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The concept of administrative offenses of minors

This article considers the current issues of administrative offenses committed by minors in the Republic of
Kazakhstan. In particular, lawyers, sociologists, psychologists and other scientists studying the genesis of
offenses and the legitimacy of the mechanism of legal liability for administrative offenses believe that the
only basis for bringing juveniles to justice is the offense committed by them. In this regard, one of the most
pressing issues is the problem of prevention, warning and combating juvenile delinquency, which can ulti-
mately lead to a significant reduction. Therefore it should be noted that government agencies and officials
should pay attention to the prevention and warning of delinquency when dealing with minors. The authors
draw attention to the fact that, as practice shows, timely preventive measures taken to prevent administrative
offenses of minors are of particular importance in legal and educational relations as an alternative to measures
of administrative responsibility. Therefore the authors has conducted a profound and extensive study of the
issue of neglect of children today, analyzing the reforms, views and opinions that have been recognized as
worthy of complex and in-depth study, taking into account all stakeholders, including government agencies,
social workers, scientists and others.

Keywords: administrative law, administrative proceedings, juvenile delinquency and liability, administrative
liability, administrative penalties.

Introduction

The current dynamics of administrative offenses committed by minors in the Republic of Kazakhstan
testifies to the inadequacy of measures for the prevention and warning of offenses taken by government
agencies and the public. This opinion is confirmed by data from social surveys conducted by various
researchers. Thus, when asked how effective it is for government agencies to struggle with juvenile
delinquency and whether the public is aware of the consequences, 85 % of respondents said they feel unsafe,
anxious, or often intimidated by an attack [1: 13].

Therefore in this regard one of the priorities of public policy should be the reliable protection of the
rights and freedoms of minors of the Republic of Kazakhstan from various encroachments, which can be
achieved through the application of appropriate legal regulation of public relations and administrative
sanctions. According to the Article 19 of “Convention on the Rights of the Child”, which protects the honor
and dignity of the individual from all forms of physical and mental violence, the state must be the object of
special attention to the rights and legitimate interests of juveniles in criminal proceedings [2: 180]. This can
be applied both in the consideration of cases of juvenile offenders and in administrative-procedural forms in
terms of bringing children to administrative responsibility.

In this regard it is important to note that in the Republic of Kazakhstan there is a dangerous trend of in-
creasing the number of minors (as victims, witnesses and individuals that are the subject of administrative
liability) involved in the administrative process for the involvement of minors in administrative sanctions.

The procedure for imposing administrative prohibitions and administrative penalties on juvenile
violators is carried out on a general basis in cases directly provided by law. In addition, this discipline has its
own peculiarities.

For example, in accordance with the Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan on Administrative Offenses,
the current legislation provides for a number of significant exceptions for individuals who have committed
administrative offenses during adolescence. First of all, the educational role of administrative penalties
imposed on minors will be significantly strengthened and the possibility of replacing administrative
sanctions with administrative-educational measures will be expanded.

Thus, in accordance with Part 2 of Article 65 of the Code of Administrative Offenses, “an
administrative penalty may be imposed on a juvenile who has committed an administrative offense with the
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application of measures of educational influence”. In addition, the legislator considers the age of juvenile
offenders, takes into account the nature of the administrative offense committed, the method of its
commission, reasons, purposes, etc. The level of social danger of juvenile delinquency is often lower than
the level of similar offenses committed by adults.

Addressing the nature of punishment and its application will help to identify and ensure the most
appropriate regime of educational impact on the adolescents by eliminating the harmful effects and
confirming the results of educational work.

Thus, an administrative penalty is a measure of state coercion applied by a judge, bodies (officials)
authorized by law to commit an administrative offense and is expressed in the form of deprivation or
restriction of the rights and freedoms of a minor who committed an offense under the Code of Administrative
Offenses.

In addition, administrative penalties are applied in order to restore social justice and educate the
offender in the spirit of compliance with the law and respect for law and order, as well as to prevent the
offender and others from committing new offenses.

Methods and materials

The dialectical method of recognition of social and legal phenomena and modern methods of cognition
formed by experience form the methodological basis of the research. General logical methods of theoretical
analysis, such as analysis, synthesis, generalization and comparison were widely used in the study. The
methods of legal analysis, clarification, and interpretation were used to address the main objectives in the
disclosure of the content. In addition, the study took into account the views of Kazakhstani legislation,
domestic and foreign scholars on the issues of educational measures for minors who have committed
administrative offenses.

Results and discussions

The social danger of juvenile delinquency, the antisocial nature and negative nature of administrative
offenses is an important matter of public concern. It is essential to study them in detail and create actions
aimed at developing a comprehensive response to these offenses. Specialists in various fields are trying to be
creative in solving this problem. However, according to the official data of the Ministry of Internal Affairs,
there is an active trend of administrative offenses committed by minors throughout Kazakhstan. For
example, according to the official data of the Department of Internal Affairs of Pavlodar, juveniles were
brought to administrative responsibility for various categories of offenses 1325 times in 2000, 2236 times in
2001, and 2583 times in 2002.

It should be noted that official statistics do not take into consideration the total number of
administrative offenses committed by minors, but the number of people identified and punished in an
administrative manner. Therefore, when analyzing the indicators of official statistics, it should be borne in
mind that there are significant differences between official and real indicators, as some violations occur in
the absence of official data of the Ministry of Internal Affairs. Nevertheless, official statistics on the issue
that we are considering show that juvenile delinquency is widespread in the region .

Analytical research allows us to conclude that most juvenile delinquency is characterized as a public
threat that goes from an administrative offense to a criminal offense. This, in turn, forces law enforcement
agencies, government and non-government agencies to make tough decisions regarding the elimination of
the socially dangerous phenomenon.

Although juvenile delinquency is not the subject of our special research, we have to pay attention to it,
because all types of juvenile delinquency and crime can give the researcher a clear picture of the common
delicacy of the issue of juveniles. Therefore, studying the phenomenon of administrative offenses of minors,
we take into consideration the legitimacy of the spread of these issues among adolescents, taking into
account a number of criminal offenses committed by minors.

At the same time it should be noted that the crime rate among adolescents is increasing. The truth of the
dynamics of its development can be confirmed by the following examples:

— In 1999 in Pavlodar region (minors make up 31 % of the total population) 12,812 crimes were
registered, of which 707 crimes (5.5 %) were committed with the participation of 837 minors.

— During the same period in 2000 a total of 11,668 crimes were registered, of which 778 crimes (6.6 %)
were committed with the participation of 756 minors.
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— In the first half of 2001 5,146 crimes were registered, of which 375 involved 411 minors, which is
7.2 % of the total number of crimes.

The general reasons and conditions for the growth of juvenile delinquency are based on the current
social situation. The most common among them are theft (329 in 1999, 321 in 2000), robbery (121 in 1999,
90 in 2000), piracy (31 in 1999, 59 in 2000 ), hooliganism (30 in 1999, 61 in 2000), drug addiction (56 in
1999, 73 in 2000) and so on.

At the end of 2000 only in Pavlodar region 7309 minors were brought to administrative responsibility
as well as 4000 parents and their legal representatives for the offenses of their children and wards. As a part
of preventive measures 11,092 minors were registered in the police departments of the region including
4,285 students of secondary schools and 1,636 students of vocational education [3].

Of course, according to the law, administrative offenses are less dangerous than criminal offenses, and
if the offenses do not violate the rules of criminal liability by nature, there is an administrative liability. An
administrative offense is an act or omission for which administrative liability is provided by law. In addition,
although there are general similarities in the nature of administrative and criminal offenses, the main
differences between them differ in the degree of public danger and the severity of the consequences of the
offense.

According to the Code of Administrative Offenses, minor is a person who has reached the age of
sixteen who have committed administrative offenses is subject to administrative liability both on a common
basis and provided by the administrative legislation of the Republic of Kazakhstan. The process of imposing
an administrative penalty on a juvenile offender is carried out not only in accordance with the laws of the
Republic of Kazakhstan, but also in accordance with international standards for the administration of justice
in respect of a juvenile delinquent. More about this is shown below.

It should be noted that the main features, causes, circumstances and dynamics of administrative
offenses have been studied in practice, but not sufficiently analyzed in the scientific and legal literature. At
the same time, the current work of individual administrative scientists of the Republic of Kazakhstan
engaged in the study of certain categories of administrative offenses and administrative liability of minors
does not always fully address the issues arising in this area [4].

As a result, there is a need for in-depth study of the legal literature, which is necessary for a detailed
theoretical substantiation in order to create favorable conditions for its practical application by enlightening
and revitalizing it. In addition, such research was the basis for the development of a state concept aimed at
warning, prevention and suppression of juvenile delinquency in the Republic of Kazakhstan.

Nowadays, the measures taken by the state to prevent juvenile delinquency have a special place in the
rational solution of a number of issues through the institution of studying the causes of administrative
offenses of minors.

In the domestic and foreign literature there are constructions with different interpretations that reveal
the essence of the offense. For example, a violation of the law is an act that is explicitly prohibited by
administrative law. From an ethical point of view an offense is an evil that comes from a person and is
directed against a person. From an anthropological point of view, delinquency is a distorted form of self-
expression, a destructive way of self-determination of certain features and aspects of human nature. Every
offense is a moral crisis of a person, his moral decline, which can be expressed in many different forms and
manifestations of the word.

Freedom and the rule of law, law and crime are interdependent and, in fact, are an integral attribute of
civilization. It is inherent in the law to impose restrictions on human freedom in a written law (ruling), but it
is not alien to it in cases where an individual has the will or involuntary intention to violate it. At the
beginning of the rise of Christianity, the apostle Paul said, “Where there is no law, there is no transgression”.
Consequently, where there is law, there are offenses. Despite their contradictions, they cannot exist without
each other.

Despite the existence of many definitions of administrative offenses, none of them can fully reveal the
legal nature of the offense. Thus, there is a lack of existing analytical tools in the competence of individual
disciplines, and it is determined that the study of administrative offenses committed by minors requires a
comprehensive approach.

In the various works of Kazakhstan and foreign administrations (administrative scientists) studying the
phenomenon of administrative offenses, many definitions and explanations of the concepts and categorical
apparatus of administrative offenses are given:
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— 1illegal, guilty act or omission, action or omission that violates the generally binding administrative
law and leads to liability in the form of administrative penalties [5];

— dangerous, illegal, culpable act or omission of society, which arises as a result of violation of
universally binding norms and leads to administrative liability [6];

— actions provided for by administrative law, which are contained in the law and subordinate
regulations [7: 159];

— action or inaction guilty of intentional (or negligent) violation of public order, private, state,
municipal and other forms of property, rights and freedoms of citizens, the established order of governance;
the law provides for administrative liability [8: 29];

— act of guilt of a sane and delinquent adult, dangerous to society, subject to legal liability in
accordance with the law [9: 45];

— illegal or culpable (intentional or negligent) act or omission of an administrative offense
(misdemeanor) that violates the state or public law and order, property, rights and freedoms of citizens, and
the law provides for administrative liability [10: 743];

— in UN international legal acts: any misdemeanor (act or omission) punishable by law within the legal
system [11: 414];

— 1in accordance with Part 1 of Article 25 of the Code of Administrative Offenses, the inaction of an
individual for illegal, culpable (intentional or negligent) actions or an illegal act or omission of a legal entity
is an administrative offense [12: 10].

Thus, all administrative offenses committed by minors affect the public order, safety and health of
citizens, their rights and freedoms, property, governance, etc.; can be predicted to be directed against them.
According to the law, administrative offenses always have the following characteristics in the legal literature,
which include common features such as public danger, wrongdoing, guilt and punishment. Together, these
features form the main semantic load, without which it is impossible to objectively determine the purpose of
the institution of administrative offenses and to understand the progress. Therefore these features can be
considered as mandatory and inseparable components of the classical, i.e., adequate understanding of the
essence of the institution of administrative offenses.

Thus, in our opinion, “administrative offenses of minors” means violations of public law, security,
health, life, rights and freedoms, property and management; socially dangerous, illegal, intended actions
committed by minors and subject to administrative liability under applicable law.

The predominance of this proposed form of definition reflects the main features identified in our study
of the concept of administrative offenses of minors.

At the same time some scientists do not recognize the classification of the classical features of the
concepts we present. For example, some disagree that “public danger” is a mandatory sign of an
administrative offense. Some authors (A.A. Taranov, B.M. Lazerev, O.M. Yakuba) tend to think that the sign
of public danger is inherent only in crimes, because they are harmful and antisocial, socially dangerous
administrative offenses, criminal behavior, that is, it is an apostate and a qualitative feature. According to
B.A. Zhetpisbayev, the uncertainty of the concept of “public danger” on the one hand, forces law
enforcement agencies to turn a blind eye to the many misdeeds of minors, and on the other hand, to pay
attention to educational measures and the nature of phenomena (actions or inactions), which at least
legitimize them, that can be seen from the lack of effort [5: 26].

In addition, the legislative document lists only the main features of administrative offenses provided for
in Article 25 of the Code of Administrative Offenses: illegal, guilty and punishable [5: 10]. In our opinion, it
is a mistake for the legislation to ignore the sign of “public danger”, because even the simplest, insignificant
offense violates the law and order of society and to some extent harms it. As a result, it poses a “public
threat” to its stability and well-being.

Such conclusions are confirmed by the results of research by various administrative scientists. For
example, A.B. Agapov writes: “Public danger is the most important feature of an administrative offense, it
determines the limits of criminal misconduct” [13: 30]. This opinion was expressed by the well-known
criminologist A.I. Dolgova “Danger to society is the main feature of every offense” [14]. On this basis, in
particular on the “degree of public danger”, the law analyzes the various forms of illegal behavior, that is, the
issue of classifying illegal actions into crimes or misdemeanors.

According to B.A. Zhetpisbayev, “by its social nature, public danger is an anti-social action that harms
the interests of citizens, society and the state as a whole. The law determines that the act is dangerous to
society. This may be irrelevant to the content of administrative offenses”. It should be taken into account that
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many homogeneous administrative offenses are recognized as crimes when repeated several times. In
addition, the degree of public danger is one of the main criteria for distinguishing offenses from crime.
Although the degree of public danger is a feature of all offenses, its quantitative parameters vary. It should
be borne in mind that they cannot be registered (for example, not coming to the military commissariat on
call; traveling without a ticket on public transport; street trading in unspecified places, etc.) [5: 107—108].

In our opinion, the concept of “public danger” is a phenomenon that occurs as a result of unlawful
actions against individuals or society as a whole, including objective and subjective negative consequences.

In view of the above, it is clear that the description of the main features of administrative offenses in the
legal literature remains controversial, because researchers always disagree on this issue and to some extent
are diametrically opposed.

Other aspects of administrative offenses have not been still finished. The issue of determining the object
of an administrative offense remains controversial. For example, after analyzing the relevant materials it can
be concluded that the object of the offense is the state and public order. However, due to the fact that it is
associated with many mandatory rules, it creates certain difficulties in determining the composition of the
offense.

At first glance, it seems that views on the object of the offense can only be difficult to understand in the
context of public relations, which are regulated by law and protected by administrative sanctions. In fact, it is
much more difficult. For example:

— What actions can be classified as petty hooliganism, what is their list? How to distinguish between
petty hooliganism and big hooliganism, where is the real limit?

— Can we confirm that the violation of the existing rules of conduct and governance is the result of
illegal actions of adolescents?

Although the definition of the object of the offense in the literature is not controversial, it is
insufficiently elaborated. At one time, there was an attempt to provide a complete definition of the object of
the offense. The object is understood as the ability of individual social mechanisms to function normally in
society, and as a set of objects to function normally, to exist in society on different planes. It should be taken
into account that the legislature or other body does not always specify exactly what is prohibited if it believes
that there may be rulings, prohibitions and requirements as an object. Such procedures are familiar to
officials, as they are an integral part of administrative-procedural competence [15: 25-26].

The resolution of this issue is often influenced by the identity of the juvenile who committed the act
classified as an administrative offense by law. At the same time, it is important to look at the teenager’s
actions: whether he understands it as an offense, an attack on public order, or whether it should be so in his
worldview. It is well known that the misunderstanding of the nature of delinquency and crime, lack of basic
legal knowledge and certain life experiences leads to the negative impact of group morality on adolescents. It
is unlikely that minors will be able to cope with such influences on their own.

Prevention of such situation is determined by the relationship between three main components:

— the concept of legality (what is violated?);

— behavior of a teenager in a real situation (breaks the law, protects against breaking the law);

— with a real teenager [16: 6].

All this suggests that the issues of legal socialization of minors, especially in matters of administrative
offenses, are complex, multidimensional and require a comprehensive study. Juvenile offenders often believe
that ignorance of the law exempts them from liability for their actions or failure to perform legal duties. This
conclusion is incorrect, because according to subparagraph 4 of Article 4 of the Constitution of the Republic
of Kazakhstan “official publication of regulations relating to the rights, freedoms and obligations of citizens
is a mandatory condition for their application” [17: 5].

Jurists living in different epochs and periods, during different social and political upheavals, sought to
identify the underlying patterns of the causes of offenses.

Thus, T. Hobbes (1588—-1682) in his treatise “Leviathan” portrayed the social reality — a world in
which no one feels safe, where everyone is in danger of dying by force and fear for their life. He assured that
the majority of human affairs in the world are focused on the perception of antagonism between individuals
and communities, as well as the impact of many different crimes and offenses.

As aresult of the research, T. Hobbes identified three main sources that are the basis of offenses against
the person. They include:

— lack of understanding or excuse for ignorance of the law, order, punitive measures;

— misconceptions and conclusions;
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— sudden onset of passion.

T. Hobbes classifies all offenses according to the nature of the offense as follows:
— ability to imitate other people;

— on the danger of their consequences;

— it varies depending on the place and time of the offender [18].

Conclusions

The results of the study are aimed at solving problems in a comprehensive, systematic manner, focusing
on close cooperation with psychologists, sociologists, economists, teachers, specialists in related fields
dealing with the problems of administrative offenses of minors. At the same time, a special task is to further
study the social factors that affect the behavior of juvenile delinquents.

In our work we have tried to show that changes in the socio-economic and spiritual state of society have
a significant impact on motivation and illegal decision-making. The study of this pattern should continue in
both historical and comparative legal aspects. Such research will help to understand the following issues:

— to what extent the state and society determine the negative processes that they called themselves for
struggle;

— how to reduce the level of aggression in society in a crisis;

— to understand why the efforts of law enforcement agencies to control crime in the country are not
successful in building a democratic state.

Thus, the Code of Administrative Offenses has made significant changes to the procedure for bringing
minors to administrative responsibility, taking into account the age and other characteristics of juveniles, so
that the authority has an opportunity to correct it.

It should be noted that the administrative and educational work among juvenile offenders is of great
priority for the state, as one of the successes in building a democratic state and civil society is the education
of young people as a guarantee of the future of the Republic of Kazakhstan.

Thus, the analysis of the content and features of the mechanism of illegal behavior is important both
theoretically and practically. Its scientific significance reveals the personality traits of the offender and the
factors of the external social environment that make up the causes and circumstances that contribute to the
commission of the offense. In the practical sense, the analysis helps to identify measures that can prevent the
offense, to change the course of action of the offender. From this point of view, antisocial behavior is formed
on the basis of the emergence and gradual development of contradictions and conflicts in different parts of
the psychological process, resulting in administrative offenses.

In conclusion, the issues of administrative offenses committed by both adult and juvenile offenders re-
main relevant and persistent and are reflected in the social life of any state.
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KomeneTke ToMaraHaapAbIH dKIMIIIJIIK KYKbIK OY3YIIbLJIBIFbIHBIH TYCIHITI

Makanana emimizne Kasakcran PecrmyOimkachlHza KOMENETKE TOJNMaFaHIAp JKACAUTBHIH OKIMIIUTIK KYKBIK
Oy3yIIBUIBIKTapABIH OYTiHTI KYHZCTI ©3eKTi Macesenepi KapacTeIpsuiabl. HakTeutail TyceTin 6oicak, KYKbIK
Oy3yIIBUIBIK TeHe3Uci MpobieManapblH JKOHE OSKIMIIUIK KYKBIK OY3YIIBUIBIK JKacaraHbl VIOiH 3aHIbI
KayalnkeplIlK — TeTiriHiH  3aHABUIBIKTApbIH  3€pACJICYMEH  alHaJbICaThIH  FajbIMzap, 3aHreplep,
QlieyMeTTaHyLIblIap, IICHXOJIOITap JKoHE Oacka Ja MaMmMaHJap KoMeNeTKe TOoJIMaraHgapbl 3aHbl
JKayanKepIIiliKk InapanapblHa TapTyAblH OipaeH-Oip Herisi omap jkacaraH KYKBIK Oy3YIIBUIBIK OOJBII
TabbuTazb! en caHaiabel. OcblFaH GalIaHBICTHI ©3€KTI MoceneNepAiH 0ipi KoMeNneTKe ToJIMaraHgap *KacaraH
KYKBIK OY3YIIBUIBIKTEI €CKEPTY, AIIBIH aly ’KOHE OFaH Kapchl Kypec mpobiemach! 0oibin Tadbuiansl. by
CalBII KeNTeH/e OJIapABIH alTapibIKTail TOMEH/SYiHe oKeIl COFYhl MYMKiH. JleMeK, MeMIICKETTIK opraHjap
MEH Jiaya3bIMIbl aJaMIap/blH KOMEJIEeTKE TOJIMaraHIapMEeH KYKBIKTBIK JKYMBIC JKYPri3y Ke3iHIe Ha3apblH
KYKBIK OY3yHIBUIBIKTBI €CKEePTY MEH alibIH alyFa ayJapy KepeK eKeHiH eckepreni. ABropnap TaxipuOe
KOPCETKEH/IeH, KOMEJICTKES TOJIMAFaHJap/blH OKIMIUINIK KYKBIK OY3yIIBUIBIKTAPBIHBIH al/bIH a1y OOMbIHIIA
yakKThUIbl KaOBbUIJAHFAH aAbIH ay Miapajapbl OKIMIIUIK J>KayamKepIuilik ImapaigapbiHa Oamama Oona
OTBIPBIN, 3aHABIK KOHE TOPOMENiK KaTbIHACTAap/Aa epeKille MaHbl3Fa ue OosaThiHbIHA Ha3ap aynaprad. Coun
cebenTeH OYriHTi KyHAeri OanamapIblH KamaralayChI3ABIFBI Maceneci 0apibIK MYAIENi TapanTapibl, OHBIH
IIIiHIe MEMIIEKETTIK OpTraHap/bl, AIEYMETTIK KbI3METKepIIep/Ii, FAIBIMAapAb! TOJIFaHabIpagsl. Kypaeni xone
TEpeH 3epTTeyTe JAaWbIK Ien JacaJFaH pedopMaapisl, Ke3KapacTapAbl, MKipJIepi capanail kesie, MaKkaitana
aBTOpJIAp THIH XKOHE KEHIHEH 3epPTTEY JKYPri3reH.

Kinm ces30ep: oKiMIITIK KYKBIK, OKIMIIITIK iC JKYPTi3y, KOMEJIETKE TOJIMaraHAap/blH KYKbIK OY3yLIbUTBIFbI
JKOHE KayalKePLILTIri, SKIMIIITIK )KayanKepUIiTiK, SKIMILIUTIK jKa3a.

K.b. Kapunb6aes, K.C. Mycun

IloHsAATHE AAMMHUCTPATHBHOIO IPABOHAPYLIIEeHUS HECOBEPIIEHHOJIETHHUX

B crarbe paccMOTpeHBI akTyalbHbIE BOIIPOCH aIMUHUCTPATUBHBIX IPAaBOHAPYIICHUN, COBEPLICHHBIX HECO-
BepIIeHHONETHUMHU B PecryOmmke Kasaxcran. B wactHOCTH, ydeHbIe, IOPHUCTBI, COLOJIOTH, IICHXOJIOTH U
JpyTye HCCIEN0BaTeIN, U3y4arolue TeHEe3UC IPaBOHAPYIICHU U IPaBOMEPHOCTh MEXaHU3Ma [IPUBJICUCHUS
K IOpUINYECKOH OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 3a aJMUHUCTPATHBHBIE NPABOHAPYLIEHHUS, CUUTAIOT, YTO €IHMHCTBEHHBIM
OCHOBAaHHUEM JIJIsl IPHBIIEUECHHSI HECOBEPLIEHHOIETHETO K OTBETCTBEHHOCTH SIBIISIETCSI COBEPILIEHHOE UM ITpa-
BOHApyIICHUE. B CBA3M C 5TUM OZIHOW U3 CaMbIX aKTyaJbHbIX IpobJieM sABIseTCs NpobiieMa MpoQUIaKTHKY,
MpeNOTBPALIEHUs U OOPBOBI C NMPECTYITHOCTHIO HECOBEPIIEHHOJIETHHUX, KOTOPAsi, B KOHEYHOM HMTOTe, MOXET
MIPUBECTU K 3HAUUTEIBHOMY CHUXKCHUIO [IPABOHAPYIIEHUS CPEAM HecoBeplleHHoseTHUX. IloaTomy cinenyer
IIOMHUTB, YTO TOCYJAPCTBEHHBIC OPraHbl U JOJDKHOCTHBIC LA JOJDKHBI YACIATh BHUMAHUC IPEAYIPExXIC-
HUIO Y NPEIOTBPAIICHHUIO NIPABOHAPYIICHUH PH OCYIIECTBICHUH NTPaBOBOH PabOTHI ¢ HECOBEPIICHHOICTHH-
MH. ABTOPHEI 00paTHIM BHAUMaHHE HA TO, YTO, B IPABOIPHMEHUTEIHHON NPAKTHKE CBOCBPEMEHHEIE IIPEBEH-
THUBHBIE MEPHI MO MPEAYNPEXKICHUIO aIMUHHCTPATUBHBIX MPABOHAPYIIEHUH HECOBEPIIEHHOJIETHUX HMEIOT
0co0o€e 3HaYeHHE B MPABOBBIX U BOCIUTATENbHBIX OTHOIIEHUAX, KaK albTepHATHBA MEPaM aJAMHHUCTPATHB-
HOU OTBeTCTBEHHOCTH. TakuMm oOpazom, nmpobdiaeMa 6e3HAA30PHOCTH ACTEH CEeroiHs MpuU3HaHa TEMOM, 3aciy-
JKMBAOLIEN KOMIIJIEKCHOTO U TTyOOKOTO U3yUeHUs] BCEMU 3aMHTEPECOBAHHBIMU CTOPOHAMM, BKIFOUAst IPaBH-
TEIBCTBEHHbIE YUPEKACHHsI, COLIMAIBHBIX paOOTHUKOB, YUEHBIX M JPYIHX. ABTOPHI JaHHOW CTAaTbH IPOBEIH
HOBOE U OOIIMPHOE HCCIEN0BaHNe, aHATH3UPYS PePOPMBI, BTl 1 MHEHHSI.
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Kniouesvie cnosa: agMUHHCTPAaTHBHOE MpaBO, aJMUHUCTPATHBHOE MPOU3BOACTBO, NPAaBOHAPYIIEHUE H
OTBETCTBEHHOCTh  HECOBEPLICHHOJIETHHX, aJAMHHUCTPAaTHBHAs OTBETCTBEHHOCTb, AaJIMHHUCTPATHBHOE
HaKazaHue.
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