@ 7 DaVa) AYYA S v‘h)..b ..'AV"’!A 3 A“ Sl X Var o Pdg.vd. o
T Y IR X B KR B PR YR ORE YR CX R XK
X %me" RN SR XA KIS .viw‘..uo.w....vwfuc.i. X
) = \ 7 N/ VAN 7 N X N X N 2

OF THE REPUBLIC OF
an

UZBEKISTAN

JUSTICE

o3
o
>
=
=)
-
<
Q
<

ademy of Justice

International
J ourn?l of
Justice

VOLUME 1 | ISSUE1 | OCTOBER 2026

RESEARCH. DIALOGUE. IMPACT.

N
=
L
Q
=
w2
=
=
E
=
S
=
o
=
=
=
=

of the Republic of Uzbekist

Founded by the Ac




Academy of Justice of the Republic of Uzbekistan

International Journal of Justice

EDITORIAL BOARD

International Journal of Justice

EDITOR-IN-CHIEF
Sherzod Yoqubjonovich Abduqodirov

Rector of the Academy of Justice of the Republic of Uzbekistan

Doctor of Sciences in Law (DSc), Associate Professor

DEPUTY EDITOR-IN-CHIEF
Nodirbek Saparbaevich Salaev

Vice-Rector of the Academy of Justice of the Republic of
Uzbekistan

Doctor of Sciences in Law (DSc), Professor

MEMBERS OF THE EDITORIAL BOARD

Anselmo Reyes
Doctor of Philosophy (PhD) in Law, Professor

Judge of the Singapore International
Commercial Court

Akrom Ikromovich Toshpulatov
Doctor of Sciences in Law (DSc), Professor

Director of the Parliamentary Research
Institute under the Legislative Chamber of
the Oliy Majlis of the Republic of
Uzbekistan

Borzu Sabahi
Doctor of Sciences in Law (DSc), Professor

International Arbitrator

Yesemurat Sultamuratovich
Kanyazov
Candidate of Legal Sciences in Law (PhD)

Director of the Institute for Retraining and

Advanced Training of Legal Personnel
under the Ministry of Justice of the
Republic of Uzbekistan

Dilshod Urinbaevich Aripov
Doctor of Sciences in Law (DSc), Professor

Vice-Rector of the Academy of Justice of the
Republic of Uzbekistan

Shakhriyor Bakhtiyorovich Bakaev
Doctor of Philosophy (PhD) in Law

Responsible Official of the Administration
of the President of the Republic of
Uzbekistan

Dilshod Shavkatovich Israilov
Doctor of Philosophy (PhD), Associate
Professor

Head Specialist of the Department for
Coordination of Research Activities of the
Academy of Justice of the Republic of
Uzbekistan

Yevgeniy Vyacheslavovich Kolenko
Doctor of Philosophy (PhD), Professor

First Deputy Head of the Law Enforcement
Academy of the Republic of Uzbekistan

‘%“‘VPA.I" ﬂml/é;y A 0 4

L)
\_!

X

<
S A

Vg >



Academy of Justice of the Republic of Uzbekistan

International Journal of Justice

Krisztina Karsai
Doctor of Sciences in Law (DSc), Professor

Head of the Institute of Criminal Law and
Criminal Sciences at the University of
Szeged

Maged Mamdouh Kamel Shebaita
Doctor of Philosophy (PhD), Professor

International Arbitrator, Doctoral
Candidate at the University of London

Malikakhon Pirnazarovna
Kalandarova

Doctor of Philosophy (PhD), Associate
Professor

Deputy Chairperson of the Supreme Court
of the Republic of Uzbekistan

Sakari Kristian Melander
Doctor of Sciences in Law (DSc), Professor

Professor at the University of Helsinki

Stawomir Marek Redo
Doctor of Sciences in Law (DSc), Professor

Chairperson of the Expert Council for the
Development of Scientific Research at the
Faculty of Law and Administration

MANAGING EDITOR
Azamjon Rasuljon ugli
Kambaraliev

Head Specialist at the Academy of Justice of

the Republic of Uzbekistan

Lorenzo Mateo Bujosa Vadell
Doctor of Philosophy (PhD) in Law, Professor

Professor at the University of Salamanca

Ivan Georgievich Nikonov
Doctor of Philosophy (PhD) in Law

Responsible Official of the Administration
of the President of the Republic of
Uzbekistan

Islambek Rustambekovich
Rustambekov
Doctor of Sciences in Law (DSc), Professor

Vice-Rector of Tashkent State University of
Law

Khurshid Primkulovich Sadikov

Judge of the Supreme Judicial Council of
the Republic of Uzbekistan

Vigita Vébraité
Doctor of Philosophy (PhD) in Law, Professor

Professor at Vilnius University




Academy of Justice of the Republic of Uzbekistan

International Journal of Justice

CONTENTS é
&

IMPROVING THE INSTITUTION OF APPEALS: TIME LIMITS, RESPONSE QUALITY, 3
MONITORING 10 :g
Achilova Liliya Ilkhomovna; Rozmetova Asal Anvarzoda -
LEGAL ASPECTS OF INVESTIGATIVE JOURNALISM 18 :%
Jahonov Shohruh Shuhrat ugli g ’
LEGAL BASIS OF CIVIL SOCIETY INSTITUTIONS IN THE LEGISLATION OF THE REPUBLIC /?%‘
OF UZBEKISTAN 25

Q, <
S A

® J B V>
SadNT 2>

[SH=R= N

Sharipov Asrorjon Safar ugli

DIGITAL TRANSFORMATION OF INTERNATIONAL COMMERCIAL ARBITRATION IN
UZBEKISTAN: LEGAL AND INSTITUTIONAL PROSPECTS 30
Otakhonov Foziljon Khaydarovich

THE LEGAL NATURE OF SUBSIDIARY LIABILITY IN INSOLVENCY PROCEEDINGS

4D

INVOLVING AGRICULTURAL BUSINESS ENTITIES 39
Rakhmatjon Tojinorovich Berdiyarov Vg
CIVIL LAW ASPECTS OF GOODS DELIVERY BY SELF-EMPLOYED COURIERS 49

Ruzinazarov Shukhrat Nuralievich

NATIONAL AND INTERNATIONAL EXPERIENCE IN LEGAL PROTECTION OF A COMPANY

NAME: IMPROVING THE LEGISLATION OF UZBEKISTAN 63
Allayarova Maftuna Almardanovna

ORGANIZATIONAL AND LEGAL MECHANISMS FOR COMPENSATION OF CONSTRUCTION
CONTRACT DAMAGES 69
Donayev Abdugodir Haydarovich

JURISDICTION AND VENUE OF CIVIL CASES ARISING FROM INHERITANCE RELATIONS: A
NATIONAL AND FOREIGN ANALYSIS 76
Soliyeva Kamola Rustamjon-qizi

ISSUES OF USING COURT NOTICES IN ENSURING THE OPENNESS OF CIVIL PROCEEDINGS

IN COURTS 84
Sabirov Erkinjon Kuchkarbaevich

DIGITAL EVIDENCE IN SUPPLY-CONTRACT DISPUTES BEFORE ECONOMIC COURTS:
AUTHENTICATION, INTEGRITY AND EVIDENTIARY RISK IN UZBEKISTAN 91
Mahmudova Saida Rayimjonovna




Academy of Justice of the Republic of Uzbekistan

International Journal of Justice

CONTENTS

FROM HUMAN CAPITAL TO INSTITUTIONAL TRANSFORMATION: A NEW STAGE IN THE
STRATEGIC DEVELOPMENT OF THE JUDICIAL PERSONNEL TRAINING SYSTEM
Aripov Dilshod Urinbaevich

THE ROLE OF INTERNATIONAL STANDARDS IN GOVERNING ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE

IN JUDICIAL SYSTEMS: A COMPARATIVE AND CRITICAL ANALYSIS
Sadikov Khurshid Primkulovich

INDEPENDENCE — A SOLID FOUNDATION OF JUSTICE AND HUMAN DIGNITY (35 years of
the evolution of the judicial and legal system of the Republic of Uzbekistan)
Israilov Dilshod Shavkatovich

INSTITUTIONAL MODELS OF JUDICIAL QUALIFICATION BOARDS: INTERNATIONAL
STANDARDS AND FOREIGN EXPERIENCE

Jamolov Azizjon Nodir ugli

THE DEATH OF FREE WILL. WHO BEARS CULPABILITY WHEN ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE
INDUCES A PERSON TO COMMIT A CRIME?
Salaev Nodirbek Saparbaevich

ON EUROPEAN CRIMINAL-LAW INTEGRATION - FROM MUTUAL RECOGNITION TO
LIMITED SUPRANATIONAL CRIMINAL POWER

Krisztina Karsai

CRIMINAL LIABILITY OF OFFICIALS OF NON-GOVERNMENTAL COMMERCIAL
ORGANIZATIONS: PROBLEMS OF THEORY AND PRACTICE

Akramova Muazzam Turdikul qizi

DISTINGUISHING OFFENCES AGAINST SEXUAL FREEDOM FROM RELATED OFFENCES IN
UZBEKISTAN
Achilov Izzat Tulkinovich

CRIMINAL-LAW MEASURES AGAINST THE LEGALIZATION OF PROCEEDS OBTAINED
THROUGH MISAPPROPRIATION OR EMBEZZLEMENT: QUALIFICATION, EVIDENCE AND
ASSET RECOVERY

Sadullaev Bokhodir Oybekovich

CONCEPT OF HELPLESSNESS AND ITS SIGNIFICANCE IN THE QUALIFICATION OF CRIMES
Khalilova Zarnigor Zafar qizi

LEGAL SIGNIFICANCE OF THE INSTITUTION OF CRIMINAL RECORDS IN PROTECTING
HUMAN RIGHTS
Yoqubjonov Omonjon Burkhonjon ugli

104

109

117

128

140

148

158

162

170

178

182

) m/é_;/
EEEE

\_|

Al

,000

)

O B Vi ¥
Bx%INTas>

>



Academy of Justice of the Republic of Uzbekistan

International Journal of Justice

CONTENTS

THE APPLICATION OF CRIMES WITH BLANKET NORMS: CURRENT STATUS AND ISSUES
Pulatov Bekzod Adilbaevich

THE FORMATION AND DEVELOPMENT OF THE INSTITUTION OF CRIMINAL LIABILITY IN
THE FIELD OF PUBLIC PROCUREMENT: A HISTORICAL-LEGAL ANALYSIS

Shukurova Shahnoza Mukumjonovna

ATTORNEY’S PARTICIPATION IN THE PRE-TRIAL STAGE OF CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS:
LEGAL AND PRACTICAL ASPECTS

Medetbaeva Aksungul Sharapatdin kizi

INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION IN OBTAINING ELECTRONIC EVIDENCE: THE
EUROPEAN PRODUCTION AND PRESERVATION ORDERS

Bujosa Vadell, Lorenzo Mateo

COOPERATION BETWEEN THE SUBJECTS OF INVESTIGATION IN CROSS-BORDER
INTERNET FRAUD CASES

Khabibiddinov Nodirjon Musinjon ugli

PROBLEMS OF PROCEDURAL REALITY IN CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS

Aykhan Khankishi Rustamzade, Matanat Pasha Asgarova

DETENTION OF FOREIGN NATIONAL PRISONERS IN PENITENTIARY INSTITUTIONS: A
COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF INTERNATIONAL PRACTICES AND NATIONAL
LEGISLATION

Rikhsimov Komron Abrorovich

CRIMINALISTIC FOUNDATIONS FOR INTEGRATING GAIT IDENTIFICATION WITH
FORENSIC PORTRAIT EXAMINATION

Nizomova Shahrigul Karimboy qizi

INTERNATIONAL LAW CRISIS: UN PEACE OPERATIONS AND INSTITUTIONAL REFORM
Kudaybergenov Bakhtiyar Abdumajit-ugli

ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE AND CHILDREN’S RIGHTS: PROTECTION OPPORTUNITIES
AND EMERGING LEGAL RISKS
Ergashev Gayrat Shavkatovich

ACTIVITIES OF INTERNATIONAL NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS IN THE FIELD
OF HUMAN RIGHTS
Nosirova Marjona Negmat kizi

189

202

214

221

230

238

246

249

258

267

276

) m/é_;/
EEEE

\_|

Al

,000

)

O B Vi ¥
Bx%INTas>

>



Academy of Justice of the Republic of Uzbekistan

International Journal of Justice

LEGAL SIGNIFICANCE OF THE INSTITUTION OF CRIMINAL
RECORDS IN PROTECTING HUMAN RIGHTS

Yoqubjonov Omonjon Burkhonjon ugli

Staff Member, Ministry of Justice of the Republic of Uzbekistan,
student of Higher school of strategic analysis and forecasting

of the Republic of Uzbekistan
E-mail: o.yoqubjonov@adliya.uz
ORCID ID: 0009-0003-3716-8501

i

Abstract. This article presents a comparative legal analysis of the consequences of a criminal record and
examines their criminal-law and general legal implications from the perspective of human rights and freedoms.
It is proposed that criminal-law consequences should include substantive criminal-law, criminal-procedural, and
penal-enforcement consequences. General legal consequences are defined as legal effects associated with
restrictions on an individual’s rights and freedoms in the fields of constitutional, civil, labour, family, and other
branches of law. It is substantiated that general legal consequences differ from criminal-law consequences in that
they are reflected not in criminal, criminal-procedural, or penal-enforcement legislation, but in other sector-
specific legislative acts requlating human rights and freedoms. It is also recognized that the consequences of a
criminal record may continue after the record has been expunged or set aside and, in certain cases, may have legal
effects not only on the convicted person but also on close relatives or other persons.

Keywords. criminal record; consequences of a criminal record; criminal-law consequences; general legal

consequences; legal restrictions; rights and freedoms.

The adverse consequences of a criminal
record that negatively affect the lives of former
convicts
freedoms

and restrict human rights and
beyond the scope of legal
consequences established by a court judgment
have become the subject of scientific research
by numerous and practitioners,
including sociologists, legal scholars, medical
professionals, social-sector specialists, and
others. Persons with criminal records face long-
term, and in some cases lifelong, difficulties in
exercising their labour rights and obtaining
employment in the labour market. Moreover,
because society may perceive them as socially
dangerous persons, they may be forced to live
under the risk of deprivation and hardship;
most importantly, their rights and freedoms
may be artificially restricted.
In this regard, an in-depth study of this
problem is of great importance from the

scholars

perspectives of the administration of justice
and human rights. On the one hand, it is
necessary to ensure the resocialization of
persons who have previously been convicted,
their full integration society, the
restoration of their restricted rights, and the
creation of conditions for their equal access to
social benefits. On the other hand, the task of
effectively protecting society from the risk of
repeat offending (recidivism) is also of
particular importance.

In the theory of criminal law of the
Republic of Uzbekistan, the institution of
criminal records is considered one of the most
complex and controversial institutions from

into

both theoretical and practical perspectives. To
date, legislation has not established a formal
definition of a criminal record, no unified
approach has been developed regarding its
place within the system of legal institutions,
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and certain characteristics of this institution
require additional scholarly analysis.

There are numerous scholarly approaches
in criminal-law theory aimed at classifying the
consequences that characterize the legal nature
of a criminal record. Most scholars of both the
contemporary and Soviet periods divide the
consequences of a criminal record into two
principal groups: criminal-law consequences
and general legal consequences. These scholars
include V.N. Kudryavtsev, G.A. Krieger, G.N.
Borzenkov, A.V. Brilliantov, D.I. Aminov, and
others [1; 2; 3; 4]. Some scholars additionally
identify penal-enforcement or administrative-
law consequences as independent groups,
including A.Ya. Grishko, A.M. Potapov, N.A.
Belyaev, and ML.I. Kovalev [5; 6; 7].

According to a number of the researchers
mentioned above, it is appropriate to include
substantive criminal-law, criminal-procedural,
and penal-enforcement consequences within
the category of criminal-law consequences.
Although these consequences are closely
connected with different stages of criminal
proceedings, they possess independent
characteristics in terms of their subject matter
of legal regulation and their affiliation with a
particular branch of law.

The second group of scholars distinguishes
other legal consequences of a criminal record
and recognizes them as constituting a group of
general legal consequences. In academic
literature, they are sometimes also described as
“criminological
criminal-law consequences.” In this regard, the
views expressed by researchers in recent years
of particular scholarly interest. In
particular, G.Kh. Shautaeva notes: “A criminal
record is an accusation of a person who has
committed a crime, taking the form of a legal
fact of a temporary nature; it is reflected in the

consequences” or “non-

are

conviction of the court that imposed the
punishment, which has entered into legal force,
and this gives rise to specific criminal-law and
general legal consequences for the convicted
person” [8].

This view is also supported by a number of
Uzbek scholars. In particular, in the Criminal
Law textbook of the Academy of the Ministry
of Internal Affairs of the Republic of
Uzbekistan, R. Kabulov and F. Yakubov state
with regard to criminal-record status: “A
person is considered to have a criminal record
from the moment the court’s conviction, by
which that person was sentenced to a specific
punishment for committing a crime, enters into
legal force. Thus, a person is considered to have
a criminal record both during the period of
serving the sentence and for a clearly defined
period after having served it. However, a
person who has been released from
punishment by a court judgment is not
considered to have a criminal record” [9].

In our view, the principal shortcoming of
the above definition is that it does not fully
reflect the rules concerning the general legal
consequences of a criminal record. It merely
indicates the existence of legal consequences to
which a person is subject during the period of
the criminal record. However, it is known that,
from the standpoint of ensuring certain human
rights, the fact of a person’s criminal record
may continue to be reflected in adverse general
legal restrictions even after the period of the
criminal record has expired, including after the
record has been removed or expunged ahead
of schedule.

According to researcher L.V. Semina: “A
criminal record serves as a specific legal
warning to a convicted person aimed at
preventing the commission of a new crime.
This warning retains its legal force until the
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circumstances that served as the basis for
considering the convicted person dangerous to
society have been eliminated. At the same time,
a conviction imposing punishment means that
the court considered it necessary to apply the
effect of punishment to the convicted person.
Execution of such punishment
appropriate state and public supervision over
the convict’s conduct. Therefore, a criminal
record requires society to exercise supervision
over the conduct of the convicted person” [10].

In our opinion, the most appropriate
definition of the concept of a “criminal record”
is provided in the scholarly work of Belarusian
scholar V.V. Marchuk. He states: “A criminal
record is a temporary special legal status of a
person that arises from the day a conviction for
a crime enters into legal force as a result of the
person being convicted by a court, continues
until the expiry of a certain period established
by law, and may also be regarded as a legal
status confirming the existence of adverse
criminal-law and general legal consequences
for the person with a criminal record” [11].

Thus, based on an analysis of the definition
given by V.V. Marchuk, the following specific
characteristics of a criminal record can be
identified:

— acriminal record is temporary in nature;
it arises from the day a conviction enters into
legal force and continues for a certain period
established by law;

— a criminal record determines a person’s
special legal status, meaning that it produces
adverse consequences for the convicted person
in both criminal-law and general legal terms;

— a criminal record arises only as a result
of a person being convicted by a court for a
crime committed by that person.

The the
researchers characterize a criminal record in

entails

views of above-mentioned

terms of its impact on a person’s constitutional
rights and freedoms and on rights and
freedoms in the civil, labour, family, and other
branches of law. Therefore, the institution of
criminal records may also be considered, in this
sense, an intersectoral legal institution.

General  legal  consequences  are
distinguished by the following characteristics:

— they are established not by criminal,
criminal-procedural, or penal-enforcement
legislation, but by other legislative acts;

— their legal significance may remain even
after the criminal record has expired or been
removed;

— they may have legal effects not only on
the person with a criminal record but, where
provided by legislation, also on close relatives
of that person or on legal entities.

The legal
consequences is not absolute in nature. As a

emergence of general
rule, their application depends on the existence
of specific legal facts established by legislation.
Such conditions include the category and type
of crime, the elements of the offence, the form
of guilt, the form of plurality of offences, the
place where the crime was committed, and the
type of punishment imposed.

When general legal
consequences, the following criteria may serve
as the basis: their duration and territorial scope;
the subjects of legal restrictions; the degree of
mandatory legal the scope of
restrictions concerning human rights; the legal
force of the legal basis; their affiliation with a
branch of law; their legal construction; and
their sphere of application.

classifying

impact;

According to duration, general legal
consequences may be divided into temporary,
indefinite, and permanent types. In terms of
application, they may apply
throughout the territory of the state or within a

territorial
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specific part thereof. According to the subject
of legal restrictions, they may be divided into
primary and additional subjects. The primary
subject is a natural person who has or
previously had a criminal record. In certain
cases, other persons who are in legal relations
with a person with a criminal record may also
appear as additional subjects.

According to the degree of mandatory
force, the consequences of a criminal record
may have dispositive
characteristics. In terms of their affiliation with
a branch of law, they may be divided into
consequences associated with restrictions on
rights and freedoms in constitutional, civil,
labour, family, and other branches of law.

According to their legal construction,
general legal consequences may be divided
into

imperative  or

simple and complex types. Simple
consequences are generally associated with the
fact of a criminal record itself or with the
existence of one additional legal circumstance.
Complex consequences, in addition to the
criminal record, require the existence of
additional legal circumstances such as the
category of the crime, the form of guilt, or the
type of crime.

According to their sphere of application,
general legal consequences may be divided
into those associated with restrictions on
personal, political, social,
cultural rights.
Thus, it is appropriate to include criminal-

criminal-procedural, penal-
enforcement consequences within the criminal-
law consequences of a criminal record.
Although they are connected with different
stages of criminal proceedings, they possess
independent significance in terms of their legal
nature and sectoral affiliation.

economic, and

law, and

General legal consequences, in turn, are
legal consequences associated with restrictions
on a person’s personal, political,
economic, and cultural rights, as well as
restrictions on their social activity and
opportunities to participate in the life of
society. Unlike criminal-law consequences,
they are regulated by legislative acts belonging
to other legal sectors, may continue to apply
after a criminal record has expired or been
removed, and in certain cases may have legal
effects on other subjects as well.

The legal consequences of a criminal
record and their relationship with human
rights and freedoms are also confirmed by
researchers in a number of foreign countries. In
particular, according to contemporary English
researcher Andrew Henley, because the
practice of checking an individual’s criminal
history has become widespread and persistent
concerns remain regarding the risk of future
offending, many people who have completed
their sentences within the criminal justice
system experience a “non-superior status.” As
a result, they are subjected to wunfair
discrimination and, in practice, may find
themselves in a condition of “social death” [12].

It is considered that the United Kingdom
has certain legal mechanisms aimed at
protecting
discrimination. In particular, the Rehabilitation
of Offenders Act adopted in 1974 establishes
the concept of a “rehabilitation period.” After
this period expires, a person is generally no
longer required to disclose information about
their criminal record because such a record is
considered “spent,” meaning that it has lost its
legal effect. Under the Legal Aid, Sentencing
and Punishment of Offenders Act adopted in
2012, persons sentenced to imprisonment for
more than four years cannot be rehabilitated

SOCiO-

former offenders from
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under the law (section 5). The Offender
Rehabilitation Act of 2014, adopted with the
aim of reducing the number of repeat offences,

further tightened the legal framework
operating in this field [13].
According to DProfessor Henley, the

increasing practice of checking criminal
records is leading to a significant
decentralization of the powers

concerning the imposition of punishment. This

state’s

means that, in practice, these powers are being
transferred to employers, insurance
organizations, housing services, and other
actors. As a result, such actors acquire the
ability to “punish” former offenders in their
own way by depriving them of social,
economic, and other rights [14].

It should be noted that the provisions of
the above-mentioned laws have repeatedly
given rise to disputes before courts in the
United Kingdom and also before the European
Court of Human Rights. By a majority, the
European Court found the relevant restriction
incompatible with the “right to free elections”
provided for in Article 3 of Protocol No. 1 to the
European Convention on Human Rights and
Fundamental Freedoms. Nevertheless, this
prohibition remains in force to the present day
[14].

In the United States, the history of
establishing lifetime registries for persons who
have committed sexual or violent offences is
primarily associated with the adoption of four
federal laws enacted in memory of victims of
crime and named after them. These laws
imposed an obligation on states to introduce
registration programmes for persons who had
committed sexual offences. The programmes
enabled local law-enforcement agencies to
obtain information about where such persons
lived. The laws also introduced systems for

notifying the public that such offenders resided
in a particular neighbourhood or community
[15].

Subsequently, additional laws regulating
this area were adopted in certain states. For
example, the “Megan’s Law Sex Offender
Internet Registry,” adopted in the State of New
Jersey in 2001, provides for maintaining an
internet registry of persons who have
committed sexual offences. Under this law,
detailed information about such persons is
published on the Internet [16].

The comparative legal analysis presented
above demonstrates that, although approaches
to the concept of a criminal record and the
differentiation of its legal consequences have
specific characteristics in each national legal
system, certain typological similarities also
exist among them. Under the influence of the
global threat of transnational crime, an
increasing number of foreign states are
introducing into legal practice the approach of
establishing long-term, and in some cases
lifelong, legal consequences of criminal records
for certain types of offences.

The foreign experiences discussed above,
together with the analysis of new trends in the
criminal policies of certain foreign states
undertaken in this comparative legal study,
that complete
abandonment of the institution of criminal

demonstrate today a
records and their legal consequences may be
regarded as a kind of “aesthetic protest” of law
against society. The criminal policies of
contemporary foreign states do not reflect a
trend toward reducing or liberalizing the social
stigmatization of convicts or granting them a
number of additional rights and freedoms. On
the contrary, in relation to crimes of an
international nature, particularly corruption,

extremist, and terrorist offences,
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modernization of criminal legislation is being
carried out not with the aim of improving the
legal status of convicts, but within a trend of
“over-criminalization.” This is manifested in
the strengthening of special rules providing for
liability for such acts, as well as in the
reinforcement of their general Ilegal
consequences.

At the same time, the legal consequences of
a criminal record continue to be interpreted in
connection with the presumption of the social
dangerousness of the convicted person, the
prejudicial

significance of criminal-law
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