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The establishment and the development of criminalistics, as a scientific 
discipline, is naturally connected with the organization of system methods of 
scientific study in this discipline. So, these methods are defined by the com-
plex of criminalistics tasks and also by its functions and specifics of objects 
knowledge. I think, that it`s impossible to provide a further development of 
criminalistics without having and using of necessary methods of scientific 
knowledge, which are specially adapted for the analysis of such specific phe-
nomenon as crimes and activity for their detecting and investigation.

Nowadays the activation of scientific projects, dedicated to analysis and 
invention of criminalistic methodological basis is observed. An increasing 
interest of forensic scientists to the issues of criminalistic methodology is 
explained by the modern tendencies and specifics of the development of this 
science [5, с. 159-173; 6, с. 874]. Among them, the following points are get-
ting a particular importance: the influence of scientific and technical progress 
and integrative process on the development of modern science; the raise of 
technologization and mathematization processes of scientific researches; the 
development and activation of informative technologies; the problems of 
scientific knowledge formalization; the tendencies of how to increase the 
abstraction level of theoretical researches; the problems of particular disa-
greement in interaction of criminalistic science and practice. 

Moreover, it is necessary to tell, that the integrational processes of 
modern science greatly influence the further development of the theory 
and methodology of criminalistics. So, nowadays the research and the 
development of the methodological issues in criminalistics gain a special 
actuality, which is caused by the needs of practice and by the further per-
spectives of the criminalistic development.  

So, it should be noted, that nowadays, there are many discussions and 
opposite opinions in criminalistic literature about its methodology. So, 
some scientists tell about some “disagreements and problems» in criminal-
istic researches, but others mention the “situation of crisis» in criminalis-
tics and the third ones even blame criminalistics “for the deadly sins».  

Moreover, lately we can see different proposals of certain scientists 
about “the modernization» of criminalistic methodology. One of them 
suggest the creation of a special criminalistic methodology, others tell 
about the necessity to change the scientific paradigm of criminalistics, the 
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third ones suggest the realization of non-traditional methods in crime in-
vestigation practice such as hypnosis, astrology, chiromancy and so on. A 
grounded analysis and criticism of these “blames» against criminalistics 
was a subject of a burning discussion between scientists and it is still con-
sidered to be an actual problem. 

From our point of view, we can’t, but agree completely with such 
statements and concepts. We think, that this situation is largely explained 
by the discussions of different issues of criminalistic methodology. So, the 
claim of V.E. Konovalova [3, с. 62] is considered to be right and it is nec-
essary to pay attention to criminalistic theory and its examination, criminal 
procedural law and to the necessity to investigate problems of scientific 
methodology, to the necessity of interaction between dialectic categorical 
concepts and methods of certain scientific fields and directions. It can 
contribute to definition and improvement of methodology concept of cer-
tain disciplines. Because of that study of the dialectical methodology prob-
lem and its connection with methods of sectoral research, including crimi-
nalistics is important for creating of methodological basis. 

It’s known, that criminalistic methodology is based on a dialectical ap-
proach. It helps to reveal the philosophical nature of the problems, which 
are specific for criminalistics and to find out the role of practice, both in 
scientific criminalistics research, and in work of an investigator, a judge 
and an expert. 

The theory of cognition and the theory of reflection in considered to be 
the methodological base of criminalistics. So, principles, laws and catego-
ries of dialectics play an important role in methodology of criminalistics 
and are considered to be the ground for learning of criminalistics objects.  

Some scientists consider dialectical materialism to be not the only 
method of criminalistic learning. For example, the professor V.G. Goncha-
renko (2011) sees the dialectics to be connected with metaphysics, the 
value and the necessity of which lie in the studying of cognitive learning 
through their “deadening» [4, с. 109]. From our point of view, we can’t 
but agree that it can be explained in the following. Firstly, gnoseology 
defines the laws of the reality cognition and is based on dialectic, which 
can give the universal image of the world, where phenomenon of the reali-
ty is investigated in revealing of interconnections. Secondly, metaphysics 
changes universal scientific understanding of world phenomenon.  

So, nowadays metaphysics is “a stop» for scientific researches. Meta-
physics doesn’t give a complete image about the research subject and can’t 
give an objective vision of the world. Based on the above said, it is neces-
sary to mention that there is also another side of this problem. It means, 
that the wrong methodological approach leads to breaking of methodolog-
ical principles of criminalistics. Furthermore, in criminalistic researches, 
the same as in practical activity of crime investigation, unfortunately, 
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acceptance criterias of using criminalistic and practical methods are not 
always taken into account. 

One more problem, connected with the problems of criminalistic 
methodology is a problem of practical orientation of criminalistic re-
searches. The analysis of scientific researches shows, that during the last 
twenty years, criminalistics often goes into self-development and pointless 
theorization.  

As an example of this, such an idea as “novation» in creation and de-
velopment of different separate criminalistic theories: criminalistic eidolo-
gy (the theory of forming and practical usage of forensic ideas); criminal-
istic cadavrology (the study of dead bodies); criminalistic factology (crim-
inalistic theory about facts); criminalistic heuristics (criminalistic theory 
about the processes of information transfigurations, while searching, ana-
lyzing and working it out in unordinary situations); criminalistic phenom-
enology (an approach to a crime as to a phenomenon); criminalist interpre-
tation (argumentation in criminalistics) [2, с. 19-20].  

 Some scientists (G.A. Zorin) tells about new criminalistic branches “in 
accordance to problem statement»: criminalistics of economic activity; 
criminalistics of criminal search and so on. They also suggest to point out 
the separate sub branches, as: criminalistics of murders, economical crimi-
nalistics, international criminalistics, transnational criminalistics, trans-
boundary criminalistics [2, с. 20] and so on. 

We think that, it’s impossible to accept such proposals, because they 
contradict the principles of scientific character, practice and theory unity. 
So, V.P. Bahin asks the following question: “Is criminalistics for criminal-
istic scientists or for practice?» [1, с. 53-61]. From our point of view, it’s 
obvious, that criminalistics is considered to be an applied science, which 
should study the regularity of objective reality not as a goal in itself, but 
only for solving tasks of detecting, investigating and preventing crimes. 

 So, there can’t be “clear», abstractive theories, principles and concep-
tions in criminalistics, because any theoretical research should have prag-
matic way out to solve the given practical tasks. In criminalistics, the value 
of any theory, conception and recommendation are determined by their 
practical orientation.  

The fact, that the distraction of methodological principles leads to “litter-
ing» of criminalistic language is obvious. Lately some criminalistic scientists 
propose new terms, which are sometimes absurd and unreasonable. For exam-
ple, criminalistics cadaurology (A.A. Protasevich), criminalistics hypnology 
(V.A. Obrazcov), criminalistics psychology (V.A. Obrazcov, S.N. Bogomolo-
va), “oerdology», “oerdistics», (A.A. Kirichenko, K.V. Antonov) etc. 

The unreasonable process of a new term introduction in criminalistics 
leads to disparity in names of criminalistic terms. So, an interest of using 
so called “trendy» terms from other sciences is considered to be one of the 
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negative tendencies in criminalistics science. Such new terms do not only 
contribute to “unification» of a language, but on the contrary, brings mis-
understandings, multiple meanings in the usage of terms in criminalistic 
science. We can’t agree with some scientists about the introduction of new 
terms but only in the case of an obvious necessity. The replacement of the 
definite term is considered to be right only in case, if this new term gives a 
new definition of the meaning.  

It is necessary to mention, that there are such problem questions of 
terminology and criminalistic literature as: 1) multiple meanings of terms; 
2) double interpretation of terms; 3) excessive emotional colouring of
terms; 4) distraction of logical sequence in the formulating of the defini-
tions; 5) wrong transliteration; 6) wrong author’s interpretations. 

The problem of unification, standardization and codification of crimi-
nalistic terms is very important nowadays. Theoretical studies of criminal-
istic science should be realized in accordance to the norms of the scientific 
style of the literary language and its lexico-semantic norms. The language 
of scientific criminalistics publication sources should correspond with the 
principles of accessibility.

The language of criminalistics is dynamic, and it is constantly develop-
ing. Тhe introduction of new terms in criminalistics is determined by ob-
jective changes in modern life and also reflects the features of language 
development. Today, certain tendencies of criminalistic science language 
are in the process of developing and demand further research.  

The further tendencies of the criminalistic methodology development 
should find their reflection in the working out of common statements of 
theory knowledge, its category in adaptation to the concepts of criminalis-
tics. These adaptations were presented in the researches of criminalistic 
identification theory, and in separate statements of criminalistic technics, 
tactics and methodics.  

Besides, we think, that the further improving of criminalistic method-
ology is closely connected with the realization of complex multisubject 
science researches in criminalistics, where some working practical rec-
ommendations should be realized.  

Moreover, the further development is also demanded by the integrative 
criminalistic function, by realization of system-structural, active and func-
tional, technological and other approaches. The problems of unification, 
standardization and codification of criminalistic terms is very important 
nowadays. 

Criminalistic researches and further scientific works should have a 
practical direction. We consider that the solving of these problems will 
raise the modern criminalistics to a quality level of its development.  
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