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This article is devoted to a comparative analysis of the criminal law of the Republic of Kazakhstan and some
countries of the «Commonwealth of Independent States», which have precedents for the introduction of crim-
inal liability for persons performing managerial functions in a commercial or another non-profit organization.
The legislation of the CIS countries has many common features with Kazakhstani criminal legislation provid-
ing for liability for commercial bribery. This concerns both the codification of the analyzed legislation and
the proximity of the structure of the Criminal Codes, their division into parts, and in some cases into sections,
chapters and articles, as well as the historical conditionality of commercial bribery. In chapter 34 of the crim-
inal code of the Republic of Kyrgyzstan, «Crimes against the interests of service in commercial and other or-
ganizationsy, in article 237 establishes the responsibility for commercial bribery. Similar criminal provisions
which criminalize commercial bribery, stipulated in the criminal code of the Republic of Uzbekistan, Chap-
ter XIII.1 «Crimes related to obstruction, unlawful interference in business activities, and other crimes in-
fringing on the rights and legitimate interests of economic entities» in article 192.9. The General characteris-
tic of the experience of other countries in the fight against bribery by criminal law measures is of undoubted
scientific value. Also the analysis of the criminal legislation of other modern countries on the qualification of
crimes committed through commercial bribery, it is advisable to carry out by making their proposals to
change a number of provisions. As a result of writing this article, we came to the conclusion of the introduc-
tion to the disposition of part 1 and 3 of Art. 237 of the criminal code of the Republic of Kyrgyzstan and
Art. 192.9 the criminal code of the Republic of Uzbekistan of the phrases «for general protection or conniv-
ance in the servicey». In our opinion, the current absence of this phrase narrows the scope of the criminal law
in relation to commercial bribery, and in this regard is currently a gap in the criminal legislation of the Re-
public of Kyrgyzstan and the Republic of Uzbekistan.

Keywords: commercial bribery, commercial and other organizations, general protection in the service, con-
nivance in the service, illegality, official position.

Introduction

Commercial bribery, which is provided for in article 253 of the criminal code of the Republic of Ka-
zakhstan is an illegal transfer to a person performing managerial functions in a commercial or another organ-
ization of money, securities, other property, as well as illegal provision of services of a property nature to
him for the use of his official position, as well as for general protection or connivance in the service in the
interests of a person engaged in bribery.

Commercial bribery infringes on the interests of the service of commercial and other non-profit organi-
zations. In a broad sense, interest may be understood as the pursuit of success. In this case, it should be em-
phasized that success can be achieved both legally and illegally, and the benefit of a commercial or non-
profit organization may be contrary to the interests of society or the state as a whole. Based on this, we see
that the interests of commercial or non-profit organizations are subject to criminal law protection. In part 1
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art. 35 of the Civil code of the Republic of Kazakhstan establishes a provision according to which commer-
cial organizations, with the exception of state enterprises, may have civil rights and bear civil obligations
necessary for the implementation of any activities not prohibited by legislative acts or constituent documents.
Therefore, the crime provided for in article 253 of the criminal code violates the established procedure for
carrying out official activities in this organization. On this basis, the interests of the service in commercial
and other organizations should be understood as the regulatory established procedure for performance in the-
se organizations.

Methods and Materials

The methodological basis of this study is the dialectical method as the basis for the knowledge of social
and criminological phenomena of reality in their development. Considering the interdisciplinary nature of the
problem being studied, the article also used private scientific research methods (formal-logical, comparative
and legal, statistical, historical and legal methods of scientific knowledge).

Historical and legal research was based on working directly with the texts of laws and consisted in the
analysis of the specifics of the regulation of corpus delicti in the regulatory acts in force in Kazakhstan.

The statistical method used revealed the existing relationships between changes in legislation and the
state of investigative judicial practice.

Other sources of information were also used that contain criminological and forensic information
(the Unified Automated Information and Analytical System of the Judiciary of the Republic of Kazakhstan,
the Judicial Study Service, the Taldau Forum).

Discussion

Since January 01, 2019, a new criminal code has been introduced in the Republic of Kyrgyzstan, ac-
cording to which the article «Commercial bribery» has undergone a number of changes. So before the adop-
tion of the new code in the disposition of part 1 and 3 of article 224 of the criminal code of the Republic of
Kyrgyzstan, the legislator noted only commercial organizations. For some reason, non-profit organizations
were not listed in commercial bribery. It followed that the transfer or receipt of illegal remuneration in non-
profit organizations could not be qualified as commercial bribery. In our opinion, this is nonsense. The posi-
tion of the legislator of the Republic of Kyrgyzstan on this issue was not quite clear, since the transfer or re-
ceipt of illegal remuneration in a non-profit organization remained outside the scope of the criminal law, that
is, these organizations were not subject to criminal law protection, which seems to us not quite true. Com-
parative analysis of the disposition of part 1 and 3 of article 237 of the criminal code of the Republic
of Kyrgyzstan «Commercial bribery» (introduced with effect from January 01, 2019) showed that the legisla-
ture introduced the words with the following content «or anothery the organizations where «other» is meant
a word «non-profit organization». In our opinion, this is quite logical and appropriate.

The objective party of commercial bribery, provided for by part 1 of article 253 of the criminal code of
the Republic of Kazakhstan, is the illegal transfer to a person performing managerial functions in a commer-
cial or another non-profit organization, money, securities, another property, as well as the provision of prop-
erty services for the use of his official position in the interests of a person engaged in bribery. Based on the
definition of the objective side of the crime, fixed in part 1 art. 253 of the criminal code of the Republic of
Kazakhstan, it should be concluded that this crime is formal in its design, since the legislator did not indicate
the occurrence of any consequences as a mandatory feature.

The disposition of the considered norm is formulated by the legislator in the form of a description of
two alternative actions: the transfer of money, securities, other property or the provision of property services.

On the basis of the etymology of the word «transfery, the latter should be understood as the handing
over or giving in possession of any object to any person [1; 432], that is, the transfer in the context of the
crime under consideration means the actions of a person aimed at the transfer of property from that person to
another.

The provision of any services means to benefit someone [1; 729]. The provision of services of a proper-
ty nature should be understood as actions to provide property benefits free of charge (repair of a car, provi-
sion of construction materials, payment of debt, etc.) [2; 574]. lllegal provision of services of a property na-
ture is any legally assessable property in accordance with the law gratuitous satisfaction of the needs of a
person that does not bring profit, benefits or other advantages to a commercial or another organization in
which the bribed person performs managerial functions [3; 32].
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However, it should be taken into account that the service can be provided only with the consent of the
person to accept this service. Thus, the independent actions of the person providing the service are limited to
creating an opportunity for the recipient to actually use this service free of charge.

The form of consent bribed to qualify this crime does not matter. This may be a direct consent to use the
offered remuneration or services, as well as the so-called «default consenty, that is, the absence of a direct
refusal to use these services.

According to the form of the act, the fransfer of money, securities, another property can be manifested
only in the form of action, and the provision of services in the form of action (which occurs most often), and
in the form of inaction. It should be noted that for the qualification does not matter the method of transfer of
the subject of bribery. This can be either a single action or multiple, that is, committed in several stages.

Commercial corruption will be available, when:

1) as subject matter material assets (money, securities, other property) or services of property character
act;

2) money, securities, another property or services of property character are provided to the persons who
are carrying out administrative functions in commercial and other organizations;

3) they are passed for the certain action (inactivity) in favour of giving which is maybe accomplished
only in communication with service position of the manager;

4) actions of the person giving and the person accepting illegal compensation, emuneration are interde-
pendent, interrelated [4; 574].

For described above act the legislator names a mandatory condition of approach of the criminal liability
illegality of transfer of money, securities, another property or rendering of services of property character. It is
one of the most complicated questions with reference to commercial corruption. The matter is that for civil
servants there is a direct interdiction, on reception of any foreign material compensation by them in connec-
tion with a post or performance of job responsibilities. Exception is made with «usual gifts», in conformity
from item 509 of the Civil code of the Republic Kazakhstan. For the persons who are carrying out adminis-
trative functions in commercial or another organization, similar statutory acts of the general character do not
exist.

When deciding on the illegality of the transfer of remuneration to a person performing managerial func-
tions in a commercial or another organization, special attention should be paid to cases of violation of the
procedure for the implementation of the right of the Manager to receive property or use the services of
a property nature. The situation indicated by us follows from the fact that some categories of managers
on the basis of legislation and constituent documents of the organization can use certain services of a proper-
ty nature (receive a percentage of profits, receive ownership of housing at the expense of the organization,
etc.). Based on this, it is permissible cases where the property rights of the Manager are implemented
in violation of the procedural rules of acceptance of remuneration or use of services in connection with his
official position and the promise to carry out in favor of the person providing the remuneration or services,
in violation of these rules, certain actions (inaction). The described situation can be expressed in the form of
obtaining housing out of turn, a preferential loan, payment of shares to the detriment of the interests of other
shareholders, etc.

In addition, it should be noted that the form of transfer of property itself does not affect the recognition
of its illegal.

In an open form, bribery is given directly or openly to the Manager «from hand to hand» or through an
intermediary. In veiled form the subjects of bribery, trying to give his actions legitimacy externally (play
cards, to lend without return, to organize «leisure» etc.). At the same time, both parties are aware that the
provided service of a material nature is illegal, since it is actually a payment for the relevant services provid-
ed to the Manager of a commercial or another non-profit organization [5].

Remuneration may not be recognized as illegal if it is provided for by the terms of a legal employment
contract or civil law contract and is payment for actually performed useful work or service.

Remuneration may not be recognized as illegal if it is provided for by the terms of a legal labor contract
or a civil law contract and is payment for the actual useful work or service.

Bribery will be only when the reward is transferred for the commission of a specific action
(or inaction), which a person with managerial functions could perform using his official position. Actions
can be varied: the provision of concessional or unsecured loans, the transfer of secrets of the company to
a competing organization, promotion, extraordinary provision of apartments, etc.
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It is very important to note that art. 253 of the Criminal Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan speaks of
bribery. This means that the recipient is bribed, i.e. transfer or at least promise reward before committing
them to appropriate official actions. Consequently, the subsequent (after the commission of actions) and the
transfer of remuneration that has not been previously agreed upon is not considered a «bribe» at all.

Illegal activity is made with those acts which are directly forbidden or inadmissible within the limits of
realization of administrative activity in commercial or another organization. It is necessary to accept as
those: for example, delivery of a trade secret, granting of the credit at absence of a guarantee of its return, the
conclusion of obviously unprofitable contract, etc.

Use of service position is understood as realization or excess of the powers contrary to interests of ser-
vice and to please to the person who is carrying out corruption [2; 574].

In the legal literature, the question of another variant of the behavior of the bribed remained unresolved,
when the actions (inaction) of a person performing managerial functions carried out in favor of the bribed
person are not included in the official powers of the person, but the latter, by virtue of its position, can con-
tribute to such actions (inaction). This refers to influencing another Manager, using the authority of the post
in the organization, in order to encourage him to make decisions and implement them in favor of the bribing
(in the absence of collusion between managers for commercial bribery).

Analysis of the norms of Chapter 9 of the criminal code «Criminal offenses against the interests of ser-
vice in commercial and other organizations» indicates a broad understanding of the legislator «official posi-
tion». In this Chapter, the legislator uses two terms: «official powers» (articles 250, 251, 252 of the criminal
code) and «official position» (articles 253 of the criminal code). Obviously, their content cannot be the same.
It follows from the above that the term «official position» is wider than «official authority» and, accordingly,
the official position should be referred to:

a) the possibility of actions (inaction), which are included in the official powers of the Manager;

b) the possibility of facilitating such actions (inaction) due to official position [6; 76].

From the legislative formulation of the transfer of the subject of commercial bribery, it can be conclud-
ed that the actions of the Manager are directly related to the receipt of material remuneration or services of a
property nature. That is the essence of the crime. Therefore, the behavior of a person performing managerial
functions in a commercial or another non-profit organization should always be conditioned by bribery. The
receipt of a non-predetermined reward (gift) after the Commission of his actions as a result of his position
cannot be regarded as commercial bribery. In such a situation, actions (inaction) in the service are committed
without the calculation of remuneration and its receipt is not related to the use of his official position.

To sum up, it must be emphasized once again that the transfer of remuneration in the case of commer-
cial bribery always implies that the act is subject to certain conduct by the person performing managerial
functions. By conditionality we mean both the existence of a preliminary verbal, liberal or conclusive agree-
ment, an agreement between the subjects of bribery (objective conditionality), and in the absence of such an
agreement, a subjective calculation of future remuneration (subjective conditionality). Otherwise, the actions
(inaction) of a person performing managerial functions in a commercial or another organization do not con-
stitute a crime under part 1 of article 253 of the criminal code.

An important issue for the qualification of commercial bribery is the question of attributing to illegal
actions or inaction of the Manager for General patronage or connivance in the service.

Based on the literal interpretation of part 1 and 3 of art. 253 of the criminal code, it should be concluded
that the general protection and connivance in the service are included in the illegal activities of the Manager.
Accordingly, bribery of a person for these acts forms part of commercial bribery.

In the legal literature it is proposed to qualify this situation as abuse of power [7; 16].

To the total patronage of the service can be attributed, in particular, actions related to undeserved incen-
tives, extraordinary unjustified promotion in office, the Commission of other acts not caused by necessity.

To connivance in the service should be attributed, for example, failure to take measures for omissions
or violations in official activities, non-response to his misconduct.

In item 5 of the resolution of Plenum of the Supreme court of the Russian Federation «About judicial
practice on cases of bribery and about other corruption crimesy it is explained: «the General protection on
service can be shown, in particular, in unreasonable appointment of the subordinate, including in violation of
the established order, to higher position, in inclusion of its lists of the persons represented to incentive pay-
ments. Connivance in the service includes, for example, the consent of the official of the Supervisory author-
ity not to apply the measures of responsibility included in its powers in case of detection of the violation
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committed by the bribe-giver». It follows that patronage and connivance in the service are nothing but the
Commission or non-performance of specific acts, which are certainly illegal.

When receiving a bribe for general protection or connivance in the service, the bribe-giver does not
specify the special actions of a person authorized to perform state functions or an equivalent person, but the
participants in the crime realize that the transfer of a bribe is aimed at satisfying the interests of the bribe-
giver or the persons represented by him. This is ultimately expressed (or with a certain degree of probability
can be expressed) in certain actions (inaction) of the subject of the crime.

This type of bribery is typical for the systematic transfer of bribes from subordinates or controlled by
the person authorized to perform public functions or equated to him or her person or official, employees, as
the bribe-taker solves issues affecting the interests of the bribe-giver.

Conclusions

Summing up, receiving a bribe for protection or connivance in the service will take place under the fol-
lowing conditions: 1) the bribe recipient must retain the possibility of committing or failing to perform ac-
tions (inaction) in favor of the bribe-giver; 2) this possibility must arise from the relationship of control or
subordination between these persons; 3) both persons must be aware of the meaning of the transferred remu-
neration (remuneration is transferred as a bribe for the relevant behavior of the person authorized to perform
public functions, or an equivalent person) [8; 216].

Illegal patronage or connivance in the service, as official phenomena are negative and, accordingly,
cause harm to the interests of the official activities of commercial or another organizations. These acts are
committed in connection with management activities and are caused by commercial bribery. Thus, we see
that with General patronage or connivance in the service, there are all signs that commercial bribery has been
criminalized.

Having considered the questions posed, we came to the following conclusion that analysis of the dispo-
sition of part 1 and 3 of article 237 of the criminal code of the Republic of Kyrgyzstan and article 192.9 of
the criminal code of the Republic of Uzbekistan indicates that the commercial bribery legislators do not pro-
vide for the features considered by us, namely «general protection or connivance in the service». At the same
time, we believe that this circumstance somewhat narrows the scope of the criminal law in relation to com-
mercial bribery, and in this regard is currently a gap in the criminal legislation of the Republic of Kyrgyzstan
and the Republic of Uzbekistan.

Thus, the foregoing allows us to assert that this issue should be resolved by law, by introducing into the
disposition of part 1 and 3 of article 237 of the criminal code of the Republic of Kyrgyzstan and article 192.9
of the criminal code of the Republic of Uzbekistan the phrase «for general protection or connivance in the
servicey.
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A.b. MaiimakoBa, b.A. Amanxoinosa, A.B. Kynpssuesa

Ka3zakcran, KpiprpI3cTaH xoHe O30eKkcTan
KBUIMBICTBIK 3aHHAMACHIHIA KAPACTHIPbLIFAH KOMMEPUHSJIBIK
napara caTbll ajy OeJrijiepiHe cajJbICTHIPMAJIbI TAJAAY

Maxkana Kazakcran Pecny0sukacbinbiy xoHe Tayenciz Memiekerrep J[oCTacThIFbIHBIH KeHOip enaepiHae
KOMMEPUUSIIBIK HEMece e3re JIe KOMMEPLUSIIBIK eMec YilbIMIapbIHaa 6acKapy KbI3METiH aTKapaTblH ajaMaap
YUIH KbUIMBICTBIK JKAayalmKepLIUTIKTI JKYprizyle yiri OojapiblK OKufamapbl 0ap KbUIMBICTHIK 3aHHaMa
HOpMAaJIapbIHa CaBICTHIPMANBI Tajjay Xacayra apHajsFaH. KoMMepIusuIbIK mapara caThIl alydbl XKacaraHbl
YIIIH KayanThUIBIKTBI Ke3xeWTiH TMJI enmepi 3aHHAMACBIHBIH OKaIIbBl CHIATTapbl KaszakcTaHHBIH
KBUIMBICTBIK 3aHHAMachlHAA YKCACTHIK KeIl. Byl koxudukanusiay, TangaHaThlH 3aHHAMara Ja >KoHE
KBUIMBICTBIK KOJEKCTEep KYPBUIBIMBIHBIH JKaKbIHIBIFBIHA, OJIApIbl OOIIKTEepre, ai >KeKelereH jkarmaiiapia
Oemnimzepre, Tapaysap MEH Makajanapra 0eiyre, COHlali-aK KOMMEPLIHSIIBIK [TapaFra CaThII ally/ibl XKacay JbIH
TapUXH IAPTTHUIBIFbIHA J1a KaThICThl Oonasl. Keipre3 Pecniyonukacer KK-niH «KoMMeprusiibk xkoHe o3re
ne y#bIMaapia MEMIICKETTIK KbI3MET MYIJelepiHe Kapchl KbuiMbIcTapy 34-tapaybiHblH 237-6a0biHaa
KOMMEPLMSUIBIK [apara caThlll aly jKacaraHbl YIIiH jkayamkepinimik OekitinreH. Kommeprusuiblk mapara
caThIl ayAbl JKacaraHbl YIIH J>KayalKepIIUTIKTI KO3AeHTIH OCHIHIAH KBUIMBICTBIK-KYKBIKTHIK HOpMA,
Os0ekcran Pecryomukacsr KK-mHin  «Kocimkepimik KbI3METKe 3aHCBI3 apajlaCyMeH Kelepri xacayra
0aliIaHBICTEI KBUIMBIC JKOHE IapyamIbUIBIK XKYPri3ylli cyObeKTiIepAiH KYKbIKTaphl MEH 3aHbl MYyAeIepine
KoJIcyFaThiH Oacka jga KpuiMbicTapy» XIII.1-tapayeiHeiH 192.9-6a0biHna KapacThIpbUFaH. backa emmepliy
Hapara CcaThlll alyMEH KYPECY CHIIATBIHIArbl KbUIMBICTBIK-KYKBIKTBIK ILIApanapbl TOXKIPUOECIHIH >Kalrbl
CHIaTTaMachl FUIBIMH KYHIBUIBIK TYIbIPAThIHBI KyMoHCI3. CoHal-aK KOMMEPLHMSIIBIK IapaFa CaThIll aly
JKOJIBIMEH JKacalaThlH KbUIMBICTBI Ka3ipri 3aMaHfbl €1epAiH KbUIMBICTHIK 3aHHAMAChIH capajiay Mocelernepi
GoiipHIIa OipKaTap epexenepiH 03repTy KOHiH/Ie 03 YCIHBICTAPIH €HIi3y apKbUIBI XKY3€ere acbIpFaH OPBIH/bI
Oomampl. Ocbl Makamanbl jxkazy HoTikecinae Keipreiz PecnybOmuxacel KK-HiH 237-0a0bHBIH 1- KoHE
3-0emimaepine xoHe O30ckcran PecmyOmukacel KK-wiH 192.9-6abbiamarel «Kpi3MeT OOWBIHINA KAaJITbl
JKAKTayIIBUIBIK HEMECE CaJFBIPTTHIK YIIIH» CO3 TipKecTepiHe AMCIIO3MIHS CHTi3y KaKeT eKECHAIrl TypaJibl
KOPBITHIHIBIFA KeNIiK. bi3min ofbIMBI3IIA, Ka3ipTi yaKbITTa OCHI CO3 TipKecTepiHiH 601IMaybl, KOMMEPIUSIIBIK
Tlapara CaThIIl aTyFa KOJJaHBUIATHIH KBUIMBICTBIK 3aHHBIH KOJIQHBLTY asiChIH TapbUITAIbI JKOHE OYTiHTI KYHI
Keiprei3  PecnyOnmkacel Men ©O30exkcrtan  PecmyOnmMKachlHBIH — OChIFaH — OailylaHBICTBI  KBIJIMBICTBIK
3aHHAMACBIHAFbI OJIKBUIBIK OOJIBIIN TaObLIABI.

Kinm co30ep: KOMMEpUMSJIBIK Iapara CaThlll ally, KOMMEPIHSJIBIK JKOHE ©3r¢ 16 KOMMEPLHSIIBIK €MeC
YHUBIMIAp, KBI3MET GOMBIHIIA KAl KAKTAYIIBUIBIK, KbI3MET OOWBIHINA CAIFBIPTTHIK, 3aHCHI3/IBIK, KbI3MET
0a0bL.

A.b. MaiimakoBa, b.A. Amanxonosa, A.B. KynpsiBiiera

CpaBHUTe/ILHBIN AHAJIN3 NPU3HAKOB COCTABA KOMMEP4Y€eCKOIr0 NMOAKYIA 1o
YroJIOBHOMY 3aKoHOAaTea1bCTBY Ka3zaxcrana, Kpiproizcrana u Y30ekucrana

CraThsl TOCBAIIEHA CPAaBHUTENFHOMY aHAIN3y HOPM YTOJIOBHOTO 3aKOHOJaTenbcTBa PecrryOmkn Kazaxcran
u HekoTopbix crpaH CoxpyxkectBa HesaBucnmeix I'ocymapcTB, MMEIOIINX NPELEICHTH BBEACHHS YTOIOBHON
OTBETCTBEHHOCTH IS JIMI], BHIIOJHSIONINX YIIPaBIeHYecKue (QYHKIMU B KOMMEPYECKOIl MM MHOH HEKOM-
MepUecKoi opraHuzanuy. 3akoHoxarensctBo crpan CHIT mmeer MHOTO OOIIMX 4epT ¢ Ka3aXCTAaHCKHM YTO-
JIOBHBIM ~ 3aKOHOJATENbCTBOM, TPEAYCMaTPUBAIOUIMM OTBETCTBEHHOCTh 3a KOMMEPUYECKHIl TMOMAKYIL.
D710 KacaeTcss Kak KOAM(DHUKALME aHATM3UPYEMOTO 3aKOHOJATEIBCTBA M OJIM30CTU CTPYKTYPBI YrOJOBHBIX
KOJIEKCOB, JISJICHNS] MX HAa YacTH, a B OTACNBHBIX CTydasx Ha pa3felnsl, TIaBbl U CTaThH, TAK U HCTOPUYECKOIT
o0ycioBieHHOCTH KoMmMepueckoro moakyna. B rmase 34 VK Keipremckoit PecmyOnuku «IIpectymnenus
MIPOTUB MHTEPECOB CIY>KObI B KOMMEPYECKHX M MHBIX OPraHH3aIMIX» B cTaThe 237 3aKperuieHa OTBETCTBEH-
HOCTP 33 COBEpIIECHHE KOMMEPUYECKOTro IMOJAKyNa. AHAJIOTHYHAsI yrOJOBHO-TIPABOBAask HOpMa, IpeyCMaTpH-
BAIOIIasl OTBETCTBEHHOCTD 32 KOMMEPUYECKHH MoKy, npexycMoTpena B YK PecryOnuku Y36ekucran B ria-
Be XIII.1 «IIpecTymienus, cBsI3aHHBIE C BOCHPENSTCTBOBAHNEM, HE3aKOHHBIM BMEIIATEIECTBOM B IIPEIIPH-
HHMATeNIbCKYIO0 JEeATEIbHOCTD, U APYTHE MPECTYIIIECHHs, MOCATAIONINE Ha TpaBa U 3aKOHHbIE MHTEPECHI XO-
3AUCTBYIOIUX CyOBEKTOB» B cTaThe 192.9. HecoMHEeHHYIO Hay4HYIO LIEHHOCTD BBI3bIBaeT 00IIas XapaKkTepu-
CTHKA OMbITa 60PBOBI IPYTHX CTPAH C MOAKYIIOM MEPAMH YTOJOBHO-IIPAaBOBOTO XapakTepa. A TakKe aHaIW3
YTOJIOBHOTO 3aKOHOJATENIbCTBA APYTHUX COBPEMEHHBIX CTpPaH IO BOIpocaM KBaTM(UKALUM MPECTYNICHHUS,
COBEpIIAEMOr0 IOCPEICTBOM KOMMEPYECKOTO MOAKYIA, ILeIeco00pa3HO OCYHIECTBIATh ITyTEM BHECCHUS
CBOMX INPEIJIOKEHUI 110 M3MEHEHUIO psijia MOJOKeHUH. B pesynbraTe HammcaHus TaHHOH CTaThbH MBI IIPH-
IIJIM K BEIBOXY O BBeAeHMH B jqucno3ummio 9d. 1 u 3 c1. 237 YK Ksipreickoit Pecy6muku u cr. 192.9 YK
Pecrry6nikn Y36eKHCTaH CIOBOCOYETAHHS «3a 00IIee TOKPOBUTEIECTBO MM TIOIYCTHTEIBCTBO TI0 CIYKOEe.
Ilo namemy MHEHHIO, OTCYTCTBHE B HACTOSIIEE BPEMs JAaHHOTO CIOBOCOYETAHMS CYXaeT cdepy AeHCTBUSL
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YIOJIOBHOTO 3aKOHA HPUMEHHTENIBHO K KOMMEPUYECKOMY MOAKYILY, U B 3TOH CBS3H SABISETCSA Ha CETOIHAIIHMIA
JIeHb Ipo0esIoM B YroJIOBHOM 3aKoHoAaTenbeTBe Kbiprosckoit Pecniy6nuku n Pecriy6nuku Y36ekucras.

Kniouesvie cnosa: xoMMepueckuil MoJKyN, KOMMEPUYECKHE U MHBbIE OPTaHU3ALHHU, 00IIee MOKPOBUTEIHCTBO
TI0 CITy’X0€, IMOITYCTUTENIBCTBO O CIIyKOe, HE3aKOHHOCTB, CIIy)KeOHOE ITOJI0KEHHE.
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