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SUMMARY
The article considers debating points of practicability the development of methodology the criminal proceedings according to European 

standards, the best world practices and current state of scienti  c as well. In virtue of analyzing scienti  c attitudes to the problem of 
re  nement the judiciary the author analyzes notions “methodology of the criminal judiciary” and “judicial perception”. All CIS countries 
under reform the judicial system strife for widening the evidentiary facts, searching the new methods of judicial perception, as far as a 
law sphere is not a dogma, but a “creature”, which enriches by present-day development of related sectors of knowledge. Methodological 
vacuum of procedure should be  lled with system of adapt techniques and recommendations, which work out in criminalistics.

Key words: court system, methodology of the judicial perception, establishment of truth.
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SUMMARY
riminalistics is the result of the fact that science had to answer all the questions that 

arise in the course of judicial and investigative practices. The task of the fullest satisfaction 
of these needs has become one of the trends that shaped the development of criminalistics. 
In this aspect, the main functions of criminalistics have been formed, which is further 
developed in our time. The author analysis quite complete and comprehensive the 
given problems, highlights the dynamism of modern riminalistics and its development, 
separate functions of riminalistics are considered with the processes of integration and 
differentiation of scienti  c knowledge. 

Key words: science, criminalistics, function, crime, theory, practice.
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