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This article is devoted to a comparative analysis of the criminal law of\the'Republic of Kazakhstan and some
countries of the «Commonwealth of Independent States», which, havéyprecedents for the introduction of crim-
inal liability for persons performing managerial functions in a ¢ommereial or another non-profit organization.
The legislation of the CIS countries has many common features withiKazakhstani criminal legislation provid-
ing for liability for commercial bribery. This concernsg,boththe codification of the analyzed legislation and
the proximity of the structure of the Criminal Codes§ their'division into parts, and in some cases into sections,
chapters and articles, as well as the historical conditionality @f commercial bribery. In chapter 34 of the crim-
inal code of the Republic of Kyrgyzstan, «Crumesyagainst.the interests of service in commercial and other or-
ganizationsy, in article 237 establishes the responsibilityfer commercial bribery. Similar criminal provisions
which criminalize commercial bribery, stipulated in'the crimhinal code of the Republic of Uzbekistan, Chap-
ter XIII.1 «Crimes related to obstruction, unlawful” interference in business activities, and other crimes in-
fringing on the rights and legitimat® intefests of economic entities» in article 192.9. The General characteris-
tic of the experience of other cotmtries in the fight against bribery by criminal law measures is of undoubted
scientific value. Also the analysis ofithe criminal legislation of other modern countries on the qualification of
crimes committed through cemmercial’bribery, it is advisable to carry out by making their proposals to
change a number of provisions. As a result of writing this article, we came to the conclusion of the introduc-
tion to the dispositionjof partil and 3 of Art. 237 of the criminal code of the Republic of Kyrgyzstan and
Art. 192.9 the criminal code of'the Republic of Uzbekistan of the phrases «for general protection or conniv-
ance in the seryice». Injouropinion, the current absence of this phrase narrows the scope of the criminal law
in relation to commercial bribery, and in this regard is currently a gap in the criminal legislation of the Re-
public ofdKyrgyzstangand the Republic of Uzbekistan.

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

Introduction

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

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

Methods and Materials

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

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

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

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

Discussion

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Commercial corruption will be available, when:

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

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

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

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

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

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

In additiongit shouldibe noted that the form of transfer of property itself does not affect the recognition
of its illegal.

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

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

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

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

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

Use of service position is understood as realization or excess of the powers contrary to interests '0f ser-
vice and to please to the person who is carrying out corruption [2; 574].

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

Analysis of the norms of Chapter 9 of the criminal code «Criminal offenses dgainst thesinterests of ser-
vice in commercial and other organizations» indicates a broad understanding of thedegislatony«official posi-
tiony». In this Chapter, the legislator uses two terms: «official powersy (articles 250,254, 252 of the criminal
code) and «official position» (articles 253 of the criminal code). Obviously, theigpeontent cannot be the same.
It follows from the above that the term «official position» is wider than «offigial authority» and, accordingly,
the official position should be referred to:

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

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

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

To sum up, it must be emphasizedfonce again that the transfer of remuneration in the case of commer-
cial bribery always implies that thegact is swbject to certain conduct by the person performing managerial
functions. By conditionality we mean both the existence of a preliminary verbal, liberal or conclusive agree-
ment, an agreement between the subjects 6f bribery (objective conditionality), and in the absence of such an
agreement, a subjective calcilation of future remuneration (subjective conditionality). Otherwise, the actions
(inaction) of a person performing managerial functions in a commercial or another organization do not con-
stitute a crime under part 1 of afticle 253 of the criminal code.

An important,issue for the qualification of commercial bribery is the question of attributing to illegal
actions or inactieh ofithe'™Manager for General patronage or connivance in the service.

Based on ‘the literabinterpretation of part 1 and 3 of art. 253 of the criminal code, it should be concluded
that the gen€fal,protection and connivance in the service are included in the illegal activities of the Manager.
Accordinglygbribery of a person for these acts forms part of commercial bribery.

Inithedegal'literature it is proposed to qualify this situation as abuse of power [7; 16].

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

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

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

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

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

Conclusions

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

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

Having considered the questions posed, we came to the following conclusion that analysis of the dispo-
sition of part 1 and 3 of article 237 of the criminal code of the,Republic of Kyrgyzstan and article 192.9 of
the criminal code of the Republic of Uzbekistan indicatesithat\thejcommercial bribery legislators do not pro-
vide for the features considered by us, namely «generalsproteetion or connivance in the service». At the same
time, we believe that this circumstance somewhat @arrowsithe scope of the criminal law in relation to com-
mercial bribery, and in this regard is currently a_gap mthe/riminal legislation of the Republic of Kyrgyzstan
and the Republic of Uzbekistan.

Thus, the foregoing allows us to assert that thisfissue‘should be resolved by law, by introducing into the
disposition of part 1 and 3 of article 237faf the crifninal code of the Republic of Kyrgyzstan and article 192.9
of the criminal code of the Republigyof Uzbekistan the phrase «for general protection or connivance in the
service».
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Ka3zakcran, KpiprpI3cTan :xoHe O30ekcTan
KBUIMBICTBIK 3aHHAMACHIH/A KAPACTHIPbLIFAH KOMMEPUHSJIBIK
Nnapara caThbll ajy OeJrijiepine cajbICTBIPMAJIbI TAJIAY

Maxkana Kazakcran Pecny0smkaceinbiy xoHe Tayenciz Memiekerrep J[ocTacThIFbIHBIH KeiOip enaepiHae
KOMMEPLHSIIBIK HEMECE 3¢ JIe KOMMEPIUSUIBIK eMec YHbIMIapbIH/Ia 6ackapy KbI3METiH aTKapaThIH ajaMIaap
YLIIH KBUIMBICTBIK JKayalnKepLIUIKTI JKypridyzne yiari Ooiapiblk OKuramapbl Gap KbUIMBICTBIK 3aHHaMa
HOpMAaJIapbIHa CaNBICTHIPMANBI Tajjgay XacayFa apHagraH. KoMMepIusuIblK mapara caThIll ailyabl XKacaraHbl
YIIIH KayanThUIBIKTBI Ke3meWTiH TMJI enmepi 3aHHAMACBIHBIH KAl cHIAarTapbl  KazakcTaHHBIH
KBUIMBICTHIK 3aHHAMAchIHIA YKCAcTBIK Kell. Byn komudukanusiay, TanmaHaThIH 3aHHaMara JadsKoHe
KBIUIMBICTBIK KOJEKCTEp KYPBUIBIMBIHBIH JKaKbIH/BIFBIHA, OJIApIbl OOJIKTepre, ai >KeKelereH kagfaunapnua
Oeximzepre, Tapayiap MEH Makajanapra 0eiyre, COHal-aK KOMMEPLHSUIIBIK [TapaFa CaThIIT ally/Ibl XKaeay IbIH
TapUXH IMAPTTHUIBIFBIHA 12 KaThICThl Oomazpl. Keiprei3 Pecriydnukacer KK-niH «KoMMepIusuibK sxoHENe3re
e yipIMaapia MeMJIEKeTTIK KbI3MeT MyJIeliepiHe Kapchl KbUIMBICTap» 34-TapayblHbIH 23726a0biHja
KOMMEPIMSUIBIK Tapara CaThIll ajly jKacaraHbl YIIiH jKayamnkepliiaik OexitinreH. KoMMmepwsiiplK fapara
caThIl alyAbl JKacaraHbl YIIIH J>KayalKepIIUTIKTI KO3[AeHTiH OCHIHIaH KBUIMBICTHIK-KYKBIKEBIK HOpMA,
O30ekcran Pecryomukacer KK-Hin  «Kocinmkepmik KbI3METKe 3aHCBI3  apajacyMeH  Kemepri kacayra
0aiiyIaHBICTEI KBUIMBIC XKOHE IapyamIbUIBIK XKYPri3ylli cyObeKTiIepaAiH KYKBIKTAPHI MEH 3aH/I5l My AAeHepiHe
KoJIcyFaThiH Oacka jga KpuiMbicTapy XIII.1-tapayeiHbiH 192.9-6abbpiHna KapaCTeIpeuFaH. backa emmepiy
Hapara caThlll aIyMEH KYPECY CHIIATBIHAArbl KbUIMBICTBIK-KYKBIKTHIK MApanapbl TOKIPHOCCIHIH JKallbl
CHITATTaMachl FBUIBIMH KYHJIBUIBIK TYABIPAThIHBI KyMOHCi3. CoHmai-ak KOMMEPHMSIBIKPapara caThill aly
JKOJIBIMEH JKacaNaThlH KbUIMBICTBI Ka3ipri 3aMaHfbl e1epAiH KbUIMBICTHIK 3aHHAMACHIH capaiay Mocelenepi
GoiipiHIIa OipKaTap epexenepiH e3repTy KOHiH/Ie 63 YCIHBICTAPbIH CHBI3Y apKbUIBI 3KY3ere acbIpFaH OPBIHIBI
6omansl. Ockl Makanaubel kazy Horikecinge Keipreiz PecryOmukaceh KK-Hin 237-6a0biHbiH 1- jkoHe
3-0emimaepine xoHe O30ckcran PecmyOmukacel KK-wiH 192.926a0biHaaBe1 «KpI3MeT OOWBIHINA KAaJITBI
JKaKTayIIBUIBIK HEMECE CaJFBIPTTHIK YIIH» CO3 TipKecTepiHGMAMCHOBHLIMS CHTi3y Ka)KeT eKECHAIrl Typalibl
KOPBITBIHABIFA KeJAiK. Bi3ziH ofbIMBI3IIA, Ka3ipri yaKbITTa OCHI 068, TIPKECTepiHiH 00JIMaybl, KOMMEPISIIBIK
napara CaThIIl aTyFa KOJAAHBUIATEIH KBIJIMBICTHIK 3aHHBIH KOIJJAHBNLY asChIH TapbLITAbl XKoHEe OYTIiHT1 KYHI
Keiprei3  PecnyOnmkacel MeH ©O30exkcrtan  PecmyO@mukaChIHBIH —OChIFaH — OaillaHBICTBI  KBIIMBICTBIK
3aHHAMACBIHIAFbI OJIKBUIBIK OOJIBIN TaObITabL.

Kinm co30ep: KOMMEPUUSUIIBIK Tapara CaTblHgally, KOMMEPIHSIIBIK JKOHE 63r¢ 16 KOMMEPLHSIBIK eMecC
YUBIMIAp, KBI3MET GOMBIHIIA KANIIBI KAKTAYIIBUIBIK, KBIBMET OOWBIHIIA CAIFBIPTTHIK, 3aHCHI3/BIK, KbI3MET
0a0bL.

A.b. MaiimakeBa, BYA. Amanxonosa, A.B. KynpsiBiera

CpaBHUTe/ILHBIN AHAIN3 NPU3HAKOB COCTABAa KOMMEP4Y€eCKOIr0 NMOAKYIA 10
YroJI0BHOMY 3aKkQHOAaTelbcTBy Kaszaxcrana, Kpipreidcrana u Y30ekucrana

Crathst TOCBAIIEHA CPABHUTENEHOMY aHAIN3y HOPM YTOJIOBHOTO 3aKOHOJaTenbcTBa PecrryOmkn Kazaxcran
n HekoTopBIX cTpan CoapyxectBa HezaBucuMeix ['ocynapcTs, IMEronyx MmpeneaeHTs BBEICHNS YTOJIOBHOM
OTBETCTBEHHOGTH JJISE JIMI], BHITOJHSIONINX YIIpaBIeHdeckrue (QYHKIMN B KOMMEPYECKOIl MM MHOH HEKOM-
MepueCKei opramg3anuy. 3akoHoxarensctBo crpad CHIT mmeeT MHOTO OOIIMX 4epT ¢ Ka3aXCTAaHCKHM YTO-
JIOBHBIM 3aKOHOJATENBCTBOM, TPEAYCMaTPHUBAIONIMM OTBETCTBEHHOCTh 3a KOMMEPUYECKHIl TMOMAKYI.
OT0 KACACTCH KaK KOAU(UKALMH AHAIU3UPYEMOrO 3aKOHOAATENCTBA U OJIM30CTH CTPYKTYPBI YrOJIOBHBIX
Kofl€KCOB, ZIeNIeHNsI UX Ha 4acCTH, a B OTAENBHBIX CIydasX Ha pa3/eibl, TJaBbl U CTATbH, TAK U HCTOPHYECKON
oByesioBIeHHOCTH KoMMepueckoro nozakyna. B rmase 34 YK Keipreisckoii Pecriybnuku «IIpectyrienus
MIPOTUB MHTEPECOB CIYKObI B KOMMEPYECKHX M MHBIX OPTaHH3aIMIX» B cTaThe 237 3aKperuieHa OTBETCTBEH-
HOCTb 33 COBEpIIEHHE KOMMEPUYECKOTro IOJAKyNa. AHAJOTHYHASI yrOJIOBHO-TIPABOBAasi HOpMa, IpeIyCMaTpH-
BaloIasi OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 32 KOMMEpUYECKUH MoAKyTI, npeaycMorpena B YK Pecrrybnmkn Y36ekucraH B ria-
Be XIII.1 «IIpectynenus, cBI3aHHBIE C BOCIPEISITCTBOBAaHUEM, HE3aKOHHBIM BMEIIATEIECTBOM B IIPEAIPH-
HHMATeNbCKYIO0 JeATEIbHOCTD, U JAPYTHE MPECTYIIECHHs, MOCATAIONINE Ha TpaBa U 3aKOHHbIE MHTEPECHI XO-
3SMCTBYIOMUX CyOBEKTOB» B cTaThe 192.9. HecoMHEHHYI0 Hay4YHYIO IIEHHOCTD BBI3BIBACT OOLIAs XapaKTepH-
CTHKA OMbITa 60PBOBI IPYTHX CTPaH C MOAKYIIOM MEPAMH YTOJOBHO-IIPAaBOBOTO XapakTepa. A TakKe aHaN3
YIOJIOBHOTO 3aKOHOJIATENIbCTBA JPYrHX COBPEMEHHBIX CTPaH IO BONpPOCaM KBaIM(HUKALUM MPECTYIICHNUS,
COBEpIIAEMOr0 IOCPEICTBOM KOMMEPYECKOTO MOJIKYIIa, ILeIeco00pa3HO OCYHIECTBIATh ITyTEeM BHECCHUS
CBOMX TNPEIJIOKEHUIT 110 N3MEHEHUIO psijia MOJOKeHUH. B pe3ynbraTe HamcaHus TaHHON CTaThH MBI IIPH-
IIIA K BBIBOAY O BBeneHMH B qucnosunuio 9d. 1 u 3 cr. 237 YK Keiprenckoit Pecriyonmuku u cr. 192.9 YK
Pecrry6nikn Y306eKHCTaH CIOBOCOYETAHHS «3a 00IIee ITOKPOBUTENBECTBO MM TIOIYCTHTEIBCTBO 110 CIIYKOEe.
Ilo namemy MHEHHIO, OTCYTCTBHE B HACTOSIIEE BPEeMs JAaHHOTO CIOBOCOYETAHMS CYyXaeT cdepy AeHCTBHSL
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YIOJIOBHOT'O 3aKOHA IPUMEHHTENBHO K KOMMEPUYECKOMY MOAKYILY, U B 3TOH CBS3H SABISETCSA HA CETOIHAIIHMI
JIeHb [IPo0EJIOM B YTOJIOBHOM 3aKoHoAaTenbeTBe Kuiproickoit Pecriyonuku u Pecniybnuku Y30ekucran.

Knrouesvie cnoea: KOMMEpUECKUH MOJKYI, KOMMEPYECKHE U MHbIE OpPraHM3alUM, o0lIee IOKPOBUTEIBCTBO
TI0 CITy’X0€, MOMYCTUTENIBCTBO O CIIyKOe, HE3aKOHHOCTB, CIIyKeOHOE ITOJI0KEHHUE.
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