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Annotation

The author discusses the debatable problems of the methodology of crimi-
nalistics and analyzes the tendency and prospects for its development. It is
determined that the formation and modern development of criminalistics as
an independent science is naturally connected with the formation of a system
of methods of scientific knowledge of this science, which are determined and
conditioned by a complex of tasks solved by criminalistics, its functions and
aims. It is impossible to ensure the further development of criminalistic sci-
ence, without having and without using the necessary methods of scientific
knowledge. Recently, however, in the criminalistical literature there are oppos-
ing opinions and approaches regarding individual issues of the methodology of
criminalistics, which are debatable in nature.

It is substantiated that the wrong methodological approach leads to a viola-
tion of the methodological principles of criminalistics, such as the unity of the
theory and practice, the systems approach, the use of other sciences in forensic
research, etc. Besides, in criminalistics studies, as in practical work, unfortu-
nately the criteria for the possible usage of criminalistics and practical methods
are not always taken into account. Recently, criminalistic science often goes into
self-development and often without theorizing. Moreover, there are proposals,
“innovations” for the creation and development of various private forensic the-
ories, which are far from being such ones. It is argued that in forensic science
there can be no “pure”, abstract theories, principles and concepts, and other
theoretical construction should have a practical way out, to serve the solution
of various practical problems. Among the debatable problems of the forma-
tion of the methodological foundations of criminalistic science, the issues of
the language of forensic science and the emergence of so-called “new” forensic
terms are of particular importance nowadays. Recently, some criminalistic sci-
entists have proposed new terms that are absurd, and their introduction into


mailto:Shevchuk_viktor@ukr.net

30 Shevchuk Viktor

scientific circulation is unreasonable. The violation of the principles of metho-
dology leads to clogging of the language of criminalistics. Therefore, the prob-
lem of unification, standardization and codification of criminalistical terms
and the establishment of uniform wording is very relevant today.

The improving of the methodology of criminalistics should be connected
with the further development of the general provisions of the theory of knowl-
edge, its categories in adapting to the concepts of criminalistics, the formation
on this basis of individual integrative criminalistics theories, where the effec-
tive practical recommendations should be developed. Today, further research is
required by the integrative function of criminalistics, the use of system-struc-
tural, active, functional, technological approaches, strengthening the practical
orientation of criminalistics research, which will raise modern criminalistics to
a qualitatively new level of development. Scientific approaches and proposals
for solving the identified discussion problems of the methodology of crimina-
listics science are formulated.

Key words: methodology of criminalistics, methods of criminalistics,
methods of practical activity, methodological principles of criminalistics, me-
thodology of criminalistic research, integrative function of criminalistics.

Introduction

Establishment and development of criminalistics as a scientific discipline in
its own right is consistently connected to the formation of system of this disci-
pline's scientific and educational methods, which are defined and determined
by the complex it's tasks, functions, purposes and object of cognitive specific.
It's impossible to provide a further development of criminalistics without hav-
ing and using necessary methods of scientific cognition, specially adapted for
analysis of such specific phenomenon as crimes and activity for their exposure,
investigation and prevention.

So, it's important to mention, that during the last decade criminalistics pro-
gressive development has been marked by the methodologization of scientific
and educational process. Now days, the activation of scientific development
dedicated to analysis and invention of criminalistics' methodological basis is
observed. The criminalistics' increasing interest to the problem of method-
ological direction first of all is due to modern tendencies and details of the
criminalistics developmentl. Among them, the effects of integration process,

1 LWeniTbko, B. FO. CyyacHuii CTaH Ta PO3BUTOK KpUMiHaNICTMKW. Mpasosa JOKTpUHa YKpaiHu:
y 5 T. 2013, KpuMiHanbHO-NpaBoBi HayKW B YKpaiHi: CTaH, Npo6nemu Ta LUNSXU PO3BUTKY /
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science and technology progress for development of modern science and ten-
dency of increasing the level of abstractness of theoretical knowledge, deepen-
ing of mathematization and technologization scientific research process, the
problems of strengthening of certain contradictions at the time of interaction
between criminalistics science and practice, formalization of scientific knowl-
edge are of particular importance. So the further improvement of the criminal-
isticmethodology as V. Lukashevich notices is closely related to the expansion
of its private methodological basis through the usage of so called “interscien-
tific integrators” and forming on this basis certain integrative criminalistics
theories within which efficient recommended practices should be developed?.

Integration processes determining complex, interdisciplinary nature of
the criminalistic research are being strengthened in the current context. It is
reflected in: borrowing and transferring some theories, conceptions, ideas,
different cognitive instruments from other spheres of knowledge to crimina-
listics; undertaking some complex interdisciplinary studies; creation of new
cross-sectoral scientific fields at the interface of other spheres of knowledge;
approximation with other sciences, which differ in their object spheres, most
of all in expansion of interaction sphere between social, natural and technical
sciences; approximation with fundamental and highly formalized scientific dis-
ciplines; universalization of language etc.3. So, the research and development of
the criminalistics methodological basis become especially relevant in the cur-
rent context, which is caused by needs of practice and further perspectives of
the criminalistic development.

Argumentative Issues of the Criminalistics Methodology

Recently some controversial opinions and scientific attitudes about some
issues of the criminalistics methodology, which have contentious nature, have

3a 3ar. pea. B. 4. Tauis, B. |. Bopucosa, c. 874; Kengsepcka, . MeaHApbl KpUMUHAIMCTUKN
XXI Beka. KpumnHanncTuka u cyfe6Has akcnepTwsa: Hayka, obydyeHue, npakTwuka. Vilnius:
Charkovas, 2013, Y. II, c. 45-58; Textbook of criminalistics | ed.: H. Malevski, V. Shepitko. W. 1
: General Theory. Kharkiv, 2016, p. 159-173.

2 JNykaweswy, B. I'. 10 NOHATTS KpUMiHanicTUUHOI MeToAonorii. AKTyanbHi Npo6nemm Kpumi-
HaNiCTUKN: MaTepiasin MiXkHap. HayK.-NpakT. KoHg., 25-26 Bepec. 2003 p. Xapkis, 2003, c. 31.

3 KpecToBHMKOB, O. A. CWUCTeMHO-[eATeNbHOCTHbI MOAXOA Kak OCHOBaHWe MeTOAO0Noruye-
CKMX NPOrpamMM B Hay4HbIX KPUMUHIMCTUYECKWUX WCCNefoBaHUAX. Teopus U npakTuka cy-
[ne6Holi akcnepTu3bl. 2018, Tom 13, Ne 2, c. 28.
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appeared in criminalistical literature*. Moreover, in the criminalistics literature
during last twenty years certain scientists have often mentioned about some
“contradictions and problems” in criminalistic research®, and in some cases it
was a matter of crisis in criminalistics, and even about “mortal sins” of it6. Fur-
thermore, lately there have been certain scientists’ proposals in the literature for
establishing a special criminalistical methodology, necessity to change the sci-
entific paradigm of the criminalistics, the use of non-traditional methods in it
and crime investigation practice etc. A grounded analysis and criticism of these
“accusations against criminalistics” were a subject of acrimonious discussion
between scientists and it is still considered to be an urgent problem?.

While criticizing criminalistic modern situation, scientists express their vi-
sion of the current problem. So, D. V. Kim notices that “scientific discussion,
which has been developed recently, demonstrates that criminalistics is in some
kind of a specific crisis, that is distinctive for all disciplines in a certain stage,
driving them up to the higher level of development”8. A. S. Aleksandrov consid-

4 TonosuH, A. O. ELLe pa3 K Bonpocy 0 METOAOMOrMW KPUMUHANUCTUKUA. YTONOBHO-NPOLeccy-
anbHble N KPUMUHAIUCTUYECKME YTeHUA Ha AnTae: MaTtepuasibl eXerof. MeXpervoH. KoHd.,
noceaw,. namatu 3acnyx. topucta P®, npod. TuxoHosa E. H. BapHayn: W3g-Bo AnTaiick.
yH-Ta, 2008, Bebin. 7-8, c. 87-90; KonguH, B. f., KpectoBHuKO, O. A. KpuMuHanuctmyeckas
meTogonorvs.  KpuMuHanMcTuKa: MHMOPMALMOHHbIE TEXHONOTUM  [10Ka3blBaHUA:  Y4eOHUK.
Mocksa, 2007, c. 30-105; MyxuH, I. H., VctotnH-®PegoTos, . B. KpumuHanucTuka: cospe-
MeHHble Npo6nembl, ICTOPUS 1 METOAONOTUA: Hay4yHO-MeToauueckoe nocobue. Mocksa, 2012,
c. 70-108; KoHoBanosa, B. E. lMpobnembl MeTOZoNOrMM B KPUMUHAAMCTUKE (hparMeHTbl
ncropumn). Cy4acHi npobnaeMn KPUMIHANICTUKN: MiKHap. HayK.-NpakT. KOH{., MpUCBAYeHOi
100-pivuto 3 gHA HapofkeHHa B. M. Konmakosa (27-28 Bepec. 2013 p., M. Opeca). Opeca,
2013, c. 180-182; Korytuy, I. I. MeTogonoriyHi npobnemn KpuMiHanicTuku: MoHorpadis: y
2 4. TepHoninb, 2015. Y. 1: Okpemi npo6nemu metogonorii KpumiHanictuku. 2015, c. 370.
NaspyxuH, C. B., KomsruHa, FO. C. OCHOBbI KpUMUHANMCTUYECKOW MeTOgZonorun: yyebHoe
nocobue. Mocksa, 2018, c. 4-17; JlanuH, E. C. dunocodus KpUMUHAAMCTUKK: y4ebHOe Noco-
6ve. Mocksa, 2019, c. 31-47 Ta iH.

5 Cokon, B. KO. Kpusuc 0TeyecTBEHHON KpUMWHAIMCTUKW: MoHorpadms. KpacHopap, 2017,
c. 332; 3axapues, C. W. MpodeccrmoHanbHas gedopmaums NpaBoCO3HaHUSA Y4eHbIX-HOpUCTOB.
BubnnoTeka KpuMuHanucTa. HayuHbliii XkypHan. 2015, Ne 1, c. 341 Ta iH.

6 AnekcaHgpos, A. C. CeMb CMEPTHbIX FPEXOB COBPEMEHHON KPUMUHASIMCTUKN. MexKayHapos-
Has Accoumaums MpoTusogeiicTBuo Mpasocyauto. <http://www.iuaj.net/node/342>.

7 [Oume.: KoryTuy, 1. . Okpemi MipkyBaHHs LWono Buknagy O. C. AnekcaHApoBWM ,,CynepeyHo-
cTeli Ta npobnem* cyyacHoi KpumiHanictukm 1. 1. KoryTud. BicHWK J1bBiBCbKOrO YHiBEpCUTETY.
2011, c. 353-365; ®ununnos, A. I'. O ctatbe npog. A. C. AnekcaHaposa ,,CeMb CMEPTHbIX rpe-
XOB COBPEMEHHOW KPUMUHANUCTUKK®. BeCTHUK KpuMuHanmc Tuku. 2010, Ne 3 (35), c. 63-66.

8 Kum, . B. MeTogbl MCTOPUKO-KPUMMHAIMCTUHECKOTO MO3HAHUS W UX PO/b B BbISBNEHWN
TeHAEHUWIA pa3BuTWS HayKu. VicTopusa rocygapcTsa v npasa. 2005, Ne 6, c. 2.
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ers that “ourcriminalistic is in crisis”, because “it gives knowledge not for acting,
but knowledge for its own sake™. G. A. Zorin, tried to systematize and analyze
criminalistics methods, in his work “Forensic methodology” claims that “with
the loss of marcsism-leninism as a all-conquering study criminalistics was “or-
phaned” from the ideological standpoint. Faded ideals of promised bright fu-
ture did not find adequate replacement for themselves. Pessimistic perspectives
of hopelessness have gradually started to push them out, dropped their wings
giving way to the forces of evil. Now criminalistics reminds a play, ripped by the
author, overfilled with doubtfulness, which reflects corridors of trick mirrors...
and different points of view on the problems that need to be solved?°,

So, consider the scientists, mentioned above to be undoubtedly talented
representatives of criminalistic science, but on our part of view, it's unaccept-
able to agree with the claim that criminalistics was “orphaned” from the ide-
ological standpoint with the loss of marcsism-leninism and of criminalistics
reminding “a play ripped by the author overfilled with doubtfulness, which re-
flects corridors of trick mirrors” etc.

From our point of view, this situation is largely due to the ability of many
problems of criminalistic methodology and should be discussed. So, the claim of
V. E. Konovaloval! is considered to be right and it is necessary to pay attention
tocriminalistic 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 sci-
entific fields and directions. It can contribute to definition and improvement of
methodology concept of certain disciplines. Because of that study of the dialecti-
cal methodology problem and its connection with methods of sectoral research,
including criminalistics is important for creating of methodological basis.

Analyzing the modern situation of criminalistics, A. A. Khrestovnikov an-
nounces about the necessity to review methodological mechanism of crimina-
listics as a science, which could directly serve and provide fight against crime

9 AnekcaHgpos, A. C. CypebHas NMHIBUCTMKA W cyfebHas KpUMUHaIUCTMKA. Mcnonb3oBaHue
OOCTUXKEHUA WHbIX HayK B KPUMMHAIUCTWKe: MaTepuanbl BCepocCMCKON HayuH.-npakT.
KOH(. € Mexp,. yyacTvem. 18-19 anpens 2008 r. KpacHogap, 2008, c. 3.

10 3opuH, I'. A. KpuMmnHanueTudyeckas meTogonorus. Muxck, 2000, ¢. 592, 593.

1 KoHosanosa, B. O. lMpobnemn MmeTomonorii ranyseBux Hayk (KpUMiHanbHe npaBo, KpuMi-
HanbHO-MpoLeCyabHe MpaBo, KpWMiHaNICTWKa, CyfoBa ekcrepTusa). paso Ta iHoBaLil.
2015, Ne 4 (12), c. 62.
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practice'2, As A. F. Lubina claims theoretical and methodological underdevel-
opment of criminalistics does not let it come it to the modern level of scientific
criminalistic technologies. If methodological rules exist in criminalistics, they
mostly were not formulated on purpose and were accepted not truly conscious-
ly, sometimes even “unconsciously”!3. These and other circumstances determine
the necessity of further fundamental development of criminalistic methodologi-
cal problem as one of the criminalistic research perspective directs.

It’s known that criminalistic methodology is based on dialectical approach.
So, materialistic dialectic determines not only world-view criminalistic re-
search principals and approaches, but also defines the common research direct,
criterions of criminalistic means and estimation of their using results. Dialec-
tical method helps to reveal the philosophical fact of the problems, which are
distinctive for criminalistics, to find out whicch role practice plays both in sci-
entific criminalistic research and investigators activity, based on recommenda-
tions and conclusions of forensic science.

The theory of cognition and reflection in considered to be the methodo-
logical basis of criminalistics. In fight against crime criminalistic science and
practice philosophical thesis about theory and practice unity, dialectical thesis
about substance ability for reflection, thesis about interconnection and inter-
sectionality between phenomenons play an important role.

During the crime investigation process, it’s necessary to analyze different
forms of reflection: starting with simple forms, connected to contact interac-
tion between two objects, continuing with psychophysical forms, when facts
and circumstances are reflected in consciousness of people!4. It should be
noted, that some scientists consider dialectical materialism as the only meth-
od of f criminalistical cognition. For example, V. G. Goncharenko sees dialec-
tic together with metaphysic, the value and the necessity of which lie in the
studying of research object in static, beyond the connections, through their
“deadening”, that means through “metaphysical method”. Without metaphysics
there will be nothing to study for dialectic. Without elements as they are there
is no movement, interconnection and interdependence, without ontology,

12 KpecToBHMKOB, O. A. CucTeMa MeTOAO0NOrMM KPUMUHAIUCTUKU. FocyaapcTBo v npaso. 2007,
Ne 9, c. 50.

3 Jly6uH, A. ®. MexaHu3M NpecTynHOW AesTenbHOCTU. MeTOAONOrMA KPUMUHANMCTUYECKOrO
nccnegosanus. Hosropog, 1997, c. 16; Ta iH.

14 BenkuH, P. C. Kypc KpuMuHanncTvku: Yue6. nocobue s By3oB. 3-e n3g. Mocksa, 2001, c. 228,
229.
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there is no gnoseology as V. G. Goncharenko!® thinks. Supporting this point
of view, E. V. Smahtin points out that along with dialectical approach there are
some other philosophical directions. As he thinks, a lot of definitions, lows and
principals of methodological grounding of any scientific work are within the
framework not just materialistic dialectic, but also metaphysics. Philosophical
method, based on dialectical imagination of the actual reality, is characterized
by comprehensiveness of consideration of subject of cognition; using the dia-
lectical categories in scientific research and other principals. Metaphysical cog-
nition of the reality consists in one-sided study of any process, phenomenon,
law conception through putting them into absolute form and considering them
beyond the connection with the actual reality.

It’s difficult to accept this claim, because gnoseology, revealing laws of cogni-
tion the reality, is based on dialectic, which can give the universal image of the
world, where phenomenon of the reality is considered in revealing interconnec-
tions, transfusion, fight between opposing trends. Metaphysics can be consid-
ered as an alternative for dialectical method just under certain conditions.

In an effort to give the whole finished study of world phenomenon, meta-
physics replaces its comprehensive scientific understanding by the mechanical
speculative construction of elements of the world. Today metaphysics is rather
setback for scientific research, because it's not able to understand and learn
qualitative changes from empirical to theoretical level of the reality cognition,
and in accordance it does not give the fully representation of research object,
and it cannot give objective picture of the world?6,

Studying these problems, N. P. Yablokov pointed out that materialistic de-
terminism effectively protects methodological mechanism of criminalistics
from pseudo-scientific devices, based on prejudices, mysticism and occult-
ism7. As criminalistic theory shows, the crime investigation practice protects,
but not always and not entirely safely.

In our opinion, the other side of this problem is connected with it, and men-
tioned scientists kept it in their mind, namely, that the wrong methodological
approach leads to breaching of methodological principals of criminalistics,

15 KpuminanicTuka. AkageMidHuii Kypc: nigpyyHuk | T. B. Bapdonomeesa, B. I'. OH4YapeHKo,
B. |. Bosipos Ta iH. 2011, c. 30.

[AuB.: NlyK'sHuMKoB, b. €., JlykaHumkos, €. [., MeTpses, C. FO. KpumiHanicTvka: HaB4anbHWi
NOCiBHMK B 2-X yacTuHax. Y. |: BcTyn o Kypcy KpumiHanicTuku. KpumiHanicTuyHa Tex-
Hika. Kuis, 2017, c. 374.

AuB.: KpumunHanucTtuka: yuebHuk / Mog pea. H. M. fA6nokosa. 3-e u3g., nepepab. Mocksa,
2005, c. 82.
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such as theory and practice unity, systematic approach, using other disciplines'
achievements in the criminalistic study!® etc. Furthermore, in criminalistic re-
search, the same is in practical activity of law enforcement bodies, unfortunate-
ly, admissibly criteria of using forensic and practical methods not always are
taken in account.

Criminalistic Methodology and Practical Directoin of Study

Analysis of scientific study shows that recently, especially during last twenty
years, criminalistics often goes in self-development and objectless theorifica-
tion. One example is proposal of the “novation” in creation and development
of different private criminalistic theories: criminalistic eidology (the theory of
forming, developing, practical use of the criminalistic ideas); criminalistic ca-
davrology (the study of dead bodies); criminalistic factology (criminalistic the-
ory about facts and systems); criminalistic heuristics (criminalistic theory about
processes of information transfigurations when it being searched, analyzed,
reworked, used in substandard criminalistic situations); criminalistic phenom-
enology (approach to crime as an original phenomenon, only one of its kind
phenomenon); criminalistic interpretation; criminalistic argumentation etc.

As G. A. Zorin thinks, it’s time to talk “in accordance to problem statement”
about the development of new criminalistic fields: criminalistics of prosecu-
tion, “cradle” of all other criminalistic fields; criminalistics of defense; crimina-
listics of criminal investigation; criminalistics of economic activity. Its possible
to go further and mark as forensic fields: criminalistics of murders (problems,
which penetrates all criminalistic sections) economical criminalistics (reflects
patterns of fantastical growth of economic crimes), transnational criminalis-
tics, transhoundary criminalistics®® etc.

We think that, it’s impossible to accept such proposals, because they con-
tradict the principals of scientific character, theory and practice unity. In this
connection V. P. Bahin asks the following question: “Criminalistics for crimina-
listics or for practice?”20. In our opinion, it’s obvious, that criminalistics, being
an applied science, should study patterns of objective reality not as goal in it-
self, but exclusively for solving tasks of revealing, investigating and preventing

18 Nue.: Oynos, A. B. MeTogonorvs KpUMUHaIMCTUKW. KpumuHanucTuka: yye6. nocobue / Mog
pen. A. B. fiynosa. MuHck, 1996, c. 31-36.

19 3opuH, . A. TeopeTnyecKe 0CHOBbI KpUMUHANMC T UKW, MuHck, 2000, c. 19, 20.

20 paxuH, B. M. KpumMuHanuctka Ans KPpUMWHAIUCTOB MMM AN MPaKTUKW? Ponb 1 3HaueHue
fesTensHocTu P. C. BenkuHa B CTaHOBNEHUM COBPEMEHHON KPUMUHAAUCTUKA: MeXAyHap.
Hayu. KoHd). Mocksa, 2002, c. 53-61.
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crimes. So there can’t be “clear”, abstractive theories, principals and concep-
tions in criminalistics, because any theoretical construction should have prag-
matic solution and service solving any given practical tasks. In criminalistics
science as a practice value of any theory, theoretical construction or conception
determines the practical direct.

So, the claim of V. Y. Coldina that in criminalistics, only theories, princi-
pals and definitions, which lead to optimization of fight against crime practical
activity and solving applied criminalistic tasks, have methodological value is
considered to be absolutely true?!. By supporting such approach, K. V. Kim?
marks that it’s very important to criminalistics for distinguish between content
of theoretical knowledge and methodological function of this science (right or-
ganization of subject's activity, cognizing and transforming reality) and crimi-
nalistic practice direction. Moreover, analysis of methodological functions of
criminalistic theory lets determine them more strictly and use them effectively
as instrument of criminalistic cognition and practice.

Methodological Problems of Criminalistic Language

The fact that the upsetting of methodological principals leads to “con-
tamination” of forensic language is obvious. Lately some forensic scientists
are proposing new terms, sometimes they are absurd, and their introduction
into scientific circulation is unreasonable, for example criminalistic cadav-
rology (A. A. Potasevich), criminalistic gipnology (V. A. Obrazcov), crimi-
nalistic psychology (V. A. Obrazcov, S. N. Bogomolova), “parametrization of
forensic methodology”, “typical retrospective modelling of crime activity”,
(A. A. Khrestovnikov, V. Y. Coldin), “substanceology”, “oerdology”, “oerdistics”,
“oerdological regulation”, “methodic of overcoming of certain crime types and
groups” (A. A. Kirichenko, K. V. Antonov) etc.

The arbitrary process of introduction of a new term in criminalistics is lead-
ing to inconsistence in names of criminalistic terms23. As R. S. Belkin thinks,
recently the capture of other disciplines by “trendy” time periods, which are

2 KonguH, B. A. KpumuHanucTuka: meTogonornyeckas ¢yHkums. HOpug. secTu. 2001, Ne 1,

c. 61-67.

Kum, K. B. AKTyanbHble Npobnembl MeTOLONOTMM COBETCKOW KPUMMHAIMCTUKW. BecTw.

Mock, yH-Ta. Cep. 11, Mpaso. 1986, No 3, c. 80, 81.

2 Pageubka, B. f1. MoBa Hayku KpuMiHanicTMKu: aBToped. AUC. KaHA. topua. Hayk: 12.00.09 /
Hay. akag, BHyTp, cnpas YkpaiHu. Xapkis, 2002, c. 1; MyxuH, . H., ViciotTuH-degoTos, [. B.
KpMUHanMCTVKa: CoBpeMeHHble MpPobnemMbl, UCTOPUA M MeTOAOMOTMA: HayYHO-MeToaunue-
cKoe noco6ue. Mockaa, 2012, c. 115-131.

22
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offered for application to replace generally accepted definitions, has become a
negative pattern. Such “modernization” does not contribute to its “unification”,
but, contrarily, brings confuse, artificiality, polysemy in the usage of terms. It's
necessary to react negatively on proposes of new terms introduction, if it is
not determined by necessity. The replacement of existing definition by a new
one warranted only when a new term means a new definition of a concept, the
which, meaning of has changed or is significantly specifying?-.

In the criminalistic literature?® it’s fairly noticed that there are such prob-
lem questions of terminology and criminalistic language as polysemy of terms;
double variation in the use of terms; inattention to the semantics of the word;
excessive emotional coloration of terms; violation of the logical sequence in
the formulating of the definitions; wrong transliteration; author’s interpreta-
tions; inconsistency between conceptual criterion and logical-stylistic organ-
ization, which leads to a violation of the logical connections of the term and
content in the text.

As R. S. Belkin rightly notes that introduction to criminalistic science of
a new term, borrowed from another field of knowledge, to refer to concepts
existing in criminalistic science, is permissible only in the following cases:
1) when this term means a new aspect of considering the old concept, that is,
in fact an appearance of a new definition (in another aspect, from a different
angle) of the object; 2) when a new term more correctly and more fully reflects
the definition of the concept used in the criminalistic science, in this case, new
terms replace the previously used ones; 3) when the separation of the concept,
connected with the previous term, occurred, and it no longer reflects the whole
concept as a whole. In this case, a new term is introduced to determine a sep-
arate part of the concept, and the old one is used to determine the part of the
concept that remains?6,

Taking into considerationmentioned above, we think, that nowdays the
problem of unification, standardization and codification of criminalistic terms
and the establishment of uniform wording is highly relevant. Theoretical stud-
ies of criminalistic science should be carried out in accordance with the norms
of the scientific style of the Ukrainian literary language, lexico-semantic norms,

2 BenkuH, P. C. Kypc kpuMuHanucTukn: B 3 1. T. 1: O6Las Teopust KpUMUHAIMCTUKK. MOCKBa,
1997, c. 275-277.

%5 Pageubka, B. 1. MoBa Haykv KpuMiHanicTuku: aBToped. AWC. KaHi. topui. Hayk: 12.00.09 /
Hau,. akag. BHyTp. cnpas YkpaiHu. Xapkis, 2002, c. 7.

2% BenkuH, P. C. Kypc kpuMuHanucTukn: B 3 1. T. 1: O6Las Teopust KpUMUHAIMCTUKK. MOCKBa,
1997, c. 275-277.
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taking into account their inherent features. The language of scientific sources
in criminalistic science should correspond with the principle of accessibility,
especially if it is designed for the primary perception of the provisions of foren-
sic science by the reader (for example, textbooks, encyclopedias, dictionaries).

The language of criminalistics is dynamic, and it is constantly developing.
In criminalistic science, the emergence of new terms or neologization of the
forensic language is determined by objective changes in modern life and it is a
natural process, reflecting the development of the Ukrainian language and the
language of science. In criminalistic science, the expansion of the range of used
concepts and definitions, the emergence of new terms and concepts are also
due to the active use of borrowed (foreign language) vocabulary, as well as in
the process of borrowing the achievements of other sciences by criminalistics.
To date, certain trends in the development of the scientific language of crimina-
listics have been identified and analyzed in detail by scientists and they require
a further research?’.

Criminalistical Methodologies and the Declarative
Nature of its Presentation

In the criminalistical literature, it is rightly noted that it's an anxious fact
that in a large flow of textbooks, sections of methodology, the general theo-
ry of criminalistic and individual theories are hardly indicated or completely
absent or have a purely declarative character. What is it? Absence of material,
misunderstanding, ignoring or other reasons? In addition, it is alarming that
during the past decade, according to published data, there has not been a single
dissertation defended on the methodology and general theory of criminalistics.
There is a legitimate question: why?

Analyzing the problems mentioned above, V. E. Konovalova?® correctly
notes that in the plan of criminalistic theory development, some controver-
sial issues relating to the science methodology are must be pointed out. If the
problem of the criminalistic subject still remains controversial, despite estab-
lished definitions, and becomes an obstacle every time, then the problem of
the after-days methodology does not cause any discussion, despite the fact that

27 NlanuH, E. C. ®unocous KpUMUHAIMCTUKK: yuebHoe nocobre. Mocksa, 2019, c. 90-100; My-
xuH, . H., UciotnH-degoTos, [. B. KpuMnHanMcTuka: COBPeMeHHbIe NpobnemMbl, UCTOPUSA 1
MeTOfON0rMA: Hay4YHO-MeToAMYeckoe nocobre. Mocksa, 2012, c. 115-131.

28 KoHoBasoBa, B. E. HoBble TeHAEHLMW pasBUTUS KPUMUHANUCTUKWU. Teopis Ta npakTuka
Cy/A0BOI eKcnepTu3n i KpuMiHanicTuku: 36. Hayk.-NpakT. matepianis / Pea- kon.: M. 1. Lium-
6an, B. 0. LLeniTtbko, /1. M. F0noBYeHKO Ta iH. Xapkis, 2006. Bun. 6, c. 11-16.
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the forensic methodology does not really exist. Those systems of methods that
have a separate character can be easily transferred to scientific laws, supposedly
absorbed by the dialectical method, and in their essence they are categories of
formal logic. Offered as universal methods of cognition, the fact of which is
the methodology, they focus on such postulates as measurement, comparison,
modeling, etc.

Regarding the debatable problems of criminalistic examination methodo-
logy, V. E. Konovalova notes that we find separate attempts to find our own
methodology in the studies, dedicated to criminalistic examination. In studies
of the theory and methodology of criminalistic examination, it is often called a
complex of various types of examinations and their methods of expert activity
methodology. There is also a substitution of concepts (a set of methods) with
the name of the methodology of expert research, that is a new idea, which im-
mediately dissolves in individual methods of specific types of expert analysis?®.
The study of the theoretical problems of criminalistic examination revealed an-
other idea - to approach the methodology of criminalistic examination with
the cognitive fact of such a category as “abstract and concrete”, declaring the last
one as the methodological basis of the theory of criminalistic examination30,
So, talking about the cognitive nature of the mentioned category, the author
reduces it to the traditional sequence of expert research (analysis, comparative
research, synthesis), which is not manifested in interaction with other catego-
ries of dialectics, performing a variety of functions during expert research. The
wish to name those that methods (separate studies) by the term “methodology”
also occurs in other works.

We consider it to be necessary to pay special attention on another impor-
tant problem that now remains debatable in the criminalistical literature. It is
the issue of classification and systematization of criminalistic methods.

In our opinion, the most acceptable and successful classification is the one
of the methods of R. S. Belkin3!, who proposed a three-level system of cri-
minalistic methods: 1) a general method of criminalistical science; 2) general
scientific methods; 3) a system of special criminalistical techniques.

29 CimakoBa-EdpemsH, E. b. Teopist i METOZLONOri KOMMNEKCHOT EKCNEPTH3W KOHTaKTHO-
cnifoBoT B3aemogii 06’ekTiB: MoHorpadis. Xapkis, 2004, c. 176.

30 CepHes, B. B. Bocxox/eHue 0T abCTPaKTHOTO K KOHKPETHOMY Kak (hyHAaMeHTasbHbI MeTO
3KCNEPTHOro No3HaHwus. KpuMuHanncTe nepeoneyaTHbIiA. Xapbkos, 2012, Ne 5, ¢. 122-131.

31 BenkuH, P. C. Kypc KpuMMHanMCTVKM: Yue6. mocobue ans By3oB. 3-e u3d. Mocksa, 2001,
c. 221-227.
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At the same time, in modern criminalistic literature32 there are true, in our
opinion, objections to the name and the term “general method of criminalis-
tics”. Analyzing these proposals, we think, first of all, that it is hardly reasonable
to consider the dialectical method as a general method of criminalistics, be-
cause its connection with the system of methods of a separate science is more
complex. So, in view of its all-generality and the unification in it of such cog-
nitive principles, units which are universal, it serves as a foundation on the
basis of which a system of methods of individual sciences is developed. The
dialectical method is basic for many sciences, including criminalistic science.
That’s why, the dialectic method is implemented in the system of methods of
individual sciences, therefore, the level of development of the science metho-
dology is viewed according to the compliance of the system of its methods with
the basic provisions and requirements of the dialectical method.

Conclusions

In conclusion, it should be noted that none of the above mentioned meth-
ods can be absolutized, transformed into the only possible one, taken separately
from others, cannot lead to the full success of such research. Only the totality,
the system of these methods can ensure the achievement of truth. The theory
of knowledge, the theory of reflection, the methods of dialectical and formal
logic, and other scientific methods based on them are used in dialectical unity
and interconnection3®, All of them in total form a complex system of methods
of scientific knowledge in criminalistic.

The tendency in the development of the criminalistic methodology should
be reflected in the development of the general provisions of the cognitive the-
ory, its categories in adapting to the concepts of criminalistics. Such adapta-
tions have already been presented by studies of the theory of identification and
its individual structures in accordance with the provisions of the criminalistic
technique and tactics34. Besides, the further improvement of the criminalistic

32 Kypc KpumuHanuctukum: O6uias vactb | OTB. ped. B. E. KopHoyxoB. Mocksa, 2000, c. 24;
Llinbmak, O. M. Knacudikauis MeTogiB KpUMiHanicTUKL y BifNOBIAHOCTI 40 PiBHIB Ni3HaH-
He. My6niyHe npaso. 2016, c. 185-192.

LWeniTbko, B. KO. MeToan KpumiHanicTuku. KpumiHanicTvka : nigpyyHuk: y 2 7. T. 1/ B. 1O.
LLeniTbko, B. O. KoHoBanoBga, B. A. XXypasenb, B. M. LLleBuyk Ta iH.: 3a peg. B. HO. LUeniTbka.
Xapkis, 2019, c. 14-19.

KoHoBanosa, B. E. HoBble TeHAEHLUMM pa3BUTUS KPUMUHANUCTWKW. Teopia Ta npakTuka
CyA0BOI eKCnepTu3n i KpUMiHanicTuky : 36. HayK.-nNpakT. MaTepianis. Xapkis, 2006, Bun. 6, c.
11-16.

33

34
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methodology should be associated with the expansion of the base of its sepa-
rate methodology through the use of so-called “inter-scientific integrators” and
the formation on their basis of separate integrative forensic theories, within
which effective practical recommendations should be developed. So, nowdays,
a criminalistic integrative function requires further research, the usage of sys-
tem-structural, active, functional, technological approaches, strengthening the
practical focus of criminalistic research, will raise the modern crime-list to a
qualitatively new level of development.

METOAO0N0I A KPUMNHAJTTUCTUKN: ANCKYCCUN,
TEHAEHLUWNW, MEPCIMNEKTWBbI

LLleBuyK BukTtop

AHHOTauma

B cTaTbe WCCneaytoTcsl AUCKYCCHUOHHbIE NMPOGAEMbI METOAOMOMMN KPUMUA-
Ha/IMCTUKW, aHATN3MPYIOTCS TEHAEHLWWM UM MepcreKTUBbLI ee pasBuTuMs. Onpe-
JEeNnseTcsl, uTo CTaHOB/EHWE W COBPEMEHHOE PasBUTHE KPUMUHAMMCTUKA Kak
CaMOCTOSITENIbHO HayKW 3aKOHOMEPHO CBS3aHO C (DOPMMPOBAHWEM CUCTEMbI
METOZ0B HayuyHOro MO3HaHMs, KOTOpble OMPefenstoTcs W 06YCMaBINBAOTCS
KOMMNEKCOM 3aflay, PeLlaemMbiX KPUMUHATIMCTUKOW, ee (yHKUMAMW U Lens-
MU. HeBO3MOXHO o06ecneunTb AanbHelillee pasBUTHE KPUMUHANUCTUYECKON
HayKu, He UMest 1 He WCMOoMb3ys /1S 3TOT0 HeoBXoAMUMble METOAbl HayYHOro
nosHaHus. OfHako B rocnefHee BpeMms B KPUMWUHAZMCTUYECKON nuTepaType
MOSIBNISKOTCS NPOTWUBOMONOXKHbLIE MHEHUS U MOAXOAbl OTHOCUTENLHO OTAeNb-
HbIX BOMPOCOB METOZAOMOMMM KPUMWUHANUCTUKK, KOTOPble MMEKOT AWCKYCCHU-
OHHbIA XapakTep.

OGOCHOBbIBAETCS, YTO HEMpaBU/bHbLIA METOAOMOrMYECKUiA Noaxog npu-
BOAWT K HApYLUEHWHO METOAOMOTMYECKMX MPUHLMMOB  KPUMUHAIUCTUKMN.
Kpome TOro, B KQUMMHAIUCTUYECKUX MCCMEfOBAHUAX, KaK U B MPaKTUYeCKoi
JeSTeNbHOCTW, K COXa/eHWo, He BCErfa YYMTbIBAlOTCA KPUTEpUM LOMYCTU-
MOCTU WCMONb30BAaHWSI METOfI0B KPUMUHANUCTUAKM 1 METOAOB MpaKTuue-
CKOI fiesTenbHOCTU. B mocneaHee BpeMs KPUMWUHATUCTUKA HEPEAKO 3aX0auT
B camopasBuTie U 6GecrpegMeTHOe TeOopeTM3MpoBaHUs. Hepeako BCTpeya-
tOTCA NPEe/IOKEHUs, «HOBaLWMM» MO CO3JAHMK0 W Pa3paboTKe pasfnUHbIX
YaCTHbIX KPUMUHAIUCTUYECKUX TEOpWid, KOTOpble AaneKo TaKoBbIMU He SiB-
NAtOTCA. APryMeHTUPYeTCsl, YTO B KPUMMUHAIMCTUKE BCSKOE TEOPETHYECKOe
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MOCTPOEHUE AO/MKHO MMETb MPaKTUYECKWA BbIXOf, 06ecrneumBaTh peLLeHUue
MpaKTUYECKMX 3afau.

Cpean  OMCKYCCUOHHbIX Mpo6neM  (hOpMMPOBaHWS  METOAO0I0MMYECKUX
OCHOB KPUMWMH/IMCTMKM 0OCOO0E 3Ha4eHMe CerogHs MnpuobpeTaroT BOMPOChI
A3blKa KPUMUHAIMCTUKM U MOSB/IEHNS! TaK Ha3blBAEMbIX «HOBbLIX» KPUMMU-
Ha/IMCTUYECKMX TEPMMHOB. B mocnegHee BpeMsi HEKOTOPbIE Y4eHble-KPUMU-
HaNMCTbl MpeAnaraloT HOBble TEPMUHbI, KOTOpPble abcypAHbl, U WX BBeAEHMWE
B HayuHblli 060pOT HEO60CHOBaHHO. HapylleHvWe NpUHLUWMNOB MeTOAO/0-
rMM NPUBOAWT K 3aCOPEHMI0 fA3blKa KPUMUHAINCTUKU. [03TOMY BecbMa aK-
TyanbHON cerofHs sBAseTca npo6nemMa YHWU(MKaUMK, CTaH4apTusaumm u
KOAUGMKALUM  KPUMUHA/IMCTUYECKUX  TEPMUHOB, YCTaHOB/IEHME  eAUHBIX
(hOpMYy/IMPOBOK.

CoBepLUEHCTBOBaHNE METOAOMOMMN KPUMUHAIMCTUKA, MO MHEHUKO aBTo-
pa, HeobXxoaMMO CBA3bIBaTb C AasbHENLLEe pa3paboTKol 0BLUMX MONOXKEHWI
TEopUM MO3HaHWSA, ee KaTeropui, ajanTauuu K KOHLENUWsSM KpUMUHaIU-
CTMKW, (HOPMMUPOBAHME HA 3TON OCHOBE OTAEMbHbLIX WHTErPaTUBHbLIX Kpu-
MWUHA/IMCTUYECKMX TEOPWiA, B pamKax KOTOPbIX W [O/MKHbI pa3pabaTbiBaTbCs
[eCTBEHHbIE MPaKTUYeCKue pekomeHgaumn. CerofHs [AasbHeRlunx uccne-
[oBaHUl TpebyeT WHTerpaTuMBHas (YHKUMA KPUMUHAIUCTUKW, MPUMEHEHNS
CUCTEMHO-CTPYKTYPHOTO,  [eATeNIbHOCTHOr0,  (DYHKLMOHANLHOIO, TeXHOMOo-
FMYECKOro MoAxofoB, YCUNEHWe MpPaKTUYECKOW HamnpaB/ieHHOCTU KPUMUHA-
JINCTUYECKMX WCCNEeLOBaHWA, KOTOpble MOAHUMYT COBPEMEHHYHO HayKy Ha
Ka4yecTBEHHO HOBbI/ ypoBeHb pa3BUTUSA. ChOpMynMpPOBaHbl Hay4yHble MOAXO-
Obl N NPeAnoXeHUs Mo peLleHn0 0603HaYeHHbIX AUCKYCCUOHHBIX Mpo6/iem
METOA0M0MMN KPUMUHATIUCTUKM.

KntoueBble cnoBa: MeTOAOM0MMSI KPUMUHAIMCTUKM, METOfbI KPUMUHAIN-
CTUKW, METOAbl MPaKTUYECKON AeATeNbHOCTM, METOAOM0rMYeckue NpUHLMNGI
KPUMUHANMCTUKKN, METOLO0MIOMMS  KPUMUHIMCTUYECKUX UCCEef0BaHUMA, WUH-
TerpaTuBHas (OyHKLMS KPUMUHAINCTUKM.
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KRIMINALISTIKOS METODOLOGIJA: DISKUSIJOS,
TENDENCIJOS, PERSPEKTYVOS

Shevchuk Viktor

Santrauka

Straipsnyje pristatomi Siuolaikinés kriminalistikos vystymosi ir tendenci-
ju diskusiniai aspektai, pateikiamos jos tolimesnio vystymosi perspektyvos bei
prognozeés. Autorius iSkelia klausima, ar tinkamai yra naudojami kriminalisti-
kos metodai, ar kriminalistikos mokslas nepasidavé savieigai, kuri iSkreipia jo
esme ir turinj. Autorius dar kartg jrodo, kad kriminalistikos moksle kiekviena
naujove ir sitlymai turi bati pagrjsti praktinio pritaikomumo analize, uztikri-
nant leistinumo, patikimumo ir kity kriminalistikos metodais taikomy princi-
py laikymasi ir jgyvendinima.

Pagrindinés sgvokos: kriminalistikos metodologija, kriminalistikos meto-
dai, praktinés veiklos metodai, metodiniai kriminalistikos principai, krimina-
listiniy tyrimy metodologija.
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