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This article examines the theoretical and practical aspects of improving the activities
of non-governmental forensic expert organizations in the Republic of Uzbekistan in the
context of implementing international quality standards and enhancing the effectiveness of
forensic expert activities. Particular attention is paid to substantiating the necessity of
applying the ISO/IEC 17025 international standard as one of the key instruments for
ensuring the competence of expert organizations, the reliability of research results, as well
as the objectivity, impartiality, and reproducibility of expert conclusions.

The paper explores the main directions for the development of the non-governmental
forensic expertise sector, including the implementation of modern quality management
systems, improvement of accreditation and competence assessment mechanisms,
enhancement of the professional qualifications of forensic experts, and the development of
internal quality control procedures and external evaluation of expert organizations’
activities. Special attention is also given to the harmonization of national legislation and
forensic expert practice with international requirements and best foreign practices.

Based on the conducted analysis, the author concludes that the further development
of the non-governmental forensic expertise sector is an important direction for improving
the justice system. It contributes to increasing the accessibility of expert services, expanding
opportunities for the use of specialized knowledge in judicial and investigative activities,
fostering professional competition, and strengthening confidence in the results of expert
examinations. Furthermore, the operation of non-governmental forensic expert
organizations promotes a more complete implementation of the adversarial principle in
legal proceedings and enhances the effectiveness of law enforcement practice.
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At the present stage, the role and significance of the use of specialized knowledge in
judicial and investigative activities are steadily increasing. Forensic examination, as an
essential institutional element of the evidentiary process in criminal proceedings, occupies a
central place in the mechanism of collecting, verifying, and evaluating evidence.

The effectiveness of this institution is determined primarily by the scientific validity of
expert examination results, their reproducibility, impartiality, and strict compliance with
procedural requirements in the formalization of findings. In this regard, an expert
conclusion serves as a significant source of evidence in case-related decision-making, and
its degree of reliability constitutes one of the decisive factors in achieving the objectives of
justice.

Practice demonstrates that the evidentiary value of an expert conclusion depends not
only on the outcome of the examination itself but also on the proper organization of the
process through which that outcome is obtained. In particular, factors such as the
regulation of procedures for receiving, storing, and examining research objects; the validity
of the methods and measurements applied; the reproducibility of results; the consideration
of measurement and evaluation uncertainty; the completeness of documentation;
mechanisms of internal control and audit; staff competence; and guarantees of impartiality
and confidentiality represent fundamental conditions determining the reliability of
examination results.

The inadequate provision of these factors may adversely affect the procedural
admissibility of an expert conclusion, give rise to justified doubts in its evaluation, and
hinder the fairness and validity of judicial and investigative decisions.

The international expert community has identified standardization, validation of
methodologies, certification of methods and experts, as well as the accreditation of
institutions and laboratories as priority areas aimed at ensuring the scientific validity and
reliability of conclusions, as well as the high quality of forensic activities.

In recent years, significant institutional changes have been observed in the field of
forensic examination in the Republic, with the activities of non-state forensic expert
organizations expanding alongside those of state forensic institutions. While the
development of the non-state sector increases opportunities in the provision of expert
services, it simultaneously generates new requirements regarding the reliability of
examination results and the maintenance of a uniform level of quality.

In particular, under conditions in which conclusions prepared by state and non-state
forensic entities possess equal procedural value, there arises a need to establish objective,
measurable, and verifiable criteria for assessing their quality, level of competence, and
impartiality. This, in turn, underscores the importance of formulating and implementing
uniform requirements for laboratory activities within the forensic system.
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In addressing this need, ISO/IEC 17025 assumes particular significance as an
internationally recognized normative framework for assessing laboratory competence. This
standard comprehensively establishes requirements related to laboratory competence, the
reliability of results, the management and documentation of research processes, quality
assurance, and guarantees of impartiality. The integration of ISO/IEC 17025 requirements
into forensic practice enables the development of organizational and methodological
approaches aimed at ensuring the procedural significance of expert conclusions,
particularly their acceptance as reliable evidence and their proper evaluation by courts.

Accordingly, the study of the history and evolution of the ISO/IEC 17025 international
standard, as well as its essence and content from the perspective of the forensic system-
including non-state forensic activities-and the substantiation of approaches aimed at
enhancing the reliability of examination results, constitutes an important scientific and
practical task.

The issue of the reliability of laboratory research results and their international
recognition became particularly urgent in the second half of the twentieth century due to
scientific and technological progress and the rapid expansion of international cooperation.
This issue is especially significant in fields where laboratory results entail legal
consequences, including forensic examination. In judicial and investigative practice, expert
conclusions are evaluated as evidence and directly influence final decisions in cases.
Therefore, it is essential to ensure the scientific validity, impartiality, reproducibility, and
procedural compliance of expert conclusions.

The development of the ISO/IEC 17025 international standard is closely associated
with the evolution of the earliest documents concerning the assessment of laboratory
competence. In particular, ISO Guide 25, introduced in 1978, was designed to assess the
technical competence of testing and calibration laboratories and primarily established
requirements related to research methods, measuring instruments, and technical
capabilities. However, this document did not provide a comprehensive framework for
regulating laboratory activities from the perspective of quality management.

Subsequently, in European countries, the EN 45001 standard adopted in 1989 was
applied in laboratory accreditation practice, introducing elements of quality management
into laboratory operations. Although both documents were highly significant for ensuring
the reliability of laboratory results, their national and regional scope necessitated the
development of a unified international approach.

In response to these conditions, the ISO/IEC 17025 standard was adopted in 1999
through cooperation between the International Organization for Standardization (ISO) and
the International Electrotechnical Commission (IEC). This standard fully replaced ISO/IEC
Guide 25:1990 and integrated quality management requirements with technical competence
requirements for laboratories within a single normative framework. This integration enabled
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comprehensive regulation of laboratory activities not only from a technical perspective but
also in terms of result reliability and their potential legal admissibility and evaluation.

In 2005, the ISO/IEC 17025 standard was revised and harmonized with the ISO 9001
quality management standard. The current version, adopted in 2017, places competence,
impartiality, and consistent operational performance at the center of laboratory activity and
introduces a risk-based management approach. This development has further enhanced the
significance of the standard as an institutional mechanism for ensuring the reliability of
expert conclusions in forensic examination.

According to D.M. Tosheva, a specialist in this field, the primary objective of any
research laboratory is the achievement of reliable and high-quality results. For this reason,
a laboratory must ensure that examinations are conducted in accordance with established
quality requirements and must also maintain documented methods and procedural records
confirming that results can be consistently obtained at the required level of accuracy [1].

From the perspective of forensic examination, including the activities of non-state
forensic expert organizations, ISO/IEC 17025 is of particular importance. The procedural
significance of an expert conclusion is expressed through interrelated criteria such as
reliability, admissibility, and evaluability. In accordance with criminal procedural legislation,
an expert conclusion is assessed in terms of its scientific validity and compliance with
procedural requirements during the conduct of the examination. If established rules are
violated in the appointment of the examination, the handling of objects, or the research
process, such a conclusion may be deemed inadmissible as evidence. Therefore, the
requirements of ISO/IEC 17025 concerning documentation, method validation, result
verification, and assurance of impartiality serve as an important methodological basis for the
acceptance and judicial evaluation of expert conclusions.

In international practice, the implementation of ISO/IEC 17025 in forensic
organizations is considered one of the key factors in ensuring the reliability of examination
results. For example, in the United States, forensic laboratories are accredited in
accordance with ISO/IEC 17025 requirements, and systems have been established for
documenting research processes, validating methodologies, and implementing quality
control. As a result, the reproducibility of forensic examinations is ensured, and their
evidentiary value is widely recognized in judicial practice.

In the member states of the European Union, this standard contributes to the
development of a unified methodological framework for forensic laboratories. In particular,
in Germany and the Netherlands, forensic institutions are accredited in accordance with
ISO/IEC 17025 requirements, and practices such as risk management in research
processes, verification of results through internal and external audits, and the digitization of
examination procedures have been widely implemented.
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In the United Kingdom, the implementation of ISO/IEC 17025 in the field of forensic
examination is carried out in conjunction with the national oversight system. In this context,
the processes of preservation, examination, and documentation of evidence in forensic
laboratories are regulated by strict procedural rules, which contribute to ensuring the
transparency and reliability of expert conclusions.

The experience of South Korea is notable for the introduction of ISO/IEC 17025 in
the field of digital forensics [2]. In that country, processes related to the handling of digital
evidence in forensic laboratories have been automated, and modern information
technologies are widely applied in forensic examinations. This has contributed to enhancing
the effectiveness of expert analysis in the investigation of cybercrimes.

In addition, the National Forensic Service (NFS) of South Korea began transitioning
to the ISO/IEC 17025 system in the early 2000s. In this system, the requirements of the
standard are closely linked to the annual certification of experts, and the results of non-
accredited laboratories may be regarded by courts as “scientifically unfounded”.

The National Association of Testing Authorities (NATA) of Australia was among the
first organizations in the world to initiate the accreditation of forensic laboratories. Its
experience demonstrates that ISO/IEC 17025 influences not only internal laboratory
processes but also indirectly enhances the quality and credibility of expert testimony in
judicial proceedings [3].

At the Center for Forensic Examinations under the Ministry of Justice of the Republic
of Kazakhstan, the practice of accrediting regional expert units based on ISO/IEC 17025 has
been introduced. In this process, consistency has been ensured between the Law “On
Forensic Expert Activity” and the requirements of the standard. Kazakhstan’s experience
demonstrates that accreditation contributes to the international recognition of expert
conclusions, particularly in the investigation of transnational crimes [4].

In the Russian Federation, GOST ISO/IEC 17025-2019 is applied. Russian practice
places particular emphasis on the requirements of this standard concerning metrological
traceability. In particular, strict control is exercised over the compliance of measuring
instruments used in laboratory activities and the traceability of measurement results to
established metrological standards [5].

In foreign academic literature, a predominantly positive attitude toward this standard
prevails. A.V. Kokin regards standardization and accreditation as promising directions for
the development of forensic examination and notes that accreditation based on ISO/IEC
17025 contributes to the reduction of judicial errors. In his view, this standard establishes
uniform competence criteria for forensic laboratories and ensures the consistency and
comparability of research results [6].

E.V. Chesnokova substantiates the possibility of the organic integration of GOST
ISO/IEC 17025:2019 into the activities of forensic institutions in the Russian Federation,
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emphasizing that such an approach would contribute to the formation of a unified scientific
and methodological framework [7]. A.A. Sarkisyan, in turn, argues that accreditation can
strengthen confidence in expert conclusions [8].

Sean Doyle notes that, if applied correctly and meaningfully, this standard provides a
sufficient basis for ensuring the quality and reliability of laboratory activities [9].

According to the Law of the Republic of Uzbekistan “On Forensic Examination,” an
expert conclusion must present, in a clear, comprehensible, and well-reasoned manner, the
methods applied during the examination, the results obtained, and their scientific evaluation
[10].

At the same time, non-state forensic expert organizations, in the course of
conducting forensic examinations, possess rights and obligations equal to those of state
forensic institutions, and the conclusions they produce are likewise recognized as evidence
in judicial proceedings. Under such conditions, there arises a need to ensure laboratory
competence based on internationally recognized criteria.

In this regard, the ISO/IEC 17025 standard serves as an important assurance
mechanism for the non-state sector in ensuring the quality, reliability, and recognition of
expert examination results.

However, at present, the practice of accrediting non-state forensic expert
organizations in accordance with the requirements of this standard has not yet been
introduced. Consequently, it becomes necessary to ensure, on the basis of international
criteria, the scientific validity, impartiality, and reliability of conclusions produced by these
entities, thereby enhancing their procedural value and establishing uniform quality
standards in forensic expert activity.

The implementation of ISO/IEC 17025 in non-state forensic expert organizations
primarily serves to ensure the scientific validity of expert research. In accordance with the
requirements of the standard, research methods must be validated, results must be
reproducible, and measurement uncertainty must be assessed.

In our view, this will enhance the reliability of forensic examination results in criminal
cases and strengthen the procedural value of expert conclusions as evidence.

The application of ISO/IEC 17025 requirements is also of significant importance in
ensuring the procedural admissibility of expert examinations. Criminal procedural
legislation requires that compliance with the procedures for appointing and conducting
examinations be taken into account when evaluating expert conclusions. The documentation
system, procedures for receiving and registering research objects, and internal control and
audit mechanisms provided for in the standard ensure that forensic examinations in non-
state expert organizations are conducted in accordance with procedural requirements.

In addition, the implementation of ISO/IEC 17025 requirements in non-state forensic
expert organizations contributes to strengthening guarantees of impartiality and
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independence. The standard establishes requirements for managing conflicts of interest in
laboratory activities, limiting external influence, and eliminating factors that may affect
research results. The implementation of these requirements ensures the independence of
experts in criminal examinations and increases the level of confidence in expert conclusions.

Non-state forensic expert organizations operating in accordance with ISO/IEC 17025
requirements are assessed according to the same quality criteria as state forensic
institutions. In such circumstances, expert conclusions prepared in compliance with the
standard clearly demonstrate the logical connection between the research process, the
methods applied, and the results obtained, thereby facilitating judicial evaluation of expert
evidence.

Another important aspect of ISO/IEC 17025 is the establishment of systematic
mechanisms for controlling the quality of forensic research. The standard provides for
internal audit, external assessment, and continuous improvement processes, which ensure
stable and consistent quality control in non-state forensic expert organizations.

There are both scientific and legal grounds, as well as well-established principles, for
the implementation of the ISO/IEC 17025 international standard in non-state forensic expert
organizations.

First principle: ensuring the scientific reliability of examination results. The
ISO/IEC 17025 standard requires laboratory activities to be organized in a scientifically
sound and verifiable manner. In particular, it establishes key requirements such as the
validation of research methods, the evaluation of measurement uncertainty, the
implementation of a calibration system, and the assurance of result reproducibility.

In forensic examinations conducted in criminal cases, these requirements ensure the
scientific validity of expert conclusions and protect them from subjective or incidental
findings. Scientific studies indicate that methodological validity and the stability of results
are the primary criteria determining the reliability of examination outcomes.

Second principle: ensuring the procedural admissibility of the expert
conclusion. According to criminal procedural legislation, strict compliance with established
procedural requirements in the appointment and conduct of forensic examinations is of
significant importance in the evaluation of expert conclusions as evidence. ISO/IEC 17025
requires the implementation of a comprehensive documentation system in laboratory
activities, the establishment of procedures for the receipt and registration of research
objects, the maintenance of an unbroken chain of custody, and the organization of internal
control mechanisms.

The implementation of these requirements ensures that forensic examinations are
conducted in accordance with procedural standards and reduces the risk that expert
conclusions will be deemed inadmissible by the court as evidence.
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Third principle: institutional assurance of impartiality and independence. In the
activities of non-state forensic expert organizations, concerns may arise regarding the
independence of experts. ISO/IEC 17025 establishes clear requirements for identifying and
managing conflicts of interest within laboratory activities, limiting external influence, and
preventing any undue interference in expert work.

Fourth principle: ensuring quality equality between state and non-state
examinations. Non-state forensic expert organizations operating in accordance with the
ISO/IEC 17025 standard are assessed according to the same quality criteria as state forensic
institutions. This ensures that expert conclusions possess equal procedural value.

Fifth principle: methodological facilitation of the court’s evaluation of the
expert conclusion. In expert conclusions prepared in accordance with ISO/IEC 17025
requirements, the logical relationship between the stages of the research process, the
methods applied, the results obtained, and the conclusions drawn is clearly articulated.

This facilitates the court’s methodological assessment when comparing and
evaluating the expert conclusion in conjunction with other evidence.

Sixth principle: ensuring systematic control over the quality of expert
research. The ISO/IEC 17025 standard provides for the implementation of internal audits,
external assessments, and continuous improvement mechanisms within laboratories. From a
scientific perspective, continuous quality monitoring is a fundamental condition for ensuring
the consistent reliability of examination results.

Seventh principle: expanding international cooperation and increasing the
effectiveness of combating transnational crime. In the context of globalization, the
international recognition of forensic examination results is of particular importance in the
investigation of transnational crimes such as cybercrime and financial fraud. The ISO/IEC
17025 standard facilitates the recognition of laboratory results within international
accreditation systems.

The Budapest Convention and INTERPOL methodological guidelines emphasize the
importance of standardizing laboratory results to facilitate the exchange of evidence in the
context of international investigative cooperation.

In general, the accreditation of forensic laboratories creates opportunities for
organizing laboratory activities in accordance with international requirements, improving
case management procedures, and enhancing staff productivity. It also optimizes the
financial and organizational costs associated with conducting expert examinations, while
increasing the effectiveness of research and development activities aimed at developing new
methods and tools.

At the same time, in accredited organizations, in order to ensure the reliability of
results, it is recommended that non-state forensic expert organizations apply the three-level
quality control principle established in clauses 3.7-3.9 of General Process Document QOP
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7.7, “Ensuring the Reliability of Results,” developed on the basis of ISO/IEC 17025:2017 at
the Republican Center for Forensic Examination named after KH. Sulaymonova under the
Ministry of Justice of the Republic of Uzbekistan [11].

In particular, Level 1 quality control provides for the systematic monitoring of

research results at every stage of the examination process (for example, control sample
testing, independent re-evaluation of data and conclusions by another expert, the use of
blank samples, etc.). It also includes the development and maintenance of control charts to
verify the accuracy of quantitative analytical methods and to ensure their continuous
monitoring.

Level 2 quality control includes the implementation of planned, periodic internal
measures aimed at verifying research results (for example, repeat testing of previously
conducted examinations, re-examination of prepared control samples, mutual evaluation of
results obtained by two or more staff members or organizations, and the organization of
blind testing, etc.).

Level 3 quality control provides for ensuring the reliability and consistency of
research results through external evaluation, including participation in proficiency testing
and interlaboratory comparison exercises organized by internationally accredited competent
providers or laboratories.

In accordance with the requirements of this standard, a proficiency test—i.e., a
professional assessment exercise—is the process of evaluating participants’ performance
through interlaboratory comparison based on predetermined criteria. In other words, a
proficiency test is a method of demonstrating and confirming a laboratory’s competence
and technical capability by comparing its testing processes and results with those of a
reference laboratory and other participating laboratories.

. Based on the above study and analysis, as well as the experience of foreign countries,
it is proposed that, in order to enhance the reliability, quality, and accuracy of conclusions
issued by non-state forensic expert organizations operating in the Republic of Uzbekistan,
their laboratories and the research methods they employ should undergo ISO/IEC 17025
international accreditation on a phased basis. In particular:

e  to introduce a mechanism for the phased accreditation of non-state forensic expert
organizations under ISO/IEC 17025:2017;

Stage 1: “preparation and internal alignment” (documents, personnel, equipment,
method registry).

Stage 2: “pilot accreditation” (pilot laboratories, limited areas).

Stage 3: “full accreditation” (expanding coverage, periodic supervision).

. under conditions where state and non-state expert conclusions have equal procedural
value, to establish “objective and verifiable criteria” at the normative level;
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In this regard, the criteria should include method validity, metrological traceability,
uncertainty assessment, chain of custody, completeness of documentation, and the
results of internal and external audits.
. to standardize the “laboratory process” affecting the procedural admissibility of the
expert conclusion;
It is proposed that actions such as the receipt, storage, and return of research objects;
identification and labeling; receipt-and-dispatch logs; and the movement of samples and
instruments should be carried out on the basis of unified regulations.
. to introduce uniform requirements for the validation and verification of
methodologies;
This is especially relevant in digital forensics: for methods such as data acquisition, recovery
algorithms, hash control, log analysis, and blockchain analysis, it is advisable to make
validation protocols and reporting forms mandatory.
. to establish, as an institutional requirement, the practical application of “three-level
quality control” in ensuring the reliability of results;

Level 1: planned control at every stage of the work (peer review, control samples,
blank samples, control charts).

Level 2: periodic internal checks (repeat examinations, blind tests, mutual
evaluation).

Level 3: external assessment (proficiency testing, interlaboratory comparison
exercises).

. to introduce participation in proficiency testing and interlaboratory comparisons as a
“minimum mandatory package” for the non-state sector;

This makes not only the “expert result,” but also the process itself, verifiable and
strengthens scientific validity in court.

. to establish a staff competence management system: certification, attestation, and
continuous professional development;

A competency map, annual assessments, practical skills examinations, records of internal
trainings and external courses should be maintained; competency data should be accepted
as an indicator subject to audit.

. to ensure LIMS/electronic recordkeeping and digital continuity in expert laboratories.

Electronic logs, version control of records, document change history, electronic
signatures, and audit trails increase the possibility of re-verifying results.

The research results demonstrate that the introduction of the ISO/IEC 17025
international standard into national practice in this field helps ensure the transparency,
impartiality, and reproducibility of expert outcomes, promotes a healthy competitive
environment in the forensic expert services market, facilitates the widespread
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implementation of modern scientific and technical advancements in practice, and
contributes to providing courts and investigative bodies with reliable expert conclusions.

Therefore, the development of non-state forensic expert organizations in the
Republic of Uzbekistan on the basis of international standards constitutes an important
condition for harmonizing national legislation with contemporary international
requirements, strengthening institutional capacity, and establishing effective quality control
mechanisms.
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B cmamee paccmampusaromca meopemuyeckue U nNpakmu4eckue acnekmsi
cosepuieHCmBoB8aHuUs  0eAMeNbHOCMU  He20Cy0apCmBeHHbIX  CyO0ebHO-aKCnepmHbIX
opzaHusayuli 8 Pecnybnuke Y36exucmaH 8 KOHMeKcmMe BHeOpeHUs Mex0yHapOOHbIX
cmaHOapmos KaYecmsa U  nosblweHus  3¢hbekmusHocmu  cyOebHo-aKcnepmHol
OesamensHocmu. Ocoboe s8HUMaHue ydeneHo 0bOCHOBAHUIO HEOobXOOUMOCMU NpumMeHeHus
mexdyHapooHozo cmaHoapma ISO/IEC 17025 kak o0HO20 U3 K/HOYEBbIX UHCMPYMeHmOos
obecneyeHuss ~ KOMNeMeHMHOCMU  3KCNepmMHbIX  opeaHu3ayul, — docmosepHocmu
pe3ynibmamos uccnedosaHuli, a makxe obvekmusHocmu, becnpucmpacmHocmu U
80CNPOU3BOOUMOCMU IKCNEPMHbIX 3aK/THOYeHUl.

B pabome uccnedyromca ocHOBHble HanpasnaeHus pa3sumus He2oCyO0apCmBeHHO20
cekmopa  cyOebHOU  aKcnepmu3bl, BKIOYAA  BHEOpeHUE  COBPEeMEHHbIX — cucmem
MeHeOXMeHma Kayecmsa, CO8epuleHCmBo8aHue MexaHUu3MO8 aKKpeoumayuu U OYeHKU
KoMnemeHmHocmu,  nosblweHue  npogheccuoHanbHoli  Keanugpukayuu  cyOebHbIX
sKcnepmos, paszsumue npouyedyp 8HympeHHe20 KOHMPONA Kadecmsa U BHewHeli OYeHKU
OeAamenbHOCMU 3KCnepmHbIX opeaHusayuli. OmodenbHoe BHUMAHuUe yoeneHo B0NPOCam
2apMOHU3AYUU HAYUOHA/IbHO20 3AKOHOO0amMenbCcmsaa u cy0ebHO-3KkcnepmHol Npakmuku c
MeXOyHapOOHbIMU mpeboBAHUAMU U JyHUUMU 3apybexHbIMU NPAKMUKaMU.

Ha ocHose nposedéHHozo aHanuza asmop npuxodum K 8bi1800y, Ymo OanbHeliwee
passumue He20cyoapcmseHHO20 cekmopa cyO0ebHol 3Kcnepmu3bl ABAAeMCA BAXHbIM
HanpasneHueM cosepuieHcmsosaHus cucmembl npasocyousa. OHo cnocobcmsyem
nosbiweHuro  00CMynHOCMU  9KCNePMHbIX  yCiye,  PAcCUWUpeHuro  B803MoMHocmel
UCNob30BAHUA  CNeyuasbHbIX 3HAHUlU 8 cyoebHo-cnedcmseHHoU — OesmenbHOCMU,
passumuro npogheccuoHanbHol KOHKypeHUuu U yKpenaeHuro 008epusa K pe3ylbmamam
aKCcnepmHbIX uccnedosaHuli. Kpome mozo, ¢hyHKYUOHUpPOBAHUE He20Cy0apCmBeHHbIX
cyOebHo-3KcnepmHbIx opeaHu3ayuli cnocobcmsyem 6onee nonHol peanusayuu npuHyuna
cocmsaA3amenbHOCMU CMOPOH U NOBbIWEHUK 3¢hhekmusHOCMU npasonpumeHumensHol
NpaKmMuku.

Knroyesble cnosa: HezocyoapcmseHHble CyO0ebHO-3KCnepmHble op2aHu3ayuu,
cyOebHo-aKcnepmHasa OeAmenbHOCMb, Mex0yHapoOHble cmaHdoapmesl, ISO/IEC 17025,
akkpedumayus, cucmema MeHeOXMeHmMa Kayecmsa, KOMNemeHMmHOCMb 3Kcnepma,
3KCnepmHoe 3aknrodeHue, becnpucmpacmHocms, 0OCMOBEPHOCMb, 8HYMpeHHuUl ayoum,

BHEWHAA oyeHKa, npasocyoue.

NhRPEULUSULP CULMrUNESNRE3UL N MESULUL <USYUDh
HUSULUuUL eNrauLLunNie3UulL RUMUSU UL Lenuvuurtvere
nruub UhRURU3LL USULHUNSLENP <hUUL YU
Uninpunpny U. U.
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<nnywdénid nhynwipydnid G Mqptlhupwih <wbpwwbpnyeniinid ns wbpwlwb
nwiynwihnpdwaghywlwt Yuqdwlybpwnigyniutiinh gnpénittiniyeywti yuwgpwnbpugnpddwb
phuwluwt U gnpStwluwt  wuwblppubpp' npwlyp  dhowqquiypl  upwbnwppubnh
bbpnpdwt U nuwypwhnpdwgphipwlwt  gnpdnibbnyywt - wipnynibwybypnieywt
pwndpwgdwt  hwdwinbpuyppnd: <wipney  nipwnpngyni £ nuwpdywds ISO/IEC 17025
dhowqquyhti uyppwbnwpipph  Yhpwndwl  wahpwdbppnpiwt  hhduwynpdwp' npwbu
thnpdwghippwlwt  Guqdwlbpwnysyniatiinh  YndwbinGbpniyswi wwwhnddwt
htpwgnipnipyniaiph - wpnynitptlph - hwywuiphnipywt,  puswbu  bwl  thnpdwaqbippph
Ggnwlwgnieiniatiph opyiyipphynipywt, wuynnduwwinyywt U Ypwpypwnpbipnieywi
wuwwhnydwb wnwbgpuyhti gnpdhptiinhg Ubyh:

Whuwppwbpnid hGypwgnipdmd GU nuwigppwlwti thnpdwptbinygeywt ns wbypwlwt
hwindwsh qupqugdwt hhdbwlwt ninnnygyniatipp, wyn pYmd’ npwyp dbbtodbtph
(Gwnwdwpdwt) dwdwbwluwlphg hwdwlwpgbph tbpnpndp, hwywpwpdwgndwi b
hpwqbynypyuwt  quwhwipndwt  Yunmigwlwpqbph  upwnpbugnpdnidp,  nuypwlwl
thnpdwaqbipptlph - Jwutiwghipwlwt  npwlwynpdwt  pwpdpwgnidp, npwlyp  bbpppt
huynnniypqwti  pupwguwluwngbph L thnpdwghipwlwt  Guquwlbpwnysiniutbph
gnpdnibbnipywti - wpypwphtt - quwhwipdwt - qupqugnidp: Unwbdbwhwippniy
npwnpnyynit £ nuwpdjwd  wqquihti  opbGtunpnipywt b nuiypwthnpdwghywljut
wpwlyiphuyh' dhowqquyhti wwhwbstibphtt U jwwagnyt wpypwuwhdwiywl thnpdhb
hwdwwwipwupuwbgdwt hwpgbiphi:

bpwlwbwgyws  Jbpnidnygyuwts - hhdwt - Ypw  hbnptiwlyp  hwbgmd £ wyb
Ggnwlwgnipywt, nn nuwypwlwl thnpdwpbitnyeywt ns wbpwywt hwipdwdh hbyppwqu
qupqugnidp  wpnwpwnuwynyywtb - hwdwlwpgh  ugpwpbugnpddwt uplnp
ninnniynit L Uyt bwywugpned £ hnpdwghypwwti Swnwyniyeyniatiinh hwuwbbihnysyut
pwndpwgdwtp, putswluwb gnpénibbinyggyuwt JGo  hwippniy ghinlihpbliph  Yhpwndwt
htwpwynpnyeniatiph punuwytdwip, dwutiwghipwlwt dpguwlgniypjut qunqugdwip b
thnpdwaghypwlwt - hpwgnipnieiniatibph - wpnyniiptilph - bywpdwdp  Juippwhnipywb
wdpwwundwup: Pwgh wyn, ns whpwlwb nuwpwthnpdwaghywljwb
Gwqdwlbnwnginiutph - gnpénibbnysynitp bwywuypmd £ Ynndbph - dpgwiygnipyut
uhygpmitiph wnwyty - pwpdbp - ppwgdwtp L ppwdwlhpwn wpwlphluh
wpynibwdbippnipyut puwupdpwgdwin:

Pwtiwih pwnbip. ns wbippwlwt nuippwhnpdwaghypwywt yuqdwlybpwniyeniatitn,
nwywithnpdwaghywlwb gnpénibbinysyniti, dhowqquypti uynwanwpipttin, 1ISO/IEC 17025,
hwywipwpdwagnpnd, npwlp debbodttph hwdwlwng, YndwbinGlpnysynit, thnpdwaqbiippp
Ggnwlwgnueynit, wbuynndbwlwinysnit, hwywuiphnyeynit, tbppht wninpyp, wnpypwpht
quwhwippnd, wpnwpwnwypnienib:
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