UDC 343.8 CouianbHo-npaBoBi cTyaji. 2025. T. 8, Ne 2
DOI: 10.32518/sals2.2025.131 Social & Legal Studios. 2025. Vol. 8, No. 2

Problems of the development
of post-penitentiary probation in Kazakhstan

Nurlan Tleshaliyev

PhD in Law, Associate Professor

Caspian University

050000, 85A Dostyk Ave., Aimaty, Republic of Kazakhstan
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3871-866X

Azamat Tleubayev

Graduate Student, Senior Lecturer

Caspian University

050000, 85A Dostyk Ave., Aimaty, Republic of Kazakhstan
https://orcid.org/0009-0001-7099-0922

Gulzipa Duisenbayeva

Master of Science, Junior Researcher

Caspian University

050000, 85A Dostyk Ave., Aimaty, Republic of Kazakhstan
https://orcid.org/0009-0001-8750-4193

Anzhelika Tsoy

Master of Science

Caspian University

050000, 85A Dostyk Ave., Aimaty, Republic of Kazakhstan
https://orcid.org/0009-0002-7884-6922

Akmaral Smanova*

PhD in Law, Senior Lecturer

Al-Farabi Kazakh National University

050040, 71 Al-Farabi Ave., Aimaty, Republic of Kazakhstan
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4636-4240

Abstract. The purpose of this study was to conduct a critical analysis of the practice of post-penitentiary probation in
Kazakhstan. Terminological, hermeneutic, and comparative methods were employed. The study explored the essence
of probation, identified its main types, and examined post-penitentiary probation as an integral component in greater
detail. The experiences of Norway and Sweden in this area were analysed, and it was established that these states
effectively implement penitentiary probation through a combination of measures: guaranteeing humane treatment,
adhering to the principle of normalisation, implementing individual supervision, facilitating the reintegration of
released convicts, and reducing recidivism. The importance of incorporating these measures into the Kazakhstani system
as prospects for development was emphasised. As a result, a comparative analysis of Kazakhstan’s national legal acts
and the international framework regulating penitentiary probation was conducted. Specifically, the following aspects
were compared: the rights of persons released from prison; the definition of probation; the main principles and types of
probation; means of rehabilitation and resocialisation; and the application of post-penitentiary probation. Additionally,
statistics on the crime and security indices in Kazakhstan, Norway, and Sweden were analysed. It was found that
Norway had the most favourable indicators, with a crime rate of 32.6 and a security index of 67.4; Kazakhstan occupied
a middle position with scores of 45.9 and 54.1, respectively; while Sweden recorded a higher crime rate of 48.4 and
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a security index of 51.6. The state of post-penitentiary probation provision in Kazakhstan was investigated, and its
main problems were identified: high recidivism; insufficient supervision of former convicts; lack of financial resources;
limited social and legal assistance; discrimination based on criminal records; low levels of inter-agency cooperation;
and a shortage of qualified personnel. The findings of this study may be useful in identifying ways to address these

issues in Kazakhstan

Keywords: probation; imprisonment; correctional institution; released convicted persons; regulatory legal act

Introduction

The issue of providing post-penitentiary probation in Ka-
zakhstan remains relevant due to the challenges faced by
individuals released from correctional institutions. These
challenges include a high rate of recidivism, social stig-
matisation, and deficiencies in the system of support for
reintegration into society. Such problems highlight the ur-
gent need to establish and enhance the system of control
and assistance for persons on probation. Addressing these
challenges is essential for preventing repeat offending, re-
ducing recidivism, ensuring respect for human rights, and
strengthening social security in Kazakhstan. For this reason,
the experience of Norway and Sweden in the post-peniten-
tiary probation system is of particular importance, as these
countries have effectively implemented measures to ensure
proper conditions of detention and assistance for individuals
on post-trial probation (PTP).

Thus, A.E. Lerman et al. (2024) investigated the effec-
tiveness of a joint supervision programme for individuals in
the PTP, known as the Pathways Home Programme, com-
pared with a traditional supervision system. It was found
that participants in the programme were more likely (by
17%) to attend their first meeting with a probation officer
within 48 hours of release and were less likely (by 14%) to
breach the terms of probation within one year of release.
The authors emphasised that Pathways Home Programme is
an effective tool for successfully completing the probation
period for high-risk individuals and demonstrated the value
of encouraging the participation of convicts in the reintegra-
tion process.

The study by M. Berghuis et al. (2022) aimed to exam-
ine how different patterns of prison visits — specifically their
duration, frequency, and consistency — affect the behaviour
of offenders following their release. The researchers found
that certain visitation patterns, such as more regular and
timely visits, were associated with a reduction in offending
during the trial period. It was emphasised that maintaining
consistent and timely prison visits is an important factor in
the successful reintegration of former prisoners and the pre-
vention of recidivism. In turn, K.K. Rakhimberdin (2024) an-
alysed the institution of detention as a form of punishment
within the criminal legislation of Kazakhstan. The author
examined the regulatory and practical aspects of the appli-
cation of arrest as a punitive measure, identifying contradic-
tions and shortcomings in legislative regulation, including
discrepancies in legal concepts, lack of clarity in procedural
norms, and challenges in harmonising detention practices.
The researcher concluded that addressing these issues would
enhance the effectiveness and transparency of detention as
a form of punishment within Kazakhstan’s criminal justice
system. In parallel, G. Rakhimova et al. (2024) analysed the
state of Kazakhstan’s penal system, focusing on the dispari-
ty between legislative intentions and the actual experiences
of recidivists. The authors observed that the penal system
is in decline and fails to meet the needs of the citizens of

wKazakhstan. The researchers stressed the need for funda-
mental reforms to ensure compliance with legal standards
and to align with public expectations.

Meanwhile, S.T. Toedtman (2024) examined the Nor-
wegian criminal justice system, particularly the contrast
between its international reputation for advanced rehabil-
itation methods and criticism from domestic stakeholders.
The study highlighted that low recidivism rates and the pro-
vision of humane detention conditions are strengths of the
Norwegian probation system. However, the researcher noted
that as a result of the Avbyrakratiserings- og effektiviser-
ingsreformen reform, funding for certain rehabilitation pro-
grammes was reduced, which negatively affected the qual-
ity of services provided to convicts. S. Koffeld-Hamidane et
al. (2023) conducted a qualitative study on how meetings
with probation officers assist individuals who have served
their sentences in avoiding a return to criminal behaviour.
The study found that support, respect, and meaningful in-
teraction during such meetings are key factors that encour-
age individuals to refrain from further criminal activity.
The researchers concluded that improved communication
between probation officers and their supervisees enhances
motivation and reduces the risk of recidivism. In particular,
E.A. Weswasi et al. (2023) conducted a quasi-experimental
study to analyse the relationship between recidivism and the
period following release from prison among adult offend-
ers who were first-time detainees in Sweden. The results in-
dicated that changes in the length of imprisonment do not
influence recidivism rates, regardless of the criteria used to
measure this indicator. The authors emphasised that the du-
ration of imprisonment has minimal impact on the likeli-
hood of reoffending after release.

In their study, P.J. Béckstrom et al. (2022) evaluated
the predictive validity of the Risk-Need-Responsivity As-
sessment (RNR-A) instrument used in Sweden by analysing
recidivism data from 2,442 offenders over a 24-month fol-
low-up period. The results demonstrated satisfactory predic-
tive accuracy, with ROC-AUC values ranging from 0.67 to
0.76, indicating high reliability of the instrument in identi-
fying individuals with varying levels of risk. The researchers
found the RNR-A scale to be effective, although its predic-
tive power was lower among offenders convicted of violent
crimes compared to other types of offenders.

Despite the extensive scientific foundation on proba-
tion and its implementation, a significant gap remains in
the study of the provision of post-penitentiary probation,
particularly in Kazakhstan. There is also a lack of compre-
hensive and up-to-date research concerning the experiences
of Kazakhstan, Norway, and Sweden. Even fewer studies in-
corporate a comparative perspective that examines national
and international legislation, as well as the experiences of
multiple legal systems in relation to post-penitentiary pro-
bation. The purpose of this study was to determine how
post-penitentiary probation is provided in Kazakhstan and



to identify the main developmental challenges and future
prospects for this form of probation. The principal objectives
of the study were as follows:

= to investigate the positive aspects of the experience
of Norway and Sweden in the provision of post-penitentiary
probation;

= to conduct a comparative analysis of the legislation
of Kazakhstan and international legislation on penitentiary
probation;

= to examine the conditions for the provision of
post-penitentiary probation in Kazakhstan, as well as meas-
ures to prevent recidivism, and to identify current problems
and future prospects.

Materials and methods

To interpret and analyse the regulatory legal acts, a termi-
nological method was employed, which facilitated the study
of the concept and content of post-penitentiary probation,
as well as probation more broadly. Additionally, the her-
meneutic method was applied to establish the meaning of
these definitions within a broader legal context, particularly
to examine how these concepts are implemented in prac-
tice in the jurisdictions of Kazakhstan, Norway, and Sweden.
To conduct a comparative analysis of the legal framework
of Kazakhstan and international provisions in the field of
penitentiary probation, the study referenced key regulatory
legal acts, including the Law of the Republic of Kazakhstan
No. 38-IV LRK “On Probation” (2016), and the Constitution
of the Republic of Kazakhstan (1995), which are the prima-
ry national legal instruments in this area. Furthermore, the
United Nations Standard Minimum Rules for Non-custodial
Measures (The Tokyo Rules) (1990) was used to illustrate
key international standards for ensuring penitentiary proba-
tion. In addition, the following regional instruments were in-
cluded for comparison: Recommendation of the Committee
of Ministers No. CM/Rec(2010)1 “To Member States on the
Council of Europe Probation Rules” (2010), and Directive of
the European Parliament and of the Council No. 2016/343
“On the Strengthening of Certain Aspects of the Presumption
of Innocence and of the Right to Be Present at the Trial in
Criminal Proceedings” (2016).

The comparative method was crucial to the study, ena-
bling the comparison of the provisions of Kazakh and inter-
national legal instruments on penitentiary probation, espe-
cially in relation to the core standards for its provision. In
particular, the analysis focused on the following aspects: the
rights of individuals on probation; the definition of proba-
tion; the fundamental principles of probation; types of pro-
bation; means of rehabilitation and resocialisation; and the
implementation of probation.

In addition, statistical data from the World Population
Review (2025) for the second half of 2024 were analysed
with respect to the crime rate index and the safety index
in Kazakhstan, Norway, and Sweden. The Global Organized
Crime Index is updated every six months. Specifically, the
Global Organized Crime Index is calculated by dividing the
total number of registered crimes by the total population,
with the result then multiplied by 100,000 to yield an indi-
cator per 100,000 people. This methodology enables com-
parison of crime rates across different regions and popula-
tion groups. It is important to note that the crime rate is
influenced by multiple factors, including socio-economic
variables such as unemployment and poverty, the level of
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law enforcement activity, and demographic aspects, particu-
larly the age structure of the population.

Results

The experience of Norway and Sweden as advanced
countries in providing post-penitentiary supervision. In
general, probation is a criminal law instrument that grants
a person found guilty of an offence the right to be released
from serving a sentence in the form of deprivation of liberty
or other punishments, or to be partially exempted from such
a sentence. The application of probation is conditional upon
compliance with specific requirements and is subject to mon-
itoring by judicial or other authorised bodies (Dominey &
Canton, 2022). Such conditions may include participation in
counselling and rehabilitation programmes; restrictions on
contact with certain individuals or bans on visiting specific
locations; meetings with a probation officer; attendance at
court sessions when required by judicial decision; stable em-
ployment or enrolment in specialised programmes aimed at
supporting the reintegration of offenders into society, among
others (Brooker et al., 2020; Ruhland & Scheibler, 2021;).

Thus, the offender is granted the opportunity to remain
in the community, which contributes to the process of reha-
bilitation while also safeguarding public security (Probation
Explained: Everything..., 2024). The primary aim of proba-
tion is to facilitate the resocialisation of the offender and
support his reintegration into society without the imposition
of a custodial sentence. The focus of this process is the crea-
tion of conditions that enable the individual to return to a so-
cially productive and socially adapted way of life. Probation
therefore functions as a mechanism for mitigating punish-
ment and providing social intervention based on principles of
control, supervision, and trust (Moroz & Horislavska, 2024).

According to the United Nations Interregional Crime
and Justice Research Institute (1997), probation is catego-
rised as follows: Pre-trial probation — involves an agreement
reached before the accused is found guilty or before they
admit guilt (Dhami & van den Brink, 2022); Community su-
pervision — allows the offender to serve a sentence outside
prison but under continuous supervision by the relevant pro-
bation authorities (Jiang et al., 2022; Schaefer et al., 2022);
Post-penitentiary probation, also known as “post-release su-
pervision”, applies to individuals who have served a prison
sentence and are released under the condition of ongoing
probationary oversight (Kué, 2021; Chasciar et al., 2025).

Thus, post-penitentiary probation is a central compo-
nent of the probation system as a whole and may be charac-
terised as a comprehensive approach to the reintegration of
offenders into the community. This approach focuses on the
psychological, social, and economic factors that determine
the success of reintegration. A notable feature of this system
is the provision of support tailored to the individual needs
of each offender; probation officers develop a personalised
plan for each supervisee, based on an assessment of the risk
of reoffending and specific needs (Mertl, 2022). Such an ap-
proach has proven to be more effective in preventing re-
cidivism. Moreover, public supervision, which emphasises
support and assistance rather than direct control, promotes
the involvement of non-governmental organisations (NGO)
and local authorities (Stanek et al., 2021). Hence, the es-
sence of post-penitentiary probation lies in its function as
a transitional phase between imprisonment and a return to
full participation in society (Youssef, 2023; Jasiniski, 2024).
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Crucial to the implementation of PTP at the national
level is the adoption of advanced international experience,
particularly that of countries such as Norway and Sweden,
which are recognised as leaders in the field of probation and
maintain low recidivism rates. Both countries share a com-
mon approach to probation, which prioritises providing in-
dividuals on probation with appropriate support and access
to services equivalent to those available to the general pub-
lic (Todd-Kvam, 2020). In both jurisdictions, PTP is integrat-
ed into the correctional system, which is oriented towards
the individual characteristics, risks, needs, and capacities of
those under supervision. To support the effective and gradu-
al reintegration of individuals on PTP, Norway and Sweden
extensively apply progressive assessment methods and com-
munity-based programmes. Between 2020 and 2025, both
countries continued to enhance their probation systems,
employing the latest technologies and comprehensive inter-
vention models to improve outcomes. The effectiveness of
the post-penitentiary probation systems in these countries
is evidenced by their consistently low recidivism rates and
stable levels of public safety (Priestley & Vanstone, 2022).

Thus, the Norwegian concept of punishment is based
on the principle of normalisation, which stipulates that the
serving of a sentence should be as close as possible to life in
freedom. This principle is particularly evident in the proba-
tion system, where the focus lies on the gradual transition
of prisoners from high-security correctional institutions to
open-type facilities, rehabilitation centres, and ultimately to
release under community supervision. A key feature of the
provision of post-penitentiary supervision in Norway is the
state’s commitment to supporting the reintegration of released
individuals into normal social life. To this end, such individ-
uals are offered assistance from local municipalities in se-
curing employment, accessing education, receiving medical
and social support, and, in general, are accompanied by the
responsible authorities throughout the reintegration process.

An important tool for supervising individuals on PTP is
the electronic monitoring system, which allows offenders to
serve their sentences under house arrest. It should be noted
that in recent years (particularly in 2023-2024), a trend has
emerged indicating that the use of such monitoring in Nor-
way is associated with a slight decrease in recidivism rates.
Specifically, recidivism among individuals serving sentences
under electronic monitoring ranges from 6% to 12%, com-
pared to 5% to 15% for those held in custodial institutions.
Thus, the application of this system reduces the burden on
the penitentiary system and supports reintegration by main-
taining family and community ties (Weswasi, 2025).

An integral aspect of post-penitentiary probation in Nor-
way is the collaboration between probation officers and lo-
cal organisations responsible for employment, housing, and
access to healthcare services, as social security is essential
to effective relapse prevention. Furthermore, rehabilitation
programmes targeting individuals with substance abuse
problems or mental health disorders are actively implement-
ed within the post-penitentiary probation framework, with
the participation of NGO. The Norwegian post-penitentiary
probation system also places strong emphasis on the princi-
ples of voluntariness and respect for human dignity, foster-
ing trust-based relationships between probation officers and
their supervisees (Koffeld-Hamidane et al., 2023).

Similar to Norway, the Swedish probation system also
emphasises the importance of an individualised approach

based on specific circumstances, the principle of normalisa-
tion, and rehabilitation. A key element of the Swedish mod-
el is the use of standardised assessment tools based on the
RNR-A framework, which guides probation officers in de-
termining the appropriate level of supervision and response
measures, tailored to the characteristics, risks, and rehabili-
tation needs of each offender (Backstrom et al., 2022). Since
2021, Sweden has been widely implementing the KRIM-
STICS programme, adapted from Canada’s Strategic Training
Initiative in Community Supervision. KRIMSTICS provides a
structured framework for engaging with individuals on com-
munity-based sentences, promoting socially adaptive behav-
iour and preventing recidivism through the use of cognitive
behavioural therapy techniques.

Swedish prisons also collaborate with social services,
healthcare providers, educational institutions, and employ-
ment agencies to ensure the comprehensive needs of incar-
cerated individuals are met. Moreover, prisons are respon-
sible for preparing inmates for release, which includes the
use of electronic monitoring and placement in rehabilita-
tion centres to facilitate the transition from prison to soci-
ety. Some offenders are subjected to enhanced supervision
through electronic monitoring, allowing them to serve their
sentences under house arrest under strictly regulated con-
ditions (Spytska, 2024). This measure is typically applied
to short-term sentences, as it has been shown to alleviate
prison overcrowding without compromising public safety.
Crucially, rehabilitation efforts also include treatment for
substance addiction and the provision of psychological sup-
port (Becker-Pestka, 2022; Bonta, 2023).

The application of the RNR-A and KRIMSTICS models in
Sweden during the 2022-2025 period has yielded improved
outcomes within the prison system, owing to greater adher-
ence to evidence-based practices and increased engagement
with inmates (Sutton et al., 2023). Compared to many oth-
er countries, Sweden maintains a relatively low recidivism
rate — ranging between 30-40% in the years following re-
lease — reflecting a balanced correctional system that com-
bines appropriate levels of supervision and rehabilitation
with strong community involvement (Swedish National
Council for Crime Prevention, n.d.). Thus, the post-peniten-
tiary probation systems in Norway and Sweden demonstrate
the effectiveness of integrating a humane approach, person-
alised supervision, and active reintegration of released pris-
oners into society to reduce recidivism.

Legal basis for providing penitentiary probation in
Kazakhstan: Comparative analysis of national and inter-
national legal acts. The probation system in Kazakhstan is
governed by an extensive regulatory and legal framework,
primarily comprising the Constitution of the Republic of Ka-
zakhstan (1995) and the Law of the Republic of Kazakhstan
No. 38-1IV LRK “On Probation” (2016). This framework also
incorporates international legal instruments, including the
United Nations Standard Minimum Rules for Non-custodi-
al Measures (The Tokyo Rules) (1990), Recommendation of
the Committee of Ministers No. CM/Rec(2010)1 “To Mem-
ber States on the Council of Europe Probation Rules” (2010),
and Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council
No. 2016/343 “On the Strengthening of Certain Aspects of
the Presumption of Innocence and of the Right to Be Pres-
ent at the Trial in Criminal Proceedings” (2016). Collective-
ly, these documents define probation as a mechanism for
re-adaptation into society, implemented through vocational



training and education, individual psychological support,
and post-release behavioural monitoring of convicted per-
sons (Adilbekova, 2021).

Accordingly, the legal regulation of probation in Ka-
zakhstan — largely based on the principles enshrined in the
Constitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan and the Law on
Probation — provides a detailed definition of the rights of
individuals undergoing probation. These rights include ac-
cess to information concerning their rights and obligations,
legal status (including the circumstances, nature, and con-
tent of the imposed sentence), and the conditions of its ex-
ecution; as well as the procedures governing penitentiary
probation. In addition, individuals have the right to appeal
against decisions or actions of the probation authorities, and
the opportunity to participate in social adaptation and reha-
bilitation programmes. This legal framework reflects a hu-
man rights-oriented approach and aligns fully with the con-
stitutional guarantees of social protection and correction,
as set out in Articles 16 and 34 of the Constitution of the
Republic of Kazakhstan (1995). International instruments —
particularly the Recommendation of the Committee of Min-
isters No. CM/Rec(2010)1 “To Member States on the Coun-
cil of Europe Probation Rules” (2010) and Article 10 of the
United Nations Standard Minimum Rules for Non-custodial
Measures (The Tokyo Rules) (1990) — establish comparable
rights, such as the right to freedom from discrimination, dig-
nity, and a fair trial. Moreover, Article 3 of the Directive of
the European Parliament and of the Council No. 2016/343
“On the Strengthening of Certain Aspects of the Presumption
of Innocence and of the Right to Be Present at the Trial in
Criminal Proceedings” (2016) guarantees the presumption
of innocence and the right to appeal, along with appropri-
ate treatment during the trial period. However, Kazakhstani
legislation is distinctive in that it explicitly codifies the right
to receive information in one’s native and comprehensible
language — an element that is not strongly emphasised in
international instruments.

According to Article 1 of the Criminal Procedure Code
of the Republic of Kazakhstan (2014), probation is defined
as a set of measures involving individual supervision and
public legal education, aimed at re-education and the pre-
vention of reoffending. These measures apply to suspects,
convicted individuals, and persons released from custodial
institutions. This definition integrates both control and edu-
cational functions, reflecting the holistic nature of the trial
period. At the international level, Section V of the Tokyo
Rules (1990) defines probation primarily as an alternative
to imprisonment — one that does not involve deprivation of
liberty and focuses on correction and social reintegration.
Thus, while Kazakhstan’s definition is consistent with the
international perspective, it places greater emphasis on the
element of control, including electronic monitoring and ju-
dicial obligations, thereby reflecting a more structured ap-
proach to supervisory functions.

It should also be noted that Article 12 of the Criminal
Procedure Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan (2014) distin-
guishes the following types of probation: pre-trial probation;
probation during the trial; post-sentence probation; and
post-penitentiary probation. This classification is necessary
to ensure an effective and timely response to the needs of
specific groups at high risk of reoffending, at different stages
of the criminal justice process — from investigation to impris-
onment and reintegration into society. It is noteworthy that
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international legislation does not provide a unified classifi-
cation of probation types, which represents a significant gap,
resulting in considerable variation among states in their ap-
proaches to providing probation (Khablo & Svoboda, 2024).

At the same time, Article 3 of the Criminal Procedure
Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan (2014) outlines the
core principles of probation, including: legality, humanism,
transparency (except in cases constituting state secrets), a
differentiated and individualised approach, the promotion
of law-abiding behaviour, and cooperation among public
authorities. These principles are intended to strike a balance
between control and support measures, with an emphasis
on the application of differentiated methods and positive
reinforcement. By comparison, the Recommendation of the
Committee of Ministers No. CM/Rec(2010)1 “To Member
States on the Council of Europe Probation Rules” (2010)
identifies the following key principles of penitentiary pro-
bation: respect for the rights of offenders and humane treat-
ment; prohibition of any form of discrimination; considera-
tion of the individual characteristics of the offender in each
case; observance of the presumption of innocence; and the
prohibition of disproportionate penalties. Thus, the inclu-
sion in Kazakhstani legislation of the principle of encourag-
ing lawful behaviour — promoting compliance with the law —
reflects an approach based on both deterrence and positive
reinforcement, which is not as explicitly articulated in the
international framework.

In Kazakhstan, the principal measures for the re-educa-
tion of offenders and their reintegration into society are le-
gally enshrined. According to Article 6 of the Law of the Re-
public of Kazakhstan No. 38-IV LRK “On Probation” (2016),
these measures include: legal and social support for second-
ary education, access to medical services and psychological
assistance, vocational training, provision of payments and
benefits, establishment of social security mechanisms, social
patronage and counselling services, provision of accommo-
dation for persons on probation, rehabilitation activities,
support for cultural development, and assistance with so-
cial reintegration. These measures are funded by the state
and are mandatory, indicating the comprehensive role of the
state in ensuring the reintegration of individuals who have
committed offences and served their sentences.

At the international level, such measures are enshrined
in the Tokyo Rules, which include: the provision of man-
datory medical care to offenders (as set out in Article 13);
the promotion of interaction between the public and indi-
viduals in correctional facilities (Articles 17-18); and coop-
eration between state and international actors in this area
(Article 23). In this context, Kazakhstan has established a
more universal and centralised system than that reflected
in international legislation. This system ensures consistency
and offers a wide range of re-education and reintegration
measures. However, it is also more rigid, limiting flexibility
and public participation.

Furthermore, Kazakhstani legislation explicitly defines
post-release probation as a distinct process occurring after
the completion of a custodial sentence. In particular, Part 2
of Article 17 of the Criminal Procedure Code of the Republic
of Kazakhstan (2014) stipulates that this process includes
measures of social support, assistance in resolving housing
issues, the provision of permanent employment, and reha-
bilitation efforts aimed at facilitating the reintegration of
former prisoners into society. By contrast, international law
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lacks a clearly defined legislative framework for probation,
which contributes to significant differences in how effective-
ly states implement their own reintegration programmes for
individuals released from custody.

Thus, Kazakhstan has developed a comprehensive pro-
bation system that not only aligns with international best
practices but is also notable for institutionalising social
patronage as a core function — an approach not commonly
adopted in other jurisdictions. Overall, the probation system
in Kazakhstan is well-developed and supported by a robust
legal framework that establishes clear principles, rights, and
procedures for the entire probation process — from pre-trial
to post-release stages. In constructing this system, leading
international standards were taken into account, particular-
ly those enshrined in the Tokyo Rules and Council of Europe
Probation Rules.

The strength of the national legislation lies in its system-
atic and exhaustive delineation of the rights and obligations
of individuals under probation supervision, the requirement
for rehabilitation measures, and the specification of various
types of probation. Together, these elements form a clear
and comprehensive system. Owing to the significant empha-
sis placed on the provision of social and legal assistance,
combined with supervisory mechanisms — especially elec-
tronic monitoring — a balanced approach is achieved. This
contributes to a reduction in recidivism and supports suc-
cessful social reintegration.

However, the effectiveness of this system is directly in-
fluenced by the practical implementation and adherence to
Kazakhstani legislation. The primary issues within the le-
gal framework include: the insufficient involvement of the
public and NGO, in contrast to international standards; the
absence of a clear delineation of the powers and responsi-
bilities of probation authorities, which leads to bureaucrat-
ic fragmentation and inconsistent practice; and the need to
strengthen guarantees for the observance of the right to a
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fair trial in accordance with international standards. Nota-
bly, Kazakhstani legislation lacks explicit references to in-
ternational norms on probation, which hinders the full har-
monisation of national legislation with global standards and
complicates mechanisms for accountability.

Post-penitentiary probation in Kazakhstan: Prob-
lems and prospects. Overall, the level of criminal activity in
Kazakhstan remains relatively high, highlighting the urgent
need for effective reforms in the field of post-penitentiary
probation, particularly with a view to reducing recidivism. A
reduction in repeat offending would, in turn, contribute to a
decrease in the overall crime rate across the country (Rakh-
imova et al., 2024). Figure 1 illustrates the crime rate index
and the security index, based on Global Organized Crime
Index data, for the three countries under study: Kazakhstan,
Norway, and Sweden. Thus, the data presented in Figure 1
relate to the second half of 2024 and provide an analysis of
crime and safety levels across 100 countries (where a low-
er crime index score and a higher safety score indicate bet-
ter outcomes). According to the data in Figure 1, Norway
demonstrates the most favourable indicators for both indi-
ces. Known for its effective post-penitentiary probation sys-
tem and low crime rate, Norway recorded a crime index of
32.6 and a safety index of 67.4, reflecting the success of its
crime prevention and rehabilitation strategies. Kazakhstan
occupies a central position among the three countries under
comparison, with a crime index of 45.9 and a safety index of
54.1. Sweden, meanwhile, registered a slightly higher crime
index of 48.4 and a safety index of 51.6 (World Population
Review, 2025). However, despite Kazakhstan’s relatively
better quantitative indicators, Sweden is recognised for its
effective provision of probation services more broadly, and
of PTP in particular. Sweden’s measures focus specifically on
supporting the mental health of prisoners and probationers,
as well as implementing an individualised approach to su-
pervision during PTP.

1 Crime index

M Security Index

Sweden

Figure 1. Crime and safety statistics according to Global Organized Crime Index
for the second half of 2024 in Kazakhstan, Norway and Sweden
Source: created by the author based on World Population Review (2025)

In Kazakhstan, PTP is primarily aimed at reducing re-
cidivism through the social reintegration of released pris-
oners and their supervision by relevant authorities. The
Department of Probation Service, under the Ministry of In-
ternal Affairs of Kazakhstan, is responsible for monitoring
compliance with early release conditions. In parallel, lo-
cal executive bodies and NGO - often with the support of
international bodies such as the United Nations Office on
Drugs and Crime (2024) — undertake measures to assist in
the reintegration of convicts into society. The Department
of Probation Service makes use of an integrated electronic
criminal justice system, which enables the comprehensive

registration and digital storage of personal dataand documents
concerning individuals on probation. This system facilitates
the Department of Probation Service in exercising systematic
control over the rehabilitation process of former prisoners.

Within the framework of the Department of Probation
Service, three main bodies interact to support former con-
victs during rehabilitation: The Department of Probation
Service oversees compliance with early release conditions
through the use of electronic surveillance tools, particularly
GPS bracelets that track an individual’s location. The State
Tax Service also conducts regular checks, especially of indi-
viduals considered to pose an elevated risk to public safety.



The local executive bodies hold the authority to provide di-
rect support and assistance to persons under administrative
supervision. This includes social and legal support, resolving
issues related to accommodation, employment, document
renewal, and establishing contact with municipal services.
Law enforcement agencies are tasked with enforcing judicial
restrictions and decisions, such as limitations on movement
or travel, and the issuance of permanent residence permits
for persons under administrative supervision (United Na-
tions Office on Drugs and Crime, 2024).

Thus, in Kazakhstan, these institutions collaborate to
provide effective support for individuals on probation, aim-
ing to facilitate their reintegration into society and prevent
potential recidivism. The following measures reflect not
only how the state supports released convicts but also how
it implements preventive strategies against further offences.
One of the most pressing challenges for released individuals
is securing stable housing. In response, the Government of
Kazakhstan, through the local executive bodies, allocates
temporary accommodation to such individuals. However,
the availability and quality of this housing — particularly
whether it is habitable — vary significantly across differ-
ent regions. This, coupled with prevailing societal stigma
against former prisoners, often results in their social iso-
lation (United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime, 2019;
Anuarbek & Zharkenova, 2020).

To address this issue, the state continues to invest in
improving housing conditions to better support the reinte-
gration process. In parallel, to assist with the employment
of released individuals and their retraining in new profes-
sions (e.g., welder, carpenter, plasterer), Kazakhstan has
established partnerships with local businesses and vocation-
al colleges. Nevertheless, despite state efforts, many enter-
prises and institutions remain unwilling to employ individ-
uals with criminal records. To overcome this barrier, and
in alignment with international best practices, the state has
launched initiatives aimed at incentivising employers and
promoting small business development among former con-
victs (Mukasheva et al., 2024).

Another important measure in Kazakhstan, aimed at fa-
cilitating rehabilitation during PTP, is the establishment of
educational facilities directly within prisons, including sec-
ondary schools and vocational institutions. These initiatives
aim to provide prisoners with opportunities to obtain for-
mal education or enhance their professional skills, thereby
improving their employment prospects upon release. More-
over, with the support of social workers who continue to
engage with former prisoners, individual learning assistance
is offered throughout the PTP period. However, the chal-
lenge of securing adequate funding for such educational and
support programmes remains a significant obstacle (Muka-
sheva et al., 2023).

In addition, a vital component of social rehabilitation
is the provision of psychological assistance to support re-
leased prisoners in overcoming post-traumatic stress, addic-
tions, and the challenges associated with reintegration into
society. Psychological support services are offered through
both state institutions and NGO; however, their availability
remains limited due to a shortage of qualified specialists.
To address this issue and ensure the provision of adequate
psychological care, the government is working to expand the
network of rehabilitation centres and emergency response
programmes (Nesterov, 2020). In the context of PTP, it is
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equally important for the state to provide legal assistance to
released individuals, who frequently encounter difficulties
in restoring essential documents — such as identity cards —
without which they cannot access social services, secure
employment, or obtain housing. Legal services assist in re-
storing such documentation and guide individuals through
bureaucratic procedures, helping them to overcome admin-
istrative barriers that hinder reintegration (Pylypenko &
Zmysna, 2023). These services also play a role in combating
discrimination based on criminal records. Although discrim-
ination is prohibited by law, practical enforcement remains
problematic. Legal aid services also support individuals in
pre-trial detention by informing them of their rights and ob-
ligations in accordance with the conditions established by
the court (Azhibaev, 2020; Zhunisbayeva et al., 2021).

Overall, Kazakhstan’s approach to PTP seeks to enhance
the social welfare and reintegration of former prisoners.
This includes the provision of housing, employment oppor-
tunities, access to education and psychological support, as
well as legal aid aimed at restoring rights and protecting
individuals from discrimination or harassment related to
their criminal record. Through these comprehensive meas-
ures, Kazakhstan aims to establish an integrated post-pen-
itentiary supervision system that supports individuals from
the point of release to full reintegration into society. While
these measures are fundamental to successful reintegration,
persistent challenges — including limited resources and pub-
lic stigma — underscore the need for further reforms and
increased international cooperation to improve the overall
effectiveness and accessibility of support services.

Thus, the provision of post-penitentiary supervision
in Kazakhstan faces several significant challenges that un-
dermine its effectiveness in supervising released prisoners
and facilitating their social reintegration. These include:
High recidivism rates and inadequate supervision of for-
mer convicts. Approximately 70% of released individuals
reoffend and return to prison. This trend suggests that cur-
rent post-penitentiary supervision measures are insufficient
for preventing repeat offences. A contributing factor is the
lack of differentiated supervision and the use of inadequate
risk assessment methods. Many individuals under post-pen-
itentiary supervision do not receive proper individualised
support, which is a crucial condition for successful rehabil-
itation (Mukasheva et al., 2024). Lack of financial resourc-
es, limited social and legal assistance, and discrimination
based on criminal record. Released individuals often face
stigma from employers and local communities, which re-
stricts their access to employment and housing. The limited
availability of comprehensive rehabilitation programmes —
particularly those offering psychological support and vo-
cational training — exacerbates their social isolation. Poor
coordination among probation authorities, correctional
institutions, NGOs, and local government bodies. Cooper-
ation is often hampered by bureaucratic obstacles, lead-
ing to delays in the provision of essential services and dis-
rupting the continuity of rehabilitation following release.
Shortage of well-trained specialists to supervise individuals
during PTP. Most probation authorities staff lack special-
ised training in psychology, social work, or rehabilitation
methodologies. Consequently, the prevailing approach in
practice tends to be punitive rather than supportive, which
impedes positive behavioural change among probationers
(Corley, 2022).
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In response to these challenges, Kazakhstan has initiated
a series of reforms aimed at improving the post-sentence pro-
bation system. These include the adoption of advanced elec-
tronic monitoring tools and the implementation of a unified
probation case management system. These measures reflect
the state’s commitment to streamlining the probation process
and optimising decision-making based on accurate and reli-
able data. A key prospective solution is the incorporation of
risk and needs assessment mechanisms, which would enable
probation officers to adopt a more individualised approach
to supervision. This, in turn, would enhance the effectiveness
of probation measures and help avoid imposing excessive
restrictions on individuals assessed as posing a low risk to
society (United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime, 2024).

An important direction for addressing the challenges in
the provision of post-penitentiary supervision in Kazakhstan
is international support, particularly from organisations such
as the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime and the EU.
This support facilitates the implementation of projects aimed
at strengthening the capacity of probation authorities, includ-
ing the development of gender-sensitive tools and specialised
training for probation authorities’ staff. These initiatives are
in line with international best practices, which emphasise
rehabilitation, social reintegration, and the protection of hu-
man rights. Another promising direction involves enhancing
Kazakhstan’s legal reforms to expand opportunities for early
release under house arrest schemes and to introduce condi-
tional release from custody subject to compliance with su-
pervision requirements. These reforms increase the number
of individuals placed under community supervision instead
of serving custodial sentences. This shift reflects a progres-
sive move towards alternative sanctions, which not only al-
leviates prison overcrowding but also improves reintegration
outcomes — provided the necessary resources are allocated to
ensure the effectiveness of such measures (United Nations
Office on Drugs and Crime, 2024; Tleubayev et al., 2024).

Furthermore, the development of post-penitentiary su-
pervision in Kazakhstan would greatly benefit from the adop-
tion of advanced international practices, particularly those
of Norway and Sweden. For instance, implementing the Nor-
wegian Reintegration Guarantee model — which offers coor-
dinated support for released prisoners in accessing housing,
education, healthcare, and employment — would contribute
to the establishment of a predictable and structured release
process. This model emphasises shared responsibility be-
tween the state and society and involves dedicated profes-
sionals to coordinate reintegration efforts, helping to ensure
a smoother transition from custody to community life — an
area that remains a significant challenge in Kazakhstan.

From Sweden’s experience, Kazakhstan could adopt the
use of structured, evidence-based assessment tools, notably
the RNR-A model and the KRIMSTICS programme. These
tools enable a personalised approach to supervision, tai-
lored to the risks and needs of released individuals, thereby
enhancing the effectiveness of rehabilitation. Additionally,
Sweden’s principle of normalization — whereby prisoners
have access to the same services as other members of socie-
ty — can help reduce stigma and improve social inclusion in
Kazakhstan. Both Norway and Sweden place strong empha-
sis on the professional training of prison staff and on cooper-
ation with social services, healthcare providers, and employ-
ment agencies. By drawing on their experience, Kazakhstan
has the opportunity to establish a more humane, effective,

and rehabilitation-focused penitentiary system — one capa-
ble of reducing crime and recidivism, while supporting for-
mer convicts in their return to full participation in society.

Discussion

The provision of post-penitentiary supervision in Kazakhstan
faces substantial challenges that hinder the effective rein-
tegration of individuals who have served their sentences.
Notably, post-penitentiary supervision suffers from poor co-
ordination between penitentiary institutions, social services,
and NGO, which is essential for addressing the complex and
multifaceted needs of former convicts — particularly in secur-
ing employment, housing, and access to social assistance. By
contrast, countries such as Norway and Sweden have imple-
mented effective post-penitentiary supervision mechanisms
grounded in principles such as individualised support, nor-
malisation, institutional integration, and inter-agency coop-
eration. These systems contribute to lower recidivism rates
and more successful reintegration outcomes. Drawing on the
experience of these countries, Kazakhstan has the opportu-
nity to enhance its post-penitentiary supervision by adopt-
ing a more holistic approach — one that incorporates legal
reforms, improved social support mechanisms, and stronger
collaboration between relevant institutions.

This study has examined the key challenges in the devel-
opment of post-penitentiary supervision in Kazakhstan, with
particular emphasis on the importance of adopting a differ-
entiated approach to the supervision of former offenders and
the potential benefits of integrating international best prac-
tices — specifically from Norway and Sweden - into the na-
tional framework. In this context, the findings are consistent
with the study by S. Verweij et al. (2024), which explored
the relationship between supervision and recidivism among
Dutch prisoners released in 2012 and 2013. That study found
that effective supervision contributes to reduced recidivism,
but that the quality and targeting of support measures are
more important than their sheer quantity. Although both
studies underscore the critical role of supervision in reduc-
ing reoffending during the post-penitentiary supervision pe-
riod, there are notable differences in focus and scope. While
authors relied on empirical data from the Netherlands and
concluded that increasing the number of probationary inter-
ventions does not necessarily yield improved outcomes, they
emphasised the importance of targeted and constructive sup-
port. This view aligns with the findings of the present study;
however, unlike S. Verweij et al., this study also identified
systemic and legislative barriers within Kazakhstan that im-
pede the implementation of effective supervision practices.
The findings of researchers are particularly relevant for Ka-
zakhstan, as they highlight the importance of reforming the
supervision system for persons in detention in order to en-
hance their reintegration into society. By addressing legal
and institutional limitations, Kazakhstan can create a more
functional, human-rights-oriented, and outcome-driven pro-
bation system.

The importance of individualised approaches to pris-
oners during incarceration is further supported by the find-
ings of R. Yu et al. (2022), who concluded that the primary
factors influencing reoffending among former prisoners in
Sweden were individual characteristics rather than the con-
ditions of detention within penitentiary institutions. Accord-
ingly, the present study aligns closely with the conclusions
of authors particularly in asserting that Kazakhstan’s prison



system should move away from a standardised, one-size-fits-
all model in favour of developing risk assessment tools and
personalised supervision plans tailored to the specific needs
of individual prisoners, as practised in Sweden. However,
it is important to note that the study by R. Yu et al. (2022)
presents a limitation in that it did not account for the ju-
risdictional differences across various countries. In contrast,
the present study found that Kazakhstan faces distinct leg-
islative constraints and resource limitations, which compli-
cate the direct implementation of individualised approaches.
This highlights the necessity of adapting international best
practices — especially those from Sweden - to the socio-legal
and institutional context of Kazakhstan.

A key finding of this study is the recognition that effec-
tive reintegration of individuals released from custody is de-
termined less by the severity of the offence committed than
by the availability of opportunities and support after release.
This conclusion is consistent with the findings of K. Suon-
paa et al. (2023), who demonstrated that individuals im-
prisoned in Finland for serious violent crimes do not exhibit
significantly higher rates of recidivism or lower employment
levels compared to those convicted of less serious offenc-
es. Both the present study and the study by K. Suonpii et
al. (2023) emphasise the critical importance of post-re-
lease outcomes, particularly the need for well-structured
post-penitentiary supervision and reintegration measures.
Overall, the research by the authors and the present study
are in agreement on the necessity of providing high-quality,
individualised assistance to former prisoners and ensuring
adequate conditions for their social reintegration. Specifical-
ly, K. Suonpéa et al. (2023) argue that the seriousness of the
crime is not a decisive factor for successful reintegration — a
view echoed in this study, which underlines the role of tar-
geted support and systemic reform. Additionally, this study
extends those findings by offering a critique of Kazakhstan’s
current legal and institutional framework, thereby under-
scoring the urgency of implementing proven international
practices to improve reintegration outcomes.

In addition, this study revealed a lack of comprehen-
sive social support, which constitutes a significant barrier to
the effective implementation of PTP in Kazakhstan. Similar
conclusions were drawn by D. Mukasheva et al. (2024), who
found that prisoners’ positive attitudes towards rehabilita-
tion in Kazakhstan are closely linked to the availability of
social support, the involvement of NGOs, and the mainte-
nance of family ties. The researchers also observed that male
prisoners generally exhibit more favourable perceptions of
rehabilitation than female prisoners, and that harsh impris-
onment conditions and chronic health issues adversely in-
fluence these perceptions. While D. Mukasheva et al. (2024)
highlighted the importance of offenders’ subjective percep-
tions during incarceration, the present study expands on
this by examining how such perceptions should inform the
design and implementation of rehabilitation programmes
following release. Their findings were especially relevant
for this study, as they underscored the pivotal role of social
support. However, this study further demonstrates that the
realisation of comprehensive social support in Kazakhstan
requires substantial reform of the post-penitentiary supervi-
sion system, particularly within the legislative framework —
thus complementing and extending the conclusions reached
by D. Mukasheva et al. (2024) Both studies are aligned
in their recognition of the critical role that social support
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mechanisms and inter-agency cooperation play in facilitating
the successful reintegration of former prisoners in Kazakhstan.

Another key finding of the present study is the identifi-
cation of societal stigma and lack of support as major imped-
iments to the reintegration of ex-offenders. This aligns with
the conclusions of a qualitative study by I.J. Sandbukt (2021)
conducted in Norway, which emphasised that societal recog-
nition and community support are essential to the successful
rehabilitation of sex offenders, particularly in the absence of
intensive criminal justice interventions. Overall, both stud-
ies agree that societal prejudice undermines the rehabilita-
tion process and that active community engagement is vital
to overcoming this challenge. A comparison of the research
conducted by I.J. Sandbukt (2021) and the present study —
both of which focus on the challenges of post-sentence pro-
bation — highlights a shared emphasis on the importance of
public support and the implementation of effective measures
to reduce recidivism. However, while 1.J. Sandbukt’s study
demonstrated that public support exists, it also revealed that
deep-seated societal prejudice remains a serious barrier to
successful reintegration. This finding suggests that legal re-
forms alone are insufficient to address the stigma faced by
former offenders. In contrast, the present study found that in
Kazakhstan, these challenges are further exacerbated by sys-
temic and legislative shortcomings. This represents a point
of divergence from author’s findings, as overcoming stigma
in Kazakhstan requires not only raising public awareness but
also significantly improving institutional practices and sup-
port mechanisms.

The findings of this study confirm that supervision dur-
ing post-sentence probation contributes to reducing recidi-
vism, particularly when combined with rehabilitation meas-
ures and risk-based strategies. Effective supervision also
enhances employment prospects, which further decreases
the likelihood of reoffending. Taken together, the studies
analysed underscore that the success of reintegration efforts
depends less on the intensity of control and more on the qual-
ity of supervision and its alignment with an individualised,
needs-based approach for each person under supervision.

Conclusions

The examination of the probation system in Kazakhstan has
revealed significant shortcomings within the state’s approach
to probation, stemming from legislative, institutional, and
practical challenges. At the same time, the study highlights
considerable potential for improvement and reform in this
area. Probation is a vital component of the criminal justice
system, aimed at facilitating the social reintegration of in-
dividuals released from prison and preventing recidivism
through supervision and targeted support. However, the cur-
rent state of probation in Kazakhstan differs markedly from
the best practices observed in countries such as Norway and
Sweden. These systems demonstrate the effectiveness of
combining humane treatment of former offenders with indi-
vidualised supervision and a strong focus on reintegration,
all of which contribute to reduced recidivism rates.

Norway has achieved notable success by applying the
principle of normalisation and actively involving society in
the reintegration process, supported by the use of electronic
monitoring systems. Sweden, on the other hand, has imple-
mented structured risk assessment tools such as the RNR-A
model and the KRIMSTICS programme to ensure the consist-
ency and effectiveness of its probation measures.

139



140

Problems of the development of post-penitentiary probation...

Through the comparative analysis of national and inter-
national legislation, it was established that the Kazakh pro-
bation system is, in many respects, well developed. It defines
clear principles, outlines the rights of individuals, and pro-
vides a structured framework for the entire probation pro-
cess. A notable strength of Kazakhstan’s legal framework is its
comprehensive systematisation of the rights and obligations
of persons subject to probation, including mandatory reha-
bilitation measures and distinct types of probation, there-
by forming a coherent and integrated system. Nevertheless,
the absence of explicit references to international probation
standards in Kazakhstan’s legislation presents a challenge to
the full harmonisation of the national framework with in-
ternational norms. This gap complicates accountability and
limits the alignment of Kazakhstan’s probation system with
globally recognised principles and practices.

The main problems within the probation system in Ka-
zakhstan include insufficient legal clarity, limited financial
resources, the low professional level and inadequate training
of probation officers, and weak coordination between state
bodies and NGO. Additionally, serious obstacles to the social
adaptation of released individuals include societal stigmati-
sation and a general lack of public awareness regarding pro-
bation. The absence of a holistic, differentiated, and individ-
ualised approach to reintegration — such as that employed in
Norway and Sweden - limits the potential of probation as a
viable alternative to imprisonment and contributes to high
rates of reoffending.

Despite these challenges, the development of the proba-
tion system in Kazakhstan holds considerable promise. Key
areas for improvement include strengthening interagency

cooperation, upgrading the material and technical resources
available to probation officers, and enhancing their profes-
sional training. Furthermore, expanding cooperation with
civil society and increasing public awareness of the objectives
and benefits of probation will contribute to more effective
reintegration outcomes. A particularly promising direction
for the Kazakh probation service is the adoption of modern
electronic monitoring tools — similar to those used in Norway
and Sweden - and the implementation of a unified case man-
agement system. In particular, the introduction of risk and
needs assessment mechanisms, akin to the RNR-A used in
Sweden, would allow probation officers to adopt a more indi-
vidualised and effective approach to case supervision. Future
research should include an expanded comparative analysis
incorporating the experiences of additional countries — such
as the United States, the United Kingdom, and Austria — in
order to evaluate and refine Kazakhstan’s approach to pro-
bation based on a broader set of international practices.

Acknowledgements
None.

Funding
This research has been funded by the Science Committee of
the Ministry of Science and Higher Education of the Repub-
lic of Kazakhstan (Grant No. AP23485634 “Modern trans-
formation of Kazakhstan’s penitentiary system through the
mechanism of public-private partnership”).

Conflict of interest
None.

References
[1] Adilbekova, A. (2021). The concept of probation and the implementation of probation control over persons with a suspended

sentence in the Republic of Kazakhstan. International Penitentiary Journal, 3(1), 26-30.
[2] Anuarbek, Ye., & Zharkenova, T. (2020). An assessment of the rehabilitation of convicts in Kazakhstan. Retrieved from https://
nur.nu.edu.kz/server/api/core/bitstreams/f6279832-db9d-452e-8856-f001076de68c/content.

[31 Azhibaev, M. (2020). Reformation issues of the penal system in the Republic of Kazakhstan. International Penitentiary Journal,

[4]

[5]

(6]

(7]

(8]

(9]

2(3), 168-175. doi: 10.33463/2712-7737.2020.02(1-3).3.168-175.

Béckstrom, P.J., Danielsson, M., Starfelt Sutton, L.C., & Andersson, D. (2022). Evaluation of the predictive validity of a risk-
need-responsivity assessment tool (RNR-A) in the Swedish prison and probation service. Prison Journal, 102(3), 367-390.
doi: 10.1177/00328855221095561.

Becker-Pestka, D. (2022). E-learning for prisoners. experiences from Sweden, Norway, Poland, Finland and Germany.
International Journal of Research in E-Learning, 8(1).

Berghuis, M., Nieuwbeerta, P., Palmen, H., Sentse, M., van Hazebroek, B., & van Ginneken, E. (2022). Visitation patterns and
post-release offending: Exploring variations in the timing, rate, and consistency of prison visits. Journal of Criminal Justice, 81,
article number 101904. doi: 10.1016/j.jcrimjus.2022.101904.

Bonta, J. (2023). Training community supervision officers in the risk-need-responsivity model of offender rehabilitation: A
review and implications. Journal of Offender Rehabilitation, 62(1), 39-58. doi: 10.1080/10509674.2022.2158986.

Brooker, C., Sirdifield, C., & Marples, R. (2020). Mental health and probation: A systematic review of the literature. Forensic
Science International: Mind and Law, 1, article number 100003. doi: 10.1016/j.fsiml.2019.100003.

Chasciar, D.R., Chasciar, V., Coman, C., Toderici, O.F., Toader, L., Kovacs, A., & Bularca, M.C. (2025). Determinants of post-
penitentiary social reintegration: Analysis of the needs and perceptions of persons released from detention in Romania. Frontiers
in Psychology, 16, article number 1484889. doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.2025.1484889.

[10] Constitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan. (1995, August). Retrieved from https://www.akorda.kz/en/constitution-of-the-

[11] Corley, F. (2022). Kazakhstan: Post-prison “There’s a block everywhere!”. Retrieved from https:

[12] Criminal Procedure Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan. (2014, July). Retrieved from https:

republic-of-kazakhstan-50912.
WWW.eurasiareview.

com/23052022-kazakhstan-post-prison-theres-a-block-everywhere/.
track.unodc.org/uploads

documents/BRI-legal-resources/Kazakhstan/16 - Criminal Procedure Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan EN.pdf.

[13] Dhami, M.K., & van den Brink, Y.N. (2022). A multi-disciplinary and comparative approach to evaluating pre-trial detention

decisions: Towards evidence-based reform. European Journal on Criminal Policy and Research, 28, 381-395. doi: 10.1007/
s10610-022-09510-0.



https://ipj.editorum.ru/en/nauka/article/45111/view
https://ipj.editorum.ru/en/nauka/article/45111/view
https://nur.nu.edu.kz/server/api/core/bitstreams/f6279832-db9d-452e-8856-f001076de68c/content
https://nur.nu.edu.kz/server/api/core/bitstreams/f6279832-db9d-452e-8856-f001076de68c/content
https://doi.org/10.33463/2712-7737.2020.02(1-3).3.168-175
https://doi.org/10.1177/00328855221095561
https://www.ceeol.com/search/article-detail?id=1064922
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrimjus.2022.101904
https://doi.org/10.1080/10509674.2022.2158986
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fsiml.2019.100003
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2025.1484889
https://www.akorda.kz/en/constitution-of-the-republic-of-kazakhstan-50912
https://www.akorda.kz/en/constitution-of-the-republic-of-kazakhstan-50912
https://www.eurasiareview.com/23052022-kazakhstan-post-prison-theres-a-block-everywhere/
https://www.eurasiareview.com/23052022-kazakhstan-post-prison-theres-a-block-everywhere/
https://track.unodc.org/uploads/documents/BRI-legal-resources/Kazakhstan/16_-_Criminal_Procedure_Code_of_the_Republic_of_Kazakhstan_EN.pdf
https://track.unodc.org/uploads/documents/BRI-legal-resources/Kazakhstan/16_-_Criminal_Procedure_Code_of_the_Republic_of_Kazakhstan_EN.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10610-022-09510-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10610-022-09510-0

N. Tleshaliyev et al.

[14] Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council No. 2016/343 “On the Strengthening of Certain Aspects of the
Presumption of Innocence and of the Right to Be Present at the Trial in Criminal Proceedings”. (2016, March). Retrieved from
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dir/2016/343/0j/eng.

[15] Dominey, J., & Canton, R. (2022). Probation and the ethics of care. Probation Journal, 69(4), 417-433.
doi: 10.1177/02645505221105401.

[16] Isibayeva, E.I. (2024). The impact of the probation service on the socialization of persons released from prison. Bulletin
of the Institute of Legislation and Legal Information of the Republic of Kazakhstan, 1(76), 164-173. doi: 10.52026/2788-
5291 2024 76 1 164.

[17] Jasinski, K. (2024). Fear of freedom in the context of social re-adaptation of repeat offenders. In I. Viskovié, Z. Zactona & I.
Radovanovi¢ (Eds.), Pedagogy in education practice (pp. 218-237). Split: University of Split.

[18] Jiang, S., Zhang, D., & Lambert, E.G. (2022). Views of community corrections supervision and their predictors: An officer and
offender comparison. Prison Journal, 102(1), 84-107. doi: 10.1177/00328855211069305.

[19] Khablo, O., & Svoboda, I. (2024). International standards for the application of the presumption of innocence in criminal
proceedings. Scientific Journal of the National Academy of Internal Affairs, 29(1), 55-65. doi: 10.56215/naia-herald/1.2024.55.

[20] Koffeld-Hamidane, S., Andvig, E., & Karlsson, B. (2023). Spotlighting the probation meeting — Lived experiences
of desistance-supporting interaction following imprisonment. European Journal of Probation, 15(3), 218-237.
doi: 10.1177/20662203231199397.

[21] Kué, M. (2021). The role of post-penitentiary assistance in counteracting the social stigmatisation and marginalisation of former
convicts released from penitentiary facilities. Biuletyn Stowarzyszenia Absolwentéw i Przyjaciét Wydziatu Prawa Katolickiego
Uniwersytetu Lubelskiego, 16(1), 149-164. doi: 10.32084/sawp.2021.16.1-9.

[22] Law of the Republic of Kazakhstan No. 38-IV LRK “On Probation”. (2016, December). Retrieved from https://adilet.zan.kz/
kaz/docs/Z1600000038.

[23] Lerman, A.E., Sadin, M., Morrison, W., & Wieselthier, J. (2024). The effects of post-release community supervision reform.
Journal of Experimental Criminology, 20, 23-48. doi: 10.1007/s11292-022-09524-y.

[24] Mertl, J. (2022). What seems to be the problem? Ex-prisoners’ reentry/resettlement in the Czech Republic. Crime & Delinquency,
70(8), 1993-2016. doi: 10.1177/00111287221115645.

[25] Moroz, 1., & Horislavska, 1. (2024). The legal and penitentiary system as repressive apparatus: Legal methods of protecting a
civil and political rights. Law. Human. Environment, 15(2), 85-100. doi: 10.31548/law/2.2024.85.

[26] Mukasheva, D., Kudabekov, M., Yessimova, D., Tulkinbayev, N., & Konvisar, A. (2023). Resocialisation programmes in
Kazakhstan. In U. Pape, H. Stover & LI. Michels (Eds.), Social work and health in prisons (pp. 189-219). Madrid: Nomos.
doi: 10.5771/9783748935988-189.

[27] Mukasheva, D., Tulkinbayev, N., Prilutskaya, M., Yessimova, D., & Stover, H. (2024). Behind bars: Understanding prisoner
perception of penitentiary rehabilitation in Kazakhstan. International Journal of Law, Crime and Justice, 77, article number
100669. doi: 10.1016/j.ijlcj.2024.100669.

[28] Nesterov, A.Y. (2020). Features and problems of post-prison adaptation of juvenile convicts: Methods and ways to overcome
them. Bulletin the National Academy of Sciences of the Republic of Kazakhstan, 4(386), 251-264. doi: 10.32014/2020.2518-
1467.126.

[29] Priestley, P., & Vanstone, M. (2022). Looking back — Looking forward. In M. Vanstone & P. Priestley (Eds.), The Palgrave
handbook of global rehabilitation in criminal justice (pp. 687-699). Cham: Palgrave Macmillan. doi: 10.1007/978-3-031-14375-
5 39.

[30] Probation Explained: Everything You Need to Know. (2024). Retrieved from https://www.jedplatform.com/2024/07/24
define-probation/.

[31] Pylypenko, L., & Zmysna, 1. (2023). Essence, classification and functions of social services in Ukraine. Democratic Governance,
16(1), 118-128. doi: 10.23939/dg2023.01.118.

[32] Rakhimberdin, K.K. (2024). The institution of arrest as a punishment in the legislation of the republic of Kazakhstan: Collisions,
problems, and application prospects. Bulletin of the Institute of Legislation and Legal Information of the Republic of Kazakhstan,
4(79), 118-126. doi: 10.52026/2788-5291 2024 79 4 118.

[33] Rakhimova, G., Izbassova, A., Dyussebayev, T., & Baisymakova, D. (2024). Problems of efficiency of the system of execution
of punishments in the criminal law of Kazakhstan: between legislation and the experience of repeat offenders. Social and Legal
Studios, 7(4), 59-68. doi: 10.32518/sals4.2024.59.

[34] Recommendation of the Committee of Ministers No. CM/Rec(2010)1 “To Member States on the Council of Europe Probation
Rules”. (2010, January). Retrieved from https://surl.li/dyapzp.

[35] Ruhland, E., & Scheibler, E. (2021). Probation officer discretion in monitoring and violating supervision conditions. Probation
Journal, 69(2), 177-196. doi: 10.1177/02645505211041578.

[36] Sandbukt, I.J. (2021). Reentry in practice: Sexual offending, self-narratives, and the implications of stigma in Norway.
International Journal of Offender Therapy and Comparative Criminology, 67(9), 930-951. doi: 10.1177/0306624x211049184.

[37] Schaefer, L., Moir, E., & Williams, G.C. (2022). When a loved one is on community supervision: The crime controller strategies
used by “PoPPs” (parents/partners/peers of probationers and parolees). In B. Stickle (Ed.), Field studies in environmental
criminology (pp. 81-98). London: Routledge. doi: 10.4324/9781003240280.

[38] Spytska, L. (2024). Symptoms and main features of personality formation of a psychopath. Archives of Psychiatry and
Psychotherapy, 26(1), 34-43. doi: 10.12740/APP/172226.

[39] Stanek, K.M., Grzegolec, N., & Mikuli, I. (2021). Social and professional readaptation programs in the world as a good example
of practices in the field of post-penitentiary aid in Poland. Probacja, 2, 53-72. doi: 10.5604/01.3001.0014.9326.

141


https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dir/2016/343/oj/eng
https://doi.org/10.1177/02645505221105401
https://doi.org/10.52026/2788-5291_2024_76_1_164
https://doi.org/10.52026/2788-5291_2024_76_1_164
https://doi.org/10.1177/00328855211069305
https://doi.org/10.56215/naia-herald/1.2024.55
https://doi.org/10.1177/20662203231199397
https://doi.org/10.32084/sawp.2021.16.1-9
https://adilet.zan.kz/kaz/docs/Z1600000038
https://adilet.zan.kz/kaz/docs/Z1600000038
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11292-022-09524-y
https://doi.org/10.1177/00111287221115645
https://doi.org/10.31548/law/2.2024.85
https://doi.org/10.5771/9783748935988-189
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijlcj.2024.100669
https://doi.org/10.32014/2020.2518-1467.126
https://doi.org/10.32014/2020.2518-1467.126
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-14375-5_39
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-14375-5_39
https://www.jedplatform.com/2024/07/24/define-probation/
https://www.jedplatform.com/2024/07/24/define-probation/
https://doi.org/10.23939/dg2023.01.118
https://doi.org/10.52026/2788-5291_2024_79_4_118
https://doi.org/10.32518/sals4.2024.59
https://www.cep-probation.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/10/CoE-probation-rules-recommendation.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/02645505211041578
https://doi.org/10.1177/0306624x211049184
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781003240280
https://doi.org/10.12740/APP/172226
https://doi.org/10.5604/01.3001.0014.9326

142

Problems of the development of post-penitentiary probation...

[40] Suonpai, K., Aaltonen, M., Tyni, S., Ellonen, N., & Kivivuori, J. (2023). Post-release outcomes of lethal and non-lethal
offenders: Recidivism and participation in employment or education. Journal of Criminal Justice, 88, article number 102108.
doi: 10.1016/j.jcrimjus.2023.102108.

[41] Sutton, L.C., Persson, B.N., & Danielsson, M. (2023). Predicting intimate partner violence recidivism using the Swedish prison
and probation service’s risk-need-responsivity assessment (RNR-A). Nordic Journal of Criminology, 24(1). doi: 10.18261/
njc.24.1.4.

[42] Swedish National Council for Crime Prevention. (n.d.). Statistics from the judicial system. Retrieved from https://bra.se/english/
statistics/statistics-from-the-judicial-system#h-Recidivism.

[43] Tleubayev, A, Taubayev, B, Aitimov, B, & Tinistanova, S. (2024). Leading practices of development of probation service.
Scientific Herald of Uzhhorod University. Series “Physics”, 55, 2361-2371. doi: 10.54919/physics/55.2024.236ki1.

[44] Todd-Kvam, J. (2020). Probation practice, desistance and the penal field in Norway. Criminology & Criminal Justice, 22(3), 349-
366. doi: 10.1177/1748895820953192.

[45] Toedtman, S.T. (2024). Exploring the exceptional corrections paradigm: An analytical case-study of the Norwegian model of criminal
justice. Retrieved from https://hdl.handle.net/10037/34106.

[46] United Nations Interregional Crime and Justice Research Institute. (1997). Promoting probation internationally. Retrieved from
https://unicri.org/sites/default/files/2021-06 /Probation international.pdf.

[47] United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime. (2019). The EU, the UN and the Netherlands support social reintegration of prisoners
in Kazakhstan: Visit to Karagandy region. Retrieved from https://www.unodc.org/roca/en/news/the-eu--the-un-and-the-
netherlands-support-social-reintegration-of-prisoners-in-kazakhstan -visit-to-karagandy-region.html.

[48] United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime. (2024). Fostering regional collaboration on probation: The study visit of Kyrgyzstan’s

and Tajikistan’s delegations to Kazakhstan. Retrieved from https://www.unodc.org/roca/en/NEWS/news 2024/july/fostering-

regional-collaboration-on-probation_-the-study-visit-of-kyrgyzstans-and-tajikistans-delegations-to-kazakhstan.html.

[49] United Nations Standard Minimum Rules for Non-custodial Measures (The Tokyo Rules). (1990, December). Retrieved from
https://www.ohchr.org/en/instruments-mechanisms/instruments/united-nations-standard-minimum-rules-non-custodial-

measures.

[50] Verweij, S., Beijersbergen, K.A., Weijters, G., Wermink, H.T., & Blokland, A.A. (2024). Supervision following release from
prison and reoffending during and after the supervision period. Crime & Delinquency. doi: 10.1177/00111287241277767.

[51] Weswasi, E.A. (2025). Effect of early prison release with electronic monitoring. Journal of Criminal Justice, 97, article number
102379. doi: 10.1016/j.jcrimjus.2025.102379.

[52] Weswasi, E.A., Sivertsson, F., Bickman, O., & Nilsson, A. (2023). Does sentence length affect the risk for criminal recidivism?
A quasi-experimental study of three policy reforms in Sweden. Journal of Experimental Criminology, 19, 971-999. doi: 10.1007/
511292-022-09513-1.

[53] World Population Review. (2025). Crime rate by country 2025. Retrieved from https://worldpopulationreview.com/country-
rankings/crime-rate-by-country.

[54] Youssef, C. (2023). Prison to desistance: (re)integration and aftercare for those released from prison. Journal of Forensic
Practice, 25(4), 356-374. doi: 10.1108/JFP-04-2023-0013.

[55] Yu, R., Langstrom, N., Forsman, M., Sjélander, A., Fazel, S., & Molero, Ya. (2022). Associations between prisons and recidivism:
A nationwide longitudinal study. PloS One, 17(5), article number e0267941. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0267941.

[56] Zhunisbayeva, G., Zabikh, Sh., Chokina, M., Ryssaldiyeva, A., Osmanova, G., & Zayed, N.M. (2021). Problems of re-socialization
of citizens released from the places of deprivation of liberty. Journal of Legal, Ethical and Regulatory Issues, 24(6).



https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrimjus.2023.102108
https://doi.org/10.18261/njc.24.1.4
https://doi.org/10.18261/njc.24.1.4
https://doi.org/10.54919/physics/55.2024.236ki1
https://doi.org/10.1177/1748895820953192
https://hdl.handle.net/10037/34106
https://unicri.org/sites/default/files/2021-06/Probation_international.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/roca/en/news/the-eu--the-un-and-the-netherlands-support-social-reintegration-of-prisoners-in-kazakhstan_-visit-to-karagandy-region.html
https://www.unodc.org/roca/en/news/the-eu--the-un-and-the-netherlands-support-social-reintegration-of-prisoners-in-kazakhstan_-visit-to-karagandy-region.html
https://www.unodc.org/roca/en/NEWS/news_2024/july/fostering-regional-collaboration-on-probation_-the-study-visit-of-kyrgyzstans-and-tajikistans-delegations-to-kazakhstan.html
https://www.unodc.org/roca/en/NEWS/news_2024/july/fostering-regional-collaboration-on-probation_-the-study-visit-of-kyrgyzstans-and-tajikistans-delegations-to-kazakhstan.html
https://www.ohchr.org/en/instruments-mechanisms/instruments/united-nations-standard-minimum-rules-non-custodial-measures
https://www.ohchr.org/en/instruments-mechanisms/instruments/united-nations-standard-minimum-rules-non-custodial-measures
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/00111287241277767
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrimjus.2025.102379
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11292-022-09513-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11292-022-09513-1
https://worldpopulationreview.com/country-rankings/crime-rate-by-country
https://worldpopulationreview.com/country-rankings/crime-rate-by-country
https://doi.org/10.1108/JFP-04-2023-0013
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0267941
https://www.abacademies.org/articles/Problems-of-re-socialization-1544-0044-24-6-693.pdf
https://www.abacademies.org/articles/Problems-of-re-socialization-1544-0044-24-6-693.pdf

Social & Legal Studios, Vol. 8, No. 2

Mpobaemu po3BUTKY NOCTNEHiTeHUiapHoi npobauii B KasaxcraHi

HypaaH TaewanieB

KaHAMAAT FOPUAMYHUMX HAYK, AOLLEHT

Kacnincbkui yHiBepCUTET

050000, npocn. AocTuka, 85A, M. AAmatn, Pecnybnika KasaxctaH
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3871-866X

Azamar Taeybaes

AcnipaHT, cTapLimMi BUKAaAQY

Kacnincbkunin yHiBepcuteT

050000, npocn. AocTuka, 85A, M. AAmatn, Pecnybaika KasaxctaH
https://orcid.org/0009-0001-7099-0922

lyab3ina AyrceHb6aeBa

Marictp

Kacnincbkunin yHiBepcuteT

050000, npocn. AocTuka, 85A, M. AAmatn, Pecnybaika KasaxctaH
https://orcid.org/0009-0001-8750-4193

AHXenika Llon

Marictp

Kacnincbkunin yHiBepcuteT

050000, npocn. AocTuka, 85A, M. AAmatn, Pecnybaika KasaxctaH
https://orcid.org/0009-0002-7884-6922

Axkmapan CmaHoBa

KaHAMAST FOPUAMYHMX HayK, CTapLUMA BUKAGAAY

KasaxcbKkWi HallioHaAbHWIA YHIBEPCUTET iMeHi anb-Papabi

050040, npocn. anb-®apabi, 71, m. AAmaTti, Pecnybiaika KasaxctaH
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4636-4240

AnoTanisa. MeTow L[bOTO JOCTiKeHHA 6yB KPUTUYHUH aHaJli3 MPaKTHUKHU MOCTHEHiTeHI[iapHoi npobarnii B KazaxcraHi.
BukopucTtaHo TepMiHOJIOTiYHMI, TepMEHeBTUYHUI Ta MOPiBHAIBHUI MeTOAW. Y JOCJiJ)KeHHi PO3TJIAHYTO CYTHICThb
npoOarii, BU3HaueHo ii OCHOBHi BUAU, a TaKoX Oijibll JjeTajlbHO MpOaHa/i30BaHO MOCTHEeHiTeHLiapHy mpobarii fAK
HeBiT'eMHy ckiafoBy. IIpoananizoBaHo mocBig Hopserii ta IIBemii y wifi cdepi Ta BCTAaHOBJIEHO, IO I[i AepXaBU
edeKTUBHO BIIPOBAXYIOTh MEHITEHIiapHy Npoballiio yepe3 KOMILJIEKC 3aX0iB: rapaHTyBaHHA I'YMaHHOTO IOBOIKEHHH,
JOTPUMAaHHA NPUHIUIY HOpMaJi3aulii, 3[ificHeHHa iHAWBiAyaJIbHOTO HArJIAAY, CHPUAHHA peiHTerpalii 3BiJIbHEHUX
3acyKeHUX Ta 3HMXXEHHSA PiBHA peluauBHOIL 3JI0UMHHOCTI. ByJio mifkpecyieHO BaXJIMBiCTh BKJIIOUEHHS IIUX 3aXOMdiB y
Ka3aXCTAHChKY CHCTEMY SIK IIePCIIeKTHBY PO3BUTKY. Y pe3yJibTaTi 6yJ10 IpoBeieHO MOPiBHAIBHUE aHaJli3 HalliOHAJIbHUX
HOpMaTUBHO-NIPaBOBUX akTiB KaszaxcTraHy Ta MikHapoAHOI 0a3y, IO peryJoe MeHiTeHIiapHy mpobamnii. 3okpema,
MOPiBHIOBA/IMCA TaKi acmeKTH: mpaBa ocib, 3BiJibHEHWX 3 MicIp MO30aBJIEHHs BOJIi; BU3HAUYeHHs mpobarlii; OCHOBHI
MPUHIMNYU Ta BUAM Hpobarii; 3acobu peabimitanmii Ta pecorjiasisanii; 3acTocyBaHHs IMOCTIIEHiTeHI[iapHOI mpobarfii.
Kpim Toro, 6yJsio npoaHaii3oBaHO CTaTUCTUYHI JIaHi IOA0 iHJeKciB 3JI0YNHHOCTI Ta 6e3neku B Kazaxcrani, Hopserii
ta [IBernii. 3’sAcoBaHo, 1[0 HaNOIJBII CHPUATIMBI NMOKa3HUKU Mae HopBeris, e piBeHb 3JIOYMHHOCTi CTaHOBUTH
32,6, a ingekc 6e3nexku — 67,4; KazaxcTaH nocifjae cepeHI0 MO3MIlil0 3 MokasHukamu 45,9 ta 54,1 BiAmoBiAHO; a y
[IBenii 3adikcoBaHO BUIUI piBeHb 3JI0YMHHOCTI — 48,4 Ta ingekc Oe3neku — 51,6. Byso gocikeHO cTaH HaJaHHA
noctrneHiTediapHoi mpob6arii B Kaszaxcrani Ta Bu3HaueHO 1i OCHOBHi NpoGJeMHU: BUCOKHU piBE€Hb PEIUIUBHOL
3JIOYMHHOCTI; HeIOCTaTHIl HarJIA/ 3a KOJMIIHIMU 3acy)KeHNMH; 6pak ¢piHaHCOBUX pecypciB; 0OOMeXeHiCTh COIiaTbHOL
Ta IPaBOBOI JIONOMOTY; AMCKPUMiHaliA 3a 03HAKOI0 CYJIMMOCTi; HU3bKWUI piBeHb MiXBiJloM4YOi cmiBIparii; HecTaua
kBasidikoBaHoro nepcoHasy. PesysbraTuél I[bOro AOCHiXKEHHA MOXYTh OyTH KOPHCHUMH [JiA BH3HAUeHHS MNUIAXIB
BUpillleHHA Iux npobJem y Kazaxcrani

Kutro4oBi cjioBa: mpobariis; mo36aBieHHs BOJIi; BUIIPaBHA yCTAaHOBA; 3BiJIbHEHI 3acykKeHi; HOpPMaTUBHO-TIPABOBUE aKT
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