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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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SUMMARY
In the article analyzed theory of general corpus delicti, and also dominant in science 

theoretical constructions of participation: accessory (lacking in initiative) character of 
participation and independence of responsibility of  from the actions of 
performer. Symbiosis (mixing) of these two theories is established at the decision of problem 
of criminal responsibility of companions in a crime in a doctrine and criminal law. 

Keywords: participation, corpus delicti, responsibility of , performer 
of crime.
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