O‘ZBEKISTON RESPUBLIKASI KRIMINOLOGIYA TADQIQOT INSTITUTI
HUZURIDAGI ILMIY DARAJALAR BERUVCHI DS.03/30.10.2025.Yu.186.01
RAQAMLI ILMIY KENGASH

O‘ZBEKISTON RESPUBLIKASI HUQUQNI MUHOFAZA
QILISH AKADEMIYASI

TAIROVA GULMIRA MURODJONOVNA

JINOYATCHILIKKA QARSHI KURASHISHNING

MILLIY MODELINI SHAKLLNTIRISH ASOSLARI

12.00.15 — Kriminologiya (yuridik fanlar)

yuridik fanlar bo‘yicha falsafa doktori (Doctor of Philosophy) dissertatsiyasi
AVTOREFERATI

Toshkent — 2026



UO“K:343.851(575.1)

Falsafa doktori (PhD) dissertatsiyasi avtoreferati mundarijasi
Contents of the abstract of the dissertation of the Doctor of Philosophy (PhD)

Oruasienue apropedepara qucceprauuu 1okropa punocopuu (PhD)

Tairova Gulmira Murodjonovna
Jinoyatchilikka garshi kurashishning milliy modelini shakllantirish
R0 o USSR 3

Tairova Gulmira Murodjonovna
Foundations for the formation of a national model for combating crime............... 23

Tauposa I'yimupa Mypoa:;KoHOBHA
OcHOBBI POPMUPOBAHUS HAITMOHAIBHON MOJIENIN MTPOTUBOICHCTBHUS
TIPECTYTTHOCT . c.uvvveeeeeenenurreeeseannnnsneeessannsnseseessssnnsseeesssssnssseesssssssseseessssnnsseessssnnnsnns 43

E'lon qilingan ilmiy ishlar ro‘yxati
List of published scientific works
Crucok omyOJIMKOBAHHBIX HAYUHBIX PAOOT...cuevvvenreenrennneenneenneennneennenneennen. D0



O‘ZBEKISTON RESPUBLIKASI KRIMINOLOGIYA TADQIQOT INSTITUTI
HUZURIDAGI ILMIY DARAJALAR BERUVCHI DS.03/30.10.2025.Yu.186.01
RAQAMLI ILMIY KENGASH

O‘ZBEKISTON RESPUBLIKASI HUQUQNI MUHOFAZA
QILISH AKADEMIYASI

TAIROVA GULMIRA MURODJONOVNA

JINOYATCHILIKKA QARSHI KURASHISHNING
MILLIY MODELINI SHAKLLNTIRISH ASOSLARI

12.00.15 — Kriminologiya (yuridik fanlar)

yuridik fanlar bo‘yicha falsafa doktori (Doctor of Philosophy) dissertatsiyasi
AVTOREFERATI

Toshkent — 2026



Opuauk dannap o0yiimua ganacada goxkropu (PhD) nuccepraumms mas3dycu O‘zbekiston
Respublikasi Oliy ta'lim, fan va innovatsiyalar vazirligi huzuridagi Oliy attestatsiya komissiyasi
B2024.3.PhD/Yu1567 ragami bilan ro‘yxatga olingan.

Dissertatsiya O‘zbekiston Respublikasi Huquqni muhofaza qilish akademiyasida bajarilgan.
Dissertatsiya avtoreferati uch tilda (o‘zbek, ingliz, rus (rezyume)) www.proacademy.uz sayti va
“ZiyoNET” ta'lim axborot tarmog‘ida (www.ziyonet.uz) joylashtirilgan.

Ilmiy rahbar: Pulatov Baxtiyor Xalilovich
yuridik fanlar doktori, professor

Rasmiy opponentlar: Adilkariev Xojimurod To‘xtamurodovich
yuridik fanlar doktori, professor

Xo‘jaqulov Siyovush Baxtiyorovich
yuridik fanlar doktori, professor

Etakchi tashkilot: O¢zbekiston Respublikasi Ichki ishlar vazirligi
akademiyasi

Dissertatsiya himoyasi O‘zbekiston Respublikasi Kriminologiya tadqiqot instituti huzuridagi
ilmiy darajalar beruvchi DSc.03/30.10.2025.Yu.186.01 ragamli Ilmiy kengashning 2026 yil “23”-
yanvar soat 11.00 dagi majlisida bo‘lib o‘tadi. (Manzil: "Mirzo Ulug'bek" tum., "Buyuk ipak yo'li"
ko'chasi, 243-uy. Tel.: (99871) 231-39-77, e-mail: info@uzkti.uz)

Dissertatsiya bilan O‘zbekiston Respublikasi Kriminologiya tadqiqot instituti Axborot-resurs
markazida tanishish mumkin (1-ragam bilan ro‘yxatga olingan). (Manzil: Toshkent shahri Mirzo
Ulug‘bek tumani, Buyuk Ipak yo‘li ko‘chasi, 143-uy. Tel.: (99871) 231-39-77)

Dissertatsiya avtoreferati 2026 yil “9”-yanvar kuni tarqatildi.
(2026 yil “9”-yanvardagi 1-ragamli reestr bayonnomasi).

A.L.-Toshpulatov
[lmiy darajalar beruvchi ilmiy kengash raisi,
yuridik fanlar doktori (DSc), dotsent

S.A.Nurumbetova
Ilmiy darajalar beruvchi ilmiy kengash kotibi,
yuridik fanlar bo‘yicha falsafa doktori (PhD),
dotsent

K.R.Abdurasulova
Ilmiy darajalar beruvchi ilmiy kengash
huzuridagi ilmiy seminar raisi, yuridik fanlar
doktori (DSc), professor


http://www.proacademy.uz/

Kirish (falsafa doktori (PhD) dissertasiyasi annotasiyasi)

Dissertasiya mavzusining dolzarbligi va zarurati. Dunyoda jinoyatchilikka har
qanday davrda insoniyatning farovon turmushi uchun tahdid soluvchi salbiy hodisa
sifatida qaralib, unga qarshi kurashish barcha davlatlarning ustuvor va dolzarb
vazifalardan biri bo‘lib kelgan. Jinoyatchilik darajasi yuqori bo‘lgan mamlakat va
shaharlarning dunyo reytingi yuritilib, unda hatto sayyohlar ham bormasligi tavsiya
etiladigan, har kuni odamlar o‘g‘irlanadigan, o‘ldiriladigan, zo‘rlanadigan, jinsiy
qullikka sotiladigan, aholisining aksariyat qismi qashshoqlik chegarasida yashab,
bolalari qo‘liga o‘yinchoqlar o‘rniga qurol, granata, bomba ushlaydigan ... eng xavfli
hisoblanuvchi o‘nlab davlatlardagi jinoyatchilik holatini aks ettirilib borilishi mavjud
dolzarblikni yanada oshiradi!. Bugungi kunda jinoyatchilikning ommaviy salbiy
hodisaga aylanib ulgurgani, aksariyat davlatlarda u oshib borish tendensiyasiga ega
ekanligi, qolaversa, globallashuv, ragamlashuv va ijtimoiy tarmoqlashuv sharoitida
uning kiberterrorizm, kiberbulling, kiberfiribgarlik kabi murakkab ko‘rinishlarining
faollashuvi jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishda optimal yondashish, zamonaviy
innovatsion usul va vositalarni ishlab chiqish zaruratini yuzaga keltirmoqda.

Ayni vaqgtda, jahonda jinoyatchilikka garshi kurashish, shuningdek uning oldini
olishda o‘ziga xos modellardan foydalanish, masalaga aniq maqsadli, tizimli va
kompleks yondashish, bunda mahalliy omillarni hisobga olish, jarayonga yangicha
ishlash wusullarini joriy qilish bilan bog‘liq muammolarning ilmiy asoslangan
yechimlarini topishga qaratilgan tadqiqotlar muhim ahamiyat kasb etmoqda. Bu o‘rinda
jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish — jamiyatdagi siyosiy-huquqiy, ijtimoiy-igtisodiy,
ijtimoiy-psixologik jarayonlar ta’sirida o‘zgaruvchan kechadigan murakkab ijtimoiy
faoliyat ekanligini inobatga olib, uni tizimli yondashuvga tayangan hamda kognitiv
(ilmiy) modellashtirish usullarini qo‘llagan holda tadqiq etish mazkur faoliyat
samaradorligiga ijobiy ta’sir qilishi alohida e’tirof etiladi. Zero bejizga, bir gator
mamlakatlarda jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishning ijtimoiy, iqtisodiy, shuningdek
kriminologik tizimlarning anglo-amerika, g‘arbiy yevropa (kontinental), osiyo-tinch
okeani, sotsialistik, rossiya, musulmon va aralash kabi moddellari qo‘llanib kelinmagan.

Mamlakatimizda so‘nggi yillarda jinoyatchilikka garshi kurashish sohasida amalga
oshirilayotgan jadal islohotlarga qaramay, birgina 2024 yilda sodir etilgan jinoyatlar
2023 yilda ro‘yxatga olingan jinoyatlarga nisbatan 104 096 tadan 132 298 taga yoki
27%ga, har 100 000 aholi boshiga 283 dan 352 ga yoki 24%ga? ortishi kuzatildi.
Xususan, 2024 yilda sodir etilgan jinoyatlarning 45 545 ta yoki 34%ini “oldini olish
mumkin bo‘lgan”, 27 953 ta yoki 21%ini esa “aniqlanadigan” jinoyatlar tashkil etgan
bo‘lsa, 58 800 ta yoki 45%ini axborot-texnologiyalaridan foydalanib sodir etilgan
jinoyatlar tashkil etdi. 2024 yil natijalariga ko‘ra, O‘zbekiston xalqaro reytinglarda 30.5
jinoyatchilik indeksini** qo‘lga kiritsada, World Justice Project tashkiloti tomonidan
shakllantirilgan qonun ustuvorligi indeksida 0.49, ya’ni 1jobiy bo‘lmagan (xususan, odil

'Vposens npectynHoctd B Mupe B 2024-2025 rogy // URL: https://visasam.ru/emigration/vybor/prestupnost-v-mire.html
(murojat vaqti: 23.08.2025).
2URL: https://www.gazeta.uz/uz/2025/03/03/crime-stats/ murojat vaqti: 13.03.2025).
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sudlov tizimi hukumatning noqonuniy ta’siridan xoli ekanligi subfaktori bo‘yicha 0.19,
xolisligi subfaktori bo‘yicha 0.34, ayblanuvchining huquqlari va protsessual normalarga
rioya etish subfaktori bo‘yicha 0.40 kabi anchayin past) ko‘rsatkich qayd etildi*.
Shuning uchun ham Prezident Sh.Mirziyoev 2024 yilda ichki ishlar organlari xodimlari
va faxriylariga yo‘llagan bayram tabrigida “jinoyatlarga qarshi kurashishda ta’sirchan
mexanizmlarni qo‘llash, ilmiy yondashuvlar asosida jinoyatchilikni jilovlash yuzasidan
mangzilli ish olib borish, tergov sifatini oshirish orqali aholi o‘rtasida bu sohada adolatga
bo‘lgan qat’iy ishonchni shakllantirish lozimligini™® alohida ta’kidladi. “Ilmiy
yondashuv” — jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishning muhim omili ekanligi ilmiy
hamjamiyat vakillari tomonidan ham e’tirof etildi.

Mazkur dissertatsiya tadqiqoti O‘zbekiston Respublikasi Prezidentining “Jamoat
xavfsizligini ta’minlash va jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish sohasida ichki ishlar
organlari faoliyatini sifat jihatidan yangi bosqichga ko‘tarish chora-tadbirlari
to‘g‘risida”gi (2021), “O‘zbekiston Respublikasi Jamoat xavfsizligi konsepsiyasini
tasdiglash va uni amalga oshirish chora-tadbirlari to‘g‘risida”gi (2021), “O‘zbekiston —
2030” Strategiyasi to‘g‘risida”gi farmonlari (2023), “2025 yilda respublika
mahallalarida xavfsiz muhitni yaratish va huqugbuzarliklarning barvaqt oldini olish
tizimi samaradorligini yanada oshirish bo‘yicha chora-tadbirlar to‘g‘risida”gi PQ-1-son
Qarort (2025) hamda sohaga oid boshqa normativ-huquqiy hujjatlarda belgilangan
vazifalarni amalga oshirishga muayyan darajada xizmat qiladi.

Tadqiqotning respublika fan va texnologiyalari rivojlanishining asosiy
ustuvor Yyo‘nalishlariga mosligi. Mazkur dissertatsiya ishi respublika fan va
texnologiyalarini rivojlantirishning “I.Axborotlashgan jamiyat va demokratik davlatni
jtimoiy, huquqiy, iqtisodiy, madaniy, ma’naviy-ma’rifiy rivojlantirishda innovatsion
g‘oyalar tizimini shakllantirish va ularni amalga oshirish yo‘llari” ustuvor yo‘nalishiga
muvofiq hisoblanadi.

Muammoning  o‘rganilganlik  darajasi.  O‘zbekiston = Respublikasida
jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishning ayrim jihatlari, xususan ma’lum toifadagi
jinoyatchilikka garshi kurashish yoki uni oldini olish masalalari N.Abidova, Z.Zaripov,
M.Usmonaliev, Y .Karaketov, M.Radjapova, M.Rustambaev, Q.Abdurasulova,
I.Ismailov, A.Zakirova, B.Bekmatova, M.O‘razaliev, M.Fazilov, N.Salaev, R.Altiev,
Sh.G‘ofurov, G*‘.Qarshiev, S.Niyozova, G.Nurmuhammedova, B.Umirzakov,
M.Eshnazarov, Ye.Kolenko, S.Xujakulov, U.Ashurov kabi huquqgshunos olimlar
tomonidan o‘rganilgan.

Xorijiy davlatlarda I.Karpets, Yu.Antonyan, N.Kuznetsova, S.Borodin, V.Luneev,
S.Inshakov, A.Chislov, O.Vedernikova, S.Starostina, A.Gorshenkov, V.Larichev,
A.Dolgova, Ya.Gilinskiy, D.Malkov, A.Varigin, N.Morozov, Ye.Yanush,
V.Kudryavsev, V.Tulyakov, A.Trefilov, V.Toleubekov, R.Uolker, J.McCormick-

“URL: https://worldjusticeproject.org/rule-of-law-index/country/2023/Uzbekistan/Criminal%20Justice/ (murojat vaqti
23.05.2025).

*Izoh: Numbeo tahlillariga ko‘ra, indeks ko‘rsatkichlarining 0-20 — o‘ta past, 20-40 — past, 40-60 — o‘rta, 60- 80 — yuqori
va 80-100 — o‘ta yuqori darajadagi jinoyatchilikni anglatadi

5 URL: https://president.uz/uz/lists/view/7646 (murojat vaqti: 23.04.2025).
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Watson, K.Kuns kabi olimlar jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishning muayyan nazariy
jihatlarini tadqiq etishgan.

Mazkur dissertatsiya boshqa tadqiqot ishlaridan “jinoyatchilikka qarshi
kurashishni muayyan davlat (O‘zbekiston)da uning samarali kechishiga ta’sir qiluvchi
jarayonlar, sohalar va tizimlar (xususan, qonunchilik)dan kelib chiqib shakllantirilishi
lozim bo‘lgan alohida kriminologik tizim hamda funksional tizim sifatida o‘rganilgani
bilan farqlanadi. Shu jihatdan ham mustaqil O‘zbekistonda amalga oshirilayotgan sud-
huquq islohotlari negizida jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishning milliy modelini
shakllantirish asoslari “12.00.15 — Kriminologiya (yuridik fanlar)” ixtisosligi doirasida
yaxlit tadqiqot ishi sifatida ilk marotaba tadqiq etilmoqda.

Dissertatsiya tadqiqotining u bajarilgan oliy ta’lim muassasasi ilmiy-tadqiqot
ishlari rejalari bilan bog‘ligligi. Ushbu dissertatsiya O°zbekiston Respublikasi
Huqugni muhofaza qilish Akademiyasining 2023-2025 yillar uchun mo‘ljallangan
ilmiy-tadqiqot 1shlari rejasidagi “Jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish, jinoyatlarni
profilaktika qilish va uning oldini olish tizimini takomillashtirish muammolari”ni
o‘rganishga qaratilgan ilmiy tadqiqot yo‘nalishi doirasida bajarilgan.

Tadqiqotning maqsadi mamlakatimizda jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishning
1jtimoiy adolat mezonlariga asoslangan va tizimlashgan milliy modelini shakllantirishga
xizmat qiluvchi taklif va tavsiyalar, shu jumladn milliy modelning asosiy (tashkiliy)
komponentlarni ishlab chigishdan iborat.

Tadqiqotning vazifalari:

“Jinoyatchilikka garshi kurashish™ kategoriyasining ilmiy talqiniga aniqlik kiritish
va mazmunini ochib berish;

jinoyatchilikka garshi kurashishga doir kriminologik yondashuvlarni tahlil qilish;

ayrim davlatlarning tajribasi asosida jinoyatchilikka garshi kurashish modellarini
tadqiq etish;

O‘zbekistondagi jinoyatchilik holatini o‘rganish va o‘ziga xos xususiyatlarini
aniqlashtirish;

jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishga oid milliy (jinoyat, jinoyat-protsessual, jinoyat-
ijroiya, profilaktika to‘g‘risidagi) qonunchilikni takomillashtirish bo‘yicha taklif va
tavsiyalar ishlab chiqish;

O‘zbekistonning jinoyatchilikka qgarshi kurashish amaliyotini tizimli tahlil gilish;

O‘zbekistonda jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish tizimining rivojlanishini tadqiq
etish;

milliy tizimni takomillashtirish uchun taklif etilayotgan modelning mazmunini
yoritish;

Milliy modelning asosiy yo‘nalishlari va tuzilmaviy komponentlarini aniglashtirish
hamda konsepsiyasini ishlab chiqish.

Tadqiqot ob’ekti jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishning milliy modelini
shakllantirish bilan bog‘liq 1jtimoiy-huquqiy munosabatlar hisoblanadi.

Tadqiqot predmetini jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishga doir nazariy
yondashuvlar, ilmiy nashrlar, normativ-huquqiy hujjatlar, ularni qo‘llash amaliyoti,



jinoyatchilikning miqdor va sifat ko‘rsatkichlari hamda ayrim davlatlarning
kriminologik modellari tashkil etadi.

Tadqiqot usullari. Dissertatsiya ishida tizimli tahlil, giyosiy tahlil, retrospektiv
tahlil, statistik tahlil, tanqidiy tahlil, modellashtirish, ekspertlik so‘rovnomasi kabi
tadqiqot usullaridan foydalanildi.

Tadqiqotning ilmiy yangiligi quyidagilarda aks etadi:

dissertatsiya tadqiqoti natijasida ishlab chiqilgan “Jinoyatchilikka qarshi
kurashishga doir milliy kriminologik tizim modelining asosiy (tashkiliy) komponentlari
konsepsiyasi”dagi taklif va tavsiyalarning Jinoyat kodeksiga o‘zgartirish va
qo‘shimchalar kiritish, jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishga doir milliy modelni
shakllantirish hamda bu borada olib boriladigan tadqiqot ishlarining yo‘nalishi va
magsadlarini belgilashda muhim ahamiyat kasb etishi asoslantirilgan;

Jinoyatlarni situatsion oldini olish (jinoly vaziyatga yo‘l qo‘ymaslik) —
jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish faoliyatining alohida bosqichi ekanligi va uni ichki
ishlar organlarining muhim faoliyat yo‘nalishi sifatida belgilash lozimligi haqidagi
taklif asoslantirilgan;

“jinoiy jazodan ko‘zlangan asosiy magsad ijtimoiy adolatni ta’minlash” ekanligini
jinoyat qonunchilikda aniq belgilash, shu asosda jinoiy jazolar tizimini qayta ko‘rib
chiqib, undan “axloq tuzatish ishlari” kabi mohiyatan eskirgan jazo turlarini chiqarib
tashlash, ularning o‘rniga “ish haqidan ushlab qolish” kabi yangi jazo turlarini kiritish
zarurligi asoslantirilgan;

jinoyat-protsessual qonunchiligida prinsiplar fundamental ahamiyatga ega bo‘lgan
goidalar ekanligini alohida e’tirof etib, jinoyat ishlarini hay’atda yoki yakka tartibda
ko‘rib chiqish kabi tashkiliy xarakterga ega bo‘lgan masalalarni prinsiplar gatoridan
chiqarish, jinoyat protsessini yuritishga mas’ul bo‘lgan sub’ektlarning aniq huquqiy
maqomini belgilash, jinoyat protsessida jabrlanuvchiga yetkazilgan moddiy va
ma’naviy zararlarning qoplanishini ta’minlash, jinoyat ishlarini yuritayotgan davlat
organlari va mansabdor shaxslarning harakatlari va qarorlari ustidan keltirilgan
shikoyatlarni ko‘rib chiqish tartibi va muddatlarini belgilash lozimligi asoslantirilgan;

jinoyat ishlarini yuritishda nafaqgat sudning balki boshga mas’ul sub’ektlar,
jumladan prokurorning mustaqilligini ta’minlash muhimligi, bu borada prokuratura
organlarida kollegial boshqaruv organlari, shuningdek malaka va odob-axloq
kengashlarini faoliyatini yo‘lga qo‘yish lozimligi asoslantirilgan.

Tadqiqotning amaliy natijalari quyidagilardan iborat:

“Jinoyatlarni situatsion oldini olish”ni ichki ishlar organlarining jinoyatchilikni
oldin olish faoliyatidagi muhim yo‘nalish sifatida belgilash zarurligi asoslantirilgan;

jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishga doir milliy modelning asosiy komponentlari
tizimida birinchi komponent sifatida axloqiy tarbiya bo‘lishi lozimligi isbotlangan;

“Jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishning nazariy asoslari” nomli ilmiy risola nashr
qilingan;

Jinoyatga nisbatan ‘“konsensus” va jazoga nisbatan “retrebutiv’ kabi aniq
yondashuvlarga tayanish, shuningdek jinoyatchilikni oldini olishga doir strategiya va



dasturlarni ishlab chiqishda jinoyatchilik sabablari va jinoyatchilikni oldini olishga doir
yondashuvlarni inobatga olish zarurligi isbotlangan;

“Jinoyatchilik tahliliga oid ma’lumotlar to‘plami” tayyorlangan;

“Jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishga doir milliy kriminologik tizim modelining
asosiy (tashkiliy) komponentlari konsepsiyasi” ishlab chiqilgan;

“Jinoyatlarni oldini olish kodeksini” ishlab chiqish zarurati mavjudligi
asoslantirilgan;

Jinoyat kodeksi, Jinoyat-protsessual kodeksi va “Prokuratura to‘g‘risida’gi
qonunlarning yangi tahrirdagi loyihalari uchun takliflar ishlab chiqilgan;

jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishda jinoyat qonunchiligi “javobgarlikning
mugqarrarligi” prinsipiga tayanishini unutmaslik, “javobgarlikdan ozod qilish”
institutining esa zarurligi va ahamiyatini gaytadan tanqidiy ko‘rib chiqish zarurligi
isbotlangan.

Tadqiqot natijalarining ishonchliligi. Tadqiqot natijalari milliy qonunchilik
normalariga, amaliy faoliyat natijalarini o‘zida aks ettirgan empirik va statistik
ma’lumotlarga hamda nazariy g‘oya va qarashlarni o‘zida ifodalagan ilmiy manbalarga
asoslangan. Xulosa va takliflarni shakllantirishda 312 nafar jinoyatchilikka qarshi
kurashishga mas’ul xodimlar (profilaktika inspektorlari, tergovchilar, prokuror
xodimlar, advokatlar, JIEM xodimlari va jinoyat ishlari bo‘yicha sudyalar) o‘rtasida
o‘tkazilgan ekspertlik so‘rovnomasi natijalari inobatga olingan.

Tadqiqot natijalarining ilmiy va amaliy ahamiyati. Tadqiqot natijalarining
ilmiy ahamiyati shundan iboratki, ushbu natijalar mamlakatimizda kriminologiya
fanining mazmunan boyishiga hamda jinoyatchilikka garshi kurashish milliy tizimining
ilmiy-nazariy (doktrinal) asoslarini ishlab chiqishga hissa qo‘shadi.

Tadqiqot natijalarining amaliy ahamiyati ishlab chiqilgan “Jinoyatchilikka garshi
kurashishga doir milliy kriminologik tizim modelining asosiy (tashkiliy) komponentlari
konsepsiyasi” jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishning milliy modelini shakllantirishga,
shuningdek boshqa taklif va tavsiyalar esa jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish amaliyotini
ilmiy ta’minlash va sohaga doir qonunchilikni takomillashtirishga xizmat qilishida
namoyon bo‘ladi.

Tadqiqot natijalarini joriy etilishi. Tadqiqot ishi bo‘yicha olingan ilmiy natijalar
quyidagilarda oz ifodasini topgan:

“Jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishga doir milliy kriminologik tizim modelining
asosiy  (tashkiliy) komponentlari  konsepsiyasi”  O‘zbekiston = Respublikasi
Kriminologiya tadqiqot instituti (2024 yil 20 noyabrdagi 40/653-son xat) hamda
O‘zbekiston Respublikasi Oliy Majlisi Qonunchilik palatasi huzuridagi Parlament
tadqiqotlari instituti (2025 yil 8 iyuldagi 3/dn-142-son xat) tomonidan e’tirof etilgan va
ilmiy g‘oya sifatida qo‘llab-quvvatlangan, kelgusida jinoyat qonunchiligini
takomillashtirish, shuningdek Jinoyat kodeksiga o‘zgartirish va qo‘shimchalar kiritishda
inobatga olinishi bildirilgan;

jinoyatlarni situatsion oldini olish tushunchasi, jinoiy vaziyatlarni oldini olish
usullari va vositalariga doir ilmiy garashlar Huquqni muhofaza qilish akademiyada
yaratilgan “Kriminologiya” darsligida o‘zining ifodasini topdi hamda o‘quv jarayonida
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foydalanilishi ta’minlandi (O zbekiston Respublikasi Huqugni muhofaza qilish
akademiyasining 2025 yil 07 noyabrdagi 30/23-416/25-son dalolatnomasi). Bu soha
mutaxassislarining kasbiy tayyorgarligini takomillashtirishga xizmat qiladi;

“jinoly jazodan ko‘zlangan asosiy maqsad ijtimoiy adolatni ta’minlash” ekanligini
jinoyat qonunchilikda aniq belgilash, shu asosda jinoiy jazolar tizimini gayta ko‘rib
chiqib, undan “axloq tuzatish ishlari” kabi mohiyatan eskirgan jazo turlarini chiqarib
tashlash, ularning o‘rniga “ish haqidan ushlab qolish™ kabi yangi jazo turlarini kiritish
haqidagi takliflar O‘zbekiston Respublikasi Jinoyat kodeksi (Umumiy qismi)ning yangi
tahrirdagi loyihasi X-bobi 48-moddasi 2-qismini hamda X-bobi 49-moddasi 2-qismini
shakllantirishda inobatga olingan (O zbekiston Respublikasi Bosh prokuraturasining
2024 yil 12 oktyabrdagi  27/2-269-24-son dalolatnomasi). Mazkur takliflarning
inobatga olinishi Jinoyat kodeksining yangi tahrirdagi loyihasida ijtimoiy adolat
tamoyillariga asoslangan yangicha yondashuvlarning yuzaga kelishiga xizmat qiladi;

jinoyat-protsessual qonunchiligida prinsiplar fundamental ahamiyatga ega bo‘lgan
qoidalar ekanligini alohida e’tirof etib, jinoyat ishlarini hay’atda yoki yakka tartibda
ko‘rib chiqish kabi tashkiliy xarakterga ega bo‘lgan masalalarni prinsiplar qatoridan
chiqarish, jinoyat protsessini yuritishga mas’ul bo‘lgan sub’ektlarning aniq huquqiy
maqomini belgilash, jinoyat protsessida jabrlanuvchiga yetkazilgan moddiy va
ma’navily zararlarning qoplanishini ta’minlash, jinoyat ishlarini yuritayotgan davlat
organlari va mansabdor shaxslarning harakatlari va qarorlari ustidan keltirilgan
shikoyatlarni ko‘rib chiqish tartibi va muddatlarini belgilash haqidagi takliflar
O‘zbekiston Respublikasi Jinoyat-protsessual kodeksining yangi tahrirdagi loyihasi 2-
bobi 5-moddasi 1-qismi, 4-bobi 37-moddasi 1-qismi, 4-bobi 41-moddasi 1-qismi, 46-
bobi 350-moddasi 1-qismi, 54-bobi 393-moddasi 1-qismi hamda 394-moddasi 1-qismini
shakllantirishda inobatga olingan (O Zzbekiston Respublikasi Bosh prokuraturasining
2024 yil 12 oktyabrdagi 27/2-270-24-son dalolatnomasi). Ushbu takliflarning inobatga
olinishi Jinoyat-protsessual kodeksining yangi tahrirdagi loyihasida jinoyat-protsessual
jarayonlarni ijtimoiy adolatni ta’minlashga yo‘naltirilishi, optimallashishi va jinoyat
ishlarini yuritishga mas’ul sub’ektlarning funksionallashuvini ta’minlashga xizmat
qiladi;

jinoyat ishlarini yuritishda nafagat sudning balki boshga mas’ul sub’ektlar,
jumladan prokurorning mustaqilligini ta’minlash muhimligi, bu borada prokuratura
organlarida kollegial boshqaruv organlari, shuningdek malaka va odob-axloq
kengashlarini faoliyatini yo‘lga qo‘yish lozimligi haqidagi takliflardan O‘zbekiston
Respublikasining “Prokuratura to‘g‘risida”gi qonuni yangi tahriri loyihasini ishlab
chiqishda foydalanilgan (O ‘zbekiston Respublikasi Bosh prokuraturasining 2024 yil 17
ivuldagi 27/2-174-24-son dalolatnomasi). Mazkur taklifning inobatga olinishi
jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish faoliyati uchun mas’ul sub’ektlardan biri bo’lgan
prokuratura organlarining mustaqilligini  ta’minlashga, shuningdek prokuratura
xodimlarining kasbiy va axloqiy mas’uliyatini oshirishga xizmat qiladi.

Tadqiqot natijalari aprobatsiyasi. Dissertatsiyaning mazmuni va ilmiy natijalari
2 ta xalqgaro va 2 ta respublika miqyosidagi ilmiy-amaliy konferensiya hamda davra
suhbatlari muhokamasiga kiritildi.
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Tadgqiqot natijalarini e’lon qilinganligi. Tadqiqot doirasida jami 18 ta ilmiy ish,
jumladan 1 ta ilmiy risola, 1 ta tahliliy to‘plam, 16 ta ilmiy maqola (shundan 2 tasi
xorijiy nashrlarda) chop etilgan.

Dissertatsiyaning tuzilishi va hajmi. Dissertatsiya ishi kirish, uchta bob (9 ta
paragraf), xulosa, foydalanilgan adabiyotlar ro‘yxati hamda ilovalardan iborat bo‘lib,
dissertatsiya matnining hajmi 156 betni tashkil etdi.

DISSERTATSIYANING ASOSIY MAZMUNI

Dissertatsiyaning kirish qismida dissertatsiya mavzusining dolzarbligi va zarurati,
respublikasi fan va texnologiyalari rivojlanishining ustuvor yo‘nalishlariga mosligi
asoslantirilgan, tadqiq etilayotgan muammoning o‘rganilganlik darajasi, dissertatsiya
bajarilayotgan oliy ta’lim muassasasining ilmiy tadqiqot ishlari bilan bog‘ligligi bayon
etilgan, tadqiqotning maqsad va vazifalari, ob’ekti va predmeti, tadqiqot usullari
tavsiflangan, tadqiqotning ilmiy yangiligi va amaliy ahamiyati ochib berilgan, tadqiqot
natijalarini amaliyotga joriy etilishi, nashr etilgan ishlar va dissertatsiyaning tuzilishi
bo‘yicha ma’lumotlar keltirilgan.

Dissertatsiyaning birinchi bobi “Jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishning nazariy
jihatlari” deb nomlanib, mazkur bobda jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish
kategoriyasining talqini va mazmuni, jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishga doir
kriminologik yondashuvlar hamda jinoyatchilikka garshi kurashishning ayrim modellari
(muayyan davlatlar tajribasi misolida) tadqiq etilgan.

Ushbu bobning “Jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish” kategoriyasining talgini va
mazmuni” deb nomlangan birinchi paragrafida jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish
atamasi fanlararo kategoriya sifatida talqgin etilib, uning mazmunini ochib beruvchi bir
qator ilmiy ta’riflar tahlil qilingan.

Tadqiqotchi tomonidan jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishni funksional tizim sifatida
ifodalovchi quyidagi ta’rifi shakllantirilgan: “jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish — bu,
davlat hamda jamiyatning jinoyatchilik illatiga murosasiz munosabati bo‘lib, u davlat va
nodavlat tashkilotlari, shuningdek, jamoatchilik tomonidan jinoyatchilikni oldini olish
va javobgarlik muqarrarligini ta’minlash shaklida amalga oshiriladigan ko‘p bosqichli
faoliyatdir”.

Shuningdek, jinoyatchilikka gqarshi kurashish shartli ravishda quyidagi to‘rt
bosqichdan iborat bo‘lishi ilmiy asoslantirilgan:

1-bosqich: jinoyatchilikni profilaktika qilish (umumkriminogen omillar ta’sirini
neytrallash)”;

2-bosqich: jinoiy vaziyatga yo‘l qo‘ymaslik (jinoyatlarni situatsion oldini olish);

3-bosqich: yuz bergan jinoyatni fosh etish (tergovga qadar tekshiruv va tergov
qilish);

4-bosqich: jinoyat oqibatlarini bartaraf etish va/yoki odil sudlovni ta’minlash
(ixtiyorty kompensatsiya, sud tomonidan ishni ko‘rish va jazo tayinlash, jinoiy jazolar
1jrosi).
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Shu o‘rinda, tadqiqotchi “jinoyatchilikni oldini olish” tushunchasini talgin
qilishdagi tushunmovchiliklarga oydinlik kiritish maqgsadida quyidagi mazmundagi
ta’rifni ishlab chiqqan:

“Jinoyatchilikni oldini olish — bu jinoyatchilikka garshi kurashish faoliyatining
barcha bosqichlarida amalga oshiriladigan, kelgusida va ayni vaqtda jinoyat(lar) va
u(lar)ning zararli oqibatlariga yo‘l qo‘ymaslik magsadini ko‘zlaydigan, jinoyatchilik
profilaktikasi (umumkriminogen omillar ta’sirini neytrallash), jinoiy vaziyatga yo‘l
go‘ymaslik (jinoyatlarni situatsion oldini olish), shuningdek yuz bergan jinoyat uchun
javobgarlik muqarrarligini ta’minlash orqali qayta jinoyat sodir etilishining oldini olish
kabi jarayonlarda aks etadigan davlat va nodavlat tashkilotlari hamda jamoatchilikning
zarurly kuch va vositalari safarbar etiladigan umum-kriminologik va maxsus-
kriminologik choralarni 0‘z ichiga olgan 1jtimoiy-huquqiy faoliyat™.

Shu asosda tadqiqotchi “jinoyatlarning oldini olish” jinoyatchilikka qarshi
kurashishning alohida shakli ekanligini va uni jinoyatchilikni profilaktika qilish
bosqichida birlamchi ko‘rinishda, jinoly vaziyatga yo‘l qo‘ymaslik bosqichida
ikkilamchi ko‘rinishda hamda yuz bergan jinoyatni fosh etish hamda odil sudlovni
amalga oshirish bosqichida uchlamchi (hosila) ko‘rinishda talgin etish zarurligini
ta’kidlangan. Va ular bo‘yicha quyidagicha to‘xtamga kelgan:

Jinoyatchilik profilaktikasi — bu jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish faoliyatining
jinoyatlarni birlamchi (erta) oldini olishga qaratilgan ilk bosqichi bo‘lib, u umumiy yoki
alohida toifadagi jinoyatchilikning kriminogen omillariga (shu jumladan, jinoyatga
moyil yoki viktimologik xulg-atvor shakllanishiga) antikriminogen ta’sir ko‘rsatishda
ifodalanadigan asosan umum-kriminologik chora-tadbirlar tizimini o‘z ichiga olgan
umumijtimoiy faoliyat hisoblanadi.

Ushbu faoliyat umumjamiyat oldidagi vazifa, davlat ijtimoiy-iqtisody siyosatining
ajralmas qismi bo‘lib, unda jamiyatning barcha qatlamlari, sohalari va institutlari
ishtirok etishi, xususan birinchi galda ta’lim-tarbiya sohasi, siyosiy-ma’rifiy, 1jtimoiy-
gumanitar, iqtisodiy, san’at va madaniyat, jurnalistika kabi sohalar safarbar etiladi.

Jinoyatlarni situatsion oldini olish — jinoyatchilikka garshi kurashishning alohida
bosqichi hamda jinoyatchilikni oldini olishning maxsus shakli va ikkilamchi
ko‘rinishidir.

Javobgarlik muqarrarligini ta’minlash — jinoyatchilikka garshi kurashishning
maxsus shakli hamda jinoyatchilikni oldini olishning uchlamchi (hosila) ko‘rinishi
hisoblanib, u jinoyat ishlarini yuritishga vakolatli bo‘lgan maxsus sub’ektlar tomonidan
amalga oshirilishi bilan tavsiflanadi hamda jinoyat haqidagi ariza va xabarlar,
shuningdek boshga ma’lumotlar yuzasidan tergovga qadar tekshiruvni amalga
oshirishdan boshlab to sud qarorlari ijrosini ta’minlash kabi jarayonlarni ham qamrab
oladi.

Birinchi bobning  “Jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishga doir kriminologik
yvondashuvlar tahlili” deb nomlangan ikkinchi paragrafida kriminologik yondashuvlar
quyidagi to‘rt guruhga ajratib tahlil gilingan:

I-guruh: jinoiy hodisaga nisbatan yondashuvlar (konsensus nazariyasi, konfliktlar
nazariyasi, ijtimoiy interaksionizm nazariyasi);
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2-guruh: jinoyat sodir etilishining sabablariga doir yondashuvlar (teologik, klassik
va postklassik, pozitiv, sotsiologik, radikal yo ‘nalish);

3-guruh: jinoyat uchun jazoga nisbatan yondashuvlar (retributiv, konsekvensial);

4-guruh: jinoyatchilikni oldini olishga doir yondashuvlar (tizimli; maxsus-
preventiv; situativ, viktimologik; prognostik).

Tadqiqotchining fikricha, jinoiy hodisaga konsensus nazariyasi (jinoyat
jazo tayinlashda o‘zini birmuncha oqlagan retributiv yondashuvga tayanish hamda
shaxsning aybli qilmishiga yarasha adolatli jazo tayinlash va uning zimmasiga o‘z
gilmishining oqibatlarini bartaraf etish (zararni qoplash, kompensatsiyalash) vazifasini
yuklash to‘g‘ri hisoblanadi.

Zero, jinoyat sodir etilishining sabablariga doir yondashuvlarni: teologik yo‘nalish,
klassik va postklassik yo‘nalish, pozitiv (fiziologik, genetik, psixologik) yo‘nalish,
sotsiologik yo‘nalish, radikal (tanqidiy) kabi yo‘nalishlarga ajratgan holda tadqiq qilish
ularning farqli jihatlarni anglashga xizmat qiladi. Qolaversa, barcha yo‘nalishdagi
ta’limotlar ma’lum kuzatuvlar oqibatida yuzaga kelgan va muayyan ob’ektiv asoslarga
ega bo‘lgani uchun ham, ular jinoyatchilik yoki uning alohida turlarini oldini olishga
doir strategiya va dasturlarni ishlab chiqishda inobatga olinishi lozim bo‘ladi.

Jinoyatchilikning oldini olish bo‘yicha tizimli, maxsus-preventiv, situativ,
viktimologik, prognostik kabi asosiy yondashuvlar mavjud bo‘lib, jinoyatchilikning
oldini olish ishlarini tashkil etishda ushbu yondashuvlarning barchasiga o‘z o‘rnida
murojaat etish zarurati yuzaga keladi.

Birinchi bobning “Jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish modellari: ayrim davlatlar
tajribasi asosida” deb nomlangan wuchinchi paragrafida tizim va uning modeli,
jinoyatchilikka garshi kurashishga doir kriminologik tizim tushunchasi hamda
kriminologik tizimlarning ayrim modellari va ularga xos xususiyatlar tadqiq etilgan.

Tadqiqotchi tomonidan ma’lum davlatda muayyan bir davrda shakllangan
jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish tizimi haqida dastlabki va birlamchi tasavvurlarning
hosil bo‘lishi uchun jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish tizimlarini islom, anglo-amerika,
kontinental, sovet, postsovet kabi modellar, shuningdek alohida davlatlarning milliy
modeliga ajratgan holda o‘rganish mumkin deb xulosa qilingan.

Dissertatsiyada islom modeli (shar’iy-islomiy me’yorlar va o‘rta asrlarda
O‘zbekiston hududida qozilik mahkamalarining faoliyati), anglo-amerika modeli
(Buyuk Britaniya va AQSh tajribasi), kontinental model (Shvetsariya va Yaponiya
tajribasi), postsovet modeli (Qozog‘iston va Xitoy tajribasi kabi) alohida davlatlar
tajribasini o‘rganish asosida tadqiq etilgan va ularning o‘ziga xos xususiyatlari
aniqlashtirilgan.

O‘rganish natijalariga asoslanib, zamonaviy dunyoda davlatlar aynan o‘ziga xos
bo‘lgan modelni ishlab chiqishi va shakllantirishi magsadga muvofiq, degan xulosaga
kelingan.

Dissertatsiyaning empirik qismi hisoblangan ikkinchi bobi “O¢zbekistondagi
jinoyatchilik va unga qarshi kurashish holati” deb nomlanib, mazkur bobda
O‘zbekistondagi jinoyatchilikning o°ziga xos xususiyatlari, jinoyatchilikka qarshi
kurashishga oid milliy (jinoyat, jinoyat-protsessual, jinoyat-ijroiya, profilaktika
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to‘g‘risidagi) qonunchilikni  takomillashtirish masalalari hamda mamlakatda
jinoyatchilikka garshi kurashishga doir amaliy faoliyat tahlili natijalari o‘rin egallagan.

Ushbu bobning “O ‘zbekistonda jinoyatchilikning holati va o ‘ziga xos
xususiyatlari” deb nomlangan birinchi paragrafida mamlakatdagi jinoyatchilik
ko‘rsatkichlarining uzoq davrda (1960-2024 yillar oralig‘ida)gi dinamik o‘zgarishi tahlil
qilingan hamda tendensiyaviy xususiyatlarini aniqlashtirish masalalariga urg*‘u berilgan.

Ma’lumki, jinoyatchilikni diagnostika qilish jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish
faoliyatida birlamchi ahamiyatga ega bo‘lib, jinoyatchilikni oldini olish choralarining
sifatli va samarali bo‘lishi jinoyatchilik holatini lozim darajada tadqiq etilganligiga
bevosita bog‘liq hisoblanadi.

Shu bois, tadgiqotchi statistik tahlillar so‘nggi o‘n yilda yurtimizda jinoyatchilik
nostabil kechganligiga e’tiborini qaratib, ayni vaqtda, jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish
ishlarini tashkil etishda jinoyatchilikning quyidagi xususiyatlarini inobatga olish lozim,
deb xulosaga kelgan:

birinchidan, umumiy jinoyatchilik tarkibida ijtimoiy xavfi katta bo‘lmagan
jinoyatlar ulushi 1\3 bir qismni tashkil etayotganligi mazkur toifadagi ishlarni sudga
qadar hal etish yoki soddalashtirilgan tartibda yuritishga doir jinoiy-protsessual
institutlarni takomillashtirishga undaydi;

ikkinchidan, og‘ir va o‘ta og‘ir jinoyatchilik tarkibida firibgarlik (=40%), o‘g‘rilik
(=16%), o‘zlashtirish yoki rastrata (=8%), giyohvadlik (=8%) jinoyatlarining ulushi
yugqoriligi ushbu toifadagi jinoyatchilik omillarini chuqurroq tadqiq qilish va ularga
qarshi magsadli dasturlar ishlab chiqishni taqozo qiladi;

uchinchidan, shaxsga qarshi jinoyatchilikning salmoqli qismi sog‘ligqa qarshi
(=57%) hamda oila, yoshlar va axloqga qarshi (=21%) jinoyatlardan iboratligi ushbu
turdagi jinoyatlar uchun javobgarlikning ta’sirchan (kompensatsion) mexanizmlarini
ishlab chiqish zaruratini yuzaga keltiradi;

to rtinchidan, iqtisodiyot sohadagi jinoyatchilik (aynigsa o‘g‘rilik va firibgarlik)
ulushi (=60%dan ziyodga tomon) oshib borish tendensiyasiga egaligi jinoyatchilikka
qarshi iqtisodiy mexanizmlarni takomillashtirishni talab etadi; jamoat xavfsizligi va
tartibiga garshi (=20%) hamda boshgaruv tartibiga qarshi (=10%) jinoyatlarning
umumiy jinoyatchilikdagi ulushi yuqori ekanligi fuqarolarda tartib-intizomli hulg-
atvorni shakllantirishga doir tadbirlarni yo‘lga qo‘yishni hamda kiberjinoyatlarning
keskin oshishi (2024 y. umumiy jinoyatlarning 44%;i), ularga qarshi kurashishning
maxsus axborot-texnologik va protsessual (tezkor-elektron) choralari hamda xalgaro
hamkorlik yo‘nalishlarini ishlab chiqish zaruratini yuzaga keltiradi.

Ikkinchi bobning “Jinoyatchilikka garshi kurashishga oid milliy (jinoyat, jinoyat-
protsessual,  jinoyat-ijroiya,  jinoyatlar  profilaktikasiga  doir)  qonunchilikni
takomillashtirish masalalari” deb nomlangan ikkinchi paragrafida mamlakatimizdagi
jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishga oid asosiy qonunchilik — profilaktika to‘g‘risidagi
gonun hamda jinoyat, jinoyat-protsessual va jinoyat-ijroiya kodekslarining mazmun
xususiyatlari, ularni takomillashtirishning ayrim jihatlari tadqiq qilingan.

Tadqiqot jarayonida jinoyatlar profilaktikasi masalasi milliy qonunchilikda turli
normtiv-huquqiy hujjatlarda tarqoq holda huquqiy tartibga solingani, hozirda
tizimlashtirishga ehtiyoj mavjudligi, “Huqugbuzarliklar profilaktikasi to‘g‘risida’gi
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gonunning o‘zida ham ayrim nomuvofiglik va bo‘shliglar uchrashi aniqlashtirilgan.
Shuningdek, ushbu qonunda “profilaktika” atamasiga noto‘g‘ri ta’rif berilib, uning
tarkibiga huqugbuzarliklarni aniqlash va bartaraf etish chora-tadbirlari noo‘rin
kiritilgani, profilaktik faoliyatni muvofiqlashtirish mexanizmlari yetarlicha tartibga
solinmagani haqida xulosalar gilingan.

Qolaversa, tadgiqotchi tomonidan jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish faoliyatida
“huqugbuzarlik profilaktikasi” emas, “jinoyatchilik profilaktikasi* atamasini qo‘llash
o‘rinli ekanligi bildirilgan. Boisi, birinchidan, ma’muriy huqugbuzarliklar gator
davlatlar jinoyat qonunchiligida nojo‘ya qilmish sifatida o‘rin olgan; ikkinchidan,
ma’muriy huqugbuzarliklarga jinoyatchilikning omili sifatida baho berish mumkin
bo‘lib, jinoyatchilik profilaktikasi ma’lum ma’noda ma’muriy huqugbuzarliklarga
garshi kurashish lozimligini ham nazarda tutadi; wuchinchidan, respublikamizda
ma’muriy huqugbuzarliklar jinoyatchilik soniga nisbatan bir necha o‘n barovar ko‘p
qayd etiladi va bu holat ularning determinantlarini aniglashni murakkablashtiradi.

Mazkur paragrafda amaldagi Jinoyat kodeksining vazifa va prinsiplari, og‘irlik
darajasiga ko‘ra jinoyatlar tasnifi va jazolash institutining ayrim jihatlari, 1996-2024
yillarda Jinoyat kodeksiga kiritilgan o‘zgartirish va qo‘shimchalar tahlil qilingan,
jinoyat qonunchiligida konseptual nomuvofigliklar mavjudligi aniglashtirilgan.

Jinoyat qonunchiligining adolatli bo‘lishi jinoyatchilikka qgarshi kurashish faoliyati
samaradorligini oshirishga bevosita xizmat qiladigan muhim omillardan ekanligiga
alohida urg‘u berilgan. Ayni vaqtda, amaldagi jinoyat qonunchiligining maqgsad va
prinsiplari, undagi jinoyatlar tasnifi hamda jazolar tizimini qayta ko‘rib chiqish zarurati
mavjudligi bildirilib, jinoyat qonunchiligini takomillashtirish yuzasidan qator takliflar
ishlab chiqilgan.

Shuningdek, amaldagi jinoyat-protsessual  qonunchiligida ham  qator
nomuvofigliklar mavjudligi, xususan, ayblov yondashuvi birmuncha saqlanganligi,
ayrim protsessual jarayonlarda takroriylik va dualizm (ikki yoqlamalik) kuzatilishi,
muayyan  protsessual  bo‘shliglar  hamda  jinoyat  ishlarini  yuritishni
murakkablashtiradigan jarayonlar ko‘zga tashlanishi isbotlanib, jinoya-protsessual
qonunchiligini  takomillashtirishga qaratilgan konseptual fikr-mulohazalar ilgari
surilgan.

Jinoyat-ijroiya qonunchiligi bo‘yicha esa xalqaro ekspertlarning tanqidiy fikrlari
o‘rganilgan va bayon etilgan.

Paragraf so‘nggida jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishga doir qonunchilikni
takomillashtirishdan avval ularning mustahkam ilmiy-doktrinal asoslarini ishlab chiqish
lozim, degan xulosaga kelingan.

Ikkinchi bobning “O ‘zbekistonda jinoyatchilikka garshi kurashish amaliyotining
tahlili” deb nomlangan uchinchi paragrafida jinoyatchilikni profilaktika qilish,
jinoyatlarni aniqlash va qayd etish, jinoyatlarni sudga qadar yuritish, odil sudlovni
amalga oshirish hamda jinoiy jazolarni ijro etish amaliyotlari tizimli tahlil qilingan.

Bu borada ichki ishlar organlarining profilaktik faoliyatiga alohida urg‘u berilib,
ushbu yo‘nalishida 10 mingdan ziyod (katta) inspektorlar faoliyat ko‘rsatishi va ular
faoliyati keng qamrovli ekanligi aniqlashtirilgan.
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Ekspert sifatida so‘rovga jalb etilgan profilaktika inspektorlarining 62 foizi
jinoyatchilikka garshi kurashishda ijtimoiy-huquqiy choralarga nisbatan jinoiy-huquqiy
choralar samarali ekanligini ta’kidlashgan bo‘lsada, ammo ularning 43 foizi
faoliyatlarining eng ustuvor vazifalari nimalar ekanligini anglashda tushunmovchiliklar
mavjudligini (19 variantda javob berilgan), 36 foizi yakka tartibdagi profilaktika
choralarni, 33 foizi esa ilgari sudlangan shaxslarga nisbatan amalga oshiriladigan
maxsus profilaktik choralarni qo‘llashga faoliyatlari davomida juda ko‘p va tez-tez
murojaat qilsalarda, ushbu choralar orasidan samaralilarini aniqlashtirishda turli
qiyinchiliklarga uchrab kelishayotganliklarini bildirishgan. Ayni vaqtda, Bosh
prokuratura tomonidan o‘tkazilgan tahlillar natijalariga ko‘ra, oldini olish mumkin
bo‘lgan jinoyatlarni profilaktika qilish yoki aniqlanadigan jinoyatlarni tezkor fosh etish
orqali kamaytirish tadbirlari 0‘z samarasini bermayotganligi haqida xulosaga kelingan.

Tahlillarga ko‘ra, so‘nggi yillarda jinoyat haqidagi ariza va xabarlar oshib borish
tendensiyasiga ega bo‘lib, o‘tgan yilga nisbatan 2021 yilda 87,1 foizga, 2022 yilda 67,5
foizga va 2023 yilda 64,7 foizga ko‘paygan.

Shu bilan birga, jinoyatga oid ariza, xabar va boshqa ma'lumotlarni gabul qilish,
ro‘yxatdan o‘tkazish yoki ko‘rib chiqish amaliyotini tahlil qilish jarayonida bir qator
jiddiy nugson va kamchiliklarga yo‘l qo‘yib kelingan.

Jinoyat ishlarini sudga qadar yuritish amaliyotida esa 2019 yilga nisbatan 2023
yilda ish yurituvdagi jami jinoyat ishlar 2 barovarga (54350 tadan 110450 taga),
tamomlangan ishlar 1,9 barovarga (38724 tadan 75232 taga), to‘xtatilgan ishlar 3.2
barovarga (4478 tadan 14171 taga) va qoldigdagi ishlar 1.6 barovarga (4079 tadan 6478
taga) ko‘paygani ko‘zga tashlangan.

Bu borada ekspertlik so‘roviga jalb etilgan tegovchilarning 31 foizi
“tergovchilarning mustaqilligini ta’minlash uchun nazorat tadbirlarini kamaytirish
lozim”ligini bildirishga bo‘lsa, 87 foizi “tergov ishlarini tergovchining bir o‘zi emas,
balki tergov guruhi (yordamchi tergovchi, tezkor xodim, kriminalist, ekspert, IT
mutaxassis kabilardan tashkil topgan) yordamida amalga oshirish”, 64 foizi “ishni
sudga gadar yuritish davomida shaxsni gumon ostidagi shaxs maqomida qoldirish”, 71
foizi esa jinoyat protsessiga nooshkora tergov harakatlari institutini kiritishga oid fikr va
g‘oyalarni qo‘llab-quvvatlashgan.

Ushbu paragrafda sud amaliyoti ham tahlil qilinib, bir qator mummolar mavjudligi
aniqlangan. Ular orasidan sud tizimidagi eng og‘rigli muammolardan biri sifatida
sudyaning ish yuklamasi ko‘pligi keltirib o‘tilgan.

Darhagqiqgat, birgina 2022 yilda jinoyat ishlari bo‘yicha birinchi instansiya sudi
sudyasiga bir oyda o‘rtacha 181 ta ish to‘g‘ri kelgan. 2018-2023 yillardagi tahlillarga
ko‘ra, birinchi bosqich sudida ko‘rilgan jinoyat ishlarining =30.1 foizi apellyasiya yoki
kassatsiya instansiyasida qayta ko‘rib chiqilgan, ularning =8.8 foizi bo‘yicha sud
qarorolari bekor bo‘lgan bo‘lsa, =19 foizi o‘zgartirilgan (ya’ni, gqariyib 28 foizi
o’zgartirilgan yoki bekor qgilingan).

Sud hukmlarining bekor bo‘lishi va o‘zgarishi uchun qariyb 48 foiz holatda
jazoning adolatsizligi hamda deyarli 32 foiz holatda qilmish noto‘g‘ri kvalifikatsiya
qilingani asos qilib olingan.
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Sudyalar o‘rtasida o‘tkazilgan ekspertlik so‘rovnomada esa ularning 13 foizi
“sudyalarni isbotlash sub’ektlari ro‘yxtidan chiqarish” fikrini qo‘llab-quvvatlagan
bo‘lsa, 39 foizi “ishni sudga gadar yuritish davomida shaxsni gumon ostidagi shaxs
maqomida qoldirish” g‘oyasini ijobiy baholagan, 51 foizi “jinoyat protsessiga
nooshkora tergov harakatlari institutini kiritish” hamda 69 foizi “sudlarda ish hajmining
ko‘pligini inobatga olib, yarashuvga tushadigan, zararlari qoplangan ijtimoiy xavfi katta
bo‘lmagan va uncha og‘ir bo‘lmagan jinoyatlarni sudgacha hal etish intitutini joriy
etish” takliflariga qo‘shilishgan, 29 foizi “tergovga qadar tekshirish, tergov va
surishtiruv organlari tomonidan dalillarni to‘plash va rasmiylashtirishda kamchiliklarga
yo‘l qo‘yilayotganligini hamda 37 foizi “ozodlikni cheklash” va 26 foizi “majburiy
jamoat ishlari” jazolari samaradorligi va mexanizmini qayta ko‘rib chiqish zarurligini
ta’kidlashgan.

Paragraf so‘nggida jazoni ijro etish muassalarining jazoni ijro etish amaliyoti tahlil
qilinib, ushbu muassasalarda saqlanayotgan mahkumlar tomonidan 2021 yilda 22
holatda, 2022 yilda 124 ta holatda va 2023 yilda 115 ta holatda qayta jinoyatlar sodir
etilishiga yo‘l qo‘yilgani penitensiar tizimda jinoyatlarning profilaktikasi magsadli,
manzilli va tizimli yo‘lga qo‘yilmagan deb xulosa qilishga asos yaratgan. Bu kabi salbiy
tendensiya probatsiya xizmati hisobida turib jazo o‘tayotgan shaxslarning 2021 yilda
293 nafari tomonidan 285 ta, 2022 yilda 845 nafari tomonidan 844 ta, 2023 yilda 601
nafari tomonidan 601 ta qayta jinoyat sodir etilganida ham kuzatilgan va tadqiqotchi
tomonidan jinoyat sodir etgan shaxslarni jamiyatga moslashtirish, axlogan tarbiyalash
ishlari yetarli tarzda tashkil etilmagan, deb xulosa qilingan.

Dissertatsiyaning uchinchi bobi “Jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishga oid milliy
modelni shakllantirish masalalari” deb nomlanib, unda O‘zbekistonda jinoyatchilikka
qarshi kurashish tizimining rivojlanishi o‘rganilgan, milliy tizimni takomillashtirish
uchun taklif etilayotgan model hamda uning asosiy yo‘nalishlari va tuzilmaviy
komponentlari konsepsiyasi mazmuni ochib berilgan.

Ushbu bobning “O ‘zbekistonda jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish tizimining
rivojlanishi” deb nomlangan birinchi paragrafida O‘zbekistonda o°‘z mustaqilligini
qo‘lga kiritganidan boshlab to shu kunga qadar jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish
tizimining rivojlanishi (sohasida qabul qilgan qonunchilik hujjatlarini tahlil qilgan
holda) shartli ravishda quyidagi 4 ta bosqichga ajratib tadqiq etilgan:

birinchi bosqich (1992-1999-yillar) — jinoyatchilikka garshi kurashish tizimining
huquqiy poydevorini yaratishda ifodalanib, davlatimiz Konstitutsiyasi, Jinoyat kodeksi,
Jinoyat-protsessual kodeksi, Jinoyat-ijroiya kodeksi, Prokuratura to‘g‘risida, Sudlar
to‘g‘risida, Advokatura hamda Advokatlar faoliyatining kafolatlari va advokatlarning
jjtimoiy himoyasi to‘g‘risida qator qonunlar qabul qilingan;

ikkinchi bosgich (2000-2009-yillar) — jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish faoliyatida
insonparvalik tamoyilining amal qilishiga urg‘u berish, jinoyat qonunchiligini
liberallashtirilishida 1ifodalanib, ushbu davrda “Terrorizmga qarshi kurashish
to‘g‘risida” (2000 y.), “Jinoiy jazolarning liberallashtirilishi munosabati bilan
O‘zbekiston Respublikasining jinoyat, jinoyat-protsessual kodekslari hamda ma’muriy
javobgarlik to‘g‘risidagi kodeksiga o‘zgartirish va qo‘shimchalar kiritish haqida”gi
(2001 vy.), “Odam savdosiga garshi kurashish to‘g‘risida”gi (2008 y.), “O‘zbekiston
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Respublikasi Jinoyat-protsessual kodeksining 49-moddasiga o‘zgartirish kiritish
to‘g‘risida”gi (2008 y.) Qonunlari, Prezidentning “O‘zbekiston Respublikasida o‘lim
jazosini bekor qilish to‘g‘risida”gi (2005 y.) Farmoni gabul gilingan;

uchinchi bosqich (2010-2016-yillar) — jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish tizimidagi
“bo ‘shliq’larni to ‘ldirish, sohadagi muayyan faoliyat turlari uchun gqonunchilik
asoslarini yaratishda ifodalanib, ushbu davrda “Voyaga yetmaganlar o‘rtasida
nazoratsizlik va huqugbuzarliklarning profilaktikasi to‘g‘risida” (2010 y.), “Jinoyat
ishlarini yuritish chog‘ida gqamoqda saqlash to‘g‘risida” (2011 y.), “Tezkor-qidiruv
faoliyati to‘g‘risida” (2012 y.), “Huqugbuzarliklar profilaktikasi to‘g‘risida” (2014 y.),
“Ichki ishlar organlari to‘g‘risida” (2016 vy.), “Korrupsiyaga qarshi kurashish
to‘g‘risida” (2017 y.)gi qator qonunlar qabul qilingan;

to ‘rtinchi bosqgich (2017-2024-yillar) — jinoyatchilikka garshi kurashish borasida
shakllangan tizimni tanqidiy tahlil gilish, qonunchilikni takomillashtirish hamda amaliy
faoliyat samaradorligini oshirishga e’tibor qaratilib, bu davrda sohadagi islohotlar bilan
bog‘liq 20 taga yaqin muhim qonunosti hujjatlari, jumladan Prezidentning farmon va
qarorlari qabul qilingan.

Shuningdek, ushbu paragrafda, O‘zbekistonning amaldagi jinoyatchilikka qarshi
kurashish tizimidan chigarib tashlanishi kerak bo‘lgan postsovet modeliga xos ayrim
xususiyatlar tahliliy o‘rganilgan.

Uchinchi bobning “Milliy tizimni takomillashtirish yuzasidan taklif etilayotgan
modelning mazmuni” deb nomlangan ikkinchi paragrafida milliy modelni ishlab
chigishning ahamiyati hamda taklif etilayotgan milliy model mazmunini ochib beruvchi
elementlar — faoliyat ob’ekti, sub’ekti, maqgsadi, prinsiplari, yo‘nalishlari, usul va
vositalari, faoliyat mexanizmi, baholash mezonlariga izohlar berilgan.

Bu borada tadqiqotchi “jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishning milliy tizimi”
deganda, ma’lum jamiyatdagi jinoyatchilik xususiyatlari, unga ta’sir ko‘rsatuvchi
1jtimoiy-iqtisodiy, siyosiy-huquqiy omillarni inobatga olgan holda ilmiy asoslantirilgan
va tizimlashgan nazariy bilimlar (jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish doktrinasi) asosida
jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish faoliyatini tashkil etish va amalga oshirishga doir
gonunchilikni ishlab chiqish hamda mazkur qonunchilikka muvofiq jinoyatchilikka
qarshi kurashish faoliyatini samarali tashkil etish, amalga oshirish va muvofiqlashtirib
borishdan iborat bo‘lgan muayyan mamlakat doirasida (yoki u bilan bevosita bog‘liq
ravishda boshqa hududlarda) o‘zaro aloqadorlikda kechadigan jarayonlar yig‘indisini
tushunish to‘g‘ri bo‘lishini, ta’kidlaydi.

Jinoyatchilikka garshi kurashishning milliy modelini shakllantirish har bir davlat
va jamiyat uchun muhim ahamiyatga ega bo‘lib, bu o‘rinda bir davlatning tajribasi
boshqa bir davlatning amaliyoti uchun mos kelavermasligini e’tiborga olish lozim.

Milliy modelni shakllantirishda, avvalo, jamiyatdagi jinoyatchilik xususiyati va
unga ta’sir ko‘rsatuvchi ijtimoiy-iqtisodiy omillarni tadqiq qilish hamda bu borada
mavjud vositalar — ilmiy-amaliy tadqiqotlar, qonunchilik, amaliy faoliyatni tashkil etish
va amalga oshirishga qodir bo‘lgan kadrlar salohiyati, moddiy va nomoddiy resurslar
holati, amaliy faoliyat natijalari kabilarni inobatga olish zarurligi asoslantirilgan.
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Uchinchi bobning uchinchi paragrafi “Milliy modelning asosiy yo ‘nalishlari va
tuzilmaviy komponentlari konsepsiyasi” deb nomlangan va unda tadqiqotchi tomonidan
shakllantirilgan milliy modelning tashkiliy komponentlari o‘rin olgan.

Tadgiqotchi milliy kriminologik tizim modelining asosiy (tashkiliy) komponentlari
tizimini quyidagicha shakllantirgan:

1) tarbiyaviy-axloqiy komponent; 2) iqtisodiy komponent; 3) ijtimoiy komponent;
4) siyosiy-g‘oyaviy komponent; 5) fugarolik-huquqiy komponent; 6) ma’muriy-huquqiy
komponent; 7) preventiv-huquqiy komponent; 8) jinoiy-huquqiy komponent; 9) jinoiy-
protsessual komponent; 10) tezkor-qidiruv komponenti; 11) jinoiy-ijro komponenti;
12) boshqaruv komponenti.

Shuningdek, mazkur komponentlarning 1-5-lari  jinoyatchilikka qarshi
kurashishning “ijtimoiy-huquqiy”, 6—11-lari “jinoiy-huquqiy”, 12 chisi “tashkiliy-
boshqaruv” mazmunidagi yo‘nalishlar sifatida tasniflangan. Ushbu komponentlarning
har biri jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurash faoliyatining (muayyan jarayonlari) samarali
kechishiga bevosita ta’siri ko‘rsatishi asoslantirib berilgan.

XULOSA

Amalga oshirilgan ilmiy tadqiqot natijalariga ko‘ra mamlakatda jinoyatchilikka
qarshi kurashishning milliy modelini shakllantirish yuzasidan quyidagi xulosa, taklif va
tavsiyalar ilgari surilmoqda.

I. Jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishga oid ilmiy-nazariy xulosa va tavsiyalar:

1. Jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishni quyidagi ikki xil aspektda talgin etish lozim:
a) uch yirik komponent — jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishga doir ilmiy-nazariy asos
(doktrina), gonunchilik, amaliy faoliyatdan iborat kriminologik tizim sifatida; b) davlat
va nodavlat tashkilotlari, shuningdek, jamoatchilik tomonidan jinoyatchilikni oldini
olish va javobgarlik mugqarrarligini ta’minlash shaklida amalga oshiriladigan hamda
jinoyatchilikni profilaktika qilish, jinoiy vaziyatga yo‘l qo‘ymaslik, yuz bergan
jinoyatni fosh etish; jinoyat oqibatlarini bartaraf etish va/yoki odil sudlovni ta’minlash
kabi bosqichlarni 0‘z ichiga olgan faoliyat, ya’ni funksional tizim sifatida.

2. Jinoyatchilikka garshi kurashishda ilmiy yondashuvlar muhim ahamiyatga ega
bo‘lib, jinoyatga nisbatan konsensus va jazoga nisbatan retrebutiv kabi aniq
yondashuvga tayanish hamda jinoyatchilik sabablari va jinoyatchilikni oldini olishga
doir turli yondashuvlarga o‘z o‘rnida murojaat qilish, jinoyatchilikni oldini olishga doir
strategiya va dasturlarni ishlab chiqishda inobatga olish tavsiya etiladi.

3. Jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishga doir milliy tizim modeli — bu muayyan
davrda ma’lum bir davlatda shakllangan yoki shakllantirilishi lozim bo‘lgan
jinoyatchilikka garshi kurashish tizimining bayoni bo‘lib, unda ushbu tizimga xos
asosiy komponentlar hamda ular o‘rtasidagi alogadorlik aks etadi.

4. Qiyosiy-kriminologik tahlillar asosida jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish
tizimlarini islom, anglo-amerika, kontinental, sovet, postsovet modellari hamda alohida
davlatlarning milliy modeliga ajratgan holda o‘rganish mumkin. Zamonaviy dunyoda
davlatlar jinoyatchilikka garshi kurashish bo‘yicha aynan o‘ziga xos bo‘lgan milliy
modelni ishlab chiqishi va shakllantirishi maqsadga muvofiq hisoblanadi.
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5. “Jinoyatchilikni oldini olish” jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishning alohida
shakli bo‘lib, uni jinoyatchilikni profilaktika qilish bosqichida birlamchi ko ‘rinishda;
jinoily vaziyatga yo‘l qo‘ymaslik bosqichida ikkilamchi ko ‘rinishda; yuz bergan
jinoyatni fosh etish hamda jinoyat oqibatlarini bartaraf etish va/yoki odil sudlovni
ta’minlash bosqichida uchlamchi (hosila) ko ‘rinishda talqin etish taklifi bildiriladi.

6. Jinoyatchilik profilaktikasi — bu, jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish faoliyatining
jinoyatlarni birlamchi (erta) oldini olishga qaratilgan ilk bosqichi bo‘lib, u umumiy
yoki alohida toifadagi jinoyatchilikning umumkriminologik omillariga (shuningdek,
jinoyatga moyil yoki viktimologik xulg-atvor shakllanishiga) antikriminogen ta’sir
ko‘rsatishda ifodalanadigan asosan kriminologik chora-tadbirlarni o‘z ichiga olgan
umumijtimoly faoliyat hisoblanadi. Jinoyatchilik profilaktikasi — umumjamiyat
oldidagi vazifa bo‘lib, unga avvalo ta’lim-tarbiya sohasi, shuningdek, siyosiy-ma’rifiy,
ijtimoiy-gumanitar, iqtisodiy, san’at va madaniyat, OAV va jurnalistika kabi sohalar
safarbar etilishi lozim bo‘ladi.

7. Jinoyatlarni situatsion oldini olish (jinoly vaziyatga yo‘l qo‘ymaslik) —
jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish faoliyatining alohida bosqichi bo‘lib, u jinoyat sodir
etish uchun imkon yaratadigan (yaratgan) shart-sharoit va holatlarni bartaraf etishga
doir kompleks choralarni ko‘rishda ifodalanadi.

8. Javobgarlik mugarrarligini ta’minlash — jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishning
klassik shakli bo‘lib, ayni shaxs va boshqalar tomonidan gayta jinoyat sodir etilishini
oldini olishga xizmat qiladi. U jinoyat ishlarini yuritishga vakolatli bo‘lgan maxsus
sub’ektlar tomonidan amalga oshirilishi bilan xarakterli hisoblanib, yuz bergan
jinoyatni fosh etish, jinoyat oqibatlarini bartaraf etish va odil sudlovni ta’minlash kabi
jarayonlarda aks etadi.

IL. Jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish bilan bog‘liq  qonunchilikni
takomillashtirishga oid konseptual taklif va tavsiyalar:

1. Jinoyatchilikka garshi kurashish faoliyatidagi islohotlar, milliy konsepsiyalar va
gonunchilik uchun huquqiy poydevor vazifasini o‘tashi, o‘z navbatida amaliyotni
barqaror va samarali kechishiga xizmat qilishi lozim bo‘lgan “O‘zbekiston
Respublikasining jinoyatchilikka garshi kurashish doktrinasi” akademik hamjamiyat
tomonidan yaratilishi lozim.

Jinoyatchilikni oldini olishga doir qonunchilik yuzasidan:

2. Jinoyatchilikni oldini olishga doir ishlarni tizimli va ratsional tashkil etilishini
ta’minlash hamda sohadagi qonunchilikni yaxlit holatga keltirish maqgsadida
O‘zbekiston Respublikasining “Jinoyatchilikni oldini olish kodeksi’ni ishlab chiqish va
amaliyotga joriy etish magsadga muvofiq.

Jinoyat qonunchiligi yuzasidan:

3. Jinoyat qonunchiligining magsadini ijtimoiy adolatni ta’minlashga yo‘naltirish,
ushbu magqgsaddan kelib chiqib, Jinoyat kodeksida faqat jinoyat qonunchiligiga xos
bo‘lgan maxsus prinsiplarni aks ettirish;

4. Tayinlanadigan (ozodlikdan mahrum qilish) jazo xususiyatidan kelib chiqib,
jinoyatlarni og‘irlik darajasini tasniflash amaliyotini tanqidiy ko‘rib chiqish. O‘z
navbatida, jinoyat tufayli yetkazilgan ziyon, ya’ni ijtimoy xavfli oqibat hajmini

20



inobatga olgan holda jinoyatlarni og‘irlik darajasini belgilash uslubiyotini ishlab
chiqish;

5. Jinoyat qonunchiligi “javobgarlikning muqarrarligi” prinsipiga tayanishi hamda
ilg‘or xorijity davlatlar tajribasini inobatga olib, moddiy qonunchilikdagi
“javobgarlikdan ozod qilish” institutidan voz kechish hamda jinoyat oqibatlari bartaraf
etilganligi munosabati bilan jinoyat ish yurituvini tugatish yoki soddalashtirilgan
tartibga o‘tkazishning protsessual mexanizmlarini ishlab chiqish;

6. Jinoiy jazolar adolatli, ya’ni jinoyat oqibatlarini bartaraf etishga yo‘naltirilgan
bo‘lishi hamda unda iqtisodiy jazo choralari asosiy jazo sifatida belgilanishi, xususan
jinoyatning zararli oqibatlarini qoplovchi kompensatsion jarima (shuningdek, uning
alternativ ko ‘rinishlari)ni restitutsiya institutining o‘ziga xos ko‘rinishi sifatida
amaliyotga kiritilishi;

7. Jinoiy jazodan ko‘zlangan magsadga jinoiy jazo qo‘llangunga qadar erishilgan
(jinoyat oqibatlari ixtiyoriy bartaraf etilgan yoki kompensatsiyalangan) taqdirda —
rag ‘batlantiruvchi omil sifatida jinoyat ishini tugatishning huquqiy mexanizmini ishlab
chiqish;

8. Jinoyat kodeksining maxsus qismida jinoyatlarni sub’ektiv va ob’ektiv
xususiyati, shuningdek, jazoni og‘irlashtirish yoki yengillashtirishga asos bo‘la
oladigan holatlarga tayanib tavsiflash amaliyotidan voz kechish, uning o‘rniga
jinoyatlarni tajovuz ob’ekti bo‘yicha qat’ty tizimlashtirish hamda jinoyat turlarini
optimallashtirish taklif etiladi.

Jinoyat-protsessual gonunchilik yuzasidan:

9. Jinoyat-protsessual qonunchiligining maqsadi — “hagiqatni aniglash va
Jinoyatni fosh etish, jinoyat ishlarini xolis va adolatli yuritilishini ta’minlash”
ekanligini belgilash;

10. Jinoyat protsessining prinsiplari tizimini gayta ko‘rib chiqish va unda jinoyat
ishlarini yuritishda xolislik va adolatni ta’minlashga xizmat qiladigan maxsus
prinsiplarni  aks ettirish  (jinoyatga nisbatan murosasizlik va javobgarlik
mugqrarrarligini  ta’minlash;  jinoyat-protsessual ishlarini  yuritishga mas’ul
shaxslarning professionalligi va axloqliligi; jinoiy odil sudlov tizimining mustaqilligi
va unga har qanday aralashuviarni taqgiqlanishi; ayblovning yetarli dalillar bilan
asoslantirilganligi va dalillar mustahkamlanishi; jinoyat qonunchiligi bilan
qo riglanadigan ijtimoiy ob’ektlarga yetkazilgan ziyonni bartaraf etilishini ta’minlash,
Jjinoyat ishlarini yuritishda ogilona muddat va ijtimoiy adolatni kechiktirmaslik kabi);

11. Jinoyat ishlarini yuritishda konstitutsion qoida hisoblangan ‘aybsizlik
prezumsiyasi’ni amalda to‘laqonli ta’minlash magqgsadida jinoyat ishiga gumon
qilinuvchi shaxs sifatida jalb etilgan shaxsni ayblov hukmi kuchga kirguniga gadar
ushbu maqomda qolishi, unga nisbatan ehtiyot chorasi sifatida “qamoq” emas, balki
“ushlab turish” qo‘llanishini ta’minlash;

12. Jinoyat ishini yuritishga mas’ul bo‘lgan har bir sub’ektning funksiyasini
jinoly odil sudlovning magsadlaridan kelib chigqan holda aniq chegaralash, o‘z
navbatida takrorlanish va o‘zaro qarama-qarshilikka yo‘l qo‘ymaslik (xususan,
tergovchi — ish bo‘yicha haqiqatni aniqlash hamda jinoyatni fosh etuvchi dalillarni
to‘plash va mustahkamlash; prokuror — to‘plangan dalillarni baholash, dalillar yetarli
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va mustahkam bo‘lgan taqdirda ayblov aktini tuzib jinoyat ishini sudga oshirish; sudya
— tagdim etilgan ayblov asosida sud muhokamasini o‘tkazish va ish bo‘yicha adolatli
qaror gabul qilish);,

13. Jinoyat-protsessual kodeksida “dalil” (shuningdek, “guvohlik™) tushunchasiga
aniqlik kiritish, dalillarni mastahkamlash tartibi va ularning yetarlilik mezonlarini
belgilash, shuningdek, isbotlash jarayonlarini optimallashtirish (jumladan, dalil — bu
jinoiy hodisa yur bergan yoki bermaganligi hamda ma’lum shaxsning unda aybli yoki
aybsiz ekanligini tasdiglovchi yoki inkor etuvchi haqqoniyligi tekshirilgan faktik
ma’lumotlardir; dalillarning turlari: guvohlik, raqgamli, ashyoviy, matnli dalil; jinoyat
protsessida isbotlash — daliliy ahamiyatga ega bo‘lgan ma’lumotlarni olish va gqayd
etish; ma’lumotni dalil deb e’tirof etish va mustahkamlash kabi jarayonlardan iborat;
shaxsni ayblash uchun kamida 2 ta bevosita dalil hamda bevosita dalilni
mustahkamlovchi 2 tadan bilvosita dalil bo‘lishi);

14. Tergov faoliyatining mustagqilligi, ixtisoslashuvi va professionallashuvini
ta’minlash, jumladan faoliyatda kriminalistika xizmati va laboratoriyasi hamda boshqa
zarurly resurslardan samarali foydalanish 1mkoniyatini yaratish, shuningdek
protsessual harakatlar tizimiga nooshkora tergov harakatlarini kiritish;

15. Ortigcha ovoragarchiliklarga barham berish uchun ishni sud instansiyalarida
ko‘rish bosqichlarini soddalashtirish, xususan xalqaro tajribada o‘zini oqlagan sud
qarorlarining 2 bosqichi (apellyasiya, kassatsiya)ni qoldirish hamda yuqori bosqich
sudlov hay’atlarini xolisligini ta’minlovchi mexanizmlarni shakllantirish (xususan, sud
tizimining ichki idoraviy ta’siridan himoyalash) takliflari bildiriladi.

III. Jinoyatchilikka garshi kurashishga oid milliy modelni shakllantirishga
oid tashkiliy taklif va tavsilar:

1. Avvalo, amaldagi jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish tizimida mavjud bo‘lgan
postsovet modeliga xos xususiyatlarga to‘liq barham berish lozimligi e’tirof etiladi.

2.“Jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashish faoliyatining ob’ekti, sub’ekti, magsadi,
prinsiplari, yo ‘nalishlari, usul va vositalari, mexanizmi, baholash mezonlari kabilar” —
jinoyatchilikka qarshi kurashishga doir milliy tizim faoliyatining mazmunini tashkil
etuvchi asosiy elementlar hisoblanadi hamda wularning ilmiy talginini to‘g‘ri
shakllantirish muhim ahamiyat kasb etadi.

3. “Jinoyatlarning situatsion oldini olish”ni ichki ishlar organlarining muhim
faoliyat yo‘nalish sifatida belgilash hamda hududiy birliklarda situatsion markazlar va
tezkor-patrul xizmatlari faoliyatini takomillashtirish choralarini ko‘rish magsadga
muvofiq hisoblanadi.

4. Axlogiy tarbiya, igqtisodiy, ijtimoiy, siyosiy-g ‘oyaviy, fuqarolik-huquqiy,
ma’ muriy-huquqiy, preventiv-huquqiy, jinoiy-huqugqiy, jinoiy-protsessual, tezkor-
qidiruv, jinoiy-ijro, boshqaruv kabilar jinoyatchilikka garshi kurashishga doir milliy
modelning asosiy komponentlari sifatida taklif etiladi. Mazkur modelning milliylik
jihati — uni shakllantirishda O‘zbekistondagi jinoyatchilik (shuningdek, unga ta’sir
ko‘rsatuvchi ijtimoiy-iqtisodiy omillar) xususiyati, qonunchilik mazmuni va amaliy
faoliyat natijalari inobatga olinganligida aks etadi, asosiy komponentlar orasida axloqiy
tarbiya komponentiga ustuvorlik beriladi.
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Introduction (Abstract of the PhD thesis)

Relevance and importance of the dissertation of the topic. Throughout history,
crime has been universally regarded as a negative phenomenon threatening the well-
being of humanity. Combating crime has consistently remained one of the highest and
most pressing priorities for all states. Today, global crime indices rank countries and
cities according to their crime rates, often warning that even extreme tourists should
avoid certain areas. These include places where kidnappings, murders, sexual violence,
and trafficking occur daily; where the majority of the population lives below the
poverty line; where children carry weapons, grenades, and bombs instead of toys; and
where women and men—are exposed to high levels of danger. Such portrayals further
highlight the urgency of addressing crime.

In the modern world, crime has evolved into a widespread social threat. In many
countries, crime is increasing at an alarming rate. Furthermore, under the conditions of
globalization, digitalization, and the proliferation of social networks, complex
phenomena such as cyberterrorism, cyberbullying, and cyber fraud are becoming more
active. These challenges demand optimal approaches and the development of modern,
innovative methods and tools to effectively counteract crime.

In this context, scientific research aimed at identifying effective, evidence-based
solutions to combat and prevent crime—by employing distinctive models, goal-oriented
and systematic strategies, and context-sensitive policies—is of critical importance.
These efforts must take into account local socio-cultural factors and introduce novel
operational approaches. Given that crime prevention and control is a dynamic and
multifaceted social activity influenced by political-legal, socio-economic, and socio-
psychological processes, it is essential to study it through a systemic approach.
Applying cognitive (scientific) modeling methods can significantly improve the
effectiveness of crime prevention strategies.

Indeed, it is no coincidence that countries across the globe have adopted a variety
of social, economic, and criminological frameworks to address crime, including the
Anglo-American, Western European (continental), Asia-Pacific, socialist, Russian,
Islamic, and hybrid models.

Despite the ongoing rapid reforms in the sphere of combating crime in Uzbekistan
in recent years, official statistics reveal a concerning upward trend. In 2024 alone, the
number of recorded crimes increased from 104,096 in 2023 to 132,298, marking a 27%
rise. The crime rate per 100,000 populations also grew from 283 to 352—an increase of
24%. Notably, of the crimes committed in 2024, 45,545 cases (34%) were considered
“preventable,” 27,953 (21%) were classified as “detectable,” and 58,800 cases (45%)
were crimes committed through the use of information technologies.

Unfortunately, in 2024, Uzbekistan ranked relatively low in international
assessments with a Crime Index score of 30.5, but also received a Rule of Law Index
score of 0.49, as measured by the World Justice Project. This is considered suboptimal,
especially given particularly low sub-indicator scores such as 0.19 for protection from
undue influence on the judiciary, 0.34 for impartiality, and 0.40 for adherence to
procedural safeguards and the rights of the accused.
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In light of these challenges, President Shavkat Mirziyoyev, in his 2024 holiday
address to employees and veterans of the internal affairs system, emphasized the need to
“apply effective mechanisms in combating crime, adopt scientifically grounded
approaches to restrain criminality, and carry out targeted initiatives to strengthen public
trust in justice by improving the quality of criminal investigations.” This call for
scientific approaches has also been supported by representatives of the academic
community, who regard it as a critical factor in modern crime control.

Clearly, there remains an urgent need to build a solid scientific and doctrinal
foundation for crime control efforts in Uzbekistan. This need was already evident when,
despite being among the first CIS countries to adopt comprehensive criminal legislation
in the mid-1990s—including the Criminal Code, the Criminal Procedure Code, and the
Penal Enforcement Code—Uzbekistan faced the necessity of updating this core legal
framework by 2018. These and other factors reinforce the imperative of developing a
distinct, nationally tailored model of crime control within the framework of New
Uzbekistan.

This dissertation research contributes, to a certain extent, to the implementation of
the tasks set forth in several key normative-legal documents of the Republic of
Uzbekistan, including: the Presidential Decree “On Measures to Qualitatively Advance
the Activities of Internal Affairs Bodies in Ensuring Public Safety and Combating
Crime” (2021), the Presidential Decree “On the Approval and Implementation of the
Concept of Public Safety of the Republic of Uzbekistan (2021), the Presidential Decree
“On the Strategy ‘Uzbekistan — 2030’ (2023), and the Cabinet of Ministers Resolution
No. PQ-1 “On Measures to Further Improve the Effectiveness of the System for
Creating a Safe Environment and Timely Prevention of Offenses in Neighborhoods
(Mabhallas) of the Republic in 2025 (2025), as well as other regulatory and legal acts
relevant to this field.

Alignment of the research with the main priorities of national science and
technology development. This dissertation corresponds to the national priority
direction of developing science and technology, particularly the strategic area titled “I.
Formation and implementation of a system of innovative ideas in the social, legal,
economic, cultural, spiritual, and educational development of an information-oriented
society and democratic state”.

Degree of study on the problem. Certain aspects of crime prevention in the
Republic of Uzbekistan, especially issues related to combating or preventing specific
types of crimes, have been studied by legal scholars such as N.Abidova, Z.Zaripov,
M.Usmonaliev, Y.Karaketov, M.Radzhapova, M.Rustambaev, Q.Abdurasulova,
[.Ismailov, A.Zakirova, B.Bekmatova, M.Urazaliev, M.Fazilov, N.Salaev, R.Altiyev,
Sh.Gofurov, G.Qarshiyev, S.Niyozova, G.Nurmuhammedova, B.Umirzakov,
M.Eshnazarov, E.Kolenko, S.Khojaqulov, and U.Ashurov.

In foreign countries, theoretical aspects of crime prevention have been researched
by scholars such as [.Karpets, Yu.Antonyan, N.Kuznetsova, S.Borodin, V.Luneev,
S.Inshakov, A.Chislov, O.Vedernikova, S.Starostina, A.Gorshenkov, V.Larichev,
A.Dolgova, Ya.Gilinsky, @ D.Malkov, A.Varygin, N.Morozov, E.Yanush,
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V.Kudryavtsev, V.Tulyakov, A.Trefilov, V.Toleubekov, R.Walker, J.McCormick-
Watson, and K. Kunz.

This dissertation differs from other research works in that it examines “combating
crime” in the context of Uzbekistan as a distinct criminological and functional system
that must be formed on the basis of processes, sectors, and mechanisms (particularly
legislation) influencing its effectiveness. In this regard, for the first time within the
framework of the specialty 72.00.15 — Criminology (Legal Sciences), the foundations
for developing a national model of combating crime under the ongoing judicial and
legal reforms in independent Uzbekistan are studied as an integrated research project.

Connection of the dissertation research with the research plans of the higher
education institution. This dissertation has been carried out within the framework of
the scientific research agenda of the Academy of Law Enforcement of the Republic of
Uzbekistan for the years 2023-2025, specifically under the research priority:
“Challenges in combating crime, improving crime prevention, and enhancing the crime
control system.”

Aim of the research. The aim of the research is to develop proposals and
recommendations that will serve to form a systematized national model for combating
crime in our country based on the criteria of social justice, including the development of
the principal (organizational) components of the national model.

Task of the researcher. The objectives of the research include:

Clarifying the scientific interpretation and conceptual content of the category
“combating crime”;

Analyzing criminological approaches to crime control;

Examining crime control models based on the experiences of selected countries;

Studying the current state of crime in Uzbekistan and identifying its specific
characteristics;

Developing proposals and recommendations for improving the national legislation
related to crime control (including the Criminal, Criminal Procedure, Penal
Enforcement Codes, and the Law on Crime Prevention);

Systematically analyzing Uzbekistan’s crime control practices;

Exploring the development trajectory of the crime control system in Uzbekistan;

Presenting the content of the proposed model for improving the national system;

Defining the main directions and structural components of the national model, and
formulating its conceptual framework.

Object of the research. The object of this research is the social and legal relations
associated with the formation of a national model for combating crime.

Subject of the research. The subject of the research includes theoretical
approaches to combating crime, normative-legal documents, their practical application,
quantitative and qualitative indicators of crime, as well as criminological models of
selected countries.

Research methods. This dissertation employs a range of research methods,
including systematic analysis, comparative analysis, retrospective analysis, statistical
analysis, critical analysis, modeling, and expert surveys.

The scientific novelty of the research includes the following:
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1) The Conceptual framework of the main (organizational) components of the
national criminological model for combating crime, developed as a result of this
dissertation research, provides a well-founded set of proposals and recommendations.
These proposals are of significant importance for: introducing amendments and
additions to the Criminal code of the Republic of Uzbekistan, developing a
comprehensive national model of crime control, and determining the future directions
and objectives of research in this area.

2) The proposal substantiates that situational crime prevention (the prevention of
criminogenic situations) constitutes an independent stage of activity within the overall
system of combating crime and should be recognized as a key functional direction of
law enforcement agencies.

3) It is substantiated that the primary purpose of criminal punishment should be the
attainment of social justice, and this principle should be explicitly enshrined in criminal
legislation. On this basis, the current system of criminal penalties should be revised—
specifically, outdated forms of punishment such as “corrective labor” should be
eliminated and replaced with modern alternatives such as “wage deduction” penalties.

4) The dissertation also emphasizes that principles in criminal procedure law must
represent fundamental legal norms, and that issues of an organizational nature—such as
whether criminal cases are adjudicated by a panel or by a single judge—should not be
categorized as legal principles. It is essential to: clearly define the legal status of actors
responsible for conducting criminal proceedings, ensure the compensation of material
and moral damages to victims in criminal proceedings, and establish specific procedures
and timeframes for the review of complaints against actions and decisions of law
enforcement bodies and officials involved in criminal cases.

5) Additionally, it is argued that ensuring the independence not only of the courts
but also of other responsible actors—particularly prosecutors—is critical in criminal
justice. To this end, it is proposed that collegial management bodies, as well as
qualification and ethical councils, should be established and actively function within the
prosecutorial system.

The practical outcomes of the research include the following:

It is substantiated that situational crime prevention should be formally recognized
as a key direction in the crime prevention activities of internal affairs bodies;

It is demonstrated that the first and foundational component in the national model
of combating crime must be moral education;

A scholarly monograph entitled “Theoretical Foundations of Combating Crime”
has been published;

The research confirms the necessity of relying on clearly defined theoretical
approaches such as the “consensus” model of crime and the “retributive” model of
punishment, while also emphasizing the importance of taking into account the causes of
crime and existing crime prevention strategies and approaches when developing
national strategies and programs;

A data compendium for crime analysis (“Crime Analysis Data Set”’) has been
compiled;
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A Conceptual framework of the main (organizational) components of the national
criminological system model for combating crime has been developed;

The study justifies the necessity of drafting a Code on Crime Prevention;

Proposals have been formulated for the revised drafts of the Criminal code, the
Criminal procedure code, and the Law “On the Prosecutor’s Office”;

It is argued that in the fight against crime, criminal legislation must remain
grounded in the principle of the inevitability of liability, while at the same time calling
for a critical reevaluation of the institution of exemption from criminal liability,
reaffirming its relevance and importance.

The reliability of the research result. The findings of the research are grounded
in the norms of national legislation, empirical and statistical data reflecting practical
activities, and scholarly sources expressing theoretical ideas and concepts. In
formulating conclusions and recommendations, the results of an expert survey
conducted among 312 professionals responsible for combating crime—including
preventive inspectors, investigators, prosecutors, and judges in criminal cases—were
taken into consideration.

Scientific and practical significance of the research lies in its contribution to the
enrichment of criminological science in Uzbekistan and the development of scientific-
theoretical (doctrinal) foundations for the national crime control system.

The practical significance of the research is demonstrated in the development of
the “Conceptual Framework of the Main (Organizational) Components of the National
Criminological System Model for Combating Crime,” which is intended to support the
formation of a national model for crime control. Moreover, the broader set of proposals
and recommendations contributes to the scientific substantiation of crime control
practices and to the improvement of sector-specific legislation.

Implementation of research results. Developed according to research results:

The scientific results obtained from this dissertation have been reflected in the
following outcomes:

1) The “Conceptual framework of the main (organizational) components of the
national criminological system model for combating crime” was formally
acknowledged and supported as a scientific concept by both the Criminological
Research Institute of the Republic of Uzbekistan (letter No. 40/653 dated november 20,
2024) and the Parliamentary Research Institute under the Legislative Chamber of the
Oliy Majlis of the Republic of Uzbekistan (letter No. 3/dn-142 dated july 8, 2025).
These institutions confirmed the potential of this concept to inform future improvements
to criminal legislation, including amendments to the Criminal code.

2) The concept of situational crime prevention, as well as scholarly views on the
methods and means for preventing criminal situations, has been reflected in the
“Criminology” textbook developed at the Academy of Law Enforcement and
incorporated into the educational process (Record No. 30/23-416/25 of 7 November
2025 issued by the Academy of Law Enforcement of the Republic of Uzbekistan). This
contributes to enhancing the professional training of specialists in the field.

3) The proposal to explicitly define the primary purpose of criminal punishment as
ensuring social justice in the Criminal code, and to revise the system of criminal
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penalties—in particular, removing outdated punishments such as “corrective labor” and
introducing modern alternatives like “wage deductions”—was taken into account in the
drafting of the new version of the Criminal code of Uzbekistan. Specifically, these
proposals informed the content of chapter X, article 48(2) and article 49(2) of the
General part of the draft code (as confirmed by the Office of the Prosecutor General,
protocol No. 27/2-269-24, dated october 12, 2024). The incorporation of these proposals
will contribute to the emergence of a justice-oriented approach in the updated draft.

4) The proposals emphasizing that principles in criminal procedural law must
constitute fundamental legal norms, and that organizational issues—such as
adjudicating criminal cases by a panel or a single judge—should not be considered
principles, were also incorporated. These recommendations included: clearly defining
the legal status of actors involved in criminal procedure, ensuring compensation for
material and moral damages to victims, and establishing specific procedures and
deadlines for reviewing complaints against actions and decisions of law enforcement
authorities. These were reflected in the drafting of the new version of the Criminal
pcocedure code of Uzbekistan—specifically in chapter 2, article 5(1); chapter 4, articles
37(1) and 41(1); chapter 46, article 350(1); and chapter 54, articles 393(1) and 394(1)
(as documented in protocol No. 27/2-270-24 of the Prosecutor General’s Office, dated
october 12, 2024). These incorporations will ensure that the new draft Criminal
procedure code would promote social justice, procedural efficiency, and functional
clarity among responsible actors.

5) The recommendation that independence be guaranteed not only for courts but
also for other key actors, especially prosecutors, in criminal proceedings, and that
collegial governing bodies, as well as qualification and ethics councils, be introduced
within the prosecutorial system, was taken into consideration during the drafting of the
new version of the Law “On the Prosecutor’s Office” (Protocol No. 27/2-174-24, dated
July 17, 2024, of the Prosecutor General’s Office). The integration of this
recommendation into the draft will contribute to strengthening the institutional
independence of the prosecution service and enhancing the professional and ethical
responsibility of its personnel in the context of national crime control efforts.

Approbation of the research results. The content and scientific results of the
dissertation were presented and discussed at two international and two national
scientific-practical conferences and roundtable discussions.

Publication of the research results. A total of 18 scholarly works were published
as part of the research, including 1 monograph, 1 analytical compilation, and 16
scientific articles, 2 of which appeared in international journals.

Structure and volume of the dissertation. The dissertation consists of an
introduction, three chapters (containing ten paragraphs), a conclusion, a list of
references, and appendices. The total length of the dissertation manuscript is 156 pages.

MAIN CONTENT OF THE DISSERTATION

The Introduction of the dissertation substantiates the relevance and necessity of
the research topic, its alignment with the priority areas of scientific and technological
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development in the Republic of Uzbekistan, and examines the degree of scholarly
attention previously given to the problem under study. It also explains the research's
connection to the scientific research agenda of the higher education institution in which
the dissertation was conducted. Additionally, the purpose and objectives, as well as the
object and subject of the research, are defined, along with a description of the research
methods employed. The introduction also highlights the scientific novelty and practical
significance of the study, provides information on the implementation of the research
findings in practice, lists the published works, and outlines the structure of the
dissertation.

Chapter One of the dissertation is entitled “Theoretical Foundations of
Combating Crime”. This chapter explores the definition and content of the category of
combating crime, examines various criminological approaches to crime control, and
analyzes selected models of crime control based on the experience of specific countries.

The first section of this chapter, titled “Definition and Content of the Category of
Combating Crime”, interprets the term as an interdisciplinary category and analyzes a
range of scientific definitions that reveal the conceptual essence of combating crime.

As part of this research, the author has developed the following definition of
“combating crime” as a functional system: “Combating crime is an uncompromising
stance of the state and society against the phenomenon of criminality, carried out in the
form of a multi-stage activity aimed at crime prevention and ensuring the inevitability of
accountability, implemented through the coordinated efforts of state and non-state
organizations, as well as the public.”

The researcher also scientifically substantiates that the process of combating crime
may be conditionally divided into four functional stages:

1. Crime prevention — neutralization of general criminogenic factors;

2. Avoidance of criminal situations — situational crime prevention;

3. Detection and investigation of the crime committed — pre-investigation inquiries
and criminal investigation;

4. Elimination of the consequences of the crime and/or administration of justice —
including voluntary compensation, judicial proceedings and sentencing, and
enforcement of criminal sanctions.

In order to clarify existing ambiguities surrounding the concept of “crime
prevention”, the researcher proposes the following comprehensive definition:

“Crime prevention is a form of socio-legal activity carried out across all stages of
crime control, aimed at preventing crimes and their harmful consequences both in
advance and in real time. It encompasses general and special criminological measures
implemented by state and non-state organizations and the public, through the
mobilization of necessary resources and tools. These measures include the
neutralization of general criminogenic factors (crime prevention in the broader sense),
the prevention of criminal situations (situational crime prevention), and the prevention
of re-offending by ensuring the inevitability of accountability for committed crimes.”

Based on this framework, the researcher argues that crime prevention constitutes
an independent and distinct form of combating crime, and must be interpreted in three
sequential manifestations:

31



as a primary form during the stage of crime prevention (criminological
prevention);

as a secondary form during the stage of preventing criminal situations (situational
prevention); and

as a tertiary (derivative) form during the stages of crime detection and
administration of justice.

Accordingly, the researcher draws the following conclusions:

Crime prophylaxis — this represents the initial stage of crime control activities and
is aimed at the primary (early) prevention of crimes. It is carried out through a system of
general criminological measures that are designed to exert anti-criminogenic influence
on the criminogenic factors associated with general or specific categories of crime
(including behavioral patterns indicating criminal tendencies or victimological risks).
This type of prevention is defined as a broad socio-social activity, regarded as a public
responsibility and an integral component of the state’s socio-economic policy. It
requires the engagement of all segments, sectors, and institutions of society—
particularly the fields of education and upbringing, political education, social sciences
and humanities, economics, arts and culture, and journalism.

Situational crime prevention — this is considered a distinct stage of crime control as
well as a special form and secondary manifestation of crime prevention. It is focused on
creating conditions that prevent specific criminal situations from arising—through
targeted interventions in time, space, and opportunity structure.

Ensuring the inevitability of accountability — this is regarded as both a special form
of crime control and a tertiary (derivative) form of crime prevention. It is carried out by
designated  legal  authorities empowered to  process criminal  cases.
This stage encompasses the full spectrum of actions from conducting preliminary
inquiries into crime reports or notifications, to ensuring the enforcement of judicial
decisions. Its function is to maintain the principle of inevitability of punishment, which
serves as a deterrent against repeat offenses.

In the second section of chapter one, titled “Analysis of Criminological
Approaches to Combating Crime”, the researcher classifies and analyzes criminological
approaches under four main groups:

1. Approaches to the phenomenon of crime — including the consensus theory,
conflict theory, and social interactionism theory;

2. Approaches to the causes of crime — including theological, classical and post-
classical, positivist, sociological, and radical (critical) schools of thought;

3. Approaches to criminal punishment — primarily retributive and consequentialist
models;

4. Approaches to crime prevention — including systemic, special-preventive,
situational, victimological, and predictive (prognostic) models.

According to the researcher, an appropriate methodology involves adopting the
consensus theory in understanding the nature of crime (where criminal law is viewed as
the product of social consensus), relying on the retributive approach in the application
of criminal punishment (which has proven effective in certain contexts), and ensuring
the assignment of proportionate, fair punishment based on the offender’s culpable

32



conduct. Moreover, the offender should be held responsible for eliminating the
consequences of their actions, such as through restitution or compensation.

The study also emphasizes the importance of analyzing various theories of criminal
causation—including the theological, classical and post-classical, positivist
(physiological, genetic, psychological), sociological, and radical (critical) schools—as
each offers unique perspectives on the factors contributing to crime. Understanding
these distinctions is essential for the development of nuanced, targeted crime prevention
strategies and programs. Given that each school of thought emerged through sustained
observation and has an empirical or conceptual foundation, they should be considered
when formulating crime prevention policy, including with respect to specific crime
types.

Furthermore, there are several principal approaches to crime prevention—namely,
systemic, special-preventive, situational, victimological, and prognostic approaches.
The researcher underscores the necessity of utilizing all of these approaches in an
integrated and context-specific manner when organizing crime prevention efforts.

In the third section of Chapter One, titled “Models of Combating Crime: Based on
the Experience of Selected Countries”, the dissertation explores the concept of systems
and models, the notion of a criminological system in the context of crime control, and
examines several existing models of such systems along with their defining
characteristics.

The researcher concludes that in order to form a preliminary and foundational
understanding of the crime control system developed within a particular country during
a specific period, it is appropriate to study crime control systems by categorizing them
into broad models such as the Islamic, Anglo-American, Continental, Soviet, and Post-
Soviet models, in addition to country-specific national models.

In the dissertation, the following models are examined in detail based on the
experience of individual countries:

the Islamic model, including Shari’a-based norms and the activities of Qadi
(Islamic judge) courts during the medieval period on the territory of present-day
Uzbekistan,;

the Anglo-American model, as reflected in the practices of the United Kingdom
and the United States;

the Continental model, based on the experiences of Switzerland and Japan;

the Post-Soviet model, with a focus on Kazakhstan and China.

These models were analyzed comparatively to identify their distinctive features
and systemic components. Based on the findings, the researcher concludes that in the
modern world, it is advisable for each state to develop and implement its own context-
specific crime control model.

The empirical part of the dissertation is presented in Chapter Two, titled “The
state of crime and combating crime in Uzbekistan”. This chapter analyzes: the
characteristics of crime in Uzbekistan, the issues related to improving national
legislation on crime control (including the Criminal Code, Criminal Procedure Code,
Penal Enforcement Code, and Law on Crime Prevention), and the results of practical
activities in combating crime across the country.
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In the first section of this chapter, titled “The state and distinctive features of
crime in Uzbekistan”, the researcher analyzes long-term dynamics of crime rates in
Uzbekistan over the period from 1960 to 2024, with a focus on identifying longitudinal
trends and characteristics.

As is well known, accurate diagnostics of crime play a foundational role in crime
control activities. The quality and effectiveness of preventive measures are directly
dependent on the extent and depth of analytical research conducted on the nature and
scope of crime.

Therefore, based on statistical analyses, the researcher notes that crime trends in
Uzbekistan have remained unstable over the past decade. Consequently, the researcher
concludes that the organization of crime control efforts must take into account the
following characteristics of contemporary criminality:

1. First, approximately one-third of all recorded offenses fall under the category of
minor crimes with low social danger, which indicates the need to further develop
criminal procedure institutions for pretrial resolution or simplified adjudication
procedures for such cases.

2. Second, within the structure of serious and especially serious crimes, the
proportion of fraud (=40%), theft (=<16%), embezzlement or misappropriation (<8%),
and drug-related crimes (=8%) remains high. This underscores the need to conduct
deeper criminological studies of the causes behind these offenses and to develop
targeted prevention and control programs for these categories.

3. Third, a significant share of crimes against the person consists of offenses
against health (=57%) and against the family, youth, and morality (=21%). These
figures point to the necessity of introducing effective (compensatory) mechanisms of
accountability for such crimes.

4. Fourth, the share of economic crimes (especially theft and fraud) is trending
upward toward over 60%, which suggests the need for improved economic crime
control mechanisms. Additionally, the relatively high incidence of crimes against public
safety and order (=20%) and against administrative governance (<10%) in the overall
crime structure calls for the promotion of lawful and disciplined behavior among the
population.

Moreover, the sharp increase in cybercrime, which accounted for 44% of all
registered crimes in 2024, necessitates the development of specialized information-
technology and procedural (rapid electronic) countermeasures, as well as mechanisms
for international cooperation in this domain.

The second section of Chapter Two, titled “Issues related to the improvement of
national legislation on combating crime (including Criminal, Criminal procedural,
Penal enforcement, and Crime Prevention Laws)”, focuses on analyzing the core legal
framework governing crime control in Uzbekistan—namely, the Law on Crime
prevention, the Criminal code, Criminal procedure code, and Penal enforcement code.
The section evaluates the substantive characteristics of these laws and proposes specific
areas for improvement and reform.

During the course of the research, it was identified that the issue of crime
prevention in national legislation is regulated in a fragmented manner across various
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normative-legal acts, and that there is currently a need for systematization. It was also
found that even the Law “On the Prevention of offenses” contains certain
inconsistencies and gaps. Specifically, the law provides an inaccurate definition of the
term “prevention”, inappropriately including within its scope measures for detecting and
eliminating offenses, and fails to adequately regulate the mechanisms for coordinating
preventive activities.

Furthermore, the researcher argues that in the context of crime combating, it is
more appropriate to use the term “crime prevention” rather than “offense prevention.”
This position is substantiated by the following considerations:

First, many administrative offenses are treated as criminal acts under the criminal
laws of various countries;

Second, administrative offenses may be viewed as factors contributing to
criminality, and therefore, crime prevention in a broader sense encompasses combating
administrative offenses as well;

Third, in Uzbekistan, administrative offenses are recorded dozens of times more
frequently than crimes, which complicates the task of identifying their criminogenic
determinants.

This section also analyzes: the purpose and principles of the current Criminal code;
the classification of crimes based on severity; and several key aspects of the institution
of punishment.

The research includes a review of amendments and additions made to the Criminal
code between 1996 and 2024, identifying a number of conceptual inconsistencies within
the legislation.

The dissertation places special emphasis on the idea that fair and coherent criminal
legislation is one of the key factors that directly contributes to the effectiveness of crime
control efforts. It is argued that the current goals, principles, crime classifications, and
sentencing system in criminal law require critical reevaluation and conceptual reform,
and several proposals for improving the Criminal code are put forward.

In addition, the study identifies several inconsistencies within the current Criminal
procedure code, including: the continued dominance of accusatorial bias in procedural
design; the presence of duplication and dualism in certain procedural processes; and a
number of legal gaps and complexities that hinder the effective administration of
criminal justice.

Based on this analysis, the researcher advances conceptual suggestions for
improving the criminal procedure framework.

Regarding penal enforcement legislation, the study reviews and presents critical
opinions of international experts on the shortcomings and challenges within
Uzbekistan's current system.

The section concludes by stating that prior to any reform of crime control
legislation, it is essential to first develop a robust scientific and doctrinal foundation
upon which such reforms may be based.

The third section of Chapter Two, titled “Analysis of crime control practices in
Uzbekistan”, provides a systematic examination of practices related to: crime
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prevention, the detection and registration of crimes, pretrial criminal proceedings, the
administration of justice, and the execution of criminal penalties.

Particular attention is given to the preventive activities of internal affairs bodies,
which currently employ more than 10,000 (senior) preventive inspectors across the
country. The research establishes that these inspectors carry out a wide range of
responsibilities within the crime prevention framework.

An expert survey involving preventive inspectors revealed the following: although
62% of respondents considered criminal-legal measures to be more effective than
social-legal measures in combating crime, 43% demonstrated uncertainty in identifying
their core responsibilities, providing 19 different interpretations in response, 36%
reported frequent reliance on individual preventive measures, and 33% indicated
frequent application of special preventive measures targeted at previously convicted
individuals, yet many acknowledged difficulties in identifying which measures were
actually effective.

According to assessments conducted by the Prosecutor General’s Office,
preventive and rapid response measures aimed at reducing preventable or detectable
crimes have so far failed to yield the desired results.

Statistical data shows that in recent years, the number of crime-related complaints
and reports has continued to increase. Compared to the previous year, the number of
reports rose by: 87.1% in 2021, 67.5% in 2022, and 64.7% in 2023.

However, the analysis also reveals serious flaws and shortcomings in the
procedures for receiving, registering, and processing such complaints and reports.

In the area of pretrial criminal proceedings, the data indicates a sharp rise in case
volumes over recent years: the total number of pending criminal cases doubled from
54,350 in 2019 to 110,450 in 2023; the number of completed cases increased 1.9 times,
from 38,724 to 75,232; suspended cases rose 3.2 times, from 4,478 to 14,171; the
number of cases remaining unresolved at year-end increased 1.6 times, from 4,079 to
6,478.

In expert surveys involving investigators: 31% recommended reducing oversight
mechanisms in order to strengthen investigators’ independence; 87% supported the idea
that investigations should be conducted by a team (including assistant investigators,
operational officers, criminalists, forensic experts, and IT specialists), not by a sole
investigator; 64% favored maintaining the status of “suspect” throughout the pretrial
process; 71% supported the introduction of covert investigative procedures into the
criminal justice system.

This section also analyzes judicial practice, identifying several systemic issues
within the court system. Among the most pressing challenges, the excessive workload
of judges is highlighted as one of the most serious problems.

Indeed, in 2022 alone, a first-instance criminal court judge handled an average of
181 cases per month. According to an analysis of the period 2018-2023, approximately
30.1% of first-instance criminal cases were reviewed on appeal or cassation, with
around 8.8% of verdicts being reversed, and 19% being amended—resulting in nearly
28% of judgments being altered or annulled.
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In approximately 48% of these cases, verdicts were reversed or changed due to
unjust sentencing, while in 32% of cases, the primary reason was incorrect legal
qualification of the offense.

An expert survey conducted among judges revealed the following: 13% supported
the idea of removing judges from the list of parties responsible for proving guilt; 39%
approved the proposal to retain the status of “suspect” throughout the pretrial process;
51% favored the introduction of covert investigative procedures into the criminal
process; 69% supported the introduction of a pretrial resolution mechanism for minor or
less serious offenses where harm had been compensated or reconciliation achieved,
particularly in light of excessive judicial workloads; 29% pointed out that evidence
collection and documentation by investigative bodies often contained procedural flaws;
37% emphasized the need to reassess the effectiveness and mechanisms of the
punishment of restriction of liberty, and 26% suggested reconsidering the sanction of
compulsory community service.

The section concludes with an analysis of penal enforcement practices in
correctional institutions. The data show that repeats offenses by inmates in these
facilities numbered: 22 cases in 2021, 124 cases in 2022, and 115 cases in 2023, which
suggests that the penitentiary system lacks a targeted, individualized, and systematic
approach to crime prevention.

Similar negative trends were observed among individuals serving sentences under
probation supervision: in 2021, 293 probationers committed 285 new crimes; in 2022,
845 probationers committed 844 new crimes; in 2023, 601 probationers committed 601
new crimes.

Based on this evidence, the researcher concludes that the processes of social
reintegration and moral rehabilitation of offenders are not being adequately organized.

Chapter Three of the dissertation is titled “Issues in the formation of a national
model for combating crime”. This chapter examines the development of the crime
control system in Uzbekistan, explores the proposed model for improving the national
system, and presents the conceptual framework, core directions, and structural
components of the model.

The first section, titled “Development of the combating crime system in
Uzbekistan”, analyzes the historical evolution of the system from independence to the
present, based on legal reforms, and conditionally divides it into four distinct phases:

Phase One (1992-1999): Establishing the legal foundation of the crime control
system. This period is characterized by the creation of the legal infrastructure for crime
control, marked by the adoption of foundational documents such as: The Constitution of
the Republic of Uzbekistan, the Criminal code, the Criminal procedure code, the Penal
enforcement code, the Laws “On the Prosecutor’s office,” “On the Courts,” and the
Laws “On the Bar” and “On Guarantees of advocacy and the social protection of
lawyers.”

Phase Two (2000-2009): Emphasis on Humanism and Liberalization of criminal
legislation. This phase emphasized human rights values and the liberalization of
criminal law. Key legislative acts during this period include: The Law “On Combating
Terrorism” (2000), the Law introducing amendments to the Criminal, Criminal
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Procedure, and Administrative liability codes in connection with the liberalization of
criminal penalties (2001), the Law “On Combating Human Trafficking” (2008), the
Law amending article 49 of the Criminal procedure code (2008), and the Presidential
Decree “On Abolishing the Death Penalty in the Republic of Uzbekistan” (2005).

Phase Three (2010-2016): Addressing Gaps and Expanding Legal Bases for
Specific Activities. This stage focused on filling legal gaps and developing regulatory
frameworks for particular crime control functions. Key legislative developments
include: The Law “On the Prevention of neglect and juvenile delinquency” (2010), the
Law “On Custody during criminal proceedings” (2011), the Law “On Operative-Search
Activities” (2012), the Law “On the Prevention of offenses” (2014), the Law “On
Internal affairs bodies” (2016), and the Law “On Combating corruption” (2017).

Phase Four (2017-2024): Critical review, legislative reform, and increased
effectiveness. This recent phase is marked by critical reassessment of the existing crime
control system, efforts to improve legislation, and strategies to enhance the
effectiveness of practical enforcement. During this period, nearly 20 major subordinate
legal acts were adopted, including Presidential decrees and resolutions directly aimed at
reforming the crime control sector.

At the same time, the current system of combating crime in Uzbekistan still retains
certain features characteristic of the post-Soviet model, which, as argued in the
dissertation, should be gradually phased out.

The second section of Chapter Three, titled “The Content of the proposed model
for improving the national system”, explores the importance of developing a national
model and offers a detailed explanation of its key structural elements. These elements
include the object and subject of activity, its purpose, principles, directions, methods
and tools, mechanisms of implementation, and evaluation criteria.

In this regard, the researcher defines the concept of a “national system for
combating crime” as the legislatively regulated and coordinated set of processes within
a particular state (or in territories directly connected with it), which are aimed at
organizing and carrying out crime control activities based on the characteristics of crime
in that society and the socio-economic and politico-legal factors influencing it, within a
scientifically grounded and systematized doctrinal framework (i.e., the doctrine of crime
control).

The author emphasizes that the formation of a national crime control model is of
strategic importance for every state and society. However, the experience of one country
cannot be simply replicated in another due to differing social realities and crime
patterns.

In shaping the national model, it is essential to conduct a comprehensive analysis
of: the nature of crime in the society, the social and economic factors influencing it, and
the available means and tools, including scientific and practical research, the legal
framework, the capacity and qualifications of human resources, the state of material and
non-material infrastructure, and the effectiveness of current crime control practices.

The third section of Chapter Three, titled “The Conceptual framework of the
main directions and structural components of the national model”, presents the
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organizational components of the proposed national criminological model developed by
the researcher.

The author formulates the core (organizational) components of the national crime
control model as follows: moral-educational component, economic component, social
component, political-ideological component, civil-legal component, administrative-legal
component, preventive-legal component, criminal-legal component, criminal-procedure
component, operative-investigative component, penal enforcement component,
management component.

These components are then categorized into three major functional domains:
components 1 to 5 represent the socio-legal direction of crime combating; components 6
to 11 represent the criminal-legal direction; component 12 reflects the organizational
and administrative direction.

Each component is argued to play a direct and essential role in ensuring the
effectiveness of specific processes within the overall activity of combating crime.

CONCLUSION

Based on the results of the conducted scientific research, the following
conclusions, proposals, and recommendations are advanced regarding the development
of a national model for combating crime in the country.

I. Scientific and theoretical conclusions and recommendations on combating
crime:

1. Combating crime should be interpreted in two distinct aspects:
a) as a criminological system consisting of three major components—scientific-
theoretical ~ foundations  (doctrine), legislation, and  practical activity;
b) as a functional system implemented by state and non-state organizations, as well as
the public, in the form of preventing crime and ensuring the inevitability of liability, and
encompassing stages such as crime prevention, avoidance of criminal situations,
detection of committed crimes, elimination of the consequences of crime, and/or
ensuring justice.

2. Scientific approaches play an essential role in combating crime. It is
recommended to rely on clear theoretical perspectives—such as the consensus approach
to crime and the retributive approach to punishment—and to apply various approaches
to the causes of crime and crime prevention as appropriate, taking them into account in
the development of crime-prevention strategies and programs.

3. The national model of the system for combating crime represents a description
of the system formed, or to be formed, within a state during a specific period, reflecting
the core components characteristic of this system and the interrelations among them.

4. Based on comparative-criminological analyses, systems for combating crime
may be studied by distinguishing Islamic, Anglo-American, Continental, Soviet, post-
Soviet models, as well as individual national models. In the modern world, it is
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advisable for states to develop and adopt their own unique national models for
combating crime.

5. “Crime prevention” is an independent form of combating crime. It is proposed to
interpret it in three forms: as primary prevention at the stage of crime prophylaxis; as
secondary prevention at the stage of avoiding criminal situations; and as tertiary
(derivative) prevention at the stage of detecting committed crimes and eliminating
consequences and/or ensuring justice.

6. Crime prophylaxis constitutes the initial stage of crime-control activity aimed at
the primary (early) prevention of crime. It encompasses criminological measures
expressed in the anti-criminogenic influence exerted on general criminogenic factors of
crime (as well as the formation of criminal or victimological behavior) within certain
groups or the population as a whole. Crime prophylaxis is a task of society as a whole
and requires the mobilization of education, political-ideological, socio-humanitarian,
economic, art and cultural sectors, as well as the mass media and journalism.

7. Situational crime prevention (avoidance of criminal situations) is a specific stage
of crime-control activity, characterized by the implementation of comprehensive
measures aimed at eliminating the conditions and circumstances that enable the
commission of a crime.

8. Ensuring the inevitability of liability is the classical form of combating crime
and serves to prevent recidivism by the same individual or others. It is characterized by
the involvement of specialized entities authorized to conduct criminal proceedings and
i1s reflected in the processes of detecting the committed crime, eliminating its
consequences, and ensuring justice.

II. Conceptual proposals and recommendations for improving legislation
related to combating crime:

1. The “Doctrine of Combating Crime of the Republic of Uzbekistan,” which
should serve as the legal foundation for reforms, national concepts, and legislation in
the field of crime control and ensure the stability and effectiveness of practice, must be
developed by the academic community.

Regarding crime-prevention legislation:

2. To ensure the systemic and rational organization of crime-prevention activities
and to consolidate legislative provisions in a unified framework, it is advisable to
develop and implement the “Crime Prevention Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan.”

Regarding criminal legislation:

3. Align the purpose of criminal legislation with ensuring social justice, and based
on this, reflect in the Criminal Code only those principles that are specific to criminal
law.

4. Critically reassess the current practice of classifying crimes according to the
type of punishment imposed (e.g., imprisonment). Instead, develop a methodology for
classifying crimes based on the extent of harm caused, i.e., the degree of socially
dangerous consequences.
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5. Rely on the principle of “inevitability of liability” in criminal legislation, and,
taking into account the experience of advanced foreign states, abandon the institution of
“exemption from criminal liability” in substantive law. With respect to crimes whose
consequences have already been remedied, develop procedural mechanisms for
terminating criminal proceedings or transferring them to a simplified procedure.

6. Ensure that punishments are fair—that is, directed at remedying the
consequences of crime—and that economic sanctions constitute the primary form of
punishment, including the introduction of compensation-based fines (and their
alternatives) as a specific form of restitution.

7. Develop a legal mechanism for terminating a criminal case as an incentive
measure when the aims of criminal punishment have been achieved prior to its
application (i.e., when the consequences of the crime have been voluntarily remedied or
compensated).

8. Abandon the practice of describing offenses in the Special Part of the Criminal
Code based on the subjective or objective characteristics of the offender or on
circumstances aggravating or mitigating punishment. Instead, systematize offenses
strictly according to the object of infringement and optimize offense categories.

Regarding criminal-procedural legislation:

9. Define the purpose of criminal-procedural legislation as “establishing the truth
and detecting the crime, and ensuring the impartial and just conduct of criminal
proceedings.”

10. Revise the system of principles governing criminal procedure and incorporate
principles that ensure impartiality and justice in criminal proceedings (e.g., intolerance
of crime and ensuring the inevitability of liability; professionalism and integrity of
officials responsible for criminal proceedings; independence of the criminal justice
system and prohibition of interference; substantiation of charges with sufficient and
verified evidence; ensuring compensation for harm to legally protected social interests;
ensuring reasonable time limits and preventing delays in justice).

11. To fully implement the constitutional presumption of innocence in practice,
ensure that a person involved as a suspect remains in this procedural status until a
conviction enters into force, and that “detention,” rather than “arrest,” is applied as a
preventive measure.

12. Clearly delimit the functions of each entity involved in criminal proceedings in
accordance with the objectives of justice, preventing duplication and contradictions
(e.g., the investigator—establishing the truth and collecting and securing evidence that
reveals the crime; the prosecutor—evaluating the collected evidence and, if sufficient
and reliable, drafting the indictment and forwarding the case to court; the judge—
conducting the trial based on the indictment and rendering a fair decision).

13. Clarify the concept of “evidence” (as well as “testimony”) in the Criminal
Procedure Code, establish the procedure for securing evidence and the criteria for its
sufficiency, and optimize evidentiary processes (e.g., evidence is factual information
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verified for authenticity that confirms or refutes the occurrence of a criminal event or
the guilt or innocence of a particular person; types of evidence include testimony,
digital evidence, physical evidence, and documentary evidence; proof in criminal
proceedings encompasses obtaining and recording information of evidentiary
significance, recognizing and securing this information as evidence; and at least two
direct pieces of evidence and two indirect pieces corroborating each direct evidence
must be present to establish guilt).

14. Ensure the independence, specialization, and professionalization of
investigative activity; create effective conditions for using forensic services,
laboratories, and other necessary resources; and introduce covert investigative actions
into the system of procedural measures.

15. Simplify the stages of judicial review to eliminate unnecessary procedural
burdens, retaining the two-tier system (appeal and cassation) that has proven effective in
international practice, and establish mechanisms ensuring the impartiality of higher-
instance judicial panels (including protection from internal administrative influence
within the judiciary).

III. Organizational proposals and recommendations for forming a national
model of combating crime:

1. It 1s recognized that characteristics of the post-Soviet model currently present in
the system of combating crime must be completely eliminated.

2. Elements such as “the object, subject, purpose, principles, directions, methods
and tools, mechanisms, and evaluation criteria of crime-control activity” constitute the
essential components of the national system for combating crime, and it is important to
provide their accurate scholarly interpretation.

3. It is advisable to designate “situational crime prevention” as a key functional
direction of internal affairs bodies and to develop situational centers and rapid-patrol
units at territorial levels.

Moral  education, economic, social, political-ideological, civil-legal,
administrative-legal, preventive-legal, criminal-legal, criminal-procedural, operational-
search, penal-execution, and managerial components should be recognized as the
primary elements of the national model for combating crime. The national character of
the model is reflected in the consideration of the specific features of crime in
Uzbekistan (as well as the socio-economic factors influencing it), the content of
legislation, and the outcomes of practical activity. Among these components, priority
should be given to the moral-education component.
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NPOTUBOJEACTBUS NPECTYIIHOCTHU

12.00.15 — KpumuHosnorus (ropuIu4ecKie HayKn)

ABTOPE®EPAT
nucceptanuu nokropa ¢unocoduu (PhD) mo ropunnyeckum Haykam

Tamxent — 2026
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Tema gucceprauum aoktopa ¢umiaocopuu (PhD) 3aperucrpupoBana Bwbicuueii
aTTecCTAMOHHON KoMuccuell npu MuHHNCTepCcTBe BhICIIero 00pa3oBaHusi, HAYKH W MHHOBAIU
3a HomepoMm B2024.3.PhD/Yul567.

Hucceptarus BeimosiHeHa B [IpaBooxpanuTenbHOM akagemun PecryOonuku Y30eKkucTaH.

ABTopedepar auccepTalid Ha Tpex s3bIKax (y30€KCKOM, aHTIUHCKOW, PYyCCKOM (pe3tome))
pasmeniéH Ha BeO-caiite www.proacademy.uz u Ha HHpOpMaAIMOHHO-00pa30BaTEIHLHOM MOPTAJIE
“ZiyoNET” (www.ziyonet.uz).

Hay4Hoii pykoBoauTeIb: HynaaTroB baxTuép Xanunosuu
JIOKTOP IOPUINYECKUX HAYK, Mpodeccop

OdunuanbHbie ONMOHEHTHI: AnunakapueB Xo:xkumypoja ToxramypoaoBuu
JOKTOP IOPUINYECKUX HAYK, podeccop

XoxkakyJoB CuéBym BaxrtuépoBuu
JOKTOP IOPUINYECKUX HAYK, Ipodeccop

Benymasi opranm3anus: Axkanemus MB/I Pecnny0simkn Y30ekucran

3amura nuccepranuu coctoutcs “23” suapst 2026 roxa B 11:00 yacoB Ha 3acegannu Hayunoro
coera DSc.03/30.10.2025.Yu.186.01 mo mpucyxaeHuro yueHbIx creneHei mpu MccnenoBaTenbCkoM
UHCTUTYTE KpuMuHojoruu PecmyOmuku VY30ekucran. (Axapec: r.Tamkent, Mup3o YmayrOexckuit
paiion, yn. byrok Unak itynu, nom 243. Ten.: (99871) 231-39-77, e-mail: info@uzkti.uz)

C  nucceprammeil  MOXXHO  O3HOKOMHTHCS B MH(pOpManmoHHO-pecypCHOM  IIEHTpE
HccnenoBaTenbCKOro MHCTUTYTa KpUMMHOJIOTMM PecryOnuku Y30ekucTaH (3aperucTpupoBaH IO
HoMmepoM Nel). (Anpec: 100190, r.Tamkent, Mup3o Yiyroekckuii paiion, yi. bytok WUnak iymnu, nom
243. Ten.: (99871) 231-39-77, e-mail: info@uzkti.uz)

ABTopedepaT nucceprauuu pazocial “9” suBaps 2026 roaa.
(peectp nmpoTtokosa pacchuiku Nel “9” guBapst 2026 rona).

A.N.Tommnynaros
IIpencenarens Hay4YHOI'O coBeTa o
MPUCYXKACHUIO YYEHBIX CTEIEHEH, JOKTOp
ropuandeckux Hayk (DSc), nouent

C.A.Hypymo6eToBa
VYuenslii cexkperapb HaydHoro cosera 1o
MPUCYXACHUIO YYEHBIX CTENEeHeH, TOKTOp
¢unocopun (PhD) mo ropuauueckum Haykam,
JIOLIEHT

K.P.AGaypacyJioBa
[Ipencenarens HAyyHOrOo  CEeMUHApa IMpH
Hay4ynoMm coBeTe mo NPHUCYXKIEHHUIO YYEHBIX
CTeTeHel, NoKTop ropuaudeckux Hayk (DSc),
npodeccop
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BBenenue (anHoTanMs JUccepTanuu 10KkTopa puinocodpuu (PhD))

AKTYaJIbHOCTb M HEO00XOAUMOCTb TeMbl HCCJIEAOBAHUA. AKTYadbHOCTH U
HE0OX0IUMOCTh TeMbI auccepTanuu. Bo Bce BpeMeHa MpecTyNMHOCTh paccMaTpuBaIach
KAaK HETaTUBHOE SIBJIICHHE, YIPOXKAIOLIEe OIaronoiy4rio YeI0BeuecTBa, 1 00prda ¢ Hel
ABJISIIACh OJTHOM M3 MPUOPUTETHBIX U aKTyallbHBIX 3a/au rocynapctB. CocTaBistoTcs
MUPOBBIC PEUTHUHTU CTPaH U TOPOJOB C BHICOKUM YPOBHEM MPECTYMHOCTH, B KOTOPHIX
OTPAXKAIOTCA CUTYallMd B JIECSATKAX TOCYJApCTB, Tll€ AaXe SKCTPEMaIbHBIM TypUCTaM
PEKOMEHIyeTCsl HE MOCeIIaTh TEPPUTOPUH, TNI€ €KETHEBHO MPOUCXOMAST MOXUILICHHUS,
yOuiiCTBa, N3HACUIIOBAHUS, CEKCyaIbHas AKCILTyaTalusl, TAe O0bIIasi 9acTh HaCEICHUS
KUBET HA TPAHU HULIETHI, T/I€ IETU BMECTO UTPYIIIEK JAepkKaT B pyKaxX Opyx ue, rpaHaThl
U O0MOBI, W TII€ JJISl JKEHIIHMH, @ B HEKOTOPBIX TOCYJapCTBaX — U IJII MY>KUYUH,
YPOBEHb OMACHOCTH OCOOEHHO BBICOK. BCE 3TO ycmiiMBaeT mpakTUUECKyI0 3HAYMMOCTh
UCCIIEIOBaHNs. B Halli JHU MacCOBBIM XapakTep MPECTYINHOCTH BO MHOTHUX
rocyJlapcTBax M TEHJICHIMS €€ pocTa, a TakKKe AaKTUBHU3AIUS CIHOXKHBIX (opM
MPECTYIMHOCTH B YCJIOBHAX TJI0Oanu3aiuu, MU@POBU3AIMK U COLMAIBLHON CeTeBOM
MHTErPalMd — TAaKUX Kak KHOepTeppopusM, KuOepOyIUTMHT, KHOEPMOILIEHHUYECTBO —
MOPOKIAIOT HEOOXOAMMOCTh Pa3padOTKH ONTHUMAJBHBIX TOJXO0JI0B U COBPEMEHHBIX
WHHOBAIIMOHHBIX METOJ/IOB U CPEICTB OOPHOBI C MPECTYITHOCTHIO.

B 10 ke Bpems uccienoBaHuUsI, HAMPABICHHBIE HA TEOPETUUYECKH OOOCHOBAHHbBIC
peuieHuss MpoOJieM TNPUMEHEHUs ChenupUuYecKux MoJeled MpPOTUBOACUCTBUSA
MPECTYNMHOCTH, HAa UEJICHANPABICHHBINA, CHCTEMHBIM W KOMIUICKCHBIA MOAXOI K
npobsieMe ¢ Y4€TOM MECTHBIX (PAKTOPOB U BHEIPEHHE HOBBIX METOJOB pPalOTHI,
npuooperaroT 0co0yio 3HauuMocTh. [lpu 3TOM yuuThIBaeTcs, 4yTo OoOpnrda ¢
MPECTYNMHOCTBIO  TPENICTABIAECT COOOM  CIIOKHYIO  COIMAIBHYIO  JICSITEIIBHOCTD,
M3MEHAIOUIYIOCS TOJI BIUSHUEM MOJIUTHUKO-IPABOBBIX, COIIMATIbHO-OKOHOMUYECKUX H
COI[MAJIbHO-TICUXOJIOTHYECKHUX TPOLIECCOB, U €€ UCCIEAOBAHUE B paMKaX CHUCTEMHOIO
MoAX0/Ja C TPUMEHEHUEM KOTHUTHBHBIX (HAYYHBIX) METOJIOB MOJCIUPOBAHUS
MPU3HAETCS TIEPCTIEKTUBHBIM M CITOCOOCTBYIOIIUM TOBBIMICHUIO 3()PEKTUBHOCTH ITON
neaTenpHocTh. He ciydailHO B psiae CTpaH Uil NPOTUBOJCUCTBHS MPECTYHHOCTH
MIPUMEHSIIOTCS] PA3JIUYHBIE COLIMO-TIPABOBBIE U KPUMUHOJOTHUECKHUE MOJICTU — aHTJIO-
aMepuKaHCKasi, 3alaJIHOeBpoOIieiicKas (KOHTHMHEHTaJIbHasl), a3MaTCKO-TMXOOKEAHCKasl,
COIMATTUCTUYECKAs, POCCUICKAsI, MyCYJIbMAHCKasi 1 CMEIIaHHbIE MOJCIIH.

HecmoTpst Ha mpoBoAMMBIE B HaIlle CTpaHe B TMOCJIEAHUE TOJbl AKTUBHbBIC
pedopMbl B cdepe OOprObI ¢ TpecTynmHOCThIO, Juiib 3a 2024 rox 4ucio
3apEruCTPUPOBAHHBIX MPECTYIUIEHUN YBEIUUWIOCH 10 cpaBHEHUIO ¢ 2023 romom ¢ 104
096 mo 132 298 — na 27 %, a na 100 000 nHacenenust — ¢ 283 1o 352 — ua 24 %. B
gacTHocTH, B 2024 roay Ha «podUIAKTHUUECKH MPEAOTBpAIIAEMbIe» MPECTYIICHUS
npuxoaminock 45 545 (34 %), Ha «packpeiBaeMbie» npectymuieHus — 27 953 (21 %),
torna kak 58 800 mnpecrymienuii (45 %) coOBepLIEHBI C HUCIOJIb30BaHUEM
nHpOpMaITMOHHO-TeXHHYEeCKUX cpenctB. [lo wmroram 2024 roma VY30ekucraH B
MEXIYHAPOJHBIX PEUTHHrax MOJNYYHJI WHIEKC mpectynmHocTH 30,5%, a mo WHACKCY
BEPXOBEHCTBA 3aKoHa, copmupoBaHHoMy opranuzamnueit World Justice Project, —
0,49, 4TO HENb3s CYUTATH MOJIOKUTENBHBIM IOKa3aTeIeM (B YaCTHOCTH, 1O cyOdakTopy
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«HE3aBUCHUMOCTb CHUCTEMBbl NPAaBOCYJIUs OT HE3aKOHHOI'O BIIMSHUSA CO CTOPOHBI
npasurensctBay — 0,19; mo cybdakropy «OecmpucrpactHocts» — 0,34; 1o
MoKa3aTeo COOMIOCHUS TMpaB OOBUHSIEMOrOo W IpoleccyanbHbix HOpM — 0,40 —
nokasareynu noctatouyHo Huskue). [loatomy Ilpesunent 1. Mupsuée B 2024 rony B
NO3JPABJICHUHN COTPYJHUKAM M BETEpaHaM OPraHOB BHYTPEHHHX €] 0CO00 OTMETHI
HEOOXOJMMOCTh MpUMEHEHUS 3PPEKTUBHBIX MEXaHU3MOB B 00pb0E C MPECTYMHOCTHIO,
IPOBENCHUS AAPECHOM padOThl MO OOY3/IaHHWIO NPECTYIHOCTH HA OCHOBE HAYYHBIX
IIOJIXOJIOB, IOBBIIIEHUS KayecTBa pACCIECIOBaHUM JUIsi (GOPMHUPOBAHUS Y HACEIECHUS
TBEPAON YBEPEHHOCTH B CIPABEIMBOCTU B 3TOM cdepe. Posb «HayyHOro mnoaxoma»
KaKk BaXHOro (axktopa OOpbOBI C TMPECTYNHOCTbIO Takke Obula OTMEYeHa
IPECTaBUTENISIMA HAyYHOTO COOOLIECTBA.

JlaHHOE AMccepTallMOHHOE HUCCIIEI0BAHUE CITYKUT peajiu3alluyi 3a]ad, yKa3aHHBIX
B psJieé HOPMAaTUBHO-TIPABOBBIX AaKTOB, B TOM 4YHUCJIE YyKa3ax M IOCTaHOBJICHUSIX
[Ipesunenta PecnyOnuku VY30ekucran: «O Mepax MO BBIBEJCHUIO JAEATEIbHOCTU
OpraHOB BHYTPEHHUX [I€J1 B HOBOE KAaue€CTBEHHOE COCTOSHHE IO O0OECIEUEHHUIO
o011ecTBEeHHOM 0e30MmacHoCTH U 0oprOe ¢ npectynHocThio» (2021), «O0 yTBEpKACHUH
Konuenuun oOecrieyeHus oOniecTBEHHOM Oe3zonacHocTH PecnyOnuku Y30ekucran u
Mepax mo e€ peamuzanun» (2021), Ykaze «O Crparerun «Y30ekuctan — 2030»
(2023), a taxxe mnoctaHoBieHuu I[III-Nel (2025) «O wmepax no panpHEWIIEMY
MOBBIIIECHUIO 3(PPEKTUBHOCTA CUCTEMBI CO37aHusl 0€30MacHOM Cpelbl B HACEIEHHBIX
INYHKTaX U ONEPaTUBHOTO MPEAYyNPEexXIeHUs paBoHapyeHuit B 2025 roay», u Apyrum
HOPMAaTUBHBIM JJOKYMEHTaM.

CooTBeTCTBHE UCCIEIOBaHUS MPUOPUTETHBIM HAIPABICHUSM DPA3BUTHUS HAYKH U
TEXHOJOTUM pecnyonuku. [uccepranmonHas paboTa COOTBETCTBYET NMPUOPUTETHOMY
HaIpaBJICHUIO Pa3BUTHUSI HAyKU U TexHosoruit PecnyOnuku mo teme «PopMupoBaHue
CUCTEMbl MHHOBAallMOHHBIX HJAEH M NyTed HX peaau3auud B HHPOPMAIMOHHOM
oO1IecTBe M JAEMOKPaTUYECKOM TOCYAApCTBE B LEJAX COLUMAIBLHOrO, IPaBOBOIO,
SKOHOMHUYECKOTO, KyJIbTYPHOT'O U TyXOBHO-IIPOCBETUTEIHCKOTO Pa3BUTHUS.

Hear wucciaenoBanusi — pa3pabOTKa MNPEIJIOKEHUNH UM pEeKOMEHIAIU,
HaIpaBJIeHHbIX Ha (POPMUPOBAHUE CUCTEMATHU3UPOBAHHOM HALMOHAJIBHOM MOJEIU
OOpBOBI C MPECTYNHOCTHIO B HAIllE CTpaHEe, OCHOBAHHOW Ha KPUTEPHUSIX COLUATBHOU
CIpaBeUIMBOCTH, BKIIIOYAsl pa3pabOTKy OCHOBHBIX (OpraHU3ALMOHHBIX) KOMIIOHEHTOB
9TOM HAalMOHAJIBHOW MOJIETIN.

3apaum uccjie10BaHUA:

YTOYHEHHE HAYYHOI'O NMOHUMAaHMs KaT€rOpHH «IIPOTUBOAECHCTBHE MPECTYITHOCTI
Y PACKPBITHE €€ COJIEpPIKaHUS;

aHaJIN3 KPUMUHOJIOTHYECKUX MOX00B K OOPHOE C MPEeCTyMHOCTHIO;

u3ydeHue wmojenel OOoprObl € TPECTYNMHOCTHIO HAa TMPUMEpPE OTIASITBHBIX
rocyJapcCTB;

WCCIICIOBAHUE COCTOSIHUSI TPECTYIMHOCTH B Y30€KHCTaHE U BBHISBIICHHE €&
cnenuuky;

pa3paboTka TPEeMIOKEHHMM ¢  PEeKOMEHJAlMid 1O  COBEPIICHCTBOBAHUIO
HAIlMOHAJIBHOTO 3aKOHOJATENbCTBA, PETYJIUPYIOIIEro OOpr0y C MNPECTYMHOCTHIO
(YroJloBHOTO, YTOJIOBHO-IIPOLIECCYATIbHOTO, UCIIOTHEHUS] HaKa3aHU U NpOo(UIaKTUKH);
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CHUCTEMHBIM aHaJIN3 MIPAKTUKU MPOTUBOIECHCTBUS MIPECTYTHOCTH B Y30EKUCTaHE;

MCCJICIOBAHKE PA3BUTHS CUCTEMBI OOPHOBI C MPECTYMHOCTHIO B CTPAHE;

PaCKpBITUE COAECPkKAHMS MpeiaraeMod MOJEIA Il  COBEPIICHCTBOBAHHUS
HaAllMOHAJILHON CUCTEMBI;

ONPEAECICHUE OCHOBHBIX  HAINpPAaBICHUA W  CTPYKTYPHBIX  KOMIIOHEHTOB
HaIMOHATHHOU MOJICIN U pa3paboTKa €€ KOHIICTIIIHH.

OO0beKkT mccjie0BaHUA — OONIECTBEHHO-NPABOBbIE OTHOLIEHUS, CBS3aHHBIE C
(opMHpPOBaHUEM HAIIMOHAJIBHOW MOJIETN OOPHOBI ¢ IPECTYHOCTBIO.
IIpenmer wucciaenoBaHusi — TEOPETUUYECKUE IOAXOJbl K IPOTUBOJEHUCTBHUIO

OPECTYNHOCTH, Hay4yHble MyOJIMKallMM, HOPMATUBHO-IIPABOBBIE AKThl U IPAKTHKa UX
IPUMEHEHUs, KOJMYECTBEHHbIE U KaYECTBEHHbIC MOKA3aTeNIM MPECTYIMHOCTH, a TAKXKe
KPUMHUHOJIOTHYECKHE MOJEIN OTJENbHBIX FOCYAAPCTB.

Hayuynasi HOBH3HA MCC/IeI0BAHUS BBIPAKACTCH B CJICAYIOLIEM:

000CHOBaHO, YTO pa3pabdOTaHHbIE B AUCCEPTALUU NPEIJIOKEHU U PEKOMEHAALINH,
conepxamuecs: B «KOHIENIMU OCHOBHBIX (OpPraHU3alMOHHBIX) KOMIIOHEHTOB MOJEIH
HallMOHAIBHOW KPHUMHMHOJOTUYECKONH CHCTEMBI OOpBOBI C MPECTYMHOCTBHIO», HMEIOT
Ba)XXHOC 3HAUCHME JJII BHECCHHUS M3MCHCHHMU M JIOIOJHCHUH B YTOJIOBHBIM KOJECKC,
(bopMHpOBaHUS HAUMOHAIBHOW MOJEIU OOpbOBI C MPECTYHMHOCTHIO U OINPEICICHHUS
HaIpaBJICHUH U 1eJIel JanbHEHITNX UCCIEAOBAaHUN B 3TOM 00J1aCTH;

000CHOBaHa HEOOXOAMMOCTh BBIIEJIEHUS CHTYallMOHHOTO MIPEIOTBPAIICHHUS
npecTyIuieHud (IpeJoTBpaIleHus KPUMUHOTEHHBIX CUTYyalluid) KaK CaMOCTOSITEIbHOU
cTaauu OOprOBI C MPECTYNMHOCTbIO M MpPU3HAHUS €€ BAXKHBIM HaIlpaBICHUEM
NEATENBHOCTA OPraHOB BHYTPEHHUX JIET;

000CHOBaHa MOTPEOHOCTh B YETKOM 3aKPEIUIEHUU B YTOJIOBHOM 3aKOHO/ATEIbCTBE
MOJIO)KEHUSI O TOM, YTO «OCHOBHAsl L€JIb YTrOJOBHOIO Haka3aHHUs — oOecredeHue
COLIMAJIBHOM CHPABEMJIMBOCTH», U B IEPECMOTPE CUCTEMBI YIOJOBHBIX HAKa3aHUMU C
HCKIIFOUEHHEM MOPAJIbHO YCTapEeBUIMX BUJOB HAKA3AHHM, TAKUX KaK «MCHPABUTEIbHbBIE
paboTb», W BBEACHUEM HOBBIX BHJIOB HAKa3aHWM, HAOpHUMEp, «yAEpKaHUE U3
3apabOTHOM IJIATHIY;

000CHOBaHAa  HEOOXOJUMOCTh  MPHU3HAHUS B  YrOJOBHO-IPOLECCYyaTbHOM
3aKOHOJIATEIbCTBE MPUHIUIIOB KaK MPaBuil (PYyHIaMEHTAILHOTO 3HAYECHHUSI, UCKITFOUEHUS
U3 YWclia TPUHIUIOB OpPraHU3alMOHHBIX BOIPOCOB (HANMpUMEp, PACCMOTPEHUE
YTOJIOBHBIX JI€J KOJUIETUAJIBbHO WJIM €JUHOJIMYHO), YETKOTO OMNpENETeHHUs] MPaBOBOIO
cTaryca CyOBEKTOB, OTBETCTBEHHBIX 3a YIOJIOBHBIM Tmpouecc, oOecnedeHus
BO3MEILEHHUSI MaTEpUaJbHOTO M MOPAJIbHOIO BpENA IOTEPIEBIIMM, YCTAaHOBJICHUS
MOpsIZIKa U CPOKOB PACCMOTPEHHs 7kajio0 Ha JEHCTBHUS M PELICHHUS TOCYIapCTBE HHBIX
OpraHoOB U JIOJKHOCTHBIX JIMII, BEAYLIUX YTOJIOBHBIE JEN4;

00OCHOBaHa  B&XHOCTb  OOECMEYeHHs  HE3aBUCUMOCTH B YTOJIOBHOM
CYJOTPOU3BOJICTBE HE TOJIBKO Cy/a, HO U IPYTUX OTBETCTBEHHBIX CYOBEKTOB, BKIIOUAs
MPOKYpOpa, a Takke I1eJ1eco00pa3HOCTh BHEAPEHHUS B OpraHax MpPOKypaTypbl
KOJUIETUAJIbHBIX OPTaHOB YNPABIECHUS U KBATU(PUKALMOHHO-3THYECKUX COBETOB.

Buenpenne pe3yiabraToB HMcciaenoBaHusi. HayuHbie pe3ynbTaThl HCCIIEIOBAHUS
HaIUTH OTPAKEHUE B CIAEIYIOIINX JOKYMEHTaX:
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«Konueniusi ~ OCHOBHBIX  (OpPraHM3alMOHHBIX)  KOMIIOHEHTOB  MOJEIH
HAIMOHATHHOW KPUMUHOJIOTHYECKOW CUCTEMBI OOPHOBI C MPECTYMHOCTHIO» MPU3HAHA U
nojanep)kaHa B KayecTBE HAy4YHOW wuAeu MHCTUTYTOM  KPUMHUHOJIOTHYECKUX
uccienoBannii Pecnyonuku Y36ekucran (mucbMo Ne 40/653 ot 20 HOs0pst 2024 1.) m
NHCTUTYTOM TapiaMeHTCKUX HCCIENOBaHUI mNpu 3akoHoAaTeNbHON mnanare Onuid
Maxmuca Pecriyommku Y30ekuctan (muceMo Ne 3/dn-142 ot 8 wmioms 2025 1.), u
yKa3aHO, YTO OHa OYJeT Yy4YHMTHIBATbCS TIPH COBEPIICHCTBOBAHWH YTOJIOBHOTO
3aKOHOJIaTEILCTBA U BHECEHUH U3MEHEHUH U JIOTIOJIHEHUM B YTOJIOBHBIN KOJEKC;

Hay4HbIE  B3TJISAbl HAa  KOHIEMIMIO  CUTYAallMOHHOTO  MPEAO0TBpAICHUS
NPECTYIJICHUH, METOAbl M CpEACTBA MPEAOTBPALICHUS KPUMUHOTEHHBIX CHUTYallUi
HallUIU OTpaxeHue B maparpade ydeOHuka «KpUMUHOJIOTHS», MOJATOTOBIEHHOTO B
AKazieMu¥ PaBOOXPAHUTEIBHBIX OPTaHOB, U OBLIM BHEIPEHBI B YUEOHBIN Ipoiiecc (aKT
AkazeMuu MpaBOOXpaHUTENBHBIX OpraHoB PecrmyOnuku Y36ekuctan Ne 30/23-416/25
oT 7 HOsi0pa 2025 1.). DTO CHOCOOCTBYET MOBBILICHUIO YPOBHS MPOQECCHOHATBHON
MOJITOTOBKY CHEIHATMCTOB B JaHHOW 00JacTH;

OpeIIoKEeHUsT O YETK O M 3aKpelyieHMHd B YTOJOBHOM 3aKOHOAATEIHCTBE
MOJIO)KEHUSI O TOM, YTO «OCHOBHAs II€NIb YTOJIOBHOTO Haka3zaHUs — oOecreueHue
COILIMATIbHOW CTPABEJIMBOCTH», O MEPECMOTPE CHCTEMbl HaKa3aHWW C MCKIIOYCHHUEM
MOpAJIbHO yCTApEBIINX BHUJIOB HaKa3aHWW, TaKMX KaK «HCIPABUTEIbHBIC PaOOTBD», U
BBEJICHNM HOBBIX BHJIOB HaKa3aHWW, HANPUMEDP «yIepKaHUE W3 3apaOOTHOHW ILIATHD,
ObuTM yuTeHsl Tipu popmupoBanuu crareid 48(2) m 49(2) rmaBel X MpoeKTa HOBOM
penakuuu YronoBHOro Kojekca (OOmias dvacth) PecnyOnmku VY30exkuctan (axt
['enepanpHoil ipokypaTypsl Ne 27/2-269-24 ot 12 oxTsa6pst 2024 r.). YUUTbIBaHUE ITUX
MPEJIOKEHUM CIOCOOCTBYET TMOSBICHUIO B IMPOEKTE HOBOM pedakiud YTOJIOBHOIO
KOJIEKCa MOAXO00B, OCHOBAaHHBIX HA MIPHUHIIUIIAX COIMATBHOU CIIPaBEIIMBOCTH;

MPEIOKEHHS] O TIPU3HAHUM TPUHIMIOB (QyHIAMEHTATBHO BaXXHBIMH TPaBUIIAMHU
YTOJIOBHO-TIPOIIECCYAIbHOTO 3aKOHOJIATENbCTBA U MCKIIOUEHUH W3 YHCIIa MPUHITUTIOB
OpraHM3AIMOHHBIX BOMPOCOB (HAIIPUMEP, PACCMOTPEHHE YTOJIOBHBIX A€ KOJUIErHalbHO
WIH €IWHOJWYHO), O YETKOM OMNpEeAeNieHMH MPaBOBOTO cTaryca CyOBEKTOB,
OTBETCTBEHHBIX 32 YTOJIOBHBIN MpoIiecc, 00 00ecrieueHny BO3MEIEHUSI MaTEPUATLHOTO
U MOpPaJIBHOTO BpeAa MOTEPIICBIINM, a TAaKKE O PETyJMPOBAHUU TOPSAAKA M CPOKOB
paccMOTpeHHsI XKajnoOd Ha JEWCTBUS W PEIICHUS TOCYIapCTBEHHBIX OpPraHOB U
JOJDKHOCTHBIX JIMI, BEIYIIMX YTOJOBHBIC Jena, ObUIM yYTEeHBI NpH (POpMUpPOBaAHUHU
OTHEIBHBIX TOJIO)KEHUNM TIPOEKTa HOBOM pENAKIMHU  YTOJIOBHO-IIPOLECCYAIBHOTO
Kojekca (rnmaBa 2, ct. 5(1); rmasa 4, cr. 37(1); rnasa 4, ct. 41(1); rmasa 46, ct. 350(1);
rimaBa 54, cr. 393(1) u ct. 394(1)) (axt I'enepanbHOi ipokypatypbl Ne 27/2-270-24 ot
12 oxTsa6ps 2024 1.). YUUTHIBaHHE dTUX MPETIOKEHUN CITIOCOOCTBYET OPUEHTUPOBAHUIO
YTOJIOBHO-TIPOIIECCYATBHBIX MPOIEAYP HAa 00ECTICUCHHE COLUATBLHOM CIPaBEIMBOCTH,
UX OINTUMHU3AIMU ¥ TOBBIIICHUIO (YHKIIMOHATBLHOW 3(PQPEKTUBHOCTH CYyOBEKTOB,
OTBETCTBEHHBIX 32 BEJACHUE YTOJIOBHBIX JIEIT,;

OPEJIOKEHUsI O BaXKHOCTH OOECleYeHus] HEe3aBUCUMOCTH B YTOJIOBHOM
CYJIONIPOU3BOJICTBE HE TOJBKO CYyJa, HO U JIPYTHX OTBETCTBCHHBIX CYOBEKTOB, BKIHOYAS
NPOKypopa, M O CO3JaHMM B OpraHax MPOKYypaTypbl KOJUIETHAIBHBIX OpPTaHOB
YIPaBJICHHS, a TAKKE KBAUTH(PUKAIMOHHBIX U 3THUYECKUX COBETOB OBLIM HMCITOJIb30BaHbI
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npu pa3paboTke mNpoekTa HOBOM pemakiuu 3akoHa PecnyOnuku VY36ekucran «O
npokyparype» (akt I'enepanpHoii npokypaTypsl Ne 27/2-174-24 ot 17 urons 2024 r.).
YuuTbIBaHUE O3TUX MPEATOKEHUH CHOCOOCTBYET O0O0ECIEUEHUI0 HE3aBUCUMOCTH
MIPOKYpaTypbl KaK OJJHOTO U3 CyOBEKTOB, OTBETCTBEHHBIX 32 00pbOY € MPECTYNHOCTHIO,
¥ TIOBBIIICHUIO MPOPECCHOHATBHON U HJTUYECKOM OTBETCTBEHHOCTH PAOOTHHUKOB
MIPOKYpaTyphl.

Iy0imkanust pe3yabTaToB HccJeqoBaHMsA. B paMkax wucciieoBaHUs
onyOnukoBaHo 18 HayuHbIX pabor, BKmMo4as 1 HayyHyro MoHorpadwuro, 1
aHAIUTUYECKUI COOpHUK U 16 HaydHBbIX cTaTel (M3 HUX 2 — B 3apyOEKHBIX U3IaHUSX).

Crpykrypa M 00béM auccepranmu. /(uccepranus COCTOUT U3 BBEICHUS, TPEX
raB (necatu mnaparpadoB), 3aKIIOYEHHS, CIHUCKA HCIOJIb30BAHHBIX HCTOYHHKOB U
npuiokeHuit. O0mmii 00bEM TEKCTa IUCCepTALMK cocTaBisieT 156 cTpaHuil.
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