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THE INFLUENCE OF INTERNATIONAL EXPERIENCE
ON THE FORMATION OF THE JUVENILE JUSTICE SYSTEM
IN KAZAKHSTAN

This article analyzes the development of the material and procedural legislation of the Republic of
Kazakhstan on the legal responsibility of minors and the impact on its development of the experience of
a number of foreign countries and international legislation in general. The purpose of this work is to ana-
lyze the implementation in Kazakhstan of the international obligations assumed in the field of juvenile
justice. In addition the research of problems of development of juvenile justice of Kazakhstan through
a prism of research of positive and negative sides of the main types of world systems of juvenile justice
and their introduction into domestic practice. During the writing the work, both general theoretical and
scientific methods of cognition were used, specifically dialectical, comparative, legal, historical, formally
dogmatic, specific legal and logical. The scientific and practical significance of the study lies in the re-
sults and conclusions. Increased scientific interest in the problem of juvenile justice is associated with
ongoing reforms in this area. The work of the juvenile court system revealed a number of problems that
extent coincided with the requirements of the international agreements signed by Kazakhstan. This is the
provision of qualified medical, legal, psychological assistance during the investigation, serving a sen-
tence, and in the process of socializing children and their adaptation. As a result, the article concludes
that it is necessary to further implement international norms and their actual implementation at all stages
of processes, as well as further improve the material norms of criminal, criminal procedure, administra-
tive and family legislation. The article analyzes the main types of juvenile systems adopted with the
world. Their positive and negative aspects are singled out, which allowed the authors to make practical
suggestions on the development of the domestic model. The practical value of the article is the possibil-
ity of using the results obtained to improve the current legislation of the Republic of Kazakhstan and the
rights of the child, as well as in law enforcement activities when bringing a minor to legal responsibility.
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Ka3zakcTaHAaFbl FOBEHAAADI DAIAET XKYHECIHIH, KaAbINTacyblHA
XaAbIKapaAbIK, TOXipHOeHiH acepi

ByA Makanapa KeMeAeT »Kacka TOAMaraHAAPAbIH KYKbIKTbIK >ayarnkepuiAiri Typaabl KasakcTaH
Pecny6AMKAChIHbIH MPOLECCYAAAbIK, XKOHE MaTEPUAAADIK, 3aHHAMaCbIHa >K&HE OHbIH AamMybiHa GipkaTtap
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LIETMEMAEKETTEP TaXKipnbeci MeH XaAblKapaAblK, 3aHHaMaHbIH, TyTacTan aAfaHAafbl 9cepiHe TaaAay
»KacaAblHaAbl. JKyMbICTbIH MakcaThl KasakcTaHAafbl KOMEAET >Kacka TOAMaFaHAApFa KaTbICTbl COT
BAIAAITIH >Ky3ere acblpy ascblHAQ MIHAETTIAIKKE QAAbIHFAH XaAbIKApPaAAbIK, MiHAETTEMEAepAl icke
acCbIpbIAYbIHA TaAAay >Kacay 60AbIN oTblp. COHAAM-aK, I0BEHAAADBI SAIAETTIH BAEMAIK XXYMeciHiH 6acTbl
TYPAEPiHIH OHAbI XX8He Tepic acepiH 3epTTey apkbiAbl KasakcTaHaaFbl IOBEHAAAbI BAIAETTIH AaMy
MaceAeAepiH 3epTTey 60AbIN TabbiAaAbl. )KYMbICTbI>Ka3y 6apbICbIHAA KAATbI TEOPUSIAIK )KOHE TaHbIMHbIH
HaKTbl FbIAbIMU: AMAAEKTUMKAAbIK, CAAbICTbIPMAAbI-KYKbIKTBIK, Tapuxu, (OPMaAAbI-AOFMATUKAAbIK,
(@pHaribl KYKbIKTbIK), HAKTbI-KYKbIKTbIK YX8HEe KMCbIHAbI ©AICTEPI KOAAAHbIAAABI. KOBEHAAAbI BAIAeTKE
AEreH >KOFapbl KbI3bIFYLIbIABIK OYA asiaa GOAbIN XaTKaH CO3bIAMaAbl pedpopmasapMeH 6ariAaHbICTbI
60AbIN OTbIP. KOBEHAAABI COTTAp >KYMECIHIH >KyMbIChbl KasakCTaHHbIH KOA KOWMFaH XaAblKapaAblk,
KeAiCiIMAEp TaAanTapbiHa TyCra TyC KEAETIH, WeLlyAi KaXKeT eTeTiH MOCEAAEPAI aHbIKTaAbl, OYA Teprey
6apbICbIHAQ, XKa3acblH 6Tey GapbICbIHAQ, COHAAM-aK, 6aranapAbl SAEYMETTEHAIPY 6apbICbIHAA >KOFapbl
MEAMUMHAABIK, KYKbIKTbIK, MCUXOAOTMSAbIK, KbI3MET KOPCETYAEH KopiHeai. HoTuxkeciHae, Makaraaa
XaAbIKApaAblK, HOPMaAapAbl OAAH ©pi ICKe acbIPyAblH >XOHE ICXKYPri3yAiH 6apAbik, caTblAapblHAA
OpPbIHAQY >KOHE A€ KbIAMBICTbI, KbIAMbBICTbIK, iC XKYPri3yLLiAiK, 9KIMLIAIK >koHe oTOacbl 3aHHaMaAapbl
HOPMaAapblH >KETIAAIPY KAXKETTIAITT  TypaAbl KOPbITbIHAbI >KaCaAblHAbL. MakaAaaa tOBEHAAAbI
JKYMeAepAiH aAemMAe KabbiapaHFaH 6acTbl TypAepiHe TaaAdy >kacaAbliHAbL. OAapAbIH OH >kK&He Tepic
acrnekTiAepiH GOAIN KepceTy apKbiAbl aBTOPAAP OTAHAbIK, MOAEAIH AaMbITyFa GaiAaHbICTbl TOXIPUOEAIK
YCbIHbICTap >Kacay MYMKiHAIriHe ne 60AAbl. MakaAaHblH ToXXipMBEAiK MOHI aAblHFAH HOTMXKEAEPA|
KasakcraH PecrnybamkacbiHbiH, 6aAa KyKbIFbl TypaAbl KYLLi XKYPin TypFaH 3aHHamacbiH XXETiAAIpYre,
COHAQM-aK, KOMEAET >Kacka TOAMaraHAApPAbl KYKbIKTbIK, >KayarnkepluiAikke TapTy 6apbiCbiHAAFbI
KYKbIKKOAAQHYLLBIABIK, TOXXiprbeAe nanaasaHyra GOAATbIHABIFbIHAQ.
TyiiH ce3aep: KBMeAeT »Kacka TOAMaraHAap, IOBEHAAAbI BAIAeT, [ekuH epesxenepi.
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BAusiIHME MeXAYyHapOAHOro onbiTa Ha POPMHPOBaHME CUCTEMDbI
I0BeHaAbHOM OcTULMKM B Ka3axcTtaHe

B AaHHOWMCTaTbe NMPOBOAMTCSaHAAM3 PA3BUTUSIMATEPHUAABHOTO MMPOLIECCYAAbHOI03aKOHOAATEABCTB
Pecny6amkn KasaxctaH o 10pMAMYECKON OTBETCTBEHHOCTU HECOBEPLUEHHOAETHMX M BAMSIHMM HA WX
Pa3BUTKS OMbITA PAAA 3aPYDHEXKHbBIX CTPAH 1 MEXXAYHAPOAHOIO 3aKOHOAATEALCTBA B LIEAOM. LleAblo aaH-
HOM paboTbl IBASIETCS aHAaAM3 peaAm3aLn B KazaxcraHe B3sTbix Ha cebsi MEXKAYHAPOAHbIX 0053aTEALCTB
B 00AACTM OTMPABAEHMS MPABOCYAMSI B OTHOLUEHUM HECOBEPLLUEHHOAETHUX. A TaKXXe MCCAeAOBaHMe
npobAemM pasBUTHS IOBEHAALHOM IOCTULMM KasaxcTaHa yepes npusmMy MCCAEAOBAHMS MOAOXKMUTEAbHbIX
M OTpULLATEAbHbIX CTOPOH OCHOBHbIX BUAOB MMPOBbIX CMCTEM IOBEHAAbHOW IOCTULMK U MX BHEADPEHUSI
B OTEYECTBEHHYI0 NpakTuKy. [pu HanmcaHnm paboTbl NPUMEHSIAMCH Kak oblieTeopeTnyeckmne, Tak
M KOHKPETHO Hay4yHble METOAbl MO3HaHMs, a UMEHHO AMAAEKTUUYECKW, CPaBHUTEAbHO-NPABOBOM,
UCTOPUYECKNI, (POPMAABHO-AOTMATUUECKMI  (CreLMaAbHO-IOPUAMYECKUIM), KOHKPETHO-NPaBOBOM
M AOruyeckmii. HayuHas u npakTuyeckas 3HaUMMOCTb MCCAEAOBAHUSI 3aKAIOYAETCS B MOAYUYEHHbIX
pe3yAbTaTax M BbiIBOAAX. [MOBbILLEHHbIN HAayUHbIA MHTEPEC K NPOOGAEME IOBEHAAbHOW IOCTULMM CBSI3aH
C NPOAOAXKAIOLIMMUCS pechopMamm B AQHHOM oO6AacTu. PaboTa crCTeMbl I0BEHAAbHBIX CYAOB BbiSIBUAQ
LeAblit psia MPOBAEM, KOTOPbIE B TOM MAM MHOWM CTENEHW COBMaAu C TpebOBaHUSAMU MEXAYHAPOAHbIX
coraalleHunin, kotopble noanucaa KasaxcraH, 3To M okasaHue KBaAMMULIMPOBAHHOM MEAMLIMHCKOM,
NPaBOBOM, NMCUXOAOTMYECKOM MOMOLLM B NEPUOA CAEACTBEHHbIX MEPOMPUSITUIA, MPY OTOLITUM HAKA3AHWIA,
a Takke B MpoLecce COUMaAM3aLUMM AeTeill M MX apanTauuu. B uTore, B ctatbe cAeAaH BbIBOA O
HEOOXOAMMOCTM AQAbHENMLLEN UMIAEMEHTALMM MESKAYHAPOAHbIX HOPM 1 MX (DAKTUUECKOT O UCMOAHEHMS]
Ha BCeX 3Tarnax (CTaaMsx) MPOLECCoB, a Tak)ke AAAbHENLLIEro COBEepLIEHCTBOBAHUSI MaTepraAbHbIX HOPM
YFOAOBHOIO, YrOAOBHO-TPOLIECCYAAbHOIO, AaAMMHUCTPATMBHOIO W CEMeMHOro 3aKOHOAATeAbCTB. B
CTaTbe MPOBOAUTCSI @aHAAM3 OCHOBHbIX BUAOB IOBEHAAbHbBIX CUCTEM MPUHSTBIX C MUpe. BblaeAeHbl 1x
MO3UTKBHbIE M HEraTMBHbIE acreKTbl, YTO MO3BOAMAO aBTOPaM BHECTU MPAKTUUECKMe MPeAAO>KEeHUS
Mo PasBUTUIO OTEYECTBEHHOM MOAEAU. [1paKkThUyeckoe 3HaYeHre CTaTby 3aKADUAETCs B BO3MOXKHOCTU
MCMOAb30BaHMs MOAYYEHHbIX PE3yAbTATOB MO COBEPLLEHCTBOBAHUIO AEMCTBYIOLLEr0 3aKOHOAATEABCTBA
Pecny6amkn Kasaxctan u npaBax pebeHka, a TakXe B MPaBOMPUMEHUTEABHON AESTEAbHOCTM Mpu
NMPUBAEYEHUN HECOBEPLUEHHOAETHErO K IOPUAMYECKON OTBETCTBEHHOCTMU.

KAroueBble cA0Ba: HeCOBepLLIEHHOAETHUE, I0BEHAaAbHAs I0CTULMS, [1eKMHCKMe npaBuAa.
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The influence of international experience on the formation of the juvenile justice system in Kazakhstan

Introduction

A number of independent states that emerged at
the end of the twentieth century and took a direction
to democratic, social and legal development, wishing
to take a worthy place in the world system, actively
joined the world process of ensuring, protecting
and guaranteeing the political, economic and social
rights of its citizens. Kazakhstan also actively
joined in this process, adapting its domestic policy
to international requirements and standards. This
directly relates to the problems of protecting the
rights of children and minors who have committed
wrongful acts and who have been involved in
criminal or administrative proceedings.

Normative acts, acting in the framework of
modern international organizations and national
legal systems, allocate minors as a special age group
of people — carriers of special rights and duties.
It is stipulated that the minor is one of the first to
receive social and legal protection and assistance.
The special status of minors actualizes legal studies
of the specifics of the exercise of the rights of this
category of persons. Problems of childhood, issues
of ensuring the rights of minors are a priority
both for the world community as a whole and for
Kazakhstani society.

International relations on the protection of
children’s rights, including in the sphere we are
analyzing, over the past 60 years have turned into
multilateral, including multi-level actors: the state;
international governmental organizations, non-
governmental associations, international clubs (or
para-organizations), integration associations, TNKs
and their lobbying groups, as well as individual
actors (donors and patrons of art).

The growing awareness of the special
vulnerability of children by the world community
and, as a consequence, the need to develop a
political institution for the protection of the rights of
the child, has led to the adoption of a whole range
of international documents on the protection of the
rights of the child. The turning point is the adoption
of the 1989 UN Convention on the Rights of the
Child, the implementation of which is provided
by other agreements and protocols. Among them,
documents aimed at ensuring the right of the minor
to have access to justice have an important place.

Kazakhstan ratified more than 800 international
treaties, 33 of which are universal multilateral in the
field of human rights, including 7 — basic, defining
the basic human rights and freedoms, for which the
Republic submits periodic national reports to the UN.

The methodology of the study. In the course of
the scientific and legal analysis and processing of
its results, analysis and doctrinal interpretation of
normative legal acts with the use of system-legal,
historical, comparative legal, structural, logical-
legal and legal-linguistic methods of scientific
research were used.

The problems associated with the legal regulation
of the rights of minors and their guarantees for access
to justice in Kazakhstan in terms of compliance with
international instruments ratified by the Republic of
Kazakhstan were investigated on the basis of the
main provisions:

— norms related to the consideration of the
issues of the protection of the rights of adolescents
in the process of obtaining the right to access to
justice, enshrined in a number of international
instruments of universal, regional and sub regional
nature, as well as resolutions and decisions of the
UN convention bodies;

— developed international legal mechanisms
that ensure the realization of children’s rights,
including access to justice;

— a positive experience of the legislation
of foreign countries in terms of ensuring the
principle of equal access to justice and its
implementation.

When analyzing the interaction of juvenile
justice bodies of the Republic of Kazakhstan with
public institutions, the following methods were
applied:

1. Historical and legal analysis, allowing
to consider the trajectory and progress of the
development of the domestic mechanism for the
protection of children’s rights, including the juvenile
justice of Kazakhstan;

2. Comparative-legal, comparative-analytical
methods that allow comparing domestic and
international methodology of work, organization,
and activities of juvenile justice institutions and the
influence of civil society institutions on it. In this
context, a functional comparison is used; normative
comparison; problem comparison, conceptual
comparison;

3. Specific-sociological, assuming the collection,
analysis, and processing of legal and other analytical
information (official documents, materials of law
enforcement agencies, materials of questioning);

4. Statistical method;

5. The linguistic method.

At the empirical level, the study of normative
legal acts, other documents, printed publications,
publication in the media, etc., is applied.
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Discussion and literature review

The UN Congress on Combating Crime and the
Treatment of Offenders have developed a number
of important international acts on the protection
of the rights of juvenile offenders during the
administration of justice, serving sentences in places
of deprivation of liberty, and measures to prevent
juvenile delinquency. These are the UN Standard
Minimum Rules for the Administration of Juvenile
Justice of 1985 (known as the “Beijing Rules”)
and the 1990 UN Guidelines for the Prevention of
Juvenile Delinquency and the UN Rules for the
Protection of Juveniles Deprived of Their Liberty.

The Beijing Rules were created on the basis of
the principles of the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights (1948), the 1966 International Covenants on
Civil and Political Rights and on Economic, Social
and Cultural Rights, in so far as they reflected the
general principles for the protection of human
rights, international documents. Accordingly, in the
Beijing Rules, a significant role was played by the
problems of creating decent living and upbringing
conditions for young people and adolescents,
which is regarded as an important means of early
prevention of juvenile delinquency.

However, the Beijing Rules (commentary)
draw attention to the fact that the provisions “are
specifically formulated in such a way that they can
be applied in various legal systems and, at the same
time, set some minimum standards in dealing with
juvenile offenders under any existing definition of
the concept of a minor and under any system of
treatment of a minor offender. “

The most important provisions of this document are:

a) the notion of a minor offender. They are those
who, within the framework of the existing legal
system, can be held accountable for an offense in a
form that is different from the form of responsibility
applicable to an adult; while the adolescent should
be suspected of committing an offense or, as
established, committed it (Article 2.2);

b) the concept of the so-called status crime
(offense). It is a question of responsibility for
misdemeanors, not punishable if they are committed
by adults, but punishable when committed by minors
(Article 3.1);

c) the age of criminal responsibility. In Art. 4.1
The Beijing Rules recommend that the lower limit of
the age of criminal responsibility is not at too low an
age level, “taking into account aspects of emotional,
spiritual and intellectual maturity.” A commentary
to this recommendation is characteristic: if the
age limit is set at too low a level or not at all, the
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concept of responsibility becomes meaningless.
“Therefore,” the commentary says, “efforts should
be made to establish a reasonable lower age limit
that could be applied internationally”;

d) the objectives of juvenile justice. They,
according to the Beijing Rules, are to ensure
the well-being of the minor and ensure that any
measures of influence on juvenile offenders are
always commensurate with both the characteristics
of their personality and the circumstances of the
offense (Article 5.1). The second goal serves as
a means of limiting the use of punitive sanctions
against minors;

e) the amount of discretion in cases involving
minors. It is known that the expansion of the
discretionary powers of the court and other law
enforcement agencies in relation to minors is a
characteristic feature of the entire juvenile justice
system. That is why in Art. 6.1-6.3 of the Rules,
special needs of minors taken into account in
exercising these discretionary powers are noted, as
well as the importance of monitoring discretionary
powers and the requirements for high qualification
and training of persons using these powers. The
latter two requirements are obviously a means of
limiting the widespread and uncontrolled use of
discretionary powers in cases of minors. Thus, the
Rules attempt to overcome the conflict existing in
the theory and practice of juvenile justice between
the expansion and narrowing of discretionary
judicial powers in cases of minors;

(e) Confidentiality in juvenile cases is assessed
in the Beijing Rules as a guarantee “to avoid causing
harm to a minor due to unnecessary publicity or
damage to reputation” (Article 8.1). In Art. 8.2
emphasizes that in principle no information should
be published that could lead to the identification of
a minor offender. This rule, as is known, is not the
same for all countries. There is a group of countries
where national legislation provides for the opposite
order — publicity with only small reservations and in
the trial of cases of minors. It is this procedure that
is provided for by the current criminal procedure
legislation. In Beijing, however, an attempt is made
to impart a universal character to the requirements
of confidentiality, to regard it as an obligatory
general principle of the entire trial of minors. This is
confirmed not only by the general declaration of Art.
8.1 and 8.2, but also the prohibition of the access of
“third parties” to the materials of cases of juvenile
offenders, the use of these materials in cases of adult
offenders (articles 21.1 and 21.2).

The second part of the Beijing Rules is devoted
to the investigation and prosecution of juvenile
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cases. This part of the international legal instrument
under consideration is the most detailed. It covers:

— Detention of minors and all other contacts of
the judge and other competent persons with minors.
The general rules of the Habeas Corpus doctrine are
clearly traced in the requirements of art. 10.1 —10.3,
which are known to be reflected in the UN Standard
Minimum Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners
adopted at the First United Nations Congress on the
Prevention of Crime (Geneva, 1955);

— termination of the case of a minor in the
pre-trial stage. The Beijing Rules (Article 11.1)
recommend that “when examining cases of juvenile
offenders, if possible, do not resort to official case
analysis by the competent authority” (that is, the
court or the competent administrative authority).
Instead, any termination of the case of a minor and
the transfer to a “community service” require the
consent of the minor and/or his legal representatives.

Termination of the case is possible at any stage
of the decision (Article 11.2).

The most significant issues reflected in the third
part of the Beijing Rules (“Decision-making and the
choice of measures of influence”), we can consider
the following:

— a competent authority competent to rule
on the case. The court (tribunal), the council,
the commission are referred to them as rules.
Accordingly, when it comes to the court, it is meant
that the sole judge is within the competence of the
sole judge to decide (Article 14.1);

— on guidelines for the adjudication and
selection of measures of influence. It is about the
proportionality of the measure of influence not only
with the circumstances of the case and the severity
of the offense (the general rule of punishment),
but also with the situation and needs of the minor
himself (individualization of responsibility and
punishment), as well as with the needs of society
(general prevention) (p. “Article 17.1); the
prohibition of the use of the death penalty and
corporal punishment of a minor; on minimizing the
restriction of personal freedom of a minor offender
(Article 17.1-c and 1-e).

In Art. 18.1, which lists the measures that the
authors of the Beijing Rules considered possible
to recommend for their uniform application in the
member countries of the international community.
The Beijing Rules offer 8 groups of measures,
defined by their common objectives: leadership
and supervision; probation; compensation and
restitution; restoration of damage by own labor, work
for the benefit of the community; group therapy;
other educational measures. The commentary to this

article notes that all these measures are successfully
applied in different legal systems. Typical in this
general indication art. 18.1: The list of measures
included in it is proposed to the ‘“competent
authority” “in order to ensure greater flexibility
and avoid imprisonment whenever possible.” The
commentary to this article emphasizes that it does
not refer to the requirements for personnel applying
the measure of influence, because in some regions
such personnel may not be. It is understood that
the extensive system of special services for the
application of measures of influence against minors
is an arsenal of highly developed countries.

In the development of the general guiding
principle of adjudication and the choice of the
measure of influence, namely, minimizing the
restriction ofthe individual’s personal freedom in Art.
19.1 of the Beijing Rules, the following requirement
is formulated: “The placement of a minor in any
correctional institution should always be an extreme
measure applied during the minimum necessary
period.” Note that this rule is the development of the
resolution of the VI Congress of the United Nations
on crime prevention, which stated in which cases it
is permissible to place a minor in prison.

The application of the Standard Minimum Rules
for Juvenile Justice was included in the so-called
Milan Plan of Action adopted by the Seventh United
Nations Congress on the Prevention of Crime and
the Treatment of Offenders. The plan was approved
by the UN General Assembly (resolution 40/33 of
29 November 1985, containing the Beijing Rules,
40/35 of 29 December 1985, on the development of
standards for the prevention of juvenile delinquency
and 40/36 of 29 November 1985 — about violence in
the family).

Theimportance ofthe Beijing Rules forthe further
development of international and national aspects of
juvenile justice was emphasized already in the Rules
themselves. As stated in the UN General Assembly
resolution of December 10, 1985, which approved
the Beijing Rules, the General Assembly urges all
relevant bodies of the UN system, in particular the
regional commissions and specialized agencies, the
UN institutes for the prevention of crime and the
treatment of offenders, other intergovernmental and
non-governmental organizations to cooperate with
the Secretariat and take the necessary measures to
ensure in their respective areas of special competence
the agreements sustained action to implement the
principles of the Beijing rules. I must say that there
are not many international documents of the UN,
where the problems of minors and, most importantly,
justice for children, adolescents and youth would
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be presented so broadly and comprehensively,
and where the assessment of the importance of the
implementation of the international instrument was
emphasized so categorically.

It was from the end of 1985, following the
long work of a significant number of scientists and
practitioners in the field of criminal justice, that the
Beijing Rules received a “right to exist” and began
their journey within the international community.
At that time, great hopes were placed on their
implementation and continue to be entrusted to
them. In the universality of international rules, a
large reserve is seen to increase the effectiveness of
all justice for minors.

It can be said that the Beijing Rules initiated
the adoption of a number of international legal
instruments relating to minors, in which a number
of articles referring to the tasks and activities of
juvenile justice. These are the UN Guidelines for the
Prevention of Juvenile Delinquency (the UN Riyadh
Principles of 1988) adopted by the Eighth United
Nations Congress on the Prevention of Crime and
the Treatment of Offenders (1990) and the United
Nations Rules for the Protection of Juveniles
Deprived of their Liberty ( were approved at the
68th plenary meeting of the 45th session of the UN
General Assembly on December 14, 1990).

It was the Beijing demands that formed the
basis for the development of modern juvenile and
penitentiary systems in most countries of the world,
including domestic ones.

United Nations Rules for the Protection of
Juveniles Deprived of Their Liberty General
Assembly resolution 45/113, which were adopted
because the Assembly “is alarmed by the conditions
and circumstances in which minors are deprived of
their liberty throughout the world, Conscious that, as
a result of the deprivation of liberty minors become
extremely vulnerable to abuse, victimization and
violation of their rights, Concerned that many
systems do not distinguish between adults and
imperfectly year-olds at various stages of the
administration of justice and that therefore juveniles
are held in prisons and correctional institutions
together with adults “has left this document (The
UN Standard Minimum Rules for the Treatment of
Prisoners: 1).

This document regulates the most important
aspects of juvenile detention in places of deprivation
of liberty, which are recognized as “an extreme
measure of impact and for the minimum necessary
period of time. It should be limited to exceptional
cases for the execution of a court verdict after
conviction for the most dangerous types of offenses
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and with due regard to the attendant conditions and
circumstances. The term of punishment must be
determined by the judicial body, not excluding the
possibility of his or her early release.

In addition to the requirements for the conditions
of juvenile detention, the analysis of the Rules
makes it possible to single out the following aspects
that are most important in our view:

1. the most rapid consideration of cases;

2. minors, whose cases have not yet been
examined in court, should be kept separate from
those already convicted of minors;

3. Minors should have the right to legal
counseling and be able to apply for free legal aid
when such assistance can be provided, and also
communicate regularly with their lawyer. Such
communication should ensure non-interference in
privacy and confidentiality;

4. Where possible, minors should be given the
opportunity to continue to work in paid employment
or continue their studies or training, but they should
not be required to do so. Their work, education or
training should not lead to an extension of the period
of detention;

5. minors should be allowed to receive and
carry with them objects intended for leisure and
recreation, if this does not contradict the interests of
the administration of justice.

The rules contain requirements for the
administration of places of deprivation of liberty,
namely their reporting, documentation, the
provision of conditions for their stay, the provision
of education, medical services, the realization of the
right to religion, rest, communication and official
treatment, special attention should be paid to the
personnel requirements for places of deprivation
freedom.

These Rules also formed the basis for the
improvement of the modern penitentiary system.

In general, it should be noted that the international
community has developed a certain standard of
treatment of minors who committed unlawful acts.
This standard absorbed the most democratic and
humane beginnings.

The introduction of these standards into the
domestic system of justice (the first stage) took
almost 10 years of the life of Kazakhstan society
and showed serious positive results, the analysis of
which will be carried out in the following sections.

Critical analysis of Anglo-American, Continental
and Scandinavian juvenile justice models: positive
and negative aspects

The system of juvenile justice is an aggregate
of state bodies, i.e. bodies of local government
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and self-government, officials, non-governmental
non-profit organizations that carry out “legitimate”
actions aimed at implementing and securing the
rights, freedoms, and interests of the minor.

Juvenile Justice (Juvenile Justice — in translation
from English juvenile justice) in the modern sense
has a fairly long and interesting history. Yuvenaly
in ancient Rome called the festival in honor of the
goddess of youth.

Currently, the juvenile justice system includes
not only various institutions of society, but also a
broad structure of bodies and organizations covering
all aspects (profiles) of this problem. Control and
supervision of this area for many states are made at
the national level.

Juvenile justice as a social institution began to
develop more than a century ago. Late XIX-early
XX century. are commemorated by the fact that an
unprecedented growth in child crime has occurred.
This was the first impetus for the application of
justice in relation to minors. Such a specialized court
first appeared in the state of Illinois (USA) in 1989.

For the consideration of cases of minors, a new
concept was introduced: “guilty”, “delinquent”
(English delinquent), different from the concept of
“criminal” (English criminal). In addition, found the
consolidation of the status of a minor offender, who
became a subject of juvenile justice. Next came the
rapid spread of juvenile courts, as in Amerika; and
beyond. By 1931 a juvenile court existed already in
30 countries.

To date, several models of juvenile justice
have developed in the world; Anglo-American,
Continental, Scandinavian.

Each of these models has its own specifics.
Interest in the analysis of these models is growing
due to, for example, that post-Soviet countries
whose level of development calls for the need
to pay close attention to the problems of juvenile
delinquency and to protect the interests of minors
who have committed unlawful acts while developing
their own model analyze the existing ones and try to
attach them for its own reality.

Let’s consider each of these models:

Anglo-American model, operating in the UK
and USA, Canada and Australia.

The emergence and development of the idea
of courts for minors were largely influenced by the
activities of the English courts of justice, which
already in the XVII-XVIII centuries. cases for the
protection and guardianship of children. In 1908
in the UK for the first time in the history of legal
regulation of the situation of minors, the Children’s
Law is adopted. To some extent, this law was a

harbinger of the adoption in 1959 of the Declaration
of the Rights of the Child in 1989.

The United States is the country that made the
first official contribution to the creation of juvenile
justice. So, in 1824 in New Y ork the first reformatory
for children was created with the purpose to protect
them from joint maintenance in prisons with adult
criminals. In 1831 the law of the State of Illinois
pre-examined that the punishment of minors for
certain types of crimes should be different from that
of adults. In 1869 in Boston (Massachusetts) for
the first time were organized meetings of the court
specifically for the consideration of cases of non-
adults, and also the first experience of applying the
probation regime (educational supervision) to them,
which later became one of the most widespread
and, according to the Americans, the most effective
methods of dealing with juvenile offenders. The
federal law of the United States already contained
an order to consider cases of minors under the age of
16 separate from cases of adult criminals.

In his thesis “Juvenile justice in the United
States, England and Russia XIX-XX century:
Historical and legal analysis” Russian scientist NN.
Shtykova identifies the following positive features
of the juvenile justice of the Anglo-Saxon model:

1. The main differences between the juvenile
justice system and the criminal and civil justice
system are expressed in the aims and principles
of the activities of the first juvenile courts, and in
establishing the competence of these courts in
relation to two categories of subjects: juvenile
offenders and minors left without care, and with
respect to adults, violated the rights and legal
interests of minors;

2. The simplicity of the trial in the first juvenile
courts in the United States and in England was
characterized by the rejection of a strictly formalized
procedural order of cases. The basis of the proceedings
was the informal conversation of a judge with a minor
(whether he was already an offender or simply a
person left without parental care);

3. The basic idea of the doctrine of “paternal
care” of American juvenile justice is the provision
on the need for state intervention in the interests
of the minor in his life and the life of his family.
The categorical apparatus of this doctrine includes
the concept of a minor offender, the concept of a
disobedient child and a child left without parental
care. The American juvenile justice has developed
four categories of juvenile delinquencies: “statutory
offenses”, “traffic offenses”, “criminal offenses”
and ‘“serious or serious criminal offenses”.
Fundamental ideas of the American doctrine of
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“fatherly care” were reflected both in the juvenile
codes of the states, and in the federal laws adopted
in the field of juvenile justice and the prevention
of juvenile delinquency. Fundamental ideas of the
doctrine of “fatherly care” in the United States are
the sole consideration of cases of minors, the non-
recognition of juvenile criminal responsibility, the
duty of the society to identify the causes of criminal
behavior of a minor and correct them, the “medical”
approach to the problem of juvenile delinquency,
the guardianship, rehabilitation and rehabilitation
of minors, “Justly deserved” when imposing
punishments for a teenager to commit serious and
violent crimes .

4. The central category of the English juvenile
justice and its doctrine of “care, protection and
control” is the category of “the needs of minors
in care, protection and control,” which defines the
boundaries of the guardianship proceedings in the
juvenile court. In the process of consideration of
the case, such techniques as collegiality of juvenile
cases, encouraging the child to communicate with
his parents in court, the use of understandable
words familiar to minors, as well as the desire to
reduce criminal proceedings by substituting for
guardianship, including in criminal cases .

5. The activities of various charitable
organizations were of particular importance for the
establishment of juvenile justice in the United States
and Great Britain. The social movement, represented
by the Relief Council and the Chicago Patronage
Association for Minors, initiated the adoption of the
law establishing the first juvenile court in history of
justice in 1899 (Shtykova N.N., 2001: 2).

The preventive system of the Anglo-Saxon
juvenile system is to prevent a teenager from “getting
in trouble,” to prevent problems that contribute to
the criminalization of adolescent behavior. How
prevention methods work: the youth inclusion
program (YIP) for people from 8 to 17 years old,
which gives the young person the opportunity to raise
the educational level, gain new skills and help with
the choice of professor; the concept of reconciliation
of an adolescent with a victim, compensation for
damage, mechanisms of “restorative justice”,
“seminal conferences”, involving joint discussion
by family members of juvenile delinquents and
their victims of the question of an adequate form of
smoothing guilt, compensation for harm caused.

The American criminal trial of juvenile cases is
substantially simplified and expeditious.

The juvenile trial in England and Wales is
governed by the rules set forth in the Children
and Young Persons Act of 1933. According to the
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1933 Act, all cases of minors aged 10 to 17 years
(subject to the amendment of the Increase Act 1968
age of criminal responsibility), with the exception
of murder cases, are dealt with by juvenile courts
(magistrates’ courts) in summary proceedings, as
well as minor offenses such as vagrancy, violations
of school law, shoots from to and gambling, etc. In
addition, it should be noted that the specialization
of courts for minors was their exclusive jurisdiction
over children and adolescents. As a rule, the court
for minors exercised its powers with respect to two
categories of subjects:

— children who committed unlawful acts or
who are in unfavorable for their health and morality
conditions (in the USA this applies to children and
adolescents aged 16-19, in England to 16 and in
Russia to 17 years);

— parents and persons who replace them, for
failure to perform or improper performance of
their duties, cruel treatment of children, as well as
other adult persons involving minors in committing
offenses or contributing to their similar actions.

The court proceedings in the juvenile court
include the following three stages:

— Call to the judge, his conversation with
the minor, the decision of the judge regarding the
further movement of the case or its termination and
the release of the adolescent from a judicial or non-
judicial procedure;

— The actual proceedings are conducted by a
single judge or a panel of judges; sentencing;

— enforcement of the sentence, where the role
of the court is in the implementation of judicial
supervision (at this stage, the court’s leading role,
its activity) also remains.

Thus, in the American court for minors, the
stages mentioned above have the following content:

— The initial actions of the court, which are
expressed in the examination of materials, selection
(sifting) or referring them to the competence of the
court, in resolving the issue of detention or pre-trial
detention (arrest), in studying the “case” prior to the
administrative hearing;

— application for the hearing of the case,
registration of relevant documents;

— Hearing of a decision on the case;

— hearing of court orders.

Each stage of the process in the American
juvenile court decides whether to lead a teenager to
a formal process or to withdraw it from judicial and
even non-judicial procedures.

Under the English Law of 1984 on police and
criminal evidence, a constable may arrest a minor if
there are the following grounds:
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— if the surname of the minor is unknown, and
the constable cannot establish it;

— if the constable has reasonable grounds for
doubting that the surname given to the minor is his
own surname;

— ifhe is not satisfied with the address specified
by the minor;

— if the constable has reasonable grounds to
believe that the arrest is necessary to prevent further
unlawful actions of the minor;

— If the constable has reasonable grounds to
believe that the arrest of this minor will protect
children or other vulnerable persons.

Typical for the English court for minors is a
large role in the process of the clerk — “the master of
the whole judicial process.” It is the clerk that sets
the tone for the court session-formal or informal,
offering it to the participants in the process,
controlling the flow of information used by the court
(for example, reports prepared for the court and
distributed to magistrates).

Traditionally, the probation service plays an
important role in the activities of the English court
for minors, which is typical for the American
“children’s” court. However, unlike the American
criminal trial for minors, where the probation
service begins already at the initial contacts of the
judge with minors, in the modern English process, it
is increasingly being squeezed out by local bodies of
the social service, to which the court and addresses
its instructions.

The doctrine of “paternal care” of US juvenile
justice, and the doctrine of “care, protection, and
control” for juvenile juvenile justice in England
influenced the formation and development in these
countries of a network of social services for the
rehabilitation and reintegration of children and
adolescents in need of help from the state. In most
states of the modern US, the system of juvenile
justice is independent of the “adult” justice system.
In most states, it is administered by a social service,
namely the Social Services Agency in 23 states
and the family and children service in 6 states. In
11 states, the juvenile justice system is under the
control of the adult justice system.

Negative features of the Anglo-American model are:

1. The speed and promptness of cases in the
courts of the Anglo-American juvenile justice
system often leads to a relapse of the offense, and
more serious. But the speed of the trial also has
its negative side: a real possibility of violation of
human rights, incompleteness of investigation, gaps
in evidence, doubts about the sources of their receipt
(Zaderius, 2017: 3);

2. The same applies to liberal measures of
punishment applied to minors. Although there is
another opinion, M. Danilova also stresses that
“Judges of Great Britain are given a wide range of
sanctions applicable to youth: starting from curfews,
warnings and educational conversations and ending
with the appointment of socially useful (unpaid)
works (from 16-17 years) and imprisonment in a
penal colony. It should be recognized that the latest,
most stringent measures have the least rehabilitation
effect, the percentage of relapses after them is much
higher. In 2009, a new law was passed, giving
offenders the opportunity to reimburse the victims
of'the crime. In addition, the judges must now justify
the non-use of alternative measures to deprivation of
liberty, if such an opportunity existed. Already five
years after the beginning of the reforms it was noted
that the innovations represent a qualitatively new
model for the provision of public services, work
with offenders is now much more effective, the
level of relapses has significantly decreased. One
of the facts supporting this was the closure of three
correctional institutions for juvenile offenders»
(Danilova, 2017: 4).

3. Entanglement of the jurisdiction of juvenile
courts.

The continental model is based on the legal
systems of Germany, France, Belgium, Romania,
Poland and a number of other European countries.
criminal responsibility comes in 13 years. An
important aspect of this system is that the judge
“leads” a teenager from the very first occurrence of
a difficult situation. Therefore, the judge is always
well acquainted with the history of the teenager and
his family, knows how to help a given family or
teenager. Under such a system, the judge combines
the functions of “formal justice” and, in part, with
the social worker. More effective are the methods
of preventive impact on the child, which the judge
has. In addition, extra-judicial measures are applied
to minors; sending a minor (with his consent) to
participate in a social program or social service in
the community, an official warning.

Juvenile courts were created following the
example of the USA in Belgium in 1912, France
in 1914, Greece in 1924, and a number of other
countries.

The main principles of the continental juvenile
system are:

1. The principle of the preference of
educational measures before punitive (punitive)
measures. Orienting the juvenile justice system
to the educational component contributes to the
protection of the rights and interests of the minor,
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its re-socialization, and therefore corresponds to the
objectives of the special prevention;

2. A deep acquaintance with psychology, with
the personality of a minor offender. A judge makes
a verdict only on the condition of a thorough,
thorough, thorough study of the personality of a
minor criminal, while a “social investigation” with
the compilation of a special file is a prerequisite.
Moreover, such a study judge can conduct himself,
but mostly instructs his probation service officials
who use the help of psychologists, psychiatrists,
education specialists (Tretyakova, 2016: 5). That is,
it is the specialization of judges who deal solely with
cases of minors;

3. the systematic nature of the various bodies
and services coordinated by the juvenile court;

4. Mobility in determining the type, content, and
nature of educational measures applied to a minor;

5. Presence of preventive potential of juvenile
delinquency, including in the form of special
prevention.

One of the measures to influence a teenager
appointed by a court may be a visit to a so-called
curatorial center, for example, in Poland, there
are 300 such centers. The curator’s work includes
several directions: compiling a report on the identity
of the adolescent and the situation in the family (the
curator visits the family, talks with the adolescent
and members of his family), containing an analysis
of the situation and recommendations for assistance
or educational measures (in 90% of cases the judge
follows the recommendations of the curator) ;
monitoring of the behavior ofthe child (the supervisor
visits seven, the school, the work place of the teenager
and regularly reports to the judge); implementation
of a coordination link between various structures
— school, family, social service, police, medical
institutions (for example, the curator can send the
child to the center of psychological diagnostics). In
a number of countries, a reconciliation procedure
has been introduced. The court decides whether this
or that case should be directed to a reconciliation
program. In this procedure, the mediator (a person
not dependent on judicial and law enforcement
bodies) takes part and both sides are present — the
minor who committed the illegal act and the victim.
Then, the reconciliation agreement goes to court: if
the court agrees with him, the case ends, if not, the
judge proposes his decision (Chuvilev A., 1998: 6).

I would like to dwell on one more specificity of
the continental model, namely, on the experience
of Germany, where the policy of refusing criminal
prosecution is adopted. This direction is associated
with the concept of “sabotage”. The essence of this
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concept is to abandon the formal criminal process by
applying informal alternatives to it, involving a lack
of lengthy procedures and a formal trial (Zhalinsky,
2004: 7). Sabotage belongs to one of the directions
of liberal criminal policy and is focused, first of all,
not on reaction, but on prevention. Sabotage helps to
avoid stigmatization (in the process of recognizing a
person guilty, stigmatization occurs and in the public
environment he acquires a new status — “criminal”,
in addition, communication with other persons
serving punishment takes place in an atmosphere of
antisocial behavior and contributes to the formation
of appropriate attitudes and outlook) (Pergataya,
1998: 8).

Tonegative aspects of this system, the researchers
also note — the registration of the growth of juvenile
delinquency, many researchers of the law of Austria,
Germany attribute this to excessive weakening of
responsibility, but several other specialists say that
this system will not show interrelated processes and
fruits of work only after a generation (Moldavanov,
Chebykina, 2014: 9).

— the existence of the principle of prevention of
criminal behavior, when children under the age of
six can fall into the risk group of criminal behavior,
which becomes the source of stigmatization of
children at the earliest stages of development, for
example, in New Zealand.

— Isolation of juvenile justice from criminal
justice (Contini, Fabri, Sigismondi, 2004: 10).

Shmidt V.R. in his study “Integration of
adolescents in conflict with the law: foreign
experience” directly indicates that “The inability to
incorporate juvenile justice into the sphere of law
and social assistance becomes an important risk.
And juvenile justice should be built into the existing
contexts of criminal justice and social assistance. The
creation of specialized institutions and services that
distinguish convicts from other vulnerable groups
and which differ from other services increases the
risk of discrimination (both positive and negative)
of convicts. Likewise, the fence of juvenile justice
from criminal reduces the transparency of the
system, and if criminal justice retains the priority of
restrictive measures, then the risk of reaction also
increases in the area of juvenile justice — a return
to strict measures against minors. This is exactly
what happened in the United States, the Netherlands
and now occurs in France — although each of these
countries finds its way to overcome the crisis of the
justice system.

The greatest dispute and negative reaction
are caused by the experience of the Scandinavian
countries, who developed their own juvenile policy.
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Modern juvenile justice has deep roots in the
traditions of the Scandinavian countries, especially
Sweden. After the adoption in 1979, for the first
time in the world, of a law that not only banned
but criminalized the punishment of children,
juvenile justice developed rapidly, becoming an
influential and all-pervasive state institution with
huge administrative and financial resources. And
the Scandinavian model of juvenile justice began
to be offered to the rest of the world as exemplary
(Countries of Scandinavia: The other side of juvenile
justice, 2018: 11).

Principles of Scandinavian Juvenile Justice:

— the value of the personality of the minor who
appeared before the court;

— active use in the juvenile court process of data
on minors received by the court from specialized
auxiliary legal institutions (services, bodies);

— Strengthening the guard function of the court
in relation to the minor (increased judicial protection
of the minor as a victim, witness, defendant,
convicted, etc. by closing the court session in all
cases of crimes of minors or criminal infringements
on them, reducing the punishment on the fact
minorities;

— preference for
educational means;

— special training for juvenile judges;

— a special simplified (informal) procedure for
legal proceedings in respect of minors;

— availability of a system of specialized support
services.

Adolescents under 15 years of age are not subject
to criminal liability, and crimes of young people
from 15 to 18 years are considered by ordinary
courts, guided by the relaxed legislation. Persons
under the age of 18 cannot be sent to prisons, they are
placed in a closed educational house. The essence of
juvenile justice here lies in the very strong role of
the social worker and his active participation in the
investigation and trial of a minor. In addition, work
to prevent crimes among children and adolescents is
conducted not only by the forces of schools, social
services but also by the police.

It is the Scandinavian model of juvenile justice
that is currently being severely criticized, as some
of its elements are taken up by the social services of
other countries, and especially of European countries.
Human rights activists emphasize: “Modern
juvenile justice has deep roots in the traditions of the
Scandinavian countries, especially Sweden. After
the adoption in 1979, for the first time in the world,
of a law that not only banned but criminalized the
punishment of children, juvenile justice developed

coercive measures of

rapidly, becoming an influential and all-pervasive
state institution with huge administrative and
financial resources. And the Scandinavian model of
juvenile justice began to be offered to the rest of the
world as exemplary. Beginning as a good cause of
protecting children from violence by some negligent
parents, the juvenile justice system has created
problems that many human rights activists, lawyers,
psychologists and educators are now raising
exemplary (Countries of Scandinavia: The other
side of juvenile justice, 2018: 11).

Any of the above systems of juvenile justice is
based on national traditions and is determined by the
prevailing circumstances. The development of these
systems is dictated by the need to protect the rights
of minors. But at the same time, each continent has
gone its own way of development, which once again
proves the existence of a large number of solutions
to the problem of juvenile delinquency. Each of
these systems has its advantages and disadvantages,
the analysis of which allows us to take them into
account, to develop the most appropriate model,
using the right tools.

The necessary methodologies to be applied in
the domestic model of emerging juvenile justice
include:

1. the principle of the preference of educational
measures before punitive (punitive) measures;

2. availability of preventive capacity of juvenile
delinquency;

3. special training for juvenile judges;

4. the systemic nature of the various bodies and
services coordinated by the juvenile court.

The analysis allows us to come to the following
conclusions:

1. The world community has developed a set of
norms and standards aimed at protecting children,
including children confronted in the legal system by
virtue of their unlawful actions, as well as victims
and witnesses of crimes. These norms are mainly
aimed at creating conditions conducive to the very
possibility of the commission of illegal acts by
minors. The whole mechanism of juvenile justice
is devoted to this goal, which covers the whole
range of social relations: educational, educational,
psycho-consultative, control and supervisory, law
enforcement, law enforcement, judicial, quasi-
judicial, penitentiary, protective, individually-
accompanying and others.

2. In the world practice there are several models
of juvenile justice, each of which has its advantages
and disadvantages. At the same time, Kazakhstan’s
choice of the continental model of juvenile justice
was determined mainly by a large number of
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progressive examples of the organization of this
type of activity, in particular:

A) The specialization of courts dealing with
cases involving minors;

C) Priority of alternative punishments;

C) Graduation of offenses depending on the
severity of the act;

D) The existence of the probation institute;

E) Mediation in criminal and civil cases.

The acquaintance with the positive foreign
experience and the application of its separate
components has already enabled and will allow our
state to improve the processes of democracy and
contribute to the reduction of juvenile delinquency
and to the qualitative improvement of the situation
of children in general.

3. In the world community, there is an
ambiguous attitude to the norms of international
law in the design of national systems of juvenile
justice. However, as shown by the generally
accepted standards of criminal justice contained in
the norms of international law, they are increasingly
being implemented into national law and somehow
formulate a national criminal procedure for minors.

The implementation of the norms of international
law on the prevention of juvenile delinquency and
the protection of minors deprived of their liberty was
one of the factors contributing to the comprehensive
reform of criminal, criminal procedural and
criminal enforcement legislation of the Republic of
Kazakhstan, which was aimed at decriminalization
and liberalization of responsibility.

References

The UN Standard Minimum Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners — [ER]. Access mode: http: //www.noomd-pi.org/index.php/
biblioteka/zakony/item/100-minimalnye-standartnye-pravila-oon-obrashcheniya-s-zaklyuchennymi

Shtykova N.N. (2001) Juvenile justice in the United States, England and Russia XIX — XX century: Historical and legal analy-
sis. Author’s abstract. Diss. to the soisk. uch. spec. Ph.D. Nizhny Novgorod.

Zaderius V. Juvenile justice in the legal practice of a number of countries in Europe, Asia, Latin America, Canada and the
United States. https://www.zakon.kz/4533965-juvenalnaja-justicija-v-pravovojj.html

Danilova M. Three Models of Juvenile Justice: International Experience // http://pravovsem59.ru/portal/topics/7137

Tretyakova K.E. Models of juvenile justice in the countries of the continental legal system // Young Scientist. — 2016. — Ne 19.

—P.259-263

Chuvilev A. New grounds for the termination of the criminal case against minors / / Legality, No. 2, 1998, p. 22-25

Zhalinsky A.E. (2004) Modern German criminal law. M .: TK Valbi, Prospect, 2004, p.335-337.

Pergataya A.A. Refusal of criminal prosecution as a new strategic direction in the criminal process for minors of Germany //
Actual problems of jurisprudence: Sat. sci. tr. young scientists and post-graduate students / otv. for Bemm. A. N. Tarbagayev. Kras-

noyarsk: Krasnoyarsk State University, 1998, p. 54-55

Moldavanov K.V., Chebykina K. L. Comparison of juvenile justice models and probation systems for young offenders on the
example of some European Union countries // Young Scientist. — 2014. — Ne10. — P. 325-327.

Contini F., Fabri M., Sigismondi 1. (2004) International comparative study of juvenile justice on the correlation of public and
state interests on allocation of cases to courts, The case of Italy. Bologna.

Countries of Scandinavia: The other side of juvenile justice // http://pravfond.ru/?module=articles&action=view&id=1612

ISSN 1563-0366

Journal of Actual Problems of Jurisprudence. Nel (85). 2018 39



