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Special grounds for exemption from criminal liability
for crimes in the sphere of economic activity

The aim of the study is to examine and provide a legal analysis of the specific features of the application of
special grounds for exemption from criminal liability for crimes committed in the field of economic activity.
To achieve this objective, various research methods were employed, including analysis and synthesis, model-
ing and forecasting, comparative legal and formal-logical methods, as well as a historical approach and other
general and specialized methods. The empirical framework of the study is based on the provisions of the
criminal legislation of the Republic of Kazakhstan, regulatory resolutions of the Supreme Court and the Con-
stitutional Court of the Republic of Kazakhstan, as well as other regulatory legal acts. The study identifies a
number of issues related to legislative gaps, enforcement difficulties, and the ambiguity of legal norms. It
proposes revisions in several key areas, including: reparation of damages; the concept of a "first-time of-
fense™; conditions for exemption from criminal liability for specific types of crimes; additional criteria taking
into account the personality of the offender and the circumstances of the case; a procedural algorithm for law
enforcement agencies and courts; and the conflict between general and special provisions of the Criminal
Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan.

Keywords: criminal liability, exemption from liability, special grounds for exemption, economic crimes,
criminal offenses, damages, income, taxation.

Introduction

The issue of applying special types of exemption from criminal liability for terrorism in the economic
sphere is currently relevant in the Republic of Kazakhstan, as such mechanisms for ensuring law enforce-
ment reduce the burden on the legal system and ensure the restoration of violated rights of the state or vic-
tims.

In his Addresses to the People of Kazakhstan and accompanying reforms, the President of the Republic
of Kazakhstan emphasizes the humanization of responsibility for violence against criminals, prioritizing
compensation for the consequences of a lack of freedom. In his Address to the People of Kazakhstan, “Ka-
zakhstan in the New Reality: Time for Action”, dated September 1, 2020, the President of the Republic of
Kazakhstan, K.-Zh. K. Tokayev, asserts that no area of socio-economic development can be effectively im-
plemented without ensuring the rule of law and guarantees of citizen security. In this regard, the main role is
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played by the activities of the Economic Investigation Service of the Financial Fund of the Republic of Ka-
zakhstan, aimed at identifying offenses related to the issuance of fictitious invoices, tax evasion, illegal with-
drawal of capital, theft of budget funds, as well as the illegal trafficking of oil and petroleum products [1].

The Criminal Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan (CC RK) contains provisions establishing liability
for the aforementioned acts, specifically Articles 189 and 197 of the CC RK, as well as a number of other
offenses included in Chapter 8 of the CC RK, which is dedicated to criminal offenses in the sphere of eco-
nomic activity. At the same time, it should be noted that the current criminal legislation lacks a separate arti-
cle explicitly establishing liability for illegal capital flight. However, such actions may be qualified under
other provisions of the criminal law depending on the specific circumstances of the committed act. For in-
stance, the withdrawal of funds through cryptocurrencies or underground crypto-exchanges may be exam-
ined within the framework of articles concerning the legalization (money laundering) of proceeds of crime
(Art. 218 CC RK) or other related offenses. These criminal components and a number of other economic of-
fenses are regulated by current legislation, and their application depends on the specific circumstances of the
case, the amount of damage, and the presence of aggravating or mitigating circumstances [2].

It should be noted that in recent years, the legislation of the Republic of Kazakhstan has undergone a se-
ries of changes affecting the sphere of economic crimes. Specifically, certain elements of such crimes have
been decriminalized, and for some of them, the threshold for criminal liability has been raised. Examples
include provisions related to economic smuggling and evasion of customs payments.

These changes directly impact the relevance of the institution of exemption from criminal liability. The
Criminal Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan provides special notes to several articles, allowing a person to
be exempted from criminal liability upon fulfilling certain conditions. Such provisions refer to special types
of exemption and possess a number of characteristic features in their application. These include the condi-
tional nature of the exemption, its link to the person’s post-criminal behavior, and restrictions determined by
the category of the crime committed.

As a rule, special types of exemption are discretionary in nature, meaning that the legal practitioner (in-
vestigator, prosecutor, or court) has the right, but not the obligation, to exempt a person from liability even in
the presence of formal grounds. For the application of many special types of exemption, the guilty party is
required to demonstrate active repentance: to surrender voluntarily, assist in solving the crime, compensate
for damages, or otherwise redress the harm caused. Furthermore, some special types of exemption may not
apply to acts committed by a criminal group, on an especially large scale, or under aggravating circumstanc-
es. Thus, in practice, the application of special types of exemption from criminal liability for crimes in the
sphere of economic activity in the Republic of Kazakhstan is fraught with a number of issues related to legis-
lative gaps, enforcement challenges, and the ambiguity of legal norms. Examples include the broad differen-
tiation of grounds for exemption, corruption risks, problems with applying the institution of reconciliation,
lack of clarity in legal phrasing, and restrictions based on crime categories.

Furthermore, the relevance of this topic is underscored by the fact that research into the application of
special grounds for exemption from criminal liability for economic crimes has not been conducted at the
doctoral level within Kazakhstani legal science.

In this regard, the aim and objectives of the study are directly dictated by the substance of criminal law
provisions as reflected in the legal policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan and the annual Messages of the
President to the people of Kazakhstan. The primary goal of the research is to study and analyze the applica-
tion of special types of exemption from criminal liability for crimes in the sphere of economic activity. This
goal sets forth specific objectives aimed at resolving issues related to the application of these special exemp-
tions, optimizing the conditions for their use, and developing concrete proposals for improving legislation
and judicial practice.

In both research and the practical application of the types under consideration, various conflicts arise
from theoretical disagreements, legislative imperfections, inconsistencies in law enforcement, and methodo-
logical challenges. For instance, in criminal law theory, there are disagreements regarding the legal nature of
exemption from criminal liability. Debates persist over whether it is merely the state’s waiver of its right to
enforce liability or a distinct legal institution with its own goals and principles. Likewise, there is no consen-
sus on the elements of active repentance—one of the grounds for exemption. Scholars differ on how many
criteria in an individual’s actions are sufficient for their conduct to be recognized as active repentance. Some
argue that the presence of all conditions listed in the legal provision is necessary, while others contend that a
combination of conditions that are both necessary and possible in a given case is sufficient [3].
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In the study of problems concerning exemption from criminal liability in the economic sphere, method-
ological conflicts may arise regarding the choice of analytical approaches and methods. For instance, the
guestion of which method is best suited to evaluate the effectiveness of exemption norms, comparative legal,
formal-logical, systemic, or statistical—remains a subject of debate. Furthermore, when examining the inter-
action between criminal law and other branches (such as civil or tax law), the problem of defining the
boundaries of their application arises. For example, to what extent is it permissible to use civil law mecha-
nisms to settle the consequences of economic crimes within the framework of criminal proceedings? [4]

In domestic research and theoretical approaches to this topic, several gaps can be identified. These are
related to the lack of comprehensive works that integrate theory and practice—including interdisciplinary
links with other branches of law and insights from foreign experience, especially regarding economic crimes.
Other gaps include the lack of developed criteria for assessing active repentance, the absence of uniformity
in interpreting special notes to the articles of the Criminal Code (e.g., “full restitution” or “voluntariness™),
and deficiencies in studying corruption risks, among others. Additionally, in reviewing the literature, the au-
thor concluded that the effectiveness of existing exemption mechanisms remains poorly addressed. There is a
scarcity of studies that use empirical data to evaluate the extent to which the application of special types of
exemption contributes to achieving the goals of criminal justice (e.g., the restoration of social justice, the
rehabilitation of the offender, and crime prevention).

Methods and materials

The methodological framework of this study is based on the dialectical method of cognition and a sys-
tem-structural approach, which enabled the examination of exemption from criminal liability as a complex
legal institute. The formal-legal (doctrinal) method was employed to analyze the provisions of the Criminal
Code and the Criminal Procedure Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan. Furthermore, legal hermeneutics and
logical-semantic analysis were applied to interpret the normative resolutions of the Constitutional Court and
the Supreme Court, specifically regarding the differentiation between “income generation” and “damages”.
The empirical basis comprises a content analysis of the law enforcement practice of tax authorities and crim-
inal prosecution bodies (2020-2026). Additionally, the legal forecasting method was used to develop evi-
dence-based recommendations for legislative reform, while elements of comparative law evaluated the inte-
gration of international best practices.

Results

Law enforcement practice in countering crime and ensuring the realization of citizens’ rights and free-
doms guaranteed by the Constitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan requires well-developed national legisla-
tion that meets international standards. This includes requirements such as logical consistency, clarity of
phrasing, internal coherence, and the absence of legal conflicts. In our view, the implementation of these re-
quirements becomes particularly relevant when addressing the issue of exemption from criminal liability in
the sphere of economic activity, as uniformity in law enforcement and judicial practice serves as the founda-
tion for stable economic development and the improvement of legislation.

In this regard, one should agree with the opinions of scholars who identify the need for a clearer defini-
tion of the conditions for exemption from criminal liability for economic crimes. For instance, let us turn to
the practice of tax authorities, which possess the right to unilaterally declare transactions as fictitious. Such
gualification could lead to additional tax assessments and the application of penalties, while judicial practice
on these matters has not always been consistent [5].

The problem lay in the fact that tax authorities, identifying signs of fictitious transactions through sup-
ply chain analysis, cross-checks, or other sources, often did not seek judicial confirmation of the relevant
circumstances. During tax audits, such transactions could be treated as having been conducted without the
actual delivery of goods or provision of services. Consequently, the taxpayer’s expenses were excluded from
corporate income tax (CIT) deductions and value-added tax (VAT) offsets. This, in turn, resulted in signifi-
cant tax deficiencies and fines. Furthermore, the taxpayer was effectively deprived of the opportunity to
prove the validity of the concluded transactions in court [6].

Additional difficulties also arise in the application of notes to articles regarding the possibility of ex-
emption from criminal liability upon voluntary restitution of the damage caused. In practice, the criteria for
“voluntariness” and the completeness of such restitution can be interpreted in various ways. This creates cer-
tain legal risks for entrepreneurs and complicates the forecasting of potential legal consequences of their ac-
tions.
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The scientific novelty of this work lies in the analysis of the specifics of applying the types of exemp-
tion under consideration, taking into account the interrelationship between criminal law and other branches
of law, as well as utilizing foreign experience in regulating similar relations, primarily in the sphere of eco-
nomic crimes. This approach aligns with the stated aim and objectives of the research.

In this regard, in our view, it is necessary to clarify a number of legislative provisions:

First, it is necessary to establish specific actions that can be regarded as sufficient restitution for the
damage caused, which should include not only the return of illegally obtained funds but also compensation
for incurred losses, accrued interest (penalties), and fines within the timeframes established by law.

Second, the concept of a “first-time offense” needs clarification. In theory and practice, ambiguity aris-
es when determining whether an offense should be considered committed for the first time if the person has
previously been held administratively liable for similar acts.

Third, it is significant to classify the conditions for exemption from criminal liability based on sectoral
affiliation, for example, for criminal offenses in the tax sphere.

Discussion

Full payment of tax debt is understood as the settlement of the entire amount of the arrears—that is,
taxes and other mandatory payments not paid within the established timeframe, including current and ad-
vance payments, as well as the interest (penalties) accrued on this amount. It should be taken into account
that tax debt includes not only the principal amount of the arrears but also unpaid interest and penalties [7].

In certain cases, upon full settlement of tax arrears, the legislation allows for the write-off of accrued in-
terest (penalties) and fines. For instance, the Rules for the Write-off of Interest and Fines, approved by the
Order of the Minister of Finance of the Republic of Kazakhstan No. 13 dated February 13, 2026, provide
micro and small business entities with the possibility of having several financial sanctions waived.

Specifically, interest reflected in the taxpayer’s personal account as of January 1, 2026, as well as inter-
est accrued on the amount of arrears from January 1, 2026, until the date of its actual payment, may be writ-
ten off. Furthermore, fines for tax offenses recorded in the personal account as of the specified date are sub-
ject to write-off for those types of taxes and payments where the arrears have been settled. The legislation
also provides for the possibility of writing off interest and fines in the event of early fulfillment (before April
1, 2026) of a tax obligation for which the payment deadline, as of January 1, 2026, had been modified in ac-
cordance with tax legislation or legislation on rehabilitation and bankruptcy. Additionally, fines for turnovers
conducted before January 1, 2026, during a period of non-registration for Value-Added Tax (VAT), may also
be written off [8].

It should be emphasized that partial repayment of debt or the intention to compensate for the damage
caused in the future is not considered by legislation as a sufficient ground for exemption from criminal liabil-
ity. Such a requirement often creates difficulties for individuals who do not have the capacity to pay the en-
tire amount of the debt in a single lump sum, especially when significant financial violations are in-
volved [9].

An exception is an act committed by a criminal group (Part 3 of Article 245 of the CC RK—where ex-
emption from liability does not apply). This narrows the possibilities for applying special exemption mecha-
nisms in cases involving organized forms of crime.

In practice, difficulties frequently arise in determining the moment of completion for these specific of-
fenses. This is due to the fact that the deadlines for filing a tax return and the deadlines for paying tax obliga-
tions may differ. In accordance with law enforcement practice, the moment of completion of a criminal of-
fense provided for in Articles 244 and 245 of the CC RK is defined as the day following the last tax payment
deadline established by tax legislation. This situation requires a precise determination of time boundaries and
frequently becomes a subject of dispute during judicial proceedings.

Back in 2010, we already pointed out that legal literature discussed the contradiction between the provi-
sions of the General Part of the CC RK (for example, Article 65) and the notes to the articles of the Special
Part providing for special exemption. The question arises whether the conditions established in the General
Part (for example, committing a crime for the first time, voluntary surrender, assistance in solving the crime)
must be applied when using special notes. Some researchers believe that special exemption is independent
and does not require compliance with the conditions of the General Part, while others contend that these
conditions must be supplemented by the provisions of the notes [10]. In principle, a final conclusion on these
issues has not yet been reached.
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In practice, difficulties also arise due to the need to documentary confirm the fact of full restitution of
the damage caused. Especially in the process of complex financial schemes or when the necessary docu-
ments are missing, it is naturally difficult to obtain such evidence.

Furthermore, it is necessary to strictly observe procedural requirements, which, for example, firstly, are
related to the norms of tax legislation in force at the time the criminal offense was committed, rather than at
the time the amendments were adopted. And secondly, they are related to the deadlines for filing a tax return
and paying taxes and other mandatory payments to the budget, as well as the period during which the person
evaded the fulfillment of tax obligations.

In the absence of the specified information, the court at the preliminary hearing stage or during the main
trial may recognize such circumstances as substantial violations of criminal procedural legislation that pre-
vent the consideration of the case on its merits. In this case, the criminal case is subject to return to the pros-
ecutor in accordance with Article 323 of the CPC RK [9].

In addition to the requirements for the indictment, there are other procedural risks that can influence the
outcome of the case:

— Inadmissibility of evidence. If evidence is obtained in violation of the requirements of the CPC RK
(for example, through the use of violence, threats, or without respecting the rights of the suspect), it may be
declared inadmissible. This deprives the parties of the opportunity to use such evidence in court;

— Violations in the collection and storage of evidence. Non-compliance with the rules for drafting pro-
tocols, improper storage of physical evidence, or the absence of photo and video recording can lead to the
loss of the evidentiary base. For example, if the chain of custody is broken, the court may doubt the authen-
ticity of the evidence;

— Errors in the qualification of the act. Specifically, if the indictment does not specify the particular ar-
ticle, part, and paragraph of the Criminal Code under which the person is being charged, this may serve as
grounds for returning the criminal case to the prosecutor;

— Insufficiency of the evidentiary base. If the submitted materials do not confirm the circumstances
subject to proof in a criminal case in accordance with Article 113 of the CPC RK, such evidence is recog-
nized as insufficient for rendering a reasoned decision. In such situations, the court is obliged to be guided by
the principle of the presumption of innocence and render an acquittal.

— In this case, to minimize risks, we consider it necessary:

— to carefully record all financial transactions and preserve primary documents;

— when compensating for damages, to formalize transactions officially (for example, through deeds of
assignment or harm compensation agreements);

— during the investigation of tax offenses, to involve experts for the analysis of financial and economic
activities and the determination of the amount of damage;

— to comply with procedural norms during the collection and documentation of evidence to avoid it be-
ing declared inadmissible;

— to monitor the completeness and accuracy of the indictment, paying attention to compliance with
legislative norms, deadlines, and other key details [11].

The Constitutional Court of the Republic of Kazakhstan, in its Regulatory Resolution No. 14-NP dated
May 18, 2023, examined an issue related to the application of Article 197 of the CC RK. The Constitutional
Court pointed out that the absence of a clear definition of the list of such documents could lead to their broad
interpretation by legal practitioners and, as a result, create a risk of violating the constitutional rights and
freedoms of citizens [12].

Certain problems were also identified in the application of Article 214 of the CC RK. In particular, a
lack of consistency was noted between the measures of liability and the norms of legislation across various
branches of law. Furthermore, the disposition of the article contained several alternative forms of unlawful
behavior, which complicated its practical application. As a result, this norm was divided into independent
articles: Article 214-1 of the CC RK (illegal banking and microfinance activity) and Article 214-2 of the CC
RK (illegal debt collection activity).

It was also established that certain provisions of the legislation could place different categories of per-
sons in an unequal position. For example, the note to Article 214 of the CC RK provided for the possibility
of exemption from criminal liability upon voluntary restitution of damage; however, it applied only to cases
involving large-scale damage. At the same time, similar provisions did not apply to situations involving the
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generation of large-scale income or the sale of excisable goods, which raised questions regarding compliance
with the principle of equality.

The recommendations of the Constitutional Court in such cases often include the necessity of refining
legislation: clarifying concepts, establishing clear criteria, harmonizing norms with each other and with other
branches of law, as well as improving law enforcement practice. For example, in Regulatory Resolution
No. 72-NP dated June 25, 2025, the Court recommended that the Government consider the issue of further
improving criminal legislation, and that the Supreme Court summarize judicial practice for a clear distinction
between the activities of commercial organizations and criminal groups [13].

According to the notes to Articles 214-214-2 of the CC RK, a person who has committed the corre-
sponding act for the first time may be exempted from criminal liability on the condition of voluntary restitu-
tion of large-scale damage caused to a citizen, an organization, or the state. However, in practice, this norm
is applied quite rarely. This is due to the fact that criminal prosecution authorities often qualify a person’s
actions based on the generation of income rather than the infliction of damage, which significantly compli-
cates the use of this ground for exemption from liability.

This situation is explained by the fact that the dispositions of the specified articles provide for several
alternative forms of criminal behavior. These include the infliction of large-scale damage to a citizen, an or-
ganization, or the state, the generation of large-scale income, as well as the production, storage, transporta-
tion, or sale of excisable goods in significant quantities (Article 214 of the CC RK).

The Constitutional Court of the Republic of Kazakhstan clarified that the note to Article 214 of the CC
RK is applied only in cases where the committed act has resulted in large-scale damage and this damage was
voluntarily restored before the court rendered its verdict. At the same time, the specified note does not extend
to situations involving the generation of large-scale income or the sale of excisable goods, even if the crime
was committed for the first time. The legislator considers such acts to be socially dangerous regardless of the
presence of material consequences in the form of damage [14].

Thus, if the investigation establishes the generation of income rather than the infliction of damage, the
grounds for applying the note are absent. This is precisely the reason why, in practice, exemption from liabil-
ity under the note occurs rarely.

So, in 2023, the Constitutional Court of the Republic of Kazakhstan considered the appeal of a citizen
convicted of illegal cryptocurrency exchange transactions. The applicant challenged the constitutionality of
the note to Article 214 of the Criminal Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan, believing that its provisions do
not apply to individuals whose actions are related to the generation of large-scale income but did not result in
damage. According to the applicant, this leads to an unequal position for such individuals compared to those
who caused damage and subsequently compensated for it.

Following the review, the Constitutional Court found the contested note to be consistent with the Con-
stitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan. However, it was noted that the scope and nature of liability should
be determined taking into account the degree of public danger of a particular offense. Furthermore, the Court
recommended that the Government consider amending and supplementing the Criminal Code of the Repub-
lic of Kazakhstan and other regulatory legal acts in order to eliminate the identified deficiencies, in particular
those related to the structure of the provision of Article 214 of the Criminal Code of the Republic of Kazakh-
stan [15].

Therefore, although the note to Article 214 of the Criminal Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan pro-
vides for the possibility of exemption from liability; its application in practice is limited by the specifics of
the qualification of acts and the requirements of the law.

Conclusions

The study of the theoretical foundations and law enforcement practice regarding exemption from crimi-
nal liability for economic crimes in the Republic of Kazakhstan allows for the formulation of the following
provisions:

- Priority of Restorative Justice: in line with the policy of humanizing criminal legislation anchored in
the Addresses of the President of the Republic of Kazakhstan, the institute of special exemption from liabil-
ity should serve as a primary tool for balancing the protection of public interests with the stimulation of posi-
tive post-criminal behavior among business entities.

- Elimination of Legislative Conflicts: a contradiction has been identified between the General Part of
the Criminal Code (Article 65) and the special notes of the Special Part regarding the mandatory nature of
certain conditions (e.g., voluntary surrender, assistance in solving the crime). It is necessary to legislatively
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establish the autonomy of special types of exemption, thereby minimizing the discretionary powers of law
enforcement authorities.

- Refinement of the Conceptual Framework: normative clarification is required for the concepts of a
“first-time offense” and “voluntary restitution of damages™. The latter must imperatively include not only the
principal debt (arrears) but also accrued penalties and fines, supported by documentary evidence within
strictly defined legal timeframes.

- Reforming the Disposition of Article 214 of the Criminal Code: the study justifies the need to revise
the conditions for exemption in cases involving “large-scale income generation”. The current restriction,
which allows the application of the special note only in cases of “causing damage”, creates legal inequality
and hinders the effective use of restorative mechanisms in cases of illegal entrepreneurship and asset opera-
tions (including cryptocurrencies).

- Minimization of Procedural Risks: a systematic analysis of practice demonstrates that a lack of uni-
formity in determining the time of completion for tax crimes and the procedure for recording restitution leads
to the return of cases to the prosecutor (Article 323 of the Criminal Procedure Code). The proposed solution
involves developing clear interagency regulations and the systematization of judicial practice by the Supreme
Court.

The proposed classification of exemption conditions based on industry specifics (tax, banking, and cus-
toms sectors) will harmonize criminal law with regulatory legislation, ensuring the stability of economic ac-
tivity and the predictability of legal consequences for the business community.
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IKOHOMHUKAJIBIK KbI3MET CAJACBIHAAFbI KBJIMBICTAP YIIIH KbIIIMBICTBIK
KAYaNTBUIBIKTAH 00CaTy/AbIH apHalbI TYpJepi

3epTTey/IiH MaKcaThl — 3KOHOMHKAJBIK KbI3MET CAllaChIH/Ia KACaJaThIH KbUIMBICTAp OOMBIHIIA KBLIMBICTHIK,
JKayanThIIBIKTaH OOCAaTyAbIH apHaibl TYPJICPIH KapacThIPy JXOHE OJIapJbIH KOJIIAHBUIY €peKIICTiKTepiHe
KYKBIKTBIK Tanaay »Kyprizy. Ocsl MakcaTKa JKeTy YIIiH FhUIBIMHA TaHBIMHBIH Talay MEH CHHTE3, MOJCIbACY
MeH 00JDKay, CaBICTBIPMAIIBI-KYKBIKTHIK JKoHE (OPMaIbIbI-TOTHKAIBIK iCTepi, COHIali-aK HaKTHI-TapuX{
TOCiT MeH Oacka Ja yKaJIbl FEUIBIMH JKOHE apHaifbl oficTep KOJIMAHBUIABL. 3epTTeyIiH SMIIMPUKAIBIK 6a3achl
perinne Kazakcran Pecny0inkachIHBIH KBUIMBICTHIK 3aHHaMackl, Kasakcran Pecry6unukacs! XKoraprer CoTbl
MeH KoHctuTynusuiblk COTBIHBIH HOPMATHBTIK KayJbUIapbl, COHAAl-aK ©3re JI¢ HOPMATUBTiIK-KYKBIKTHIK
aKTijep maiinanaHeUIbL. 3epTTey HOTIDKECIHIEe 3aHHAMAIIBIK OJIKBUIBIKTAP, KYKBIK KOJIIaHy TXipuOeciHmeri
KHUBIHJIBIKTap JKOHE KYKBIKTBIK HOpMalapAblH OIpMOHII eMecTirine OailaHbICTBI OipKarap Mocelenep
anpIKTanabl. OcbIFaH OalIaHBICTBI aBTOPJIAP KeJecl HETi3rl KOPBITHIHABUIAPFA KeJi: KENTIpUIreH 3aialijibl
eTey MaocelnenepiHe KaThICThI, «ajFall PeT jKacarfaH KbUIMBIC» YFBIMBIH HAKTBIIAYFa, )KEKEJeTeH KbLIMBIC
Kypamaapbl OOMBIHIIA JKayalThUTBIKTAaH 00CaTy MapTTapbIH KETUIIpyTe, KiHAMIHIH kKeke OachIH jKoHE 1CTiH
MOH-)KalJIapbIH €CKepeTiH KOCBHIMIIIA KPUTEPHIIIEp SHTi3yTre, KYKBIK KOpFay OpraHiapbl MEH COTTap YIIiH ic-
OpEeKeT aIropUTMiH d3ipiieyre, connaii-ak Kasakcran Pecryomikachl KbUTMBICTBIK KOJCKCIHACT] JKAIIIBI KOHE
apHalibl HOpMaJIap apachIHAAFbl KAIIBUIBIKTAP/IbI XKOIOFa OAFbITTAIFAaH YCBHIHBICTAp 93ipJiey KaxeT.

Kinm coe30ep: KbUIMBICTBIK JKayanThUIbIK, JKayanThUIBIKTaH 0o0caTy, 0ocaTyIblH apHaibl Heriaemesnepi,
9KOHOMHKAJBIK KbUIMBICTAP, KBUTMBICTHIK KYKBIK OY3YIIBUTBIKTAP, 3a1al, Ta0bIC, CaJbIK Cay.

A K. AxmetoBa, I'.M. PricmarambeToBa

CrnenuaJjbHbie BUbI 0CBOOOKIEHHS OT YIOJIOBHOI OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 32
npecryjieHus B cepe IKOHOMUYECKOM AeATeJIbHOCTH

Llens nccnenoBaHMs 3aKIIFOYAETCS B PACCMOTPEHUH U ITPAaBOBOM aHAIIM3€ OCOOEHHOCTEN MPUMEHEHHUS CIIELH-
QIBHBIX BHUJIOB OCBOOOXCHHUs OT YrOJIOBHOI OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 3a MPECTYIUICHHs, COBepluaeMbie B chepe
IKOHOMHYECKOM NeSTeNbHOCTH. [yl TOCTM)KEHHMS MOCTABICHHOM 1IeM OBUIN MCIOJIB30BAaHBI METO/IbI Hay4-
HOTO TTO3HaHMS, TaKHe KaK aHAJIN3 ¥ CHHTE3, MOJECIMPOBAHIE U IPOTHO3UPOBAHHE, CPABHUTEIHHO-IIPABOBOIT
U (GOpMaNBEHO-TIOTHYECKUIT METOJIBI, a TaK)Ke KOHKPETHO-MCTOPUUYECKUH MOAXOA U JpyrHe OOIIeHayIHbIE
CIeIMaNbHbIe METOABL. B KauecTBe smmupryeckoi 6a3pl HCCIETOBAHUS MCIIOIB30BAHEI HOPMBI YTOJIOBHOTO
3akoHOaTenbeTBa PecryOmmkn Kaszaxcran, HopmatuBHbIe moctaHoBineHnst Bepxosroro Cyna u Koncrury-
mmonHoro Cyna Pecrrybmmku Kazaxcran, a Takoke HHbIE HOpPMaTHBHO-TIPABOBEIE akThl. B pesynbrare mokazan
psax npoliieM, CBS3aHHBIX C 3aKOHOAATENIbHBIMU NMPOOETaMH, CIIOKHOCTSMHU NPAaBONPHUMEHEHUS U HEOIHO-
3HaYHOCTBIO IIPAaBOBBIX HOpM. MccenoBanue npeagaraeT NepecMOTp HECKOIBKUX KITIOYEBBIX HOPM, CBA3aH-
HBIX C BO3MEILEHHEM yIep0a, TIOHATHEM «BIIEPBbIE COBEPIICHHOE MPECTYIUICHNUEY, YCIOBUSIMHU OCBOOOXKIE-
HUSL OT YTOJOBHOM OTBETCTBEHHOCTHU JUISl OTHENBHBIX COCTaBOB IPECTYIUICHUH, JOMOJHUTENBHBIMU KpUTe-
PHSAMH, YIATHIBAIOIIMH JINYHOCTH BHHOBHOTO M 00CTOSITENBCTBA JIeNIa, C alTOPUTMOM JeHCTBHH IJISI IPaBo-
OXpaHUTEJBHBIX OPTaHOB U CYJIOB, C MIPOTHBOPEUHEM MEXy OOIIeil U CrennalbHOH HOPMaMH YTOJIOBHOTO
kozekca PecyOnmku Kazaxcras.

Knioueswvie cnosa: yronoBHasi OTBETCTBEHHOCTh, OCBOOOIK/IEHHE OT OTBETCTBEHHOCTH, CIIEIHALHBIE OCHOBA-
HHSI OCBOOOK/ICHUSI, JKOHOMHUYECKHUE MPECTYIJICHHS, YTOJIOBHBIC MPaBOHAPYILCHUS, YIepO, JOX0, HAIOro-
00JI0KCHHE.
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