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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 development1. Among them, the effects of integration process, 

1 Шепітько, В. Ю. Сучасний стан та розвиток криміналістики. Правова доктрина України: 
у 5 т. 2013, Кримінально-правові науки в Україні: стан, проблеми та шляхи розвитку /
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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 developed2.

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

за заг. ред. В. Я. Тація, В. I. Борисова, с. 874; Кендзерска, Г. Меандры криминалистики 
XXI века. Криминалистика и судебная экспертиза: наука, обучение, практика. Vilnius: 
Charkovas, 2013, Ч. II, с. 45-58; Textbook of criminalistics I ed.: H. Malevski, V. Shepitko. W. 1 
: General Theory. Kharkiv, 2016, p. 159-173.

2 Лукашевич, В. Г. До поняття криміналістичної методології. Актуальні проблеми кримі
налістики: матеріали міжнар. наук.-практ. конф., 25-26 верес. 2003 р. Харків, 2003, с. 31.

3 Крестовников, О. А. Системно-деятельностный подход как основание методологиче
ских программ в научных криминалистических исследованиях. Теория и практика су
дебной экспертизы. 2018, Том 13, № 2, с. 28. 
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appeared in criminalistical literature4. Moreover, in the criminalistics literature 
during last twenty years certain scientists have often mentioned about some 
“contradictions and problems” in criminalistic research5, 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 problem7.

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 Головин, А. Ю. Еще раз к вопросу о методологии криминалистики. Уголовно-процессу
альные и криминалистические чтения на Алтае: Материалы ежегод. межрегион. конф., 
посвящ. памяти Заслуж. юриста РФ, проф. Тихонова E. Н. Барнаул: Изд-во Алтайск. 
ун-та, 2008, Вып. 7-8, с. 87-90; Колдин, В. Я., Крестовнико, О. А. Криминалистическая 
методология. Криминалистика: информационные технологии доказывания: учебник. 
Москва, 2007, с. 30-105; Мухин, Г. Н., Исютин-Федотов, Д. В. Криминалистика: совре
менные проблемы, история и методология: научно-методическое пособие. Москва, 2012, 
с. 70-108; Коновалова, В. Е. Проблемы методологии в криминалистике (фрагменты 
истории). Сучасні проблеми криміналістики: міжнар. наук.-практ. конф., присвяченої 
100-річчю з дня народження В. П. Колмакова (27-28 верес. 2013 р., м. Одеса). Одеса, 
2013, с. 180-182; Когутич, І. І. Методологічні проблеми криміналістики: монографія: у 
2 ч. Тернопіль, 2015. Ч. 1: Окремі проблеми методології криміналістики. 2015, с. 370. 
Лаврухин, С. В., Комягина, Ю. С. Основы криминалистической методологии: учебное 
пособие. Москва, 2018, с. 4-17; Лапин, Е. С. Философия криминалистики: учебное посо
бие. Москва, 2019, с. 31-47 та ін.

5 Сокол, В. Ю. Кризис отечественной криминалистики: монография. Краснодар, 2017, 
с. 332; Захарцев, С. И. Профессиональная деформация правосознания ученых-юристов. 
Библиотека криминалиста. Научный журнал. 2015, № 1, с. 341 та ін.

6 Александров, А. С. Семь смертных грехов современной криминалистики. Международ
ная Ассоциация Противодействию Правосудию. <http://www.iuaj.net/node/342>.

7 Див.: Когутич, І. І. Окремі міркування щодо викладу О. С. Александровим „суперечно
стей та проблем“ сучасної криміналістики І. І. Когутич. Вісник Львівського університету. 
2011, с. 353-365; Филиппов, А. Г. О статье проф. А. С. Александрова „Семь смертных гре
хов современной криминалистики“. Вестник криминалистики. 2010, № 3 (35), с. 63-66.

8 Ким, Д. В. Методы историко-криминалистического познания и их роль в выявлении 
тенденций развития науки. История государства и права. 2005, № 6, с. 2. 
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ers that “ourcriminalistic is in crisis”, because “it gives knowledge not for acting, 
but knowledge for its own sake”9. 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 solved10.

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. Konovalova11 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 Александров, А. С. Судебная лингвистика и судебная криминалистика. Использование 
достижений иных наук в криминалистике: материалы Всероссийской научн.-практ. 
конф. с межд. участием. 18-19 апреля 2008 г. Краснодар, 2008, с. 3.

10 Зорин, Г. А. Криминалистическая методология. Минск, 2000, с. 592, 593.
11 Коновалова, В. О. Проблеми методології галузевих наук (кримінальне право, кримі

нально-процесуальне право, криміналістика, судова експертиза). Право та іновації. 
2015, № 4 (12), с. 62. 
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practice12. 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”13. These and other circumstances determine 
the necessity of further fundamental development of criminalistic methodologi
cal problem as one of the criminalistic research perspective directs.

12 Крестовников, О. А. Система методологии криминалистики. Государство и право. 2007, 
№ 9, с. 50.

13 Лубин, А. Ф. Механизм преступной деятельности. Методология криминалистического 
исследования. Новгород, 1997, с. 16; та ін.

14 Белкин, Р. С. Курс криминалистики: Учеб. пособие для вузов. 3-е изд. Москва, 2001, с. 228, 
229.

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 people14. 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, 
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there is no gnoseology as V. G. Goncharenko15 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.

15 Криміналістика. Академічний курс: підручник І T. В. Варфоломеева, В. Г. Гончаренко, 
В. I. Бояров та ін. 2011, с. 30.

16 Див.: Лук'янчиков, Б. Є., Лукянчиков, Є. Д., Петряев, С. Ю. Криміналістика: навчальний 
посібник в 2-х частинах. Ч. І: Вступ до курсу криміналістики. Криміналістична тех
ніка. Київ, 2017, с. 374.

17 Див.: Криминалистика: учебник / Под ред. Н. П. Яблокова. 3-е изд., перераб. Москва, 
2005, с. 82.

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 world16.

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
ism17. 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, 
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such as theory and practice unity, systematic approach, using other disciplines' 
achievements in the criminalistic study18 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.

18 Див.: Дулов, А. В. Методология криминалистики. Криминалистика: учеб. пособие / Под 
ред. А. В. Дулова. Минск, 1996, с. 31-36.

19 Зорин, Г. А. Теоретические основы криминалистики. Минск, 2000, с. 19, 20.
20 Бахин, В. П. Криминалистика для криминалистов или для практики? Роль и значение 

деятельности Р. С. Белкина в становлении современной криминалистики: междунар. 
науч. конф. Москва, 2002, с. 53-61.

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, transboundary criminalistics19 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 
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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 true21. By supporting such approach, К. V. Kim22 
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.

21 Колдин, В. Я. Криминалистика: методологическая функция. Юрид. вести. 2001, № 1, 
с. 61-67.

22 Ким, К. В. Актуальные проблемы методологии советской криминалистики. Вести. 
Моск, ун-та. Cep. 11, Право. 1986, No 3, с. 80, 81.

23 Радецька, В. Я. Мова науки криміналістики: автореф. дис. канд. юрид. наук: 12.00.09 / 
Нац. акад, внутр, справ України. Харків, 2002, c. 1; Мухин, Г. Н., Исютин-Федотов, Д. В. 
Криминалистика: современные проблемы, история и методология: научно-методиче
ское пособие. Москва, 2012, с. 115-131.

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, К. 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 
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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 specifying24.

24 Белкин, P. С. Курс криминалистики: В 3 т. T. 1: Общая теория криминалистики. Москва, 
1997, с. 275-277.

25 Радецька, В. Я. Мова науки криміналістики: автореф. дис. канд. юрид. наук: 12.00.09 / 
Нац. акад. внутр. справ України. Харків, 2002, c. 7.

26 Белкин, P. С. Курс криминалистики: В 3 т. T. 1: Общая теория криминалистики. Москва, 
1997, с. 275-277.

In the criminalistic literature25 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 remains26.

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, 
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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 research27.

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. Konovalova28 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 Лапин, E. С. Философия криминалистики: учебное пособие. Москва, 2019, с. 90-100; Му
хин, Г. Н., Исютин-Федотов, Д. В. Криминалистика: современные проблемы, история и 
методология: научно-методическое пособие. Москва, 2012, с. 115-131.

28 Коновалова, В. Е. Новые тенденции развития криминалистики. Теорія та практика 
судової експертизи і криміналістики: зб. наук.-практ. матеріалів / Ред- кол.: М. Л. Цим
бал, В. Ю. Шепітько, Л. М. Головченко та ін. Харків, 2006. Вип. 6, с. 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 analysis29. 
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.

29 Сімакова-Єфремян, E. Б. Теорія і методологія комплексної експертизи контактно-
слідової взаємодії об’єктів: монографія. Харків, 2004, с. 176.

30 Седнев, В. В. Восхождение от абстрактного к конкретному как фундаментальный метод
экспертного познания. Криминалисте первопечатный. Харьков, 2012, № 5, с. 122-131.

31 Белкин, Р. С. Курс криминалистики: Учеб. пособие для вузов. 3-е изд. Москва, 2001, 
с. 221-227.

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. Belkin31, 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.
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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.

32 Курс криминалистики: Общая часть I Отв. ред. В. Е. Корноухов. Москва, 2000, с. 24; 
Цільмак, О. М. Класифікація методів криміналістики у відповідності до рівнів пізнан
ня. Публічне право. 2016, с. 185-192.

33 Шепітько, В. Ю. Методи криміналістики. Криміналістика : підручник: у 2 т. Т. 1 / В. Ю. 
Шепітько, В. О. Коновалова, В. А. Журавель, В. М. Шевчук та ін.: за ред. В. Ю. Шепітька. 
Харків, 2019, с. 14-19.

34 Коновалова, В. Е. Новые тенденции развития криминалистики. Теорія та практика 
судової експертизи і криміналістики : зб. наук.-практ. матеріалів. Харків, 2006, Вип. 6, с. 
11-16.

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 interconnection33. 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 
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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.

МЕТОДОЛОГИЯ КРИМИНАЛИСТИКИ: ДИСКУССИИ, 
ТЕНДЕНЦИИ, ПЕРСПЕКТИВЫ

Шевчук Виктор

Аннотация

В статье исследуются дискуссионные проблемы методологии крими
налистики, анализируются тенденции и перспективы ее развития. Опре
деляется, что становление и современное развитие криминалистики как 
самостоятельной науки закономерно связано с формированием системы 
методов научного познания, которые определяются и обуславливаются 
комплексом задач, решаемых криминалистикой, ее функциями и целя
ми. Невозможно обеспечить дальнейшее развитие криминалистической 
науки, не имея и не используя для этого необходимые методы научного 
познания. Однако в последнее время в криминалистической литературе 
появляются противоположные мнения и подходы относительно отдель
ных вопросов методологии криминалистики, которые имеют дискусси
онный характер.

Обосновывается, что неправильный методологический подход при
водит к нарушению методологических принципов криминалистики. 
Кроме того, в криминалистических исследованиях, как и в практической 
деятельности, к сожалению, не всегда учитываются критерии допусти
мости использования методов криминалистики и методов практиче
ской деятельности. В последнее время криминалистика нередко заходит 
в саморазвитие и беспредметное теоретизирования. Нередко встреча
ются предложения, «новации» по созданию и разработке различных 
частных криминалистических теорий, которые далеко таковыми не яв
ляются. Аргументируется, что в криминалистике всякое теоретическое 
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построение должно иметь практический выход, обеспечивать решение 
практических задач.

Среди дискуссионных проблем формирования методологических 
основ криминалистики особое значение сегодня приобретают вопросы 
языка криминалистики и появления так называемых «новых» крими
налистических терминов. В последнее время некоторые ученые-крими
налисты предлагают новые термины, которые абсурдны, и их введение 
в научный оборот необоснованно. Нарушение принципов методоло
гии приводит к засорению языка криминалистики. Поэтому весьма ак
туальной сегодня является проблема унификации, стандартизации и 
кодификации криминалистических терминов, установление единых 
формулировок.

Совершенствование методологии криминалистики, по мнению авто
ра, необходимо связывать с дальнейшей разработкой общих положений 
теории познания, ее категорий, адаптации к концепциям криминали
стики, формирование на этой основе отдельных интегративных кри
миналистических теорий, в рамках которых и должны разрабатываться 
действенные практические рекомендации. Сегодня дальнейших иссле
дований требует интегративная функция криминалистики, применения 
системно-структурного, деятельностного, функционального, техноло
гического подходов, усиление практической направленности кримина
листических исследований, которые поднимут современную науку на 
качественно новый уровень развития. Сформулированы научные подхо
ды и предложения по решению обозначенных дискуссионных проблем 
методологии криминалистики.

Ключевые слова: методология криминалистики, методы криминали
стики, методы практической деятельности, методологические принципы 
криминалистики, методология криминалистических исследований, ин
тегративная функция криминалистики.
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KRIMINALISTIKOS METODOLOGIJA: DISKUSIJOS, 
TENDENCIJOS, PERSPEKTYVOS

Shevchuk Viktor

Santrauka

Straipsnyje pristatomi šiuolaikinės kriminalistikos vystymosi ir tendenci
jų diskusiniai aspektai, pateikiamos jos tolimesnio vystymosi perspektyvos bei 
prognozės. Autorius iškelia klausimą, ar tinkamai yra naudojami kriminalisti
kos metodai, ar kriminalistikos mokslas nepasidavė savieigai, kuri iškreipia jo 
esmę ir turinį. Autorius dar kartą įrodo, kad kriminalistikos moksle kiekviena 
naujovė ir siūlymai turi būti pagrįsti praktinio pritaikomumo analize, užtikri
nant leistinumo, patikimumo ir kitų kriminalistikos metodais taikomų princi
pų laikymąsi ir įgyvendinimą.

Pagrindinės sąvokos: kriminalistikos metodologija, kriminalistikos meto
dai, praktinės veiklos metodai, metodiniai kriminalistikos principai, krimina
listinių tyrimų metodologija.
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