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Abstract 
The article focuses on the problematics of the theory and 

methodology of criminalistics in regard to the legacy of a 
distinguished scientist, pedagogue and publicist R. S. B lkin in the 
occasion of his 95th birthday. This work presents the development 
of opinions on theory, methodology and the methodology system 
of the scientific knowledge in criminalistics. It also describes 
general characteristics of present condition of the development of 
criminalistic science and practice with the focus on the needs and 

transfer of scientific knowledge in the conditions of criminalistic, forensic and legal practice. In the 
end, it offers new point of views on the methods of criminalistic science and practice in regard to the 
development of police and security sciences. 
Keywords: criminalistics (science, practice); theory, methodology, scientific knowledge, need, and 
transfer of scientific knowledge 

 
 

Problem statement 
 
5 years ago Professor Rafael Samuejlovic B lkin, a Doctor of Legal Sciences, an outstanding 

scientist, educator and journalist, was born. He based his scientific work on the theory and 
methodology of criminalistics, forensic and security disciplines and criminal procedural law through 
his ideas of a modern concept of forensic science and expertise and has influenced generations of 
scientists in the field of proving criminal activity, criminalistics and forensic science, not only in 
Russia, but also in other countries where he has been teaching. 

  

 

Prof. Rafael Samuejlovi  B lkin, DrSc.,  
a deserving scientist of the Russian Federation (1922-2001) 
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On 22 - 23 November 2017 in Moscow at the O.E. Kutafin Moscow State University of Law, 
Institute of Forensic Expertise, in cooperation with the Law Faculty of the M.B. Lomonosova Moscow 
State University, there was an international scientific and practical conference on: “The Current 
Development of Criminalistic and Forensic Expertise, as an Implementation of R. S. B lkin's Ideas, 
on the 95th Anniversary of the Birth of a Scientist, Educator and Journalist", held in his memory. It 
focused on the following problematic areas: 

  
1. The scientific heritage of Professor R.S. B lkin and modern criminalistics problems. 
2. Criminalistics and evidence of criminal activity. 
3. R.S. B lkin and contemporary problems of theory and practice in the field of judicial expertise. 
 

 
Prof. Rafael Samuejlovi  B lkin, DrSc., in a friendly "criminalistic" talk with the author 

of a statement at a meeting of the Institute of Criminalistics in Bratislava (1983) 
 
Development of opinions on the theory, 
methodology and system of criminalistic 
methods 

When examining these questions, one 
cannot forget the most important scientific 
knowledge created by the Russian School of 
Criminalistics, headed by the prominent 
criminalistic theorist prof. R. S. B lkin [1]. 

The methodological problems of 
criminalistics are far from exhausted, both 
from the point of view of the gnoseological 
nature of their methods and their 
particularities. We believe that they could not 
be exhausted in the past, present, and will not 
be exhausted in the future. In the objective 
reality, i.e. in the process, preparation, 
committing, detecting, investigating and 
preventing crime, new aspects, sites, tasks, 
situations that need to be addressed by 
existing and continually emerging methods, 

resources and procedures can be noted. In 
other words, the existing and emerging needs 
of forensic practice require new scientific 
knowledge, which in many cases will need to 
be acquired through new criminal methods, 
and a new scientific methodology of 
criminology. 

In assessing the methods and methodology 
of criminalistics, it is necessary first to 
distinguish the methods of scientific 
criminalistic investigations within the subject 
of forensic science and the methods of 
forensic practice in the process of detecting 
and investigating a criminal offense [2, 3, 4, 
5]. One of the constant and up-to-date 
methodological problems is the clarification of 
the relation between the theoretical and 
empirical level of the methodology of 
criminalistics, especially when assessing the 
tasks of theoretical and practical criminalistic 
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research. Criminalistic theory examines the 
essential legal context of criminalistic objects 
and processes. Criminalistic practice examines 
the process of reflection and knowledge of 
individual events and objects. There is a 
significant difference between theoretical and 
practical knowledge even if the same methods 
are used from the gnoseological point of view: 
observation, analysis, hypothesis, induction, 
deduction, modeling etc. This difference is 
conditioned by the nature of the objects and 
the conditions of the cognitive activity of the 
subject (scientific - detection and investigative 
activities). 

 
Criminalistic science methods 

 
General scientific methods of 

criminologists are: observation, measure-
ment, description, comparison, experiment, 
modeling and mathematical methods of 
investigation. These general methods in the 
system of criminalistic methods do not differ 
in their gnoseological nature from the general 
methods of other sciences, but they are 
characterized by certain peculiarities which 
depend on the laws that form the subject of 
forensic science. 

Special methods of forensic science are 
methods, of which the area of knowledge is 
limited only to the rules of a particular 
science, that is to say, in the case of 
criminalistics on the subject of forensic 
science. It also states that special methods of 
criminalistics are divided into those which are 
the exclusive product of criminalistics for the 
investigation of its own objects of objective 
reality (crime, its mechanism, individual types 
of traces etc.) and special methods of other 
sciences used by criminalistics. Thus, we 
recognize (a) our own forensic methods and 
(b) special methods of other sciences. 

a) Own methods of criminalistics 
consist of: 
- a group of technical methods of forensics 

(various methods of searching, fixation, 
documentation and investigation of 
criminalistic traces of individual types of 
crimes), which are the creative 
criminalistic application of special 
methods of other disciplines,  

- structural forensic methods to create 
certain functional systems with a specific 
degree of integrity, such as an investigation 
planning system, a system of tactical 
tracking techniques, systems of 

apprehending, collecting and evaluating 
crime information, the mode of committing 
and its components, formulation and 
review of investigations, etc. 

 
b) Special methods of other sciences: 
- Most often, in the field of forensic 

science, physical, chemical, biological, 
sociological, statistical, 
anthropological, and some modern 
methods are used: biomechanical, 
cybernetic etc. 

 It is also necessary to explore the 
development of its methodology 
(methods, methodologies, means, 
procedures and operations) for the 
development of the knowledge 
potential of forensic science. He states 
that the development of forensic 
science is accompanied by the 
improvement of all its methods, 
especially their special methods (of 
their own and of other disciplines). 
These are the following: 

1. Based on already existing methods of 
criminalistics or other sciences that are 
creatively applied, 

2. Based on an analysis of the investigation 
process that led to new findings, 

3. Based on a stated objective which cannot 
be achieved by the existing system of 
forensic methods [2]. 

 
Methods of criminalistic practice  

 
First of all, it is necessary to distinguish the 

methods of forensic science and the methods 
of the practice of detecting and investigating 
criminal offenses. This is due to the fact that 
the practical work of law enforcement bodies, 
judges, experts and expert bodies differs in 
terms of their content, objectives, means, 
conditions, and objects from scientific 
research in the field of forensic science. 
However, in both cases, science and practice 
can use methods of knowledge whose 
gnoseological nature is the same, independent 
of the conditions of application of this method. 
The greatest difference between these 
methods of science and practice can be seen 
in special criminalistic methods of knowledge. 
These differences are caused by the 
application of these methods, the status of the 
subject using them, the conditions and the 
peculiarities of the cognition process and the 
nature of the objects of knowledge.  
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Criminalist methods must, in particular, 
from a procedural point of view, suit a 
complex of very demanding requirements. 
Some of these requirements are 
methodological in nature and apply to 
methods used in other fields of human 
activity, others are specific and result from 
the conditions of the process of knowing the 
crime and controlling crime. These are the 
following: 
a) must respect the general principles 

underpinning the activities of state 
authorities in a democratic state (which are 
constituted by a system of these principles: 
humanism, respect for human rights, 
democratic and legal character of the 
activities associated with the application of 
the forensic method), 

b) must lead to the knowledge and proof of 
truth (using the principles of activity, 
objectivity and speed), 

c) must be in accordance with the law (in the 
case of their application to the sphere of 
civil rights and citizens' freedoms). This 
requirement is complicated with regard to 
the specific circumstances of the crime: 
criminalistic activity is very diverse, only 
valid legislation is available. The 
application of some methods requires 
explicit legal regulation, some methods 
need not be incorporated into legislation 
(they do not contain a collision element, 
i.e. they do not interfere with civil rights 
and freedoms), some methods are not yet 
able to provide credible scientific 
knowledge [6]. 

 
Current Approaches to the Concept of 
Forensic Theory, Methods and 
Methodology 

 
New criminalistic theories and methods are 

eveloped by creative application or by 
improving, modifying or separating certain 
practices from some methods already used in 
connection with the development of its specific 
theories in forensic science and practice. This 
process is conditioned, in particular, by the 
considerable differentiation and 
systematization of the scientific knowledge of 
various disciplines, but also in the field of 
criminology. As a result, new scientific 
knowledge (facts, theories, methods) are 
gradually accumulated and sorted into the 
relevant systems and subsystems. In the 
course of the society's technical development 

and application of computer technology, this 
process is accelerated and requires rigorous 
control by both the theoreticians and the 
transformation actors who are responsible for 
identifying the needs of the practice and 
transferring new scientific knowledge 
(theories, methods, means, procedures and 
operation) into forensic and legal practice. 

The process of establishing and developing 
police science based on the methodology of 
practical science and methodology of 
criminalistic as well as practical science, 
applied sciences, called to meet the needs of 
practice, e.g. in the field of criminal activities 
in the practice of law enforcement bodies, 
forensic expertise, etc. makes it possible to 
research logic and forms of scientific 
knowledge in the field of criminalistics and to 
take into account the new knowledge of the 
methodology of practical sciences for the 
needs of the knowledge of the subject of 
science and objects of investigation in 
criminalistic practice [2]. 
The extremely heterogeneous nature of the 
subject of criminalistics as a field of science 
and the least varied practical activities of 
criminologists are influenced to a decisive 
extent by the system of its methodology as 
well as the system of methods used. It has 
already been said that criminalistic interests 
are criminally relevant natural phenomena - 
technical, humanitarian, social as well as their 
mutual combinations, which explains the 
diversity of the presented approaches to the 
construction of a criminalistic methodological 
instrumentary concerning the methodology of 
scientific knowledge. 

 
Methods of criminalistics as a science 

discipline 
One of the obligatory components of 

forensic science as a full-fledged discipline is 
the system of methodology and methods that 
it uses to examine its subject. The variety of 
phenomena investigated by criminalistics 
presupposes the use of methodology (and 
system of methods) of fundamental sciences 
as well as practical sciences. If we choose the 
answer to the question of "what is the priority 
objective of the research" as a criterion of 
classification of methods of criminology, then 
we can divide it into: 
a) the methods of fundamental sciences, 

used in the acquisition of new theoretical 
and applied knowledge, in building 
scientific theories;  
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b) methods of practical sciences used in 
acquiring new practical knowledge, new 
rules of practical activities and 
optimization of existing ones, as well as 
development of new type projects 
(methodologies), resp. optimizing 
existing ones. 

 
 Methods of criminalistics as a field of 
study are thus used in the acquisition of new 
theoretical knowledge (as components of 
theories, their principles, laws etc.), applied 
knowledge (e.g. methods applied in the 
process of forensic identification) and practical 
knowledge (e.g. new methods of detection, 
investigation and prevention of crime). The 
mission of criminalistics as a science is to gain 
scientific knowledge.   

Methods of criminalistic practice 
Methods of Forensic Practice are the 

methods (practices) used by criminalists in 
their everyday work. Their mission is not to 
obtain scientific knowledge, but rather to use 
this knowledge to solve specific practical 
tasks. Methods of Forensic Practice:  
1 are understood as practices used by 

forensic and legal practitioners in the 
course of police, criminal law enforcement 
and experts in the process of detecting and 
investigating offenses and investigating 
traces. 

2 are used in the process of detecting and 
investigating crimes, in the process of 
forensic identification and in the process of 
searching, collecting, exploring and using 
traces. For other activities of other law 
enforcement bodies, or for the procedure 
of other persons and bodies in these 
proceedings and institutions, the results of 
this practical activity are then provided. 
 

 Methods of forensic practice do not 
primarily serve scientific knowledge, but 
rather address the specific roles of criminal 
practice (detection, identification, 
investigation and use of traces). Scientific 
knowledge is only a means, not its goal. The 
product (output) of the forensic practice is 
specific knowledge of the crime in question or 
other specific criminally relevant events. The 
product has a specific character, it is the 
solution of a concrete (unique) practical task.  

 Our concept of the methodological 
instrument of criminlistics as a field of science 
and criminalistic practice builds on the concept 
of the above-mentioned level, which at the 

same time extends to the methods used in the 
practical sciences, i.e. the sciences of 
designing activities. Adopting criminalistics as 
a practical science also strengthens its 
relationship to constituent police or security 
sciences [7]. 

 
Characteristics of the current state of 
development of criminalistic science 

 
 If we present a brief description of the 
current state of development of forensic 
science, we can state without deeper 
justification of the following thesis that there 
is a growing need for new scientific 
knowledge, both in the field of theory and 
criminalistic practice. New dimensions of 
forensic practice require effective transfer of 
scientific knowledge.  
The transfer is updated and dynamized 
especially by these needs: 
 the need to respond adequately and in a 

timely manner to changing conditions in 
the development of a criminalistic 
(investigative) situation, 

 the need to identify and resolve in real 
time the inconsistencies between the 
dynamically changing criminal situation 
and the relatively stable approaches of its 
solution, 

 the need to overcome the gnoseological, 
methodological, personal, social, 
criminal-police and other technical 
obstacles that arise in the transfer of 
scientific knowledge. 

Transfer of scientific knowledge is 
influenced by: 
 the current status and the development 

of forensic science at national and 
international level, 

 level and degree of institutional, i.e. 
material, personnel and financial security 
of forensic science, 

 The readiness of the scientific community 
of criminalistics to provide with useful 
scientific knowledge, 

 The readiness of criminal, expert and 
judicial subjects to use scientific 
knowledge in the process of detecting 
and investigating crime. 

  
This statement strengthens the importance 

of both the theoreticians and the subjects of 
transformation which, in our view, are 
currently deficient or lacking in their quality, 
often not desirable professional levels. At 
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present, we are witnessing that criminalistic 
practice is in many ways preceded by a 
criminalistic theory (except for the exceptions 
of both the Criminalist Institutions in Prague 
and Bratislava), a theory that lags behind and 
is thus a theory of practice, and not for 
practice, which may be a failure of both the 
criminalist theorists and the bodies 
responsible for identifying needs and 
transferring scientific knowledge to practice. 

Or there may be cumulation of these errors. 
From the point of view of the function of 
criminalistic theories, we can underline that 
scientific theories are not self-serving, but 
they become the content of scientific methods 
that serve the development of the theory 
itself, but they are also the conceptual 
framework for the development of solutions to 
the problems of criminalist practice. 

 
 

Conclusion 
 
Criminalistic science, like other disciplines, is in captivity of its theories, its methodology, its 

scientific knowledge, which it is able to provide for its own development and the fulfillment of its 
social function. On this basis, we can state that the development of forensic theories and their 
practice in forensic and legal practice is not conceivable without a scientific community, i.e. highly 
qualified experts actively engaged in criminal positions in the police, other security services and 
universities of law, police, security and already for a long time also technical focus. 

 
References 

 
1. Porada, V. Teorija i metodologija nau ných znanij i charakteristika sovremennogo sostojanija 

razvitija kriminalistiky. In Materiály Meždunarodnej nau no-prakti eskoj konferencii „ K 95-letju 
so dnja roždenia u enogo, pedagoga, publicista“. Moskva: Moskovskij gosudarstvenyj 
juridi eskij universitet imeni O.E. Kutafina, 2017, s. 600-605. 

2. B lkin, R. S. Metodologie v deckého kriminalistického bádání. In: Kriminalistika socialistických 
zemí. Praha: UK, 1987.  

3. B lkin, R. S. Kurs sov tskoj kriminalistiky, t. I-III. Moskva: Akademija MVD, 1978, 1979. 
4. Musil, J. a kol. Úvod do kriminalistiky. 2. a 3. vydání. Praha: PA R, 1990, 1994. 
5. PJEŠ AK, J. a kol. Kriminalistika. Praha: Naše vojsko, 1982, 1986. 
6. Musil, J. a kol. Kriminalistika, vybrané problémy teorie a metodologie. Praha: PA R, 2001. 

ISBN 80-7251-080-0. 
7. Porada, V., Holcr, K. a kol. Policejní v dy. Plze : A. en k, 2011. ISBN 978-80-7380-314-8. 
 


