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Concept of bringing minors to administrative responsibility

The purpose of this article is to consider the legal issues of the concept of attracting lawyers, sociologists,
psychologists and other specialists who study the problems of the Genesis of offenses and the laws of the
mechanism of legal responsibility for administrative offenses. As practice shows in the article, 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. The author also
emphasizes in this article that understanding and studying the Genesis of the offense will help to identify the
causes, motives, purpose and take appropriate preventive measures.if this is not an offense, it will at least help
to prevent the offense that can be expected in the future. As you know, any society needs stability, security
and prosperity, and they can not be accessible without the knowledge and use of domestic and international
experience gained in the implementation of measures aimed at preventing and preventing juvenile
delinquency. This is due to the fact that the degree of well-being of any state can be formulated on the basis
of indicators that characterize its development and the extent of juvenile delinquency in this state.

Keywords: Administrative law, administrative offense, administrative responsibility, offense, administrative
penalty, features of administrative responsibility.

Introduction

The current rapid dynamics of administrative offenses committed by minors in the Republic of
Kazakhstan indicates insufficient measures to prevent and remind offenses committed by state bodies and
public.This opinion is supported by the data from sociological surveys conducted by various researchers.
Thus, 85 % of respondents asked how public authorities are effective in dealing with juvenile delinquency
and experience these outcomes for the community, saying that they do not feel safe from criminal trespass,
feel anxiety, anxiety or often fear before the attack [1; 24].

Therefore, one of the important directions of state policy implemented in this aspect should be the relia-
ble protection of the rights and freedoms of minors of the Republic of Kazakhstan from various encroach-
ments, which can be achieved through appropriate legal regulation of public relations and social actions re-
quiring administrative responsibility.

According to the article 19 «about the Convention on the Rights of the child», the state should be an ob-
ject to which the rights and legitimate interests of minors who have entered the criminal justice system have
special consideration to protect the honor and dignity of the individual in all forms of physical and mental
violence.[2; 108]. This can be attributed to both administrative and procedural forms in the consideration of
juvenile cases and the involvement of children in administrative proceedings.

In this regard, it is important to note that in the Republic of Kazakhstan there is a risk of increasing
number of minors (as victims, witnesses and people subject to administrative liability) involved in the ad-
ministrative process to involve minors in administrative proceedings.

Current practice indicates a significant aggravation of the crime situation in the youth environment, and
the ineffectiveness of previous measures to prevent juvenile delinquency in changing social and economic
conditions of the state’s development. For example, by analyzing some official statistics, from 1997 to 2000,
according to the «Inquiry on the Status of Juvenile Offenses in Pavlodar city», there is a rapid growth of ad-
ministrative offenses committed by minors in the city.

During this time in Pavlodar city 9045 minors were brought to administrative responsibility, including:
in 1997 — 1070, in 1998 — 1633, in 1999 — 3785, in 2000. — 2548 people.

In this regard the most widespread and socially dangerous types of administrative offenses committed
by minors are:

— drinking alcoholic beverages and visiting public places in a state of intoxication;

— use and storage of narcotic drugs and psychotropic substances.
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For example, the number of juvenile offenders who were brought to administrative responsibility for
drinking and intoxication in public places between 1997 and 2000: in 1997 — 921; In 1998 — 1500; In 1999
— 1668; 2000 — 1697.

In 1997 — 32, in 1998 — 55, in 1999 — 67, in 2000 — 12 juvenile offenders were identified for drug
and psychotropic use.

The number of parents who were brought to administrative responsibility for administrative offenses: in
1997 — 34; in 1998 — 75; in 1999 — 2774; in 2000 — 1223.

Methods and materials

Methods of research work are based on individual scientific and general scientific methods of
knowledge as normative-logical, historical, comparative law, analysis, synthesis, system-legal, etc.In the
course of the research, theorems on the theoretical concepts of transport commitments were analyzed.

Results

Abovementioned action could be described as voluntary acts of conscience expressing the juvenile’s
illegal behavior.These actions are not only external but also internal. Therefore, as a rule, legal science, in its
turn, is interested in those who are not interested in ordinary, everyday activities, but only those who have a
positive or negative assessment.

Thus, unconscious, irresponsible behavior is not recognized as a crime, because it is not controlled by
one’s intelligence and will. Voluntary and unwise behavior of a person are not governed by the law and do
not lead to legal liability.The role of rights in such behavior can only be conditionally stated. Therefore,
when considering cases of administrative offenses of minors, the CCTB bodies and commissions on affairs
of minors and protection of their rights may ask the court to refer a minor to specialized educational
institutions, which may take into account the following factors:

— age group;

— living conditions and upbringing;

— level of mental development and other characteristics of the individual;

— social status;

— behavior of a minor;

— the role and influence of adults;

— motive, nature and gravity of the offense [3; 122].

For example, in Pavlodar there is an increase in behavioral criminalization of young children
(11-14 years old) with the growth of adolescent offenses. According to the DIA of Pavlodar, 2 teenagers,
11-14 years old, were sent to a special school in Taraz by a court decision for a crime. It shows that the of-
fending behavior of young children has shifted from administrative to criminal, depending on the public
danger and the severity of the consequences. Such tragic outcome of juvenile justice cases nowadays calls
for the need to strengthen prevention efforts with minors in the region and in Kazakhstan as a whole.

It is necessary to analyze thoroughly and summarize the results of preventive measures aimed at com-
bating juvenile delinquency, as well as to study all mechanisms of involving minors to administrative re-
sponsibility.

The content and features of the administrative responsibility mechanism are important both theoretical
and practical.

Theoretically, he reveals the laws and procedures for applying administrative liability to a juvenile de-
linquent, explain the process of affecting the offender's personality, and further explains the effectiveness of
the authorities taking administrative liability measures in order to ‘block’ the offenses.

In practice, the analysis helps identify administrative and legal coercive measures that can prevent the
further spread and commission of administrative offenses by juveniles. In this case, an administrative offense
committed by minors is a ground for bringing minors and their parents to various administrative liability
measures. At the same time, administrative offenses are the only basis for imposing administrative liability,
that means that if there is no clearly stated offense, it cannot be said about administrative liability either.

As mentioned above, when engaging minors in administrative responsibility, they need to understand
clearly the role of parents in their lives and the ability to fulfill their responsibilities.
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Discussion

According to «the Regulations on the commission on minors’ affairs and protection of their rights»,
parents or other legal representatives of the minor who do not fulfill their obligations to educate and bring up
their children or have a negative effect on their normal physical and moral development the commission may
also apply the following remedial measures to its legal representatives:

— to apply to court for recovery of material damage to a minor;

— petition to the trusteeship and guardianship authorities in case of a direct threat to the life and health
of the minor, on the immediate removal of the minor from parents or other legal guardians, as well as on the
removal of the trustee or guardian from the performance of their duties or the termination of the adoption
agreement;

— restriction or deprivation of parental rights and petition for application of other measures provided by
the legislation of the Republic of Kazakhstan.

In order to explain fully the administrative responsibility of minors used on the basis of administrative
offenses, it is important to identify the essence of the concept of administrative responsibility and the specif-
ics of administrative responsibility of minors.

There are many approaches to the first notion in the legal literature, that are based on various methods
of researching law.

We give a few definitions to the spirit of past traditions of Soviet law:

—L.A. Galagan explains that «administrative responsibility involves the application and implementation
of administrative penalties» [4; 41];

—L.S. Samoshchenko and M.H. Farukhshin administrative responsibility is «... a state compulsory ser-
vice, «a response» «to a guilty offense», using a sanction of legal rules that accompany state and public pros-
ecution, and humiliation of a person, and actions to be taken in accordance with the guilt’s specific procedur-
al rules» [5; 228].

In the modern legal literature there are many definitions of the concept of administrative responsibility.
Let’s compare some of the concepts of the authors of textbooks on the courses «Administrative Law» and
«Administrative Liability», both the Kazakh and Russian scientists — the authors of the administration»:

— administrative responsibility is the type of legal liability of the authorized body (official), which is
expressed in the imposition of an administrative penalty on a person (individual or legal entity) who commit-
ted an administrative offense in the manner, prescribed by the administrative legislation. [6; 130];

— administrative responsibility is a form of legal responsibility of the person who committed the of-
fense, which is manifested by the imposition of an administrative penalty by an authorized body or an offi-
cial [7; 161];

— administrative responsibility is a measure of administrative-legal coercion in the form of imposition
of an administrative penalty on the person who committed an administrative offense [8; 39];

— administrative liability is a type of legal liability that is manifested by the imposition of an administra-
tive penalty on the person who committed the offense. Administrative responsibility has the hallmarks of
general legal responsibility [9; 269];

— administrative responsibility is a type of legal liability, in which the subject is the state, executive and
legislative authorities, courts with authority in the field of administrative justice, officials of definite bodies,
as well as authorized legal entities [10; 22];

— Administrative responsibility for legal liability inherent in all aspects of the latest law, based on legal
norms related to the violation of legal norms, is determined by the regulatory legal acts of the authorized
bodies, associated with state enforcement. On the other hand, administrative responsibility is an integral part
of administrative coercion and has all the qualities it has. (performance of functional duties of functional en-
tities, etc.) [11; 24];

It is appropriate to point out that the new Code on administrative offenses is still vague on the part of
the legislator, who does not define administrative liability, that makes it difficult for this legal institution to
understand adequately the meaning.

It’s clear that all authors from the references provided by us are a measure of administrative responsibil-
ity, a punishment imposed by an authorized body (official) on a person who has committed an administrative
offense. However, some inconsistencies need to be pointed out. Thus, some authors say that administrative
responsibility is a form of legal responsibility, which in turn does not cause doubts. Other researchers believe
that the concept of administrative responsibility is broader and is one of the components of an integrated le-
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gal and regulatory framework that is used by government agencies (officials) for violating administrative
sanctions.

An analysis of the various definitions of administrative responsibility makes one think about how the
above mentioned definitions can be used to understand the concept of a juvenile institution of administrative
responsibility.

Here it is necessary to note once again that in accordance with article 65 of the Code of administrative
offenses, «people who have reached the age of 16, but not less than 18 years are recognized as minor» when
committing an administrative offense. However, those who have reached the age of sixteen when committing
an administrative offense, are recognized as capable of a legislator, meaning that they may be held adminis-
tratively liable for an administrative offense.

It is the attainment of the legal age of the minor that underlies the application of administrative penal-
ties. From this age, the minor is able to perceive and understand the moral and psychological aspects of ad-
ministrative responsibility, taking into account his / her personality.

In accordance with part 2 of Article 65 of the Code of administrative offenses, the legislator states that
«an administrative penalty may be applied to a minor who has committed an administrative offense using the
methods of upbringing and influence him\her». Compulsory educational measures, as well as administrative
penalties, are liability measures, but in essence they are equivalent administrative penalties.

Taking into consideration the above mentioned concepts, we can conclude that the concept of adminis-
trative responsibility of a minor is understood as a legal liability, which is manifested by the imposition of an
administrative penalty or a disciplinary measure on a minor who has committed an administrative offense.

Thus, administrative responsibility of minors is a special type of legal liability and is characterized by
the features of prevention (warning), alternative role, limitation and protection.

Administrative responsibility of minors differs from administrative responsibility of adults. Let us de-
scribe the most obvious of them.

The first group of features of the mechanism of administrative responsibility of minors is the circum-
stance which precludes administrative responsibility of minors. According to the applicable administrative
legislation, the following are:

— firstly, during the counter course, one’s mind was ill, meaning that he could not understand the physi-
cal nature and danger of his (inaction) or chronic mental illness, temporary mental disorders, mental retarda-
tion or other serious mental illness. Minors who have not managed them due to their administrative responsi-
bility.

— secondly, due to the fact that all citizens of the Republic of Kazakhstan have the right to adequate pro-
tection, regardless of age, nationality, gender, race, religion, occupational or other special training and ser-
vice status, the minors are in a state of adequate protection, that is, the identity of the guardian or other peo-
ple, if the need arises, to cause harm to the encroachment upon protection of property, land and other rights,
the legally protected interests of a society or the State from unlawful encroachments. In case of failure to go
beyond the defense is allowed. At the same time, a minor, who has exceeded the necessary limits of protec-
tion due to fear, fear or intimidation, may not be subject to administrative liability;

— third, administrative responsibility of the minor, if it is proven that an administrative offense has been
committed, and that it has solved the danger that directly threatens the life, health, rights and legitimate in-
terests of that person or other people, the interests of society or the state, if the offense can be eliminated by
other means in the absence and at the same time not exceeding the limit of extreme necessity.

— fourth, the administrative responsibility of the minor will be excluded if the offense committed by
him is caused by force or mental force in case that the person can’t control his actions.

The second group describes the features of administrative responsibility of minors in the context of cir-
cumstances that facilitate or aggravate liability for administrative offenses.

Circumstances that facilitate the administrative liability of minors are:

— first, the age of the minor;

— secondly, the minor’s repentance over the offenses committed;

— third, to prevent the harmful effects of juvenile offenders, to compensate voluntarily for damage or to
remedy the caused damage;

— fourthly, the commission of an administrative offense under the influence of strong excitement or se-
rious personal or family circumstances;

— fifth, administrative offenses resulting from physical or mental abuse.
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The circumstances which aggravate the responsibility of the minor for administrative offenses, include:

— illegal acts of the minor;

— past behavior and the number of offenses committed.

— repeated by a person, previously brought to administrative responsibility for a similar administrative
offense, by virtue of which the period of time provided for by article 61 of this Code has not expired;

— involvement of a minor into an administrative offense;

— involvement of the guilty person in committing an administrative offense, people known to be suffer-
ing from severe mental disorders, or people under the age of administrative responsibility.;

— committing an administrative offense on the grounds of national, racial or religious hatred or enmity,
a vengeance on the legitimate actions of others, as well as concealing or facilitating the commission of an-
other offense;

— administrative offense by the person or his relatives in connection with the performance by that per-
son of his official, professional or public duty;

— committing an administrative offense against a woman who is known to be pregnant in the guilty per-
son, as well as with a young child, another defenseless or helpless person, or a dependent person on the
guilty party;

— administrative offenses by a group of people;

— committing an administrative offense in the event of a natural disaster or other emergency;

— committing an administrative offense in a state of alcohol, drug or substance abuse is a circumstance
which aggravates the liability for an administrative offense.

The third group of features of administrative responsibility of minors is presented in the form of the ba-
sis for release from administrative responsibility and administrative punishment:

—a minor who commits an act of an administrative offense, may be released from administrative re-
sponsibility for the change of circumstances, as well as due to a disease that impedes the imposition of an
administrative penalty;

—if a minor who committed an offense with an administrative offense precludes the imposition of an
administrative penalty, then he may be released from administrative responsibility or imposition of an ad-
ministrative penalty, or an amnesty from additional penalties;

—a minor may be released from administrative responsibility in the case of minor injury, due to an ad-
ministrative offense;

— a minor, who has committed an administrative offense, may be released from administrative responsi-
bility by the judge, authorities (official), who are authorized to consider cases on administrative offenses, if
he voluntarily compensated for the damage caused by an administrative offense, or otherwise compensated
for the damage caused by the offense;

— a minor may be released from administrative liability in connection with the expiration of the statute
of limitations.

One of the features of administrative responsibility of minors is that administrative offenses of minors
are only dealt with in specialized inter-district courts in accordance with part 2 of article 684.

Finally, in accordance with applicable administrative law, the parents or other guardians of the minor
may be held responsible as a measure of administrative liability for the minor.In addition to the above, it
should be added that the Code on administrative offenses provides for administrative offenses that encroach
on the rights of minors in Chapter 12.Summarizing the above, we can conclude:

— administrative responsibility of the minors is an effective measure of influence on the consciousness
of the minors capable of creating conditions for the prevention and further prevention of infringement of the
requirements of the administrative and legal norms by the minors;

— administrative responsibility of the minor is exercised not only in the public interest, but also in the
interests of the juvenile, because timely administrative measures against it are the basis for the suspension of
juvenile offenses, this eliminates the possibility of criminalizing a crime and thereby helps eliminate the like-
lihood of a teenager becoming involved in criminal liability in the future.It should be taken into considera-
tion that repeated administrative offenses can eventually be classified as crimes.For example, in accordance
with article 434 of the administrative Code, offenses that are considered to be minor hooliganism can be
classified as hooliganism in accordance with article 293 of the criminal Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan.;

— administrative responsibility of the minors creates prerequisites for limiting the consequences of harm
caused by the offense committed;
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— administrative responsibility of the minors, promotes the creation of a special legal mechanism capa-
ble of protecting the personal legal interests of minors from the overthrow of the state bodies by officials.

Conclusion

Thus, the main cause of administrative offenses is, as a consequence of the application of administrative
penalties to minors, the resulting misdemeanor and actions due to the inability of the minors always to assess
correctly the different situations in their lives due to their age and developmental differences.

In this regard, the text of the law to the majority of adolescents is not always clear and clear, as
explained above, due to their low legal literacy and lack of knowledge of the legal norms set by the state.In
some cases, it is not necessary to know everything because the rules themselves are optional.Even those who
understand why the laws are needed cannot be deterred, especially by teenagers who do not know
them.Another problem that complicates the features of administrative responsibility of minors is the
imperfection of many legal rules governing the procedure for imposing administrative penalties on a minor.
For this reason, there are several key aspects of an inquiry that underlie administrative offenses:

— First, the imperfection of the rule of law may be beyond the real historical reality, if they do not meet
the specific requirements of public relations, in other words, the norms are outdated.For example, despite the
collapse of the USSR in December 1991 and the change in public relations, it is sufficient to show the
validity of the administrative offenses Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan, which was adopted in January
30, 2001, in 1984.However, the Code contained legal provisions which were useful for socialist relations
rather than market.From the theory of law, it is known that if the rule of law is not of public utility, even if it
is binding on the law and in effect with the existing legal provisions and prohibitions, and also enforced by
the population, the outcome of its action is still negative or at least impartial;

— Second, the volatility and instability of the norms that govern the legal function of public relations are
of great importance. «The uncertainty of the law causes insecurity in the hearts of every person, and
treachery and hypocrisy urge you to be cautious everywhere» [12; 130].

— Third, due to the weakening of the actual application of the rules of law, punishment for offenders is
often neglected, lead to their illegality, as a result of which the rule of law gradually loses its value in the
sources of the population living in the territory of that state;

— Fourth, the legal rule has a direct effect on the behavior of the entity, only if the entity fully under-
stands and agrees with the rule of law. In this case, it is implemented as a rational and useful standard, which
is the principle of operation of the entity.

—» Generally, a good understanding and knowing well the rule of law is achieved by interpreting its
content, which may vary and in some cases even be false or taken false. To confirm such assertions, the
opinion of Cesare Bekkari, a medieval Italian lawyer, is correct, in his commentary on the significance of the
rule of law when committing an offense: «It is better to warn and to prevent than to punish offenses. That is
the intention of any good law, but the tool used to that end is still largely invalid or even contrary to its in-
tended purpose... do you want to warn about a crime? For that to happen, the laws need to be clear and
straightforward, so that all national forces are focused on protecting them, and even if they are partially used
out of use. They should be more concerned about the people than about the people they represent. Make
people feel respect for the law and their fear of it, so that people only fear it. A strong and courageous nation
must, in the end, get rid of the uncertainty of the laws» [12; 130]

Thus, the measures of administrative liability for juveniles presented as administrative penalties must
necessarily be reflected in the rules of the current administrative law. The content of the said legal norms and
the procedure for imposing administrative penalties on those norms should, as far as possible, be readily un-
derstood or accessible to young offenders.
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KomeneTke ToMaraHaapabIH IKIMIIIJIIK
JKayankKepuijiiKKe TApThLTy KOHUEIHUSChI

ATanFaH MaKaJlaHbIH MakKcaThl OYTiHI TaHIaFbl KYKBIKOY3YIIBUIBIK TEHE3MCI MACEICICPiH JKOHE OKIMIIILIIK
KYKBIKOY3YIIBUIBIK JKAacaFaHbl YIIIH 3aHJbl XKayalKepLIUIIK MeXaHH3MiHiH 3aHIbUIBIKTApPBIH 3eplelicyMeH
aliHaJIBICATBIH KOpFayIIbUIAp, QJICyMETTaHyIIbUIAP, IICHXOJIOrTap XoHe Oacka 1a MaMaHIapAbl KoMeJeTKe
TOJNIMaraHJapAblH 3aHIbl JKayalnKepIIIK IIapanapblHa TapTy KOHLEMIHMSACHIHBIH KYKBIKTBIK CYPaKTapbIH
KapacTtepy. Toxipube kepceTkeHAeH, KOMeNeTKe TOIMaFraHIapAbIH OKIMIIIIK KYKBIKOY3YIIBUTBIKTapBIHBIH
QJIIBIH aTy OOUBIHINA yaKTHUIBI KaOBULNAHFaH aJIIbIH Ty IIapaiapbl OKIMINIJIIK XKayalKepIIilliK mapagapbHa
Oaiama 0oJia OTBIPBIN, 3aHIBIK JKOHE TOPOMENK KaThlHacTapia epekie MaHb3ra ne. CoHmail ak, aBTopiap
Makanana KYKbIKOY3yHIBUIBIKTBIH TEHE3UCIH TYCIHy JKoHE 3epaeney ceOenTepiH, yaxkIepiH, MaKcaThlH
aHBIKTAyFa JKOHE THICTI ajIbIH ally IIapajapblH, erep Oy KYKbIKOY3YyIIBUIBIK OosiMaca, OHJa, KeM JereH e,
Oornamakra KyTyre OONaThlH KYKbIKOY3YIIBUIBIKTBIH aJIABIH alyabl KapacTelpraH. benrini Gosranpail ke3
KeJIreH KOFaMfa TYPaKThUIBIK, KayillCi3miK JKOHE OpKeHAEY KaXeT, al oJlapFa jKacecIipiMaepaiy
KYKbIKOY3YIIBUIBIFBIHBIH, ~QJIIBIH  QNIy/Ibl JKOHE €CKepTyre OarbITTajfaH ic-IIapajapibl JKY3ere achipy
TIPOIIECIHIE KOJI JKETKI3UITeH OTAaHBIK JKOHE dJIEMIIK TOKipHOeHi OinMei jkoHe maiinanaHOail Ko JKeTKizyre
GoJIMalTHIHBIH aBTOpJap Oaca Ha3ap aynaphlll, 3epTTEreH. Byl Ke3-KeJIreH MEMIICKETTIH oJ-ayKaThIHBIH
Jopexeci, OHBIH JaMybl MEH COJ MEMJIEKeTTeTi KoMeJeTKe TOJIMaraHAap apachlHIAFbl  KYKBIK
Oy3YIIBUIBIKTAPABIH TapATybIHBIH JOPEXKECIH CHIIATTAWTHIH KOPCETKIMITEp Heri3iHAe TYKbIpbIMIayFa 00a bl
JIeTT TYCIHIIpesi.

Kinm  co30ep:  oKiMIITIK  KYKBIK, OKIMIIUTIK  KYKBIKOY3YHIBUIBIK, OKIMIILTIK  KayarnKepuIiik,
KYKBIKOY3YLIBIIBIK, OKIMIILUTIK %a3a, OKIMIIIIIK jKayanKepIIUKTIH epeKIIeniKTepi.

K.b. Kapunotaes, K.C. Mycun

KOHHEHIII/IH MNPUBJICIYCHUA HECOBCPIICHHOJIECTHUX
K aIlMHHI/ICTpaTHBHOﬁ OTBETCTBCHHOCTH

Llenpl0 TaHHOM CTAaThU SBJSETCS PacCMOTPEHHE MPABOBBIX BOIMPOCOB KOHIECIIMU MNPHUBICYCHHS FOPHCTOB,
COLIMOJIOrOB, MCHXOJOrOB M JPYIHX CICHUAIKMCTOB, 3aHUMAMOLIMXCS W3yYeHHeM MpobiieM TreHe3unca
MPaBOHAPYIICHUA ¥ 3aKOHOMEPHOCTEH MEXaHM3Ma FOPUANYECKOH OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 3a COBEpIICHHE
aJIMUHHCTPATHBHBIX TIpaBoHapylIeHWid. Kak Mmoka3plBaeT MpaKTHKA, CBOCBPEMEHHO IPUHATHIE MEPHI IO
MPOQIIAKTHKE aJMHHUCTPATUBHBIX NPAaBOHAPYIICHHI HECOBEPIICHHOJECTHHX HMMEIOT 0C000€ 3HAYCHHE B
IOPUMYCCKUX M BOCIUTATCIBHBIX OTHOIICHUAX, SBJSACH AQIBTCPHATHBOM MepaM aJIMUHHCTPATHBHOM
OTBETCTBEHHOCTH. Kpome TOro, aBTOpbl TMOMYCPKUBAIOT, YTO MOHHMAaHHE W W3YYCHHE TeHE3uca
MPaBOHAPYIICHHUS TO3BOJAT BBIIBUTH TMPHYHHBI, MOTHBBI, II€1b M TPUHATH COOTBETCTBYIOIINE
npoUIAKTHUSCKAE Mephl, €CJIM 3TO He SBISIETCS MPaBOHApYIICHHWEM, TO, MO KpaiiHeil Mmepe, MOMOXeET
NPEAOTBPATUTh IPaBOHAPYLIEHHE, KOTOPOE MOXKHO OXXHAATh B OyaymieMm. Kak u3BectHo, 11000My 00IIECTBY
HE00XOIMMBI CTaOMIIEHOCTD, 0€30ITaCHOCTh U MPOIBETAHHE, a 3TO HEBO3MOXKHO 0€3 3HAHHWH M UCIIOIBb30BAHUS
OTEYECTBEHHOr0O W MHPOBOTO OIBITA, JOCTUTHYTOTO B MPOLECCe OCYLIECTBICHHUS MEPOIPHSTHH,
HATIPaBJICHHBIX Ha TMPEAyNpPEKICHUE MPABOHAPYIICHUH MOIPOCTKOB. DTO OOBSACHACTCS TEM, YTO CTEICHb
OmarococTossHUS JTIOOOTO TOCYJapcTBA MOXKET OBITh chopMynHpoBaHA Ha OCHOBE IIOKa3aTeieH,
XapaKTepU3YIOIIUX  €ro  pasBUTHE W  CTENCHb  PAaCHpOCTPaHCHHs  NPABOHAPYIICHUH  cpenu
HECOBEPILIICHHOJICTHUX B 3TOM T'OCYIapCTBE.
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Knrouesvle cnosa: AIMUHUCTPATUBHOC IIPABO, aAMHUHHUCTPATUBHOC ITPABOHAPYUICHUE, aAMUHUCTPATUBHAA
OTBETCTBCHHOCTDH, IIPABOHAPYIIEHUE, AAMHUHHCTPATUBHOEC B3bICKAHUE, 0COOCHHOCTH aI[MI/IHI/ICTpaTI/IBHOI\/'I
OTBCTCTBCHHOCTH.
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