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Revisiting the improvement of the criminal legislation
of the republic of Kazakhstan on liability for the murder for hire

The article is concerned with consideration of the signs of murder for hire, the identification of types of ac-
complices in the commission of murders for hire, the concept of hiring in the commission of a killing, the so-
cial grounds for increasing responsibility for these circumstances qualifying the killing. The authors carried
out a historical and legal analysis of the customary law of Kazakhs, Soviet and modern domestic criminal leg-
islation regulating responsibility for murders. The bases of differentiation of criminal responsibility for ag-
gravated killing have been determined. The concept and signs of the composition of murder for hire are ana-
lyzed, the reasons for the imperfection of the legislative formulation of this aggravating sign are revealed.
The empirical basis of the study is composed of the statistical data of the Committee on Legal Statistics and
Special Records of the General Prosecutor's Office of the Republic of Kazakhstan, analytical reviews, gener-
alizations of judicial practice, published judicial practice of consideration of criminal cases on murders, as
well as materials of criminal cases, acts of the «Taldau» forum, intended to ensure monitoring the quality of
judicial acts, analysis of the results of the current activities of the courts, information support for litigants,
practicing lawyers, use in scientific and research activities. The reliability of the obtained results is deter-
mined by the research methodology, analysis of theoretical and practical data. Studying the issues of correct
legal assessment and effective prevention of the murder for hire, analysis of the ways of legal expression of
this feature in the norm of criminal law constitute an important direction in the development of criminal law
theory, designed to ensure the transition from the empirical basis of legal education to scientific one.
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Introduction

Murder is one of the most ancient crimes in the criminal law. This crime has always been given excep-
tional attention in the theory and history of domestic and foreign criminal law, as well as in law enforcement
practice.

Among all the aggravating circumstances of murder, it seems relevant to consider the issues of qualifi-
cation of a murder for hire, since its defining features are an additional object, lucre as a sign of the subjec-
tive side and the subjective corpus delicti.

The tendency to commit murders by organized groups, which are created for committing one or more
murders, as well as murders for hire, appeared in the early 80s. The proportion of murders commit-
ted for motives of gain was 17 %, and at the end of the 90s this figure rose to 40 %. The significant public
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outcry caused by the murders for hire made it necessary to promptly take drastic measures to prevent
them [1].

This qualifying feature was first provided in a clause «I» part 2 of article 111 of the Model Criminal
Code for the member states of the Commonwealth of Independent States, approved by the resolution of the
Interparliamentary Assembly of the member states of the Commonwealth of Independent States on February
17, 1996.

The 1997 Criminal Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan, in its original edition, stipulated responsibility
for lucrative killing, as well as for a murder for hire (clause «z», part 2 of article 96 of the Criminal Code of
the Republic of Kazakhstan). The Law of the Republic of Kazakhstan «On Amendments and Additions to
Certain Legislative Acts of the Republic of Kazakhstan on Combating Crime» dated May 5, 2000, sets forth
this qualifying feature in the following edition «for lucrative motives, as well as for hire or associated with
robbery, extortion or banditry».

On August 10, 1999, the General Prosecutor's Office of the Republic of Kazakhstan and the Ministry of
Internal Affairs of the Republic of Kazakhstan approved a joint instruction «On an approximate unified ap-
proach of law enforcement agencies in assessing and classifying intended killings as «contract».

In the current domestic criminal legislation (Criminal Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan 2014),
the analyzed qualifying feature is retained in the previous edition — «for lucrative motives, as well as for
hire, or associated with robbery or extortiony.

The content of murders for hire, like all other aggravating signs of murder, is disclosed in the normative
resolution of the Supreme Court of the Republic of Kazakhstan dated May 11, 2007 «On the qualification of
certain criminal offenses against human life and health».

However, the issues of qualification of murders for hire are still not clear enough, controversial and
cause difficulties for law enforcement. In this regard, practical and scientific workers face difficulties in law
enforcement when qualifying this type of murder, caused by the impossibility of an accurate interpretation of
the qualifying signs of murders, the unclearness of their social grounds, unsuccessful legal expression of the-
se grounds as part of a crime.

All of the above indicates the relevance of the research topic and the urgent need to solve many prob-
lems at the level of criminal law and law enforcement practice.

The purpose of this article is to develop a private criminal law theory, including a comprehensive study
and analysis of criminal law and criminological problems arising in the process of qualifying and preventing
murders for hire.

The object of the research is criminal law provisions stipulating liability for murders for hire, problems
of their qualifications. We will also consider the issues of qualification of murder by association, since their
defining feature is the subjective corpus delicti. A separate analysis of the data of official statistics, investiga-
tive and judicial practice for the designated category of cases was held.

Methods and Materials

The methodological basis of the research was formed by the dialectical method of cognition, which
helped to reflect the relationship between theory and practice, the form and content of the research object, the
dynamics of the development of quantitative and qualitative changes in the considered socio-economic and
criminal-legal phenomena.

At the theoretical level of the research, the analysis and synthesis of historical, philosophical
knowledge, criminal law and criminological views were used. In the course of the research, special methods
were also used: the statistical method, the method of document research, the comparative jurisprudence.

Results

Responsibility for the murder was provided in all criminal laws in force on the territory of Kazakhstan.
However, it should be noted that the first direct reference to the institution of murder for hire in the text of
the law is given in Russian criminal law in the Voinsky Articles of April 26, 1715, published by Peter the
Great, which provided liability for a murder committed by bribery.

Kazakh customary law distinguished between punishable and non-punishable murders; aggravated
murder, mitigating murder and ordinary murder. Among all the types of murders in Kazakh society, the most
widespread were revenge killings of feudal civil strife, usually accompanied by barimta and similar actions.
At the same time, the murder has an open character.
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The Criminal Codes of the RSFSR of 1922 and 1926, as well as the Criminal Code of the Kazakh SSR
of 1959, highlighting the chapter «Crimes against life, health, freedom and dignity of the individual», pro-
vided responsibility for murder. The wording of aggravated killing varied:

— out of greed, jealousy and other base motives, etc. (Criminal Code of the RSFSR 1922 and 1926),

— out of lucrative motives (Criminal Code of the Kazakh SSR 1959).

We also consider it important to note that the Criminal Codes did not contain a general definition of
murder, which many modern authors note as a disadvantage of these legislative acts.

A qualitatively new stage in the development of national criminal law should be considered the period
from the moment of proclamation of the state sovereignty of Kazakhstan (Declaration «On the state sover-
eignty of the Kazakh SSR» of October 25, 1990) up to the present.

The 1995 Constitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan proclaimed a course for the creation of a demo-
cratic civil society in which human rights and freedoms are the highest values, and their observance and pro-
tection are recognized as the duty of the state. This approach determined the hierarchy of tasks of criminal
legislation, the construction of the system of the Special Part of the Criminal Code.

On July 16, 1997, the Criminal Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan was adopted, on January 1, 1998
entered into force.

It is necessary to highlight the role of the Model Criminal Code in the formation of national criminal
legislation for the member states of the Commonwealth of Independent States, approved by the resolution of
the Interparliamentary Assembly of the member states of the Commonwealth of Independent States on Feb-
ruary 17, 1996. The chapter «Crimes against a person» begins precisely with the regulation of criminal liabil-
ity for crimes against life. Article 111 of the Criminal Code provides the main, aggravating and special ag-
gravating circumstances. Part 1 of Article 111 of the Criminal Code reveals the concept of murder, this is the
deliberate deprivation of the life of another person. An aggravating sign of a criminal act is determined to be
killing for lucrative motives, as well as for hire (clause «I», part 2 of article 111 of the Criminal Code).
A feature of the Model Criminal Code is that it does not define specific types, terms and amount of punish-
ments, but only indicates the category of the crime — all types of murder are designated as especially grave
crimes.

At the same time, the adoption of the Criminal Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan does not mean that
the reform of the criminal legislation has been completed. New stages in the development of national law are
associated with the Concept of Legal Policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan (Decree of the President of the
Republic of Kazakhstan dated September 20, 2002) and the Concept of Legal Policy of the Republic
of Kazakhstan for the period from 2010 to 2020 (Decree of the President of the Republic of Kazakhstan dat-
ed August 21, 2009). Social grounds for improving legislation were taken into account when making
amendments and additions to Article 96 of the Criminal Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan by the Laws of
the Republic of Kazakhstan dated May 5, 2000, July 10, 2009, December 10, 2009, July 3, 2013.

The new Criminal Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan was adopted on July 03, 2014, entered into force
on January 01, 2015. In the original edition, the article for murder, as well as the considered qualifying fea-
ture, is retained in the previous edition — «for lucrative motives, as well as for hire, or associated with rob-
bery or extortion». The changes were expressed only in the numbering of paragraphs of the articles in Arabic
numerals.

The laws of the Republic of Kazakhstan dated November 7, 2014 and December 27, 2019, aimed at im-
proving liability for murder, differentiated criminal liability depending on the form of complicity and the age
of the victim.

According to Part 1 of Article 99 of the Criminal Code, murder is recognized as unlawful intentional
cause of death to another person. This definition of murder most fully reflects all the signs of a crime, and
allows you to distinguish it from other crimes against life.

All murders are traditionally divided into three types: simple, qualified and privileged. A simple murder
is a murder committed in the absence of at least one mitigating or aggravating circumstance (part 1 of article
99 of the Criminal Code). Privileged murders include components containing signs that mitigate criminal
liability and punishment (Articles 100—104 of the Criminal Code). Qualified murder is a component contain-
ing signs that aggravate criminal liability and punishment (part 2-3 of article 99 of the Criminal Code). The-
se signs are used by the legislator to construct a more dangerous type of acts, to establish new limits of pun-
ishment in the law.
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In the current criminal legislation, the qualifying signs of a murder are located depending on their con-
nection with certain elements of the crime: characteristics of the victims; features of the method of commis-
sion; committing murder by association; the motive for the murder; the complex of murder and other crimes;
the purpose of the murder; multiple crimes; the setting of the murder. The rules for constructing compound
norms used to form qualified murder cases comply with the requirements of legal technology.

Discussion

Analysis of the criminal law literature indicates that there is no clear and reasonable approach to under-
standing murder for hire among scientists.

For example, E.F. Pobegailo considers «murder for hire» and «contract killing» as synonymous, inter-
changeable terms. Some researchers distinguish between these terms, proceeding from the fact that murder
for hire presupposes material reward, and murder «for hire» can be committed without it [2; 41].

So, M.D. Shargorodsky notes that «The degree of public danger of a murder for hire (for material
award) is much higher than contract killing, devoid of a lucrative basis. In our opinion, this is due to the fact
that in case of a murder for hire, a higher degree of antisociality (individualism) is manifested both on the
part of the hirer and on the part of the performer. Other, non-lucrative motives and motives that are; not spec-
ified in this qualified murder, cannot be ranked (and even by law enforcement officers) as aggravating or
special aggravating circumstances» [3; 62].

A.N. Popov identifies three approaches to the relationship between the concepts of «murder for hire»
and «contract murder»: 1) these concepts completely coincide; 2) the first concept in its content is covered
by the second, because murder for hire presupposes material reward, and contract murder can be committed
without material award; 3) the first concept in its content is broader than the second, because it is a contract
murder that is lucrative, since it is committed for material reward, and murder for hire can be committed for
other reasons. It seems that it is impossible to use something else instead of a legislative definition without a
good reason, since such a substitution of concepts only leads to terminological confusion and does not con-
tribute to the understanding of the provisions of the law [4; 97].

Generally, the disagreements between researchers are due to different interpretations of its motives.

We agree with M.V. Gevorgyan that, «creating this norm and placing murder for hire on a par with the
commission of the same act out of lucrative motives and others, the legislator did not take into account the
social danger and characteristic features of this type of crime. Secondly, in the theory of criminal law there is
a problem of the ambiguity of the name of this type of murder, since first in the publicistic and then in the
legal literature «murder but hire» received a more common name — «contract murder». Thirdly, «murder for
hire» and «contract murder» are different types of murder, both in their etymological and criminal-legal con-
tent. Fourth, almost all types of qualified types of murders provided in Part 2 of Art. 99 of the Criminal Code
of the Republic of Kazakhstan, can be committed for hire or by contract, which leads to an increased social
danger of these crimes and the need for a more deeply scientific approach to their study» [5].

Some scholars refer to murder for hire only when the murder is committed for material reward. For ex-
ample, L.A. Andreeva is fair to call murder for hire «a special case of murder for lucrative motives» and em-
phasizes that «it cannot be committed without an orientation toward material gain» [6; §].

For example, R. worked as a sales representative at M.'s LLP. Due to the occurrence of financial prob-
lems at M.'s firm, he decided to conduct an audit and demanded that R. return the money, his debt amount
was 3,055,219 tenge. Unable to pay the debts, R. asked the previously convicted A. to commit the murder of
M.

A. told R. that this «job» would cost $50,000, but R. said he could pay $5,000.

A. agreed, invited Z. with him and called M. out of the house. A. got into M.'s car in the back seat and
Z. sat next to him. A. told him that R. had ordered his murder, on this basis a quarrel arose between them.
Z. intercepted M.'s hand, after which A. struck several blows with a screwdriver in the area of M.'s neck.
Then they removed the gold ring from M.'s hand, pulled money out of his trouser pocket and fled the scene.

An act of forensic medical examination established that M.'s death occurred from acute blood loss,
which developed as a result of a penetrating stab wound to the left lateral surface of the neck with complete
intersection of the carotid artery.

By the decision of the collegium A. and Z. were sentenced to 19 and 16 years of imprisonment, respec-
tively, with confiscation of property [7].
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As we have already noted, most often, rewards are paid in money. But in separate cases, the courts face
situations when a murder for hire and for lucrative motives is committed not for monetary, but for other ma-
terial reward.

For example, U. hired G. and I. to kill her husband, promising them to hand over her husband's car. G.
and L. in U.'s apartment strangled U.'s husband — V., who was in a state of strong alcoholic intoxication,
after which V.'s corpse was drowned in the lake [8].

However, we cannot fully agree with L.A. Andreeva’s statement that «lucrative motives are present on-
ly in the actions of the performer, and they are absent in the actions of the hirer» [6, 9], since judicial practice
knows both examples of the presence of a lucrative interest in the organizer of the crime and the absence of
such.

Other scholars admit the possibility of recognizing the murder as committed for hire and in cases where
the murder was conditioned not only by material, but also by a different kind of reward. So, A.N. Krasikov
adheres to the point of view that a murder for hire may not be associated with self-interest. In particular, he
points out that a murder can be committed in the name of «moral gratitude» on the part of an influential hir-
er, in the name of like-mindedness, for a woman's consent to «pay off» for a murder with a criminal by sexu-
al intercourse, etc. [9; 82]

There is no doubt that the murder can be committed on the grounds that A.N. Krasikov names. Howev-
er, it is worth agreeing with the legitimacy of the issues raised in this regard by A.P. Popov: «Are there any
signs of a simple murder in the cases indicated by A.N. Krasikov? Or, according to the scientist, for a murder
to be recognized as committed for hire, it is enough to establish that the killer acted at the request of another
person? Then where is the line between a murder for hire and a murder committed at the instigation of an-
other person?» [10; 143]. Unfortunately, we did not find the answer to these questions in the cited publica-
tion.

Some scholars do not make the commission of a murder for hire conditional on any reward. The main
sign of such a murder, in their opinion, is that the performer is not acting on his own initiative, but in the in-
terests of the hirer. For example, E.A. Loginov believes that the characteristic feature of a murder for hire is
not the motive of the performer of the crime, but his awareness that the murder is committed in the interests
of another person in connection with the receipt of such order from the him. At the same time, the performer
can be guided by any motives — both selfish and others (revenge, fulfillment of an official duty, solidarity,
assertion of his authority in order to «show what he is capable of», etc.). Based on the above, E.A. Loginov
concludes that the determining factor of a murder for hire should be considered the presence of the fact of the
order (hiring) and the realization of this circumstance by the performer of the murder [11; 13]. If one follows
this approach, then any murder that is not caused by the own initiative of the person executing it, should be
classified as committed for hire.

As the analysis of the investigative and judicial practice shows, in the overwhelming majority of cases
of hired murders there are «domestic» motives, long-term antagonism, there are also lucrative, political mo-
tives.

At the time, the Supreme Court of the USSR drew attention to the following mistakes that were made in
determining the co-execution of a murder:

— participants in group beatings, whose intent was not aimed at taking the victim's life, are condemned
as accomplices of the murder;

— do not prosecute persons who participated in the attack on the victim, but caused him less significant
damage than other attackers; the circumstances indicating that these persons had intent to kill are not taken
into account;

— actions of some of the co-perpetrators are regarded as complicity, despite the fact that they committed
actions similar to those of other persons prosecuted for the murder;

— when the participants in the murder commit heterogeneous actions, it is not taken into account that co-
perpetrators may also be persons whose actions were not only homogeneous, but also characterized by vary-
ing degrees of intensity or use of the instruments of crime;

—the persons who participated in the murder are not recognized as co-perpetrators of the murder
(for example, A. held the victim with his hands, B. at that time hit him on the head with a hard object, which
led to death); in this case, both persons are co- perpetrators of the murder, including A., although he did not
strike the victim [12; 59].
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As it can be seen, the Plenum of the Supreme Court of the USSR, referring to the variety of specific cir-
cumstances of co-execution in the murder, did not offer a generalized formulation of co-execution of this
crime, limiting itself, in essence, to an analysis of the disadvantages of judicial practice.

It is also important to emphasize that co-executing does not exclude the distribution of roles between
co-executors. It is necessary to establish that with the unity of intent, place and time of actions, each of them
performed either the completely objective side of the murder, or some of its element.

The Supreme Court of the Republic of Kazakhstan also explains that when committing the murder of
several persons, the intent of the co-perpetrators of the crime was aimed at killing several people and for its
implementation they assigned roles among themselves, as a result of which each participant in the crime was
directly involved in killing only one person, then the actions of each of them are also subject to qualification
under paragraph 1 of part two of Article 99 of the Criminal Code.

Above, we pointed out that a joint instruction of the General Prosecutor's Office of the Republic of Ka-
zakhstan and the Ministry of Internal Affairs of the Republic of Kazakhstan on August 10, 1999 approved
the «Approximate unified approach of law enforcement agencies in assessing and classifying intended kill-
ings as «contract».

In particular, the following circumstances indicate the «contract» nature of the murder:

— the situation of the crime (the commission of murder during a «conflict» caused by the failure of one
of the parties to comply with the terms of the contract), while intent is aimed at killing a specific person;

— the subject of the crime (sniper);

— weapons of a crime (sniper or automatic weapons, explosive devices and other means, the use of
which leaves no chance for victims to survive);

— injured person (committed in connection with the socio-political or entrepreneurial activities of a per-
son);

— the way the crime was committed (a «control» shot was fired, which is confirmed by the circumstanc-
es of the inspection of the scene of the incident and the corpse);

— motives for committing a crime.

Thus, a murder for hire can be defined as a murder committed by a person specially hired for this crime,
acting primarily in the interests of the hirer with lucrative motives, in the most likely way for the uncondi-
tional deprivation of the victim's life.

It should also be noted that, according to the fair opinion of researchers, the characterization of murder
«for hire» used by the legislator «obscures the grounds for establishing increased responsibility for this type
of murder» and allows for ambiguous interpretation [13]. Considering the etymological, criminal-legal and
criminogenic content of the concepts of a «contract murder» (joint instruction of the General Prosecutor's
Office of the Republic of Kazakhstan and the Ministry of Internal Affairs of the Republic of Kazakhstan dat-
ed August 10, 1999), «murder for hire» [14] and «contract killing», we believe that the consolidation of the
formulation of the qualifying feature «Murder by order» will clearly define the characteristics of the parties,
reflecting the degree of public danger of this type of murder.

In accordance with the task set, we studied the statistical data of the Committee on Legal Statistics and
Special Accounts of the General Prosecutor's Office of the Republic of Kazakhstan. The dynamic number of
murders committed in the period 2006-2014 shows a tendency for a consistent decrease in the registration of
this crime: from 1760 crimes in 2006 to 904 crimes in 2014. As you can see, decrease is almost by half.

Only in the period from 2008 to 2014 was the commission of a murder «out of lucrative motives, for
hire or associated with robbery, extortion or banditry» was singled out as an independent sign (clause «z»,
part 2 of article 96 of the Criminal Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan) — Table 1.

Table 1
The structure of murders registered in Kazakhstan for 20062014
2006 | 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
Murders 1760 | 1677 1642 1604 1387 1420 1267 1120 904
Including murders
out of lucrative 133/ 8,1 % | 120/ 7,5 % | 112/ 8,1 % | 121/ 8,5 %| 100/ 7,9 % | 105/ 9,4 % |76/ 8,4 %
motives, for hire
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As it can be seen, the dynamics of lucrative murders was characterized by constant fluctuations, which
is reflected in Figure 1.
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Figure 1. Dynamics of lucrative murders registered in Kazakhstan for the period 2008-2014

So, from 2008 to 2010, there is a decrease (by 8,3 %, by 7 %), then an increase by 7,4 %, again a de-
crease (by 21 %), a slight increase by 4,7 % and a significant drop by 38,2 % (from 105 to 76 crimes).

The proportion of murders committed for lucrative motives, in different years was 7,5 — 9,4 % of the
total number of murders.

As A.A. Plaksina notes «most of the murders with aggravated circumstances are not widespread, and do
not exceed five percent of the total number of murders, and the proportion of more than 2/3 of qualified
types of murders is about one percent. The maximum related share is for murder associated with robbery —
10,32 %»[13].

The period of validity of the Criminal Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan in 2014 is insignificant and
comes to five years. Changes in the registration of murders do not allow to allocate a clear trend. In 2015—
2016, the number of murders decreased (by 4,9 %), in 2017 increased by 8,6 %, and again decreased, first by
14,5 % in 2018, then by 10,2 % in 2019.

At the same time, the indicator «preparation and attempted murder» was added in the form of a statisti-
cal report. According to statistics, in 2018, 120 murders were interrupted at the stage of preparation and as-
sassination, in 2019 the number of unfinished murders was 98 crimes. Of the total number of identified mur-
ders, 22 % were committed with the use of weapons, including edged weapons — 37 %, firearms — 16 %.

A generalization of the judicial practice of consideration by the courts of the Republic of Kazakhstan of
criminal cases on crimes provided by Article 99 of the Criminal Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan, based
on the results of work for 2015, carried out by the Pavlodar Regional Court, showed the following. In the
course of the generalization, the sentences and decisions under article 96, part 2 of the Criminal Code of the
Republic of Kazakhstan, 1997, article 99, part 2 of the Criminal Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan, 2014
were studied. 39 sentences per 53 persons.

Criminological characteristics of the subjects of crime: the majority of the perpetrators are males — 45
persons (88,2 %), mainly at the age of 25 to 50 years — 26 persons (50,9 %), with secondary and secondary
specialized education — 41 persons (80,3 %), while among the convicts — 1 person without education.

Most of the convicts are unemployed — 40 persons (78,4 %),

Most of the murders were committed by a group of persons, by a group of persons by prior agreement
— 23 people (45 %), as well as in a condition of alcoholic intoxication — 39 people (76,4 %) [15].

The forms of state statistical reporting also contain information about the persons who committed
crimes. So, according to the Committee on Legal Statistics and Special Accounts of the General Prosecutor's
Office of the Republic of Kazakhstan in 2019, the number of identified persons who committed murders was
681 people. 631 perpetrators were prosecuted with the referral of their criminal cases to the court.

In terms of age, they are represented by the following groups: «21-29 years old» — 189 people, «30-39
years old» — 205 people, «40-49 years old» — 148 people.

Persons prosecuted — males (611 people), unemployed (558 people), citizens of the Republic of Ka-
zakhstan (625 people).
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Conclusions

Murder for hire as a special case of murder by association should always imply a lucrative motive on
the part of the performer, due to the receipt of a material reward. The essence of this type of murder lies in
the hiring relationship that arises between the performer and the hirer in the person of the organizer or insti-
gator. These relations are always characterized by: 1) the presence of complicity (an agreement is reached
between the hirer and the performer to commit the murder); 2) award for the «labor» of the performer (the
performer can receive a reward both before and after the murder); 3) the performer's lucrative motives; 4) the
actions of the performer are aimed at satisfying the interests of the hirer.

As it can be seen, responsibility for murder is differentiated depending on the form of complicity, how-
ever, the combination of three forms of complicity in one part (although at different points) entails the same
qualifications. In turn, the same qualification under part 2 of article 99 of the Criminal Code of the Republic
of Kazakhstan provides the same punishment, which seems to be incorrect from the point of view of taking
into account the social danger of the crimes committed. Thus, the punishment for crimes of different degrees
of social danger is equally increased.

Roughly, our generalization of theoretical and practical material related to murder for hire allowed us to
develop proposals for improving the criminal law and criminological measures to counter murders for hire.

The social grounds for «murder for hire» are based on consideration of their content and include the
need for stricter criminal law protection of public relations, taking into account the characteristics of the ob-
ject, the objective side, the subjects and the subjective side of the «contract murder» as real phenomena of
social reality.

The expression «for hired» used by the legislator «obscures the grounds for establishing increased re-
sponsibility for this type of murder» and allows its ambiguous interpretation. The introduction of the formu-
lation of the qualifying feature «murder by contract» will clearly define the characteristics of the subject
composition, reflecting the degree of public danger of this type of murder.

It seems appropriate to provide a liability for murder for lucrative motives, contract murder, murder as-
sociated with robbery or extortion in certain paragraphs of Article 99 of the Criminal Code of the Republic
of Kazakhstan.

In order to inform the citizens of Kazakhstan about the criminal activities in an open format, we consid-
er it necessary to highlight information on the spread of all types of qualified murders in the official criminal
law and judicial statistics, including murder for hire.
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Ka3zakcran Pecny0iuKacbIHBIH KAJAAHBII KiCl 6JITIPY sKayanKepuijiri
TYPaJibl KbJIMBICTBIK 3AaHHAMACBHIH KeTULIIPY KOHiHeri Maceiere

MakaJia sxaaHbII Kici enTipy OenriiepiH, TanchIpbICIeH Kici eNTipreH Kesje chlibaiiiacTapblHbIH TYpIepiH
KBIPATyIbl, KICl ONTipy Ke3iHIeri »KaigaHy YFbIMBIH, OChI KiCi eJTipy jKaFdaiilapbiH capanay YIIiH
JKayanThUIBIKTBI apTTHIPY/BIH 9JICYMETTIK HETi3/IepiH KapacThIpyFa apHasiFaH. ABTOpJIap Kici enTipresi yurixn
JKayanThUIBIKTBl PETTEHTIH Ka3aKTapIblH JAFAbLIbl KYKBIFBIHA, KCHECTIK JKOHE Kasipri 3aMaHFbl OTaHIbBIK
KBUIMBICTBIK 3aHHAMara TapUXU-KYKBIKTBIK Talliay >KYPri3ai. AybIpiaTaTblH MoH-Xaigap KesiHme Kici
ONTIpreHi VIIiH KbUIMBICTBHIK KayalTBUIBIKTBI JKIKTEYy Herizlepi aikeiHmamgel. JKammaHelm Kici enripy
KypaMbl YFBIMBI JKOHE OHBIH Oenrijepi TalmaHIBl, OCHl aybIpiaTaThIH Oenrinepil 3aHHAMAJBIK
TYKBIPBIMIAYABbIH JKeTiaMey cebenrtepi aHbikTanapl. Kasaxkcran PecrmyOimkackl bac mpokypaTypachIHbIH
KYKBIKTBIK CTaTHCTHKAa J>KOHE apHaiibl €celke ajy >KeHiHAeri KOMHTETiHIH CTAaTUCTHKAIBIK NepeKTepi,
AQHAJIMTHKAJIBIK IOy, JKaIIlbUIAHABIPBUIFAH COT MPAKTUKACHI, KAPAIFaH Kicl eNTipy Typaibl KbUIMBICTBIK
ICTepiH KapusUlaHFaH COT MPaKTHUKAChl, COHAAN-aK KbUIMBICTBIK iCTEpAiH MaTepuaiiapbl, COT aKTiIepiHiH
camachblHa, COTTapAblH AaFbIMAaFbl KbI3METTEPiHIH HOTIKCNICPIHIH TanjayblHA, COT TaJKbLIayblHa
KaTBICYLIBUIAP/bI, TOKIPUOEICH OTIM JKYPreH 3aHrepiepAi akmaparieH KaMTaMachl3 eTyre, FhUIBIMH JKOHE
3epTTey KbI3METTEpiHE IaiijaaHyFa MOHHTOPHHI JKYPri3yAi KamTamachi3 eryre apHainraH «Tampay»
(GOpYMBIHBIH aKTiliepi 3epTTey/IiH IMIUPHKAJIBIK 0a3achlH KYpajibl. AJIBIHFAaH HOTHIKEJICPIH IIBIHAWBUIBIFBI
3epTTey S/1iCTEeMECiMeH, TEOPHUSIBIK JKOHE MPAKTHUKAIBIK IepeKTepAi TajlayMeH aHbIKTaIabl. JKanmaHsin Kici
ONTIpy/i 3aH TYPFBICBIHAH AYpHIC Oaranay jKoHe THIMII ajIblH ajly MICeJeNepiH 3epaeley, aTajaran Oenrinig
KbUIMBICTHIK ~3aHBIHBIH HOPMACHIHAAFbl 3aHABIK KODIHICIHIH TocUIAepiH Tanmay KYKbIK KYPYIBIH
SMITUPHUKAJIBIK HETi3iHeH FBUIBIMH HETi3iHe OTyAi KaMTaMachl3 eTyre TapThUIFaH, KbUIMBICTBIK-KYKBIKTBIK
TEOPHSHBI IaMBITY/IbIH MaHBbI3/Ibl OAFbITHIH Kypan/ibl.

Kinm cesodep: maiijakyHeMJIK HHUETIEH jKacalfaH ajaM eJTipy, XaJJaHBII Kici eJTipy, TalCBIPBICIIEH Kici
OIITIipy, capanay, COT IPAKTHKACKI, ECKEPTY.

A.A. buebaeBa, A.M. Kanryxunosa, A.T. XXymarmiesa

K Bomnpocy o coBepiieHCTBOBAHMHU YTOJOBHOI0 3aKOHO/IATEJIbCTBA
Pecny6imkn Kazaxcran 00 0TBeTCTBEHHOCTH 32 YOUIICTBO 10 HAIMY

CraTbs MOCBAIICHA PACCMOTPEHUIO MPU3HAKOB YOHMIICTBA [0 HAHMY, BBIICICHUS BUIIOB COYYACTHHKOB IPH
COBEpIICHUY 3aKa3HBIX YOWIICTB, MOHITHS HaliMa IPU COBEPIICHHN YOUICTBA, CONMAIBHBIX OCHOBAaHHMH IO-
BBIIIICHUS] OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 32 JaHHBIC KBATM(PHIUPYIONIHE yOHICTBO 00CTOATENBCTBA. ABTOpaMU MTPOBEICH
HCTOPHKO-TIPABOBOM aHa M3 OOBIYHOTO MpaBa Ka3aXxOB, COBETCKOTO M COBPEMEHHOT'O OTEYECTBCHHOTO Yro-
JIOBHOT'O 3aKOHOJATEIbCTBA, PETJIAMEHTHPYIOLIETO OTBETCTBEHHOCTh 3a youiicTBa. OnpezeneHbl OCHOBAHHUS
nuddepeHray yroJIoBHONH OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 33 YOMICTBO NpH OTSr4arommx oocTosTenserBax. [Ipoana-
JM3MPOBAHbI MMOHITHE U MIPU3HAKH COCTaBa yOMICTBA IO HAWiMY, BBISBICHBI IPUYHNHBI HECOBEPIICHCTBA 3aK0-
HOZATENbHOI (OPMYIIMPOBKY JAHHOTO OTATYaIONIero NpU3HaKa. DMIUPUIECKYIO 0a3y UCCIIeI0BaHHs COCTa-
BWJIM CTaTUCTUYECKUE JaHHbIC KoMuTeTa 1Mo MpaBOBOW CTATUCTHKE W CHECHUAIBHBIM ydeTaM | eHepalbHOM
npokyparypsl Pecriyonmnku Kazaxcran, ananmutadeckue 0030psl, 0000MIeHNs cyieOHON TPaKTHKH, OITyOIH-
KOBaHHas cy/ieOHast MPaKTUKa pAcCMOTPEHHS YTOJIOBHBIX A€ 00 YOHICTBAX, a TAK)KE MaTEPHAIIbl YTOJIOBHBIX
nen, aktel popyMma «Tannay», npenHazHaYCHHBIC TSI 00CCIIEYCHUS] MOHUTOPHHTA Ka4eCTBa CyJeOHBIX aKTOB,
aHanM3a Pe3yJbTaTOB TEKYILIEH AEATEILHOCTH CyI0B, HH(GOPMAMOHHOTO 00CeCIICYeHHs YIaCTHUKOB Cy1e0-
HBIX Pa30HpaTesbCTB, IPAKTUKYIOMIMX IOPUCTOB, UCIIONB30BaHMs B HAYYHOH U HCCIIEI0BATEIbCKON ACATENb-
HOCTH. J[OCTOBEpHOCTh MOJIyYEHHBIX PE3yJbTATOB OMPENCISIeTCS METOMOJIOTHeH HCCISIOBAHUs, aHAIH30M
TEOPETUYECKHX U MPAKTHYECKUX JAHHBIX. M3yueHue BOPOCOB MPaBHILHON IOPUIMIECKON OLIEHKH U 3 dek-
TUBHOH NMPO(UIAKTHKE YOUIICTB 110 HAIMY, aHAJIN3 CIIOCOOOB IOPUANIECKOTO BEIPAKEHHUS JaAHHOTO MPH3HAKA
B HOPME YTOJIOBHOTO 3aKOHA COCTABIISIOT Ba)KHOC HANPABICHHUE PA3BUTHS YTOJIOBHO-IIPABOBOW TCOPUH, MIPHU-
3BaHHOE 00ECICYUTH TIEPEX0J] OT IMITMPUICCKON OCHOBHI IPAaBOOOPA30BaHUS K HAYYHOM.
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Kniouesvie cnosa: yOWUICTBO W3 KOPBICTHBIX MOOYKIEHHWH, yOMICTBO IO HaliMy, 3aka3Hoe yOuiicTBo,
KBanMUKaLys, cyaeOHas NpaKTHKa, IPEAYIPEKICHHE.
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