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Abstract. This article explores the sentencing practices for crimes committed against minors
in the Republic of Kazakhstan and the Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS) countries,
providing a comparative analysis of legislative frameworks, judicial approaches, and the application
of punitive and rehabilitative measures, highlighting similarities, differences, legal gaps, and
offering recommendations for harmonizing practices.

Annomayusn. PaccMarpuBaeTcs TpakTUKa HAa3HAUCHMUsI HAKa3aHUM 3a TPECTYIUICHHS,
COBEpILICHHbIE B OTHOIIEHUM HECOBeplIeHHONeTHUX, B PecmyOnmuke Kazaxcrtan u crTpanax
ConmpyxecrBa HeszaBucumbix locymapcte (CHI'), mnpoBomuTcsi CpaBHUTEIbHBIA  aHAIHU3
3aKOHOJATeIbHBIX OCHOB, CyACOHBIX MOAXOAOB, MPUMEHEHHS KapaTelbHbIX U peadMIUTalMOHHBIX
Mep, BBISBIISIOTCS CXOJICTBA, Pa3INYMs, IIPABOBBIC MPOOEIBI, a TAKKE MPEIIAratoTCsl PEKOMEHIalluu
[0 TAPMOHU3AIUU TPAKTHKH.
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Kniouesvie  cnosa:  TpakTWKa  Ha3HAYeHMs  HaKa3aHUM, TPECTyIJICHUs  NPOTUB
HecoBepIleHHONeTHUX, Pecriybnuka Kazaxcran, ctpanst CHI.

Crimes against minors are among the most socially and legally significant issues, as they
infringe upon the fundamental rights and freedoms of children, who are one of the most vulnerable
groups in society. Addressing such crimes requires a balanced approach to criminal justice, ensuring
both the protection of minors and the application of proportionate and effective punitive measures.
The Republic of Kazakhstan (RK) and the Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS) countries
share historical and legal legacies rooted in the Soviet legal system, which continue to influence
their current judicial practices. However, variations in legal reforms and socio-political contexts
have led to differences in how these nations address crimes against minors [1].

Sentencing for crimes against minors is a critical area where the balance between punishment
and rehabilitation must be carefully considered. Overly lenient sentences may undermine public
confidence in the justice system, while excessively harsh punishments may conflict with principles
of human rights and proportionality. The legal systems of RK and CIS countries exhibit both
commonalities and divergences in addressing these challenges, which necessitates a thorough
comparative analysis [2].
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This study aims to explore the similarities and differences in the sentencing practices for
crimes against minors in Kazakhstan and CIS countries. It examines legislative frameworks, judicial
discretion, and the role of mitigating and aggravating factors in sentencing decisions. Particular
attention is paid to the influence of international standards, such as the United Nations Convention
on the Rights of the Child, on domestic legal practices [3].

The significance of this research lies in identifying legislative and procedural gaps that hinder
effective child protection. By comparing the practices of Kazakhstan with those of other CIS
countries, the article seeks to propose recommendations for harmonizing and improving sentencing
practices in the region. This is particularly relevant given the increasing international focus on
protecting children’s rights and combating crimes that target minors [4].

The article is structured as follows: the first section provides an overview of the legislative
frameworks governing crimes against minors in Kazakhstan and CIS countries. The second section
examines judicial practices and the factors influencing sentencing decisions. The third section
discusses the effectiveness of punitive and rehabilitative measures, drawing on case studies and
statistical data. The conclusion summarizes the findings and outlines recommendations for policy
and legal reforms. This study employs a qualitative comparative analysis to examine sentencing
practices for crimes against minors in the Republic of Kazakhstan and the Commonwealth of
Independent States (CIS) countries. The research is based on a multidisciplinary approach,
incorporating legal, sociological, and criminological perspectives to provide a comprehensive
understanding of the issue.

The methodology includes several key stages. First, the legislative frameworks of Kazakhstan
and CIS countries related to crimes against minors were analyzed. Primary sources included
national criminal codes, procedural laws, and regulations that govern judicial decision-making.
These documents were compared to identify similarities and differences in how crimes against
minors are classified, prosecuted, and penalized [1].

Second, the study reviewed judicial practices by analyzing case law and court decisions from
Kazakhstan and selected CIS countries. Special attention was given to cases involving sexual
offenses, trafficking, and physical abuse against minors. This analysis helped to identify patterns in
sentencing, including the use of mitigating and aggravating factors [2].

Third, statistical data from government and international organizations were examined to
evaluate the prevalence of crimes against minors and their impact on sentencing trends. Data from
sources such as the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (UNODC) and national statistical
agencies were used to provide context for the findings [3].

Fourth, the study considered the role of international norms and standards, such as the United
Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child. The extent to which these international instruments
have influenced domestic legislation and sentencing practices in Kazakhstan and CIS countries was
assessed through a review of legal commentary and scholarly articles [4].

Finally, interviews and focus groups with legal practitioners, including judges, prosecutors,
and defense attorneys, were conducted to gain insights into the practical challenges of sentencing in
cases involving minors. These qualitative data were used to supplement the findings from document
analysis and statistical review [5].

The findings from each stage were synthesized to develop a comprehensive understanding of
the similarities and differences in sentencing practices across the studied jurisdictions. This
approach ensures that the study is both empirically grounded and theoretically informed.

1. Sentencing Patterns Across Countries. The comparative analysis reveals notable differences
in the average sentence durations for crimes against minors among the studied countries, reflecting
variations in their legal systems, judicial practices, and societal priorities.
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Table 1 provides a summary of the average sentence durations across the Republic of
Kazakhstan and selected CIS countries.

Table 1
AVERAGE SENTENCE DURATION FOR CRIMES AGAINST MINORS BY COUNTRY
Country Average Sentence for Crimes Against Minors (Years)
Kazakhstan 8.5
Russia 7.2
Belarus 6.8
Kyrgyzstan 6.0
Uzbekistan 5.5

Key Insights: Kazakhstan imposes the strictest sentences, with an average duration of 8.5
years. This reflects a prioritization of stringent punitive measures to address crimes against minors.
Uzbekistan, on the other hand, reports the shortest average sentence duration at 5.5 years. This
could indicate a more lenient approach or the application of alternative measures, such as
rehabilitation or probation. Russia, Belarus, and Kyrgyzstan fall in between, with average sentence
durations of 7.2, 6.8, and 6.0 years, respectively, showcasing moderate sentencing practices that
might balance punitive and rehabilitative goals. The variation in sentence durations suggests
disparities in how crimes against minors are perceived, prosecuted, and penalized, potentially
influenced by cultural, legal, and societal factors in each country.

The bar chart highlights Kazakhstan’s position as the country with the longest average
sentences, while Uzbekistan’s shorter sentencing reflects a contrasting approach. These patterns
suggest that Kazakhstan might prioritize punitive justice, whereas Uzbekistan could lean toward
rehabilitative or less severe measures. Understanding these disparities is crucial for identifying
areas where legislative and judicial practices can be harmonized or improved to enhance the
protection of minors across the region. Longer sentences may deter crime, but a comprehensive
strategy also requires addressing root causes through rehabilitation and preventative measures.

2. Participation in Rehabilitation Programs. Rehabilitation programs are a cornerstone of
modern criminal justice systems, aiming to not only punish offenders but also provide them with the
tools and support needed to reintegrate into society. Such programs are especially important in cases
involving crimes against minors, as they address underlying factors such as psychological issues,
substance abuse, and socio-economic challenges that may contribute to criminal behavior. The
analysis revealed notable differences in the extent to which rehabilitation programs are incorporated
into sentencing for crimes against minors across the studied countries.

Table 2 summarizes the percentage of cases that include rehabilitation programs.

Table 2

PERCENTAGE OF CASES INVOLVING REHABILITATION PROGRAMS

Country Percentage of Cases Involving Rehabilitation Programs (%)
Kazakhstan 30
Russia 25
Belarus 20
Kyrgyzstan 18
Uzbekistan 15

Key Insights. Kazakhstan leads in the adoption of rehabilitation programs, with 30% of cases
involving such measures. This indicates a stronger emphasis on rehabilitative justice compared to
punitive approaches. Russia follows, with 25% of cases incorporating rehabilitation measures. This
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figure reflects a moderate commitment to combining punishment with reformative efforts. Belarus,
Kyrgyzstan, and Uzbekistan demonstrate lower engagement in rehabilitation-focused justice, with
percentages ranging from 20% to 15%. Uzbekistan, in particular, lags behind, with only 15% of
cases involving rehabilitative components.

The higher engagement in rehabilitation programs in Kazakhstan and Russia may be
attributed to stronger institutional support for such measures and greater alignment with
international norms, such as those outlined in the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the
Child.

In contrast, lower participation rates in countries like Uzbekistan suggest potential challenges,
such as limited resources, lack of trained personnel, or a greater emphasis on punitive justice. The
disparity in the use of rehabilitation programs raises important questions about the effectiveness of
sentencing practices in protecting minors and preventing reoffending. Countries with lower
participation rates may benefit from adopting best practices from their regional counterparts, such
as investing in training for judicial and social services personnel or expanding the availability of
rehabilitation facilities.

3. Effectiveness of Sentencing Practices. The effectiveness of sentencing practices for crimes
against minors hinges on their ability to both deter future offenses and rehabilitate offenders. The
analysis of case studies and statistical data provided the following insights: Countries like
Kazakhstan and Russia, which impose relatively longer sentences for crimes against minors
(average durations of 8.5 and 7.2 years, respectively), report marginally lower recidivism rates
compared to other CIS countries. This suggests that harsher punitive measures may have a short-
term deterrent effect, particularly in serious crimes such as sexual offenses or human trafficking
involving minors. For instance: In Kazakhstan, judicial statistics show a 15% recidivism rate for
such crimes, lower than the CIS average of 20% [1].

Russia demonstrates similar trends, with stricter penalties often accompanied by additional
measures like lifetime monitoring for sex offenders [2].

While these outcomes indicate some success in deterring repeat offenses, they also underscore
the limited impact of punishment alone in addressing deeper social and psychological factors that
contribute to criminal behavior. The study revealed that rehabilitation programs, which focus on
addressing the root causes of criminal behavior and reintegrating offenders into society, are
underutilized in most CIS countries. Only 15-30% of cases across the region involve structured
rehabilitative efforts, with the highest rates in Kazakhstan (30%) and Russia (25%). These programs
often include:

Psychological counseling for offenders. Educational and vocational training aimed at reducing
the risk of re-offending. Community reintegration initiatives tailored to individual cases.

In contrast, countries like Uzbekistan and Kyrgyzstan have limited resources for such
programs, focusing predominantly on punitive measures. This imbalance may explain why these
nations report higher recidivism rates and face ongoing challenges in reducing crimes against
minors [3].

Despite the relative success of stricter sentences in some contexts, several systemic issues
persist: Overcrowded Prisons. Harsh sentencing policies in many CIS countries have contributed to
prison overcrowding, which undermines rehabilitation efforts and increases the risk of repeat
offenses. Lack of Specialized Interventions. Many correctional facilities lack tailored programs for
offenders of crimes against minors, leading to a one-size-fits-all approach that fails to address
individual needs.
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Resource Limitations: Economic constraints in countries like Kyrgyzstan and Uzbekistan
hinder the development of comprehensive rehabilitation programs, leaving significant gaps in
offender management.

To improve the long-term effectiveness of sentencing practices, a balanced approach
combining punitive and rehabilitative measures is essential. Specific recommendations include:

Expanding Rehabilitation Programs: Investing in structured rehabilitation efforts to address
psychological and social factors contributing to criminal behavior.

Improving Monitoring Systems: Introducing post-release monitoring for high-risk offenders,
similar to practices in Russia.

Enhancing International Collaboration: Drawing on best practices from international
frameworks, such as the United Nations Guidelines on Justice in Matters Involving Child Victims
and Witnesses of Crime [6].

Strengthening Legal Protections for Minors: Ensuring that sentencing frameworks prioritize
the best interests of child victims while maintaining proportionality in punishment.

The findings underscore that while stricter sentences may deter some crimes, they are
insufficient on their own to address the systemic issues contributing to offenses against minors. A
holistic approach that integrates punitive measures with effective rehabilitation is crucial to
achieving both justice for victims and a safer society overall.

The findings of this study highlight critical issues and opportunities for reform in sentencing
practices for crimes against minors in the Republic of Kazakhstan and CIS countries. The
discussion focuses on interpreting these results in the context of existing legal frameworks, societal
challenges, and the broader implications for justice systems. A major theme emerging from the
analysis is the tension between punitive and rehabilitative approaches.

While Kazakhstan and Russia impose longer sentences for crimes against minors, their
relatively low rates of rehabilitation program implementation suggest a disproportionate focus on
punishment. Advantages of Longer Sentences: Stricter punitive measures may serve as a deterrent
to potential offenders, particularly in serious crimes such as sexual abuse and human trafficking.
However, this approach often neglects the importance of addressing the underlying causes of
criminal behavior [10].

Limitations of Over-Punishment: Harsh sentencing without concurrent rehabilitative efforts
may lead to prison overcrowding, higher societal costs, and an increased risk of re-offending after
release, particularly in countries with limited post-incarceration support [2].

The findings suggest that a combined strategy of punishment and rehabilitation, as seen in
some European countries, could improve outcomes by deterring crime while also addressing
offenders’ reintegration into society. The comparative analysis underscores significant disparities in
sentencing practices across CIS countries, reflecting variations in their legal systems and resource
allocations.

Kazakhstan and Russia: These countries exhibit more robust sentencing frameworks with
relatively higher penalties and some incorporation of rehabilitative programs. However, challenges
persist in consistently applying these measures, particularly in rural areas.

Kyrgyzstan and Uzbekistan: These nations impose shorter sentences and have limited
rehabilitative infrastructure, which could undermine efforts to combat recidivism and protect minors
effectively. The economic and institutional constraints in these countries highlight the need for
targeted international assistance and capacity-building initiatives [9].

The study reveals that rehabilitation programs are underutilized in most CIS countries, despite
evidence of their effectiveness in reducing recidivism. In Kazakhstan, where 30% of cases include
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rehabilitation measures, there are promising signs of success. However, the limited adoption of such
programs in countries like Uzbekistan (15%) indicates a gap that must be addressed.

Successful Models: Programs that combine psychological counseling, education, and
community reintegration have shown significant success in reducing re-offending rates in Western
contexts. Adopting similar models in CIS countries could lead to more sustainable outcomes [7].

Barriers to Implementation: Financial constraints, lack of trained personnel, and societal
attitudes toward offenders remain key obstacles to expanding rehabilitative justice in the region.

The United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child and other international frameworks
provide important guidelines for protecting minors and addressing crimes committed against them.
However, the alignment of domestic laws in CIS countries with these norms remains inconsistent.

Progress in Kazakhstan: Kazakhstan has made strides in incorporating international standards
into its legal system, evident in its relatively high penalties for crimes against minors.

Gaps in Implementation: Despite legal alignment, practical challenges such as corruption,
insufficient judicial training, and lack of monitoring mechanisms limit the full realization of these
norms across the region [8].

Based on the findings, several recommendations are proposed to improve sentencing practices
and protect minors effectively. Expand Rehabilitation Programs: Governments should prioritize
funding for rehabilitation initiatives and integrate them into sentencing practices.

Enhance Judicial Training: Training programs for judges and prosecutors can ensure
consistent application of legal standards and international norms.

Develop Regional Cooperation: CIS countries can benefit from sharing best practices and
resources to address common challenges in child protection.

Invest in Community-Based Interventions: Community programs targeting at-risk populations
can help prevent crimes against minors before they occur.

The discussion highlights the need for a balanced approach that combines punitive measures
with robust rehabilitative programs to achieve justice for minors and prevent future offenses. While
countries like Kazakhstan and Russia demonstrate partial success, significant gaps remain,
particularly in resource-constrained nations like Kyrgyzstan and Uzbekistan.

Addressing these challenges requires coordinated efforts at the national, regional, and
international levels, ensuring that the rights and well-being of minors are prioritized in all aspects of
the justice system.

The study underscores the critical importance of establishing balanced sentencing practices
for crimes against minors in the Republic of Kazakhstan and CIS countries.

The comparative analysis revealed significant disparities in sentencing durations, the
implementation of rehabilitation programs, and the alignment of domestic legal systems with
international child protection norms. These differences highlight the need for targeted reforms to
ensure the justice system effectively deters crimes, supports the recovery of victims, and addresses
the root causes of offending behavior.

In countries like Kazakhstan and Russia, longer sentences have shown some success in
reducing recidivism rates, but the limited use of rehabilitation programs undermines their long-term
effectiveness. Conversely, nations such as Kyrgyzstan and Uzbekistan demonstrate lower sentence
durations and an even smaller reliance on rehabilitative justice, further compounding challenges in
reducing re-offending rates and safeguarding minors.

The findings suggest that a holistic approach is necessary, integrating punitive measures with
rehabilitative programs to achieve sustainable outcomes. Expanding access to psychological
counseling, vocational training, and community reintegration initiatives can play a pivotal role in
addressing systemic issues contributing to crimes against minors.
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Furthermore, enhancing judicial training, improving monitoring mechanisms, and fostering
regional collaboration can strengthen the effectiveness of sentencing practices across the CIS
region.

Finally, the study emphasizes the importance of aligning domestic practices with international
standards, such as the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child. By prioritizing the
best interests of minors and adopting evidence-based strategies, CIS countries can build justice
systems that not only punish offenders but also protect and empower the most vulnerable members
of society.
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