCTb Pa3HbIX KPUTEPUEB, B CBSI3M C UeM, B
YaCTHOCTH, HEBO3MOXHO OIPEACIUTh OTHOCUTEIbHBII BEC
1 MHOOPMATUBHOCTh OTHEIbHBIX KputepueB (Blandon-
Gitlin I. et al., 2009).

I1pu uccnemoBaHUM MoOKa3zaHUU JeTeil Oblia OOHapY-
JKe€Ha BO3pacTHas crenuduka MokKasaHuii, B YaCTHOCTH,
3aBUCHMOCTh KOJIMYECTBEHHBIX I10Ka3aTelieil KpUTEepUeB
CBCA or Bo3pacra pebeHka (Anson D.A., Golding S.L.,
Gully K.J., 1993; Lamb M.E., 1997) [7].

ITo gaHHBIM KcCIeI0BaHMS BEIOOPKU IeTei B BO3pacTe
oT 2 10 12 neT, Bo3pacT pebeHKa CYIIeCTBEHHO BIIMSIET Ha
pesynbTaThl o psay KputepueB CBCA (ommcaHue B3au-
MOJIEICTBUSI, BOCIIPOM3BEACHIE PA3rOBOPOB, YIIOMUHAHKE
0 HEOXMIAHHBIX OCJIOXHEHHUSIX, OIMCAHUE COCTOSHUS
JIMLIa, KOTOPOMY MHKPUMUHUPYETCSI IPECTYIICHUE U IIp.)
(Lamers-Winkelman F., Buffing F,, 1996) [27]. deTu muan-
LIEro BO3pacTa OIMCHIBAIOT COOBITUSI MEHEe IETaJbHO U
MEHee CJI0XHO, MX paccKasbl COAepKaT Majo OIMCAHUSI
neictBuii coobitust (Fivush R., Haden C.A. 1997), onu
MEeHee JIOTMYECKHU COIJIaCOBaHbI, YeM paccKa3bl CTapLIMX
mereit (Bruner J., 1987; Nelson K., 1991) [21; 30].
CylIeCTBEHHOM MPEeanoChlIKOM BO3MOXHOCTU JaBaTh
Mmoka3zaHuss 1 (HaKTOpoM, BIMSIOLIMM Ha MX KadecTBO,
SIBJISIIOTCSI BepOaJibHbIE CIIOCOOHOCTU pebeHKa, 00beM ero
cnoBapHoro 3amaca u pasputue peun (Nelson K., 1986;
Bauer PJ., Wewerka S.S.,1995) [10;29].

Cpeau BHEIIHUX (PaKTOPOB, OKA3bIBAIOLIMX BJIMSIHUE
Ha MOKa3aHusl JAeTeil U, COOTBETCTBEHHO KPUTEPUAIbHYIO
OLICHKY MX Ka4yeCTBa, BbIAC/ISICTCS CTUJIb BeIEHUSI OIIpoca
untepBbioepoM (Goodman G.S., 1991; Moston S., 1990;
Herschkowitz 1. et al., 1997), a Takxe xapakTep 3agaBae-
MbIX MHTEPBBIOEPOM BOIIPOCOB (OTKPBIThbIE, 3aKPBITHIE,
ansrepHaTuBHbie 1 Ap.) (Craig R.A. etal., 1999; Colewell K.,
2002) [14; 22; 28].

OTMeyvaeTcst TakKKe, YTO IOKa3aHUs AeTell, Y KOTOPBIX B
pesyjbraTe BHYIIEHUSI C(POPMUPOBATUCH «JIOXHBIE BOC-
MmoMMHaHMS (T. €. JEeTH YBEPEHbI, YTO BHYILIEHHOE UM
COOBITHE EMCTBUTEILHO UMEIO MECTO), HEJIb3sl OTIMYUTD
¢ nmomoibio kpurepueB CBCA ot moka3aHuii, OCHOBaH-
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HbIX Ha peajbHOM onbiTe (Blandon-Gitlin 1. et al., 2009).
Bonee Bricokue mokasarenu no kputepusiMm CBCA mony-
YyaJau TMOKa3aHHUsS NeTeli, KOTOpPhIe OIMMCHIBAIN COOBITHS,
MpoucCIIelie B 3HAKOMOU JJIsI HUX OOCTaHOBKE, JIMOO
nosTopstiomuecs (Pezdek K. et al., 2004). Bce momo6HbIe
IOTIOTHUTENIbHBIE 00CTOSATEbCTBA MTOKHBI OBITh YUTCHBI
pu ucIojb30oBaHnu Metoaa (Santtila P. et al. 2000).

Hauboiee akTyanbHBIN U MTOJHBIA MeTa-aHaAU3 1a00-
pPaTOPHBIX SKCIEPUMEHTOB U IIOJIEBBIX HCCIICIOBAHMIA,
MPOBEICHHBIX 3a ITOCAeTHNUE 25 JIeT U HaIpaBJICHHBIX Ha
MPOBEPKY TUIIOTE3bl YHIOYA 1 aHaIN3 Tu(GepeHITNPYIO-
mux KayectB KputeprieB CBCA, ObUT BBIIIOJTHEH HEAABHO
B Wcnanuu B.G. Amado u ee corpyaHuxkamu (2015) [6].
Wmu nipoananu3upoBaHo 21 McciaeqoBaHUE C ydyacTUEM
HeCcoBepIIeHHOJIETHUX oT 3 10 18 net. [NomydyeHHbIe maH-
HBIC ITOKAa3aJI1, 4YTO TUITOTe3a YHIoYa ObljIa MOATBEPKIe-
Ha BO BCEX CIIydasiX M JUIS BCeX YCIOBUIA, B KOTOPBIX MPO-
BOIMJIOCH HCClienoBaHME. BbUIM BBIACICHBI 3HAYMMBIS
kputepun n Kareropun CBCA, obGnamaronie HaubOOJb-
muM auddepeHuupyommuM agdekrom. OTMEYEHO, UYTO
J1abopaTopHbIC UCCASAOBAHMS 001aTal0T MEHBIIIMMHU BO3-
MOXHOCTIMU IuddepeHInaIn Ha OCHOBE KpUTEpHEB
CBCA, yeM mtosieBbIe. B 11e710M 117181 BCero ITyJia Mcciie1oBa-
HUIA ObUT MOATBEPXKIEH YPOBEHb OIIMOKU paHee oIllpeje-
JeHHbIR A. Vrij (2005) B 30%, XOTsSI B HEKOTOPBIX TIOJIEBBIX
HCCIIeI0BaHMAX OH cocTaBisut iuinb 10% [42].

A. Vrij (2005) [4] B cBOEi1 3HAKOBOI pabOTE, TTOCBSIIICH-
HO# BO3MOXHOCTSIM M OTpaHUYEHUSAM MeToma SVA, KOH-
CTaTUPYSI €T0 JOCTAaTOYHO BBICOKME AU((epeHIIMPYIOIINe
CBOIMCTBA, AeJIaeT BEIBOJ O TOM, YTO IIPUMEHEHNE JaHHOTO
MeToIa BO3MOXKHO Ha paHHUX 3Tallax pacciIeI0BaHUs IIpe-
CTYIUICHHUsI, HO HE B 3KCIEPTHOI mpakTtuke. YacTb ero
apryMeHTOB (HECOOTBETCTBHME MeToda CTaHIapTaMm
Daubert, i TpedboBaHusgM, npeabsasisieMbiM B CIIA x
MeToIaM, MCITOJIb3YeMbIM B CyIeOHOI IpaKTUKe) CHUMa-
eTcd B YIIOMSIHYTOM BbIlIe uccnenoBanuu B.G. Amado et
al. (2015) [6]. ABTOpBI CMOIIM I1OKa3aTh MPUHLIUIINATIb-
HYIO TIPOBEPSIEMOCTb M TIONTBEpPKICHHE TUIIOTE3bI, Ha
KOTOpPOI OCHOBaH METOJ, a TAaKXKe MaTh KOJMYECTBEHHYIO
OLIEHKY BEpPOATHOCTH OMIMOKM mpu IuddepeHIInanumn
nokasaHuii. UM He ymaioch JUIIb IIPOAEMOHCTPUPOBATH
TEOPETUYECKYI0 OOOCHOBAHHOCTh pPacCMaTPpUBAEeMOTO
meroza [6].

Tem He meHee, Kak 1 A. Vrij, B.G. Amado u ee coaBTo-
PBI BBICTYTAIOT TIPOTUB MCIIOIb30BaHUS MeToma SVA u, B
yactHocTH, KputepueB CBCA, B cyneOHOI 3KcrepTuse
n3-3a TepecedyeHUs] paclpenesieHnii 3HauYeHU MHOTHMX
KpPUTEpHEB, OTHOCSIIMXCA K ITOKa3aHMUSIM KaK COOTBET-
CTBYIOIIIMM, TaK M HE COOTBETCTBYIOIIUM peaJbHOMY
OITBITY CBUIETEIICH, a TAKXKe BCIICACTBUE BHICOKOTO YPOBHS
BEPOSITHOCTHY OIIMOKY ITPY TPUMEHEHUN METO/Ia.

HeBepHo Taxcke menaTh SKCIIEPTHBIN BHIBOI Ha OCHOBE
otaenbHbIX KputepreB CBCA. Kak ormeuator B.G. Amado n
COABTOPBI, «COBEPILIEHHO HEIOITYCTUMO IIPEACTAB/IST MHKPU-
MMHUPYIOIINE SKCIIEPTHBIC 3aKIIOUCHUST Ha OCHOBE HETION-
TBEPXKICHHBIX CBUIETEIbCKUX MOKazaHuii» (2015, p. 9) [6].

CrnemyeT, ogHako, oOpaTUTh BHMMaHHE Ha TO, YTO,
HECMOTPSI Ha 0013aTeJIbHOCTD JJIS1 OLICHKU KayeCTBa CBU-
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JIeTeJIbCKUX MoKa3aHuii MmeTogoM SVA 000MX KOMITOHEH-
TOB — KpuTepuaabHoro KonteHT-aHanmm3a (CBCA) u mipo-
Bepku BaimumHocTtu (Validity Checklist), B ommcaHHBIX
9KCIIEPUMEHTATbHBIX W TIOJIEBBIX HCCICAOBAHUSIX DPEUb,
KaK TIPaBUJIO, UIET TOJBKO O KPUTEPUSIX, UCIIOIb3YeMBbIX B
KOHTeHT-aHanmu3e Tokazanuit (Vrij, 2005) [4]. B cBs3u ¢
9TUM TIO OTHOIICHUIO K TIOZOOHBIM MCCICIOBAHUSIM
BBICKA3bIBacTCSI 0OOOCHOBAHHASI KPUTUKA M OTMEYACTCS
HEOOXOAMMOCTh BKIIIOUEHMS B TIPOLICAYPY MPOBEPKU BO3-
MOXHOCTE MeToma M mapaMeTpoB BaJMIHOCTU IOKa3a-
Huif Ha ocHoBe Validity Checklist (Santtila P. et al. 2000).

B HacTosiee Bpemst mpojoJikaeTcsl paboTa o CoBep-
IIEHCTBOBAHUIO METOIMYECKOIO ITOIX01a, UCIIOIb3YeMOTO
B SVA, a Takke pa3padaTbIBalOTCS ApYrue, B TOM YKCIE
TMCUXOJUHTBUCTUYECKME, MeTonbl AuddepeHInaAINT
WCTUHHBIX U JIOXHBIX ToKa3zaHuii. HampuMmep, npemrara-
€TCS UCTOJIb30BaHMEe MOJIeIeii KOTHUTUBHOM IICUXOJIOTUN
(«Reality monitoring»), mocTpoeH1e KiIacCu(pUKaIIMOHHO-
ro JepeBa pEeUIeHWH Ha OCHOBE CTAHIAPTU3UPOBAHHOU
CTaTUCTUYCCKOU TPOIIEAYPHI ST YMEHBIIICHUS BEPOSITHO-
CcTU OImMOKM muddepeHInalnd UCTUHHBIX U JIOXHBIX
nokazanuii (Wojciechowski B., 2015) [44]. IIpoBoxsitcs
WCCIIeIOBaHNsI, IIO3BOJISIIOIINE BBISIBUTh (PAKTOPHYIO
CTPYKTYPY 3HAYMMBIX JUISI OLIEHKU JTOCTOBEPHOCTH XapaK-
tepuctuk nokaszanuii (Volbert R., Hoff K., Lehmann R.,
2015) [40]. BeimmonHsAIOTCS HabHEHIIINE MeTa-aHATUTUJe -
CKue uccienoBaHus meroga SVA M BO3MOXKHOCTEH ero
MPaKTUYECKOro mcrojb3oBanus (Sporer S. et al., 2015)
[23]. Pa3pabaTbIBaloTCsI HOBBIE METObI JIMHTBUCTUYECKO-
ro aHajam3a, TUIIOTETUYCCKU IT03BOJISIONINE BBIITOJHUTH
nnddepeHINAIbHYIO OILICHKY ITOKa3aHWi, HampuMep,
HayJIHBI KOHTeHT-aHanu3 (Scientific content analysis,
SCAN), mpoBoAUTCA MX CpPaBHEHHE C TPATUIIMOHHBIMU
kputepusmu orieHKn CBCA (Bogaard G., 2014; Half-
mann E., Sporer S., 2015) [23].

IIpoBeneHHbI 0030p IyOJIMKALIMK TTO3BOJSET 3aKJII0-
YUTh, YTO B 3apYOEKHBIX UCCIETOBAHUSIX TOCTOBEPHOCTU
MOKAa3aHUU CBUAETEJIEN, KaK JEeTei, TaK U B3POCIBbIX,
MOKa3aHBl TOCTaTOYHO BBICOKHME IMddepeHINPYIOIINe
BO3MOXHOCTM METOAAa OLIGHKM BaJWIHOCTU ITOKa3aHU
(SVA).

BmecTe ¢ TeM B nTeparype yKa3bIBalOTCS M OTpaHNIe-
HUSI 3TOTO METO/Aa, a UMEHHO: OTCYTCTBHE TEOPETUICCKOI
KOHIIEIIIIMY KaK OCHOBBI METOAAa M OTHOCUTEIHHO BBICO-
KU ypoBeHb BepOSITHOCTU olIuOKU. [locnenHee oOGcTosi-
TEJIbCTBO BBIHYXKAAET PSII BEAYIIUX CIIELIMATUCTOB CEIaTh
BBIBOJI O IPUMEHUMOCTH U TI0JIb3€ METOJa Ha CTaauU pac-
CIeIOBaHUSI TPECTYIUICHWSI M HE pPEKOMEHIOBAaTb €ro
WCITOJIb30BaHUE B SKCIEPTHOU IIPAKTHUKE, IIe MOJDKHO

OBbITh TPUHSTO OJHO3HAYHOE pellieHue, UMerollee 00sb-
1110€ 3HAYEeHUE IS XKM3HU YeI0BeKa.

B Hacroseil cratbe NnpoaHaau3upoBaHbl IPEeUMYyIIE-
CTBEHHO aHTJIOSI3bIYHBbIE UCTOYHUKHU, OTPAKAIOLIME HAyd-
Hbl€ MCCIEAOBAaHUSI UM TPAKTUKY psaa crpaH EBponbl u
CeBepHOiI1 AMepUKH. ABTOpbI HAMEPEHHO HE OCTAHABJIM-
BJIMCh HAa OCOOEHHOCTSX MOAXO0Ja K ICUXOJOTMYECKOM
OLICHKE TOKa3aHWIi HECOBEPILICHHOJETHUX CBUIETENEH U
MOTEPNEBIIMX B HEMELKOS3bIYHBIX CTpaHax, IpPexIe
Bcero, ®PT u IlIBeitapun.

B mpaBoBbIX cucTeMax 3TUX TIOCydapCTB MNOA00HasK
OlLIEHKAa MMEET CTaTyC 9KCIIEPTHOM M NMPUHUMAETCS Cyda-
MM, a €€ METOIOJOTUsl OTJIMYAETCSl 3HAYUTEJIbHOU CHeLu-
¢uKoil, oTpaxkarollieii BbICOKHE TpeOOBaHUSI K HUHCTPY-
MEHTApUIO, TIPOLIEYPE U KAUECTBY 9KCIEPTHOTO UCCIIEI0-
BaHus. B CBSI3U C 3TUM MPAKTUKYyEMbI B 3TUX CTpaHax
MOJXO/I 3aCJIy>)KMBAET OTAEJIbHOIO PAaCCMOTPEHUS B Aajb-
HEHUIIeM.

C Haleit TOYKM 3peHus, paCCMOTPEHHBIN 3apyOesKHBI
OINBIT JAET POCCUMCKUM CIIeLIMAIMCTaM B 00JIaCTU IOPUIU-
YECKOM TCUXOJOIrMU Ba’KHbIE OPUEHTHUPbI OTHOCUTEIbHO
KCIIOJIb30BAHUSI TICUXOJOTMYECKUX 3HAHUI ISl pelleHUs
MPaKTUYECKUX 3alay OLEHKM MOKa3aHWil CBUIETENEN U
MOTEePIEBIINX.

IIpu peuieHuM BOINPOCOB O IMOJHOM WJIM YACTUYHOM
NPUMEHEHUU B POCCUMCKON CyaeOHO-CIeACTBEHHOM
MpakTUKe pa3zpabOTaHHBIX 3a PYOEKOM METOIAMYECKUX
MOJXOJI0B K OLIEHKE JOCTOBEPHOCTU CBUIIETEIbCKUX MOKA-
3aHUI HEOOXOAUMO YUUTHIBATh BO3MOXHOCTU U OIpPaHM-
YeHHUS OPUTMHAJIBHBIX MeTomoB. ClenyeT TakKe UMETh B
BUAY 00s13aTesibHbI€ TPEANOCHUIKM BO3MOXHOIO UCIOJb-
30BaHUSI METOAUYECKUX CPEICTB: SMITMPUUECKYIO U IKC-
IEPUMEHTAIILHYIO MPOBEPKY NEMCTBEHHOCTU METONA Ha
pOCCUICKOI BBIOOPKE U, €C/Iv IOTpedyeTcsl, IIpoBeaeHUe
€ro aJanTalyu K OT€YeCTBEHHBIM PEATHSIM.

bes Takoit cTparermyeckyd MpoayMaHHON M B3BellIEH-
HOW mpeaBapUTEIbHOU pabOThI MepeHOoC 000 co3maH-
HOI MHOCTPAHHBIMU CIIELIUAIMCTAMU MPOLEAYPhI TICUXO-
JIOTUYECKOTO MCCAEA0BAHUS B CY1eOHO-CIEACTBEHHYIO, a
TeM 0oJiee B 9KCIIEPTHYIO TNPAKTUKY, KaK Mbl I1OJAraem,
HekoppekTeH. [Ipy 3TOM He MOXET MMETh PelalolIero
3HAQUEHUSI NEUCTBEHHOCTb METOIA B YCJIOBUSIX OPYrou
CTpaHBbI.

B ocobeHHOCTM TakMe aganTallMOHHbIE UCCIIETOBAaHUS
HEoOXOAMMBbI, KOra peyb UAET O HECOBEPIIEHHOJETHUX,
YbM BO3PACTHBIE TICUXOJOTUYECKHUE XapaKTEPUCTUKU
TaK:Ke TOJDKHBI OBITH IIPUHATHL BO BHUMaHKE IIpu nudde-
PEHLIMATIbHO-IMATHOCTUYECKOM OLIEHKE WX CBUIETEJb-
CKUX TTOKAa3aHUM.
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The article presents a review of the English language publications concerning the history and the current state of
differential psychological assessment of validity of testimonies produced by child and adolescent victims of crimes.
The topicality of the problem in Russia is high due to the tendency of Russian specialists to use methodical means
and instruments developed abroad in this sphere for forensic assessments of witness testimony veracity. A system of
Statement Validity Analysis (SVA) by means of Criteria-Based Content Analysis (CBCA) and Validity Checklist is
described. The results of laboratory and field studies of validity of CBCA criteria on the basis of child and adult wit-
nesses are discussed. The data display a good differentiating capacity of the method, however, a high level of error
probability. The researchers recommend implementation of SVA in the criminal investigation process, but not in the
forensic assessment. New perspective developments in the field of methods for differentiation of witness statements
based on the real experience and fictional are noted. The conclusion is drawn that empirical studies and a special
work for adaptation and development of new approaches should precede their implementation into Russian criminal
investigation and forensic assessment practice.

Keywords: testimonies, child and adolescent witnesses, statement validity, statement validity assessment (SVA),
Criteria-Based Content Analysis (CBCA), criminal investigation, forensic psychological assessment.
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