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Abstract 
 
The sustainability of public institutions and the rule of law depends heavily on the safety 
and resilience of those entrusted with enforcing them, namely, law enforcement officers, 
members of special state bodies, and military personnel. These individuals, while 
performing their professional duties, are increasingly exposed to threats against their life 
and health, highlighting the urgent need for effective and consistent legal protection. This 
study analyses the criminal legislation of Kazakhstan, Ukraine, Mongolia, Belarus, 
China, Japan, and France concerning offences committed against these categories of 
public servants. Using dialectical, structural-functional, analytical, and synthetic 
methods, the research evaluates the extent to which national legal frameworks provide 
sustainable and targeted protection for state agents. The findings indicate that only a 
subset of these countries, Ukraine, France, Belarus, and Japan, have clear statutory 
provisions that establish criminal liability for such offences, while others treat them as 
general domestic crimes. This gap in legal protection risks undermining the operational 
sustainability of state institutions and signals a degree of decriminalization of threats 
against public officials. A key determinant in the criminal classification of these acts is 
often the offender’s knowledge of the victim’s official status. As states aim to reinforce 
institutional legitimacy and ensure uninterrupted service delivery, establishing strong, 
consistent legal protections for state agents becomes essential. The practical value of this 
study lies in its policy relevance: its conclusions and recommendations can inform 
legislative reform to strengthen institutional resilience and promote justice systems 
aligned with the goals of sustainable development. 
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Introduction 
 
The sustained development of every state fundamentally relies on the 

robustness and stability of its institutional frameworks, especially those 
responsible for maintaining public safety, law, and order. Law enforcement 
agencies, specialised state entities, and military troops are essential in 
maintaining the rule of law, ensuring national security, and fostering societal 
unity. These institutions are vital for the prompt execution of laws and for 
promoting long-term social and institutional sustainability – fundamental 
elements of resilient, equitable, and peaceful communities. 

The rising incidence of violent acts and threats against individuals in these 
roles underscores a critical weakness in the system. Such acts threaten the 
welfare of public personnel, damage trust in governance, destabilise 
institutions, and diminish public security (Zaiets et al., 2024). The absence 
of sufficient legal protections for these professionals undermines the 
credibility of law enforcement and justice systems, jeopardising the viability 
of public administration and social order (Cherlenіak and Tokar, 2024). 

Isabaev (2021) notes that the rapid proliferation of organised crime and 
the rise in violent acts have led to the intensification of the criminal 
environment, signalling a growing threat to state stability and public security. 
These trends are associated with heightened efforts to undermine state 
authority, underscoring the necessity for legal protections to maintain the 
continuation of institutional operations. Shayaxmetova (2022) asserts that 
the state's principal duty is to safeguard human rights and freedoms, with law 
enforcement and specialised agencies acting as primary implementers. Their 
capacity to function efficiently is largely contingent upon the safeguarding 
of their lives and welfare. 

Moldabaev (2022) asserts that the legal and physical safeguarding of 
these people transcends a mere human resource concern; it is a structural 
need that ensures the enduring sustainability of state institutions. Shakerov 
(2023) observes that threats to law enforcement officers hinder all tiers of 
criminal justice operations, from investigation and prosecution to national 
security and forensic services, thereby compromising the state's ability to 
operate effectively and sustainably. 

In light of these issues, the formulation of criminal legal standards that 
guarantee the safety and protection of law enforcement officials and military 
personnel is crucial for the viability of law enforcement infrastructure. 
Smyshlyaev and Kalkamanuly (2022) call for certain legal frameworks that 
offer both punitive measures and preventive precautions to deter such attacks 
and maintain the professional responsibilities of state personnel. These 
protections additionally fulfil a wider societal role: bolstering the legitimacy 
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of state power and guaranteeing that state officials can perform without fear 
or hindrance. 

Presently, the congruence between national criminal statutes and 
advancing international standards for the safeguarding of public officials is 
insufficiently examined. This paper examines the legal frameworks of 
Kazakhstan, Ukraine, Mongolia, Belarus, China, Japan, and France, with a 
particular emphasis on criminal culpability for acts against law enforcement 
and military personnel. Accordingly, the central research question guiding 
this study is: to what extent do national criminal statutes in the mentioned 
countries align with international standards in providing effective and 
sustainable legal protection for law enforcement officers, special state 
bodies, and military personnel. The underlying hypothesis posits that 
countries with explicit statutory provisions criminalising offences against 
public officials demonstrate higher levels of institutional resilience and 
governance continuity than those where such acts are treated as general 
crimes. 

This research enhances a sustainable criminal justice model by comparing 
legislative norms and analysing their actual application, so safeguarding the 
rights of individuals serving and preserving the institutions vital for enduring 
governance and social stability. 

 
 

Materials and Methods 
 
The structural and functional method was employed to explore key 

concepts central to this study, namely “criminal responsibility,” “law 
enforcement agency,” and “special state body”, in order to assess the global 
crime landscape and analyse crime indices in the selected countries: 
Mongolia, Kazakhstan, Japan, Belarus, France, China, and Ukraine. The 
selection of these countries was determined by the need to represent diverse 
legal traditions, governance models, and levels of institutional development. 
These countries collectively encompass civil law systems with varying 
degrees of adherence to international legal norms, providing a robust 
comparative foundation for analysing the criminal protection of public 
officials. Kazakhstan, Ukraine, and Belarus exemplify post-Soviet 
transitional systems; Mongolia represents a hybrid legal order influenced by 
both socialist and democratic traditions; China provides a model of state-
centred criminal justice; while Japan and France serve as examples of mature 
and institutionally stable legal frameworks grounded in codified law and 
human rights protection. This cross-national design allows for a 
comprehensive assessment of how differing legal and political contexts 
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shape the sustainability and effectiveness of criminal safeguards for state 
officials. 

This approach allowed for the examination of how offences against state 
officials threaten not only individual safety but also the stability and 
functionality of public institutions. These crimes disrupt managerial 
processes, erode trust in governance, and weaken the structural integrity of 
state power, thereby posing long-term risks to institutional sustainability. 
The study investigated the pressing need for robust criminal-legal protections 
for law enforcement personnel, members of special state bodies, military 
personnel, and their close relatives 

It further identified why these actors are particularly vulnerable in conflict 
situations and categorized the types of encroachments that represent the 
greatest threat to public sector resilience. The analysis considered the broader 
societal and institutional consequences of such offences, including 
operational disruptions and the economic costs incurred by state agencies – 
factors that directly undermine the sustainability of public service delivery 
and state governance systems. The dialectical method was used to investigate 
the views of other scientists on this problem, helping to formulate a unified 
idea about the criminal-legal protection of employees of law enforcement, 
special state bodies, and military personnel, as well as responsibility for 
encroachment on their lives and health.  

Criminal codes of different countries were analysed based on the Caspian 
Public University of Almaty. Logical methods were used, namely methods 
of analysis and synthesis. For an in-depth study of the topic, the work was 
conditionally divided into several parts. In the first part the criminal codes of 
those countries, where clear standards of responsibility for encroachment on 
the life of an officer are fixed, were analysed. The norms of Articles 345 and 
348 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine (2001) and provisions of Section 13 of 
the Penal Code of the Republic of Belarus (1999) were studied. The Penal 
Code of the French Republic (1990), chapter I, section I, paragraph II “On 
encroachment on the person of a person”, and article 95 “Obstruction or 
coercion in the performance of official duties”, section 5 “Offences related 
to obstruction of official duties”, Penal Code of Japan (2006) were also 
studied. The measures of responsibility, which are provided for offences 
against the employee of law enforcement, special state body and serviceman 
considering the norms of criminal legislation of the above-mentioned 
countries, have been investigated. It is highlighted which party the legislator 
gives priority to in case of conflict situations.  

The second part of the study employed the analysis method to examine 
the criminal codes that lack unambiguous laws concerning criminal liability 
for offences against the life of law enforcement officers, special state bodies, 
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and military personnel. Such are normative-legal documents in Kazakhstan, 
China, and Mongolia. The study addressed how the offences against the life 
of employees of the above-mentioned bodies or physical harm to them are 
qualified in the absence of specific norms. With the help of the second 
method, synthesis, all the received information was formed into a logically 
structured study. 

 
 

Results 
 
Crime persists and poses serious challenges to the political, economic, 

technological, and socio-cultural transformations that are rapidly reshaping 
contemporary societies (Pak and Gannon, 2023). Exploring ways to 
effectively ensure security for individuals, society, and the state is therefore 
essential, given the instability of the political, ideological, economic, social, 
environmental, and informational foundations of the modern world order 
(Thomas et al., 2022; Spytska 2023). Globally, there is great variation in 
crime rates (Table 1). 
 
Table 1 – Crime rates in the surveyed countries in 2023 

Country Crime index 
Mongolia 4.01 

Kazakhstan 4.26 
Japan 4.53 

Belarus 5.08 
France 5.66 
China 6.01 

Ukraine 6.18 
Source: Most Violent Countries (2024). 
 

Penalties for offences such as murder, rape, torture, and other violent 
crimes must be contextually varied, particularly when these atrocities are 
perpetrated against individuals in law enforcement, special state agencies, or 
the military (Ogbe, 2023). These professionals serve not only as individual 
victims but also as emblematic representatives of the state's ability to 
administer, safeguard, and uphold justice. Consequently, criminal activities 
directed at them jeopardise institutional survival by endangering the entities 
that maintain public order. Although others denounce the escalated severity 
of penalties, such as the tripling of punishment levels when the victim 
belongs to such entities (Ogbe, 2022), this distinction underscores the 
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amplified social repercussions of assaults that undermine fundamental 
governmental operations. 

Law enforcement agencies constitute a fundamental element of the 
criminal justice system, responsible for implementing laws, investigating 
offences, and maintaining public order (Umam et al., 2022). Specialised state 
agencies, reporting directly to high-ranking state leaders such as the 
President, are frequently tasked with national security responsibilities, 
including intelligence, counterintelligence, and safeguarding public officials 
and state resources (McCollister et al., 2010). Ensuring the physical 
protection of these individuals is essential for sustaining long-term public 
faith in institutions, mitigating violence, and bolstering the legitimacy of 
governance (Pilyukov et al., 2023). The criminal protection of public 
officials directly enhances institutional resilience and sustainable justice 
systems. 

Criminal protection of officials is seen not only as a guarantee of 
individual rights and security, but above all as a mechanism for ensuring the 
continuity, legitimacy, and stable functioning of management structures. 
Although the protection of the life and health of law enforcement officers 
and civil servants is recognized as a moral and legal imperative, the article 
emphasizes that such protection serves a broader institutional function: 
preserving the stability of the state, public order, and citizens' trust in the 
justice system. Attacks on officials are interpreted as an attack on the 
operational viability of the government itself, rather than as isolated acts of 
interpersonal violence. Thus, criminal liability for crimes against public 
officials is seen as an instrument of institutional stability, designed to protect 
the functional and symbolic foundations of state power and maintain the 
integrity of the legal and administrative systems necessary for sustainable 
development and the rule of law. 

Research performed at Caspian Public University in Almaty indicates that 
the penal codes of Kazakhstan, Ukraine, Belarus, Mongolia, China, Japan, 
and France encompass broad culpability for acts of violence or threats 
directed at public officials. Nevertheless, only a limited number, specifically 
France, Ukraine, Belarus, and Japan, have implemented explicit rules that 
impose increased culpability for assaults on the lives of such officials. These 
explicit legal frameworks function as instruments for both punishment and 
prevention, so enhancing a more sustainable judicial infrastructure by 
preventing targeted violence and maintaining institutional efficacy. 

Article 348 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine (2001) establishes criminal 
culpability for acts of violence or threats against law enforcement officers, 
military members, and other public officials. This statute aims to protect 
persons and preserve institutional credibility by allowing public servants to 
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execute their responsibilities without apprehension. Legal academics have 
observed that when state agents perceive a threat, they may respond with 
excessive caution or even engage in unlawful behaviour to safeguard 
themselves and their family. In this context, Article 348 is crucial in fostering 
accountable governance and maintaining the operational integrity of state 
institutions. 

Article 362 of the Penal Code of the Republic of Belarus (1999) similarly 
criminalises the homicide of law enforcement or special state agency 
personnel committed in connection with the performance of their official 
duties. Additional pertinent provisions further classify such offences as 
intentional murders of persons performing official functions, thereby 
recognising the aggravated nature of attacks on representatives of state 
authority. These legal distinctions fulfil both punitive and preventive 
functions – strengthening social respect for public officials, a fundamental 
component of healthy government. 

The Penal Code of the French Republic (1990) embraces a 
comprehensive and inclusive methodology. Chapter 1, Section 1, Paragraph 
2 delineates safeguards for various public authorities, encompassing 
magistrates, jurors, police officers, and customs officials. French criminal 
law emphasises the safeguarding of human life and dignity, irrespective of 
an individual's particular public position. This adherence to constitutional 
values signifies a profound acknowledgement that safeguarding those who 
maintain the state's legal and ethical foundations is crucial for the state's 
sustainability and moral validity (Sharifi, 2023). 

In Kazakhstan, although Chapter 14 of the Penal Code (2014) lacks 
explicit provisions for the protection of law enforcement personnel, Chapter 
15 offers pertinent safeguards as delineated in Article 340. This article 
penalises assaults against judicial and investigative officials and their family 
members. Nevertheless, significant disparities persist: there are no specific 
safeguards for law enforcement officials engaged in general public safety 
duties. This judicial oversight may jeopardise both the safety of state actors 
and the robustness of institutions responsible for public protection. 

The criminal legislation of Mongolia has a comparable challenge. Article 
91 of the Penal Code (2002) stipulates harsh punishments, including life 
imprisonment and the death penalty, for homicide related to official duties; 
nevertheless, it lacks clarity about law enforcement officers and military 
members. The imposition of these sanctions depends on the offender's 
established awareness that the victim was a public official. In the absence of 
clear legal classification, such offences may be regarded as domestic rather 
than institutional risks, undermining both deterrence and the overall viability 
of law enforcement frameworks. 
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Article 135 of China’s Penal Code (1997) criminalises acts of violence 
against officials performing their duties. However, the variation in 
punishments based solely on the level of harm reflects an absence of clear 
differentiation between offences committed against ordinary citizens and 
those directed at state officials, thereby underscoring the need for a more 
stratified legal framework and potential legislative reform. Sustainable 
governance necessitates legal frameworks capable of proportionately 
addressing assaults that compromise state authority, particularly when such 
assaults possess symbolic and systemic significance. Japan provides a more 
explicit illustration of focused legal safeguarding. Article 95 of the Penal 
Code (2006) criminalises the obstruction of official activities via force or 
intimidation, stipulating specific punishments. This legislative strategy 
enhances deterrence and bolsters the operational sustainability of state 
institutions by safeguarding their personnel. The concept of “institutional 
stability” is understood in a broad sense, covering not only legal and criminal 
protection through legislative guarantees and accountability mechanisms, 
but also broader socio-political aspects such as institutional legitimacy, 
public trust, and the stability of governance structures. 

While numerous countries acknowledge offences against public officials 
as criminal acts, only a limited number have developed legal systems that 
distinctly differentiate these offences from ordinary violent crimes. This 
difference is essential for the longevity of state institutions, especially those 
tasked with justice, public order, and national security. Establishing 
strengthened legal protections deters potential offenders and demonstrates 
society dedication to upholding the rule of law and institutional resilience – 
essential components of sustainable development and democratic 
government. 

 
 

Discussion 
 
The actions of law enforcement agents are crucial for the institutional 

resilience, the preservation of order, and the effective implementation of the 
rule of law. Their efforts directly facilitate the establishment of stable, 
peaceful, and inclusive societies are essential components of sustainable 
development. Nonetheless, the nature of their duties inevitably subjects them 
to increased dangers of violence and targeted assaults. According to Roach 
and Thomaneck (2023), this requires enhanced criminal legal protection to 
both protect these professionals individually and to maintain the continuity 
and credibility of public administration. Legal systems must recognise the 
distinct societal functions of these players and provide protections to 

Copyright © FrancoAngeli 
This work is released under Creative Commons Attribution - Non-Commercial – 

No Derivatives License. For terms and conditions of usage please see: http://creativecommons.org



217 

safeguard them, thereby enhancing the sustainability of institutional 
operations. 

This necessity is emphasised by study conducted by Jetelina et al. (2022), 
which illustrates the everyday exposure of law enforcement and special state 
agency staff to violence while enforcing citizens' rights, public safety, and 
constitutional order. Criminal law provisions are essential in fortifying these 
rights, serving as a regulatory barrier against actions that jeopardise the 
health, life, and stability of state actors. Kramarczyk (2022) asserts that law 
enforcement agents must swiftly react to unanticipated and volatile 
situations, which frequently expose them to physical peril. Their capacity to 
perform efficiently, without doubt or trepidation, is essential for preserving 
institutional efficacy and hence guaranteeing sustainable governance. 

Crimes targeting state officials are especially harmful to societal 
sustainability (Hunko 2023). They not only erode the legitimacy of public 
authority but also impair the efficient functioning of governmental 
organisations and diminish public trust. Such transgressions engender 
instability, fear, and insecurity within the social fabric – elements that can 
swiftly undermine state-society ties. Nanan (2023) and Goulette et al. (2022) 
underscore that violent assaults on police officers jeopardise both the persons 
directly engaged and the wider community they serve. Officers frequently 
cannot withdraw from such encounters owing to their sworn duties, 
heightening the risk of harm, escalation, and wider societal repercussions. 

These assaults also incur substantial financial and social burdens on 
governmental institutions. Prolonged investigations, medical treatment, 
administrative obligations, and diminished labour capability post-incident 
impact the operational and financial viability of law enforcement agencies 
(Bekishev et al., 2019) Furthermore, public opinions can swiftly change 
based on the application of force in certain circumstances – eroding trust in 
the criminal justice system even when police officers operate legally. The 
erosion of legitimacy presents enduring threats to the sustainability of 
governmental power and the rule of law, which are essential to democratic 
society (Ketners 2025; Kushenova et al., 2025). 

As Grabowska and Kresiński (2023) elucidate, deliberate assaults on 
public officials frequently incite retaliatory legal or administrative actions 
that might subsequently curtail rights more extensively, resulting in a cycle 
of resistance and repression. Neglecting the fundamental political and socio-
economic factors contributing to this violence may further erode public trust 
in the justice system. Thus, specialised criminal law safeguards serve not 
merely as reactive instruments but also as proactive strategies that safeguard 
the efficacy and integrity of state institutions (Auanasova et al., 2024). 
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Borovyk et al. (2023) assert that these protections are essential for 
maintaining a secure working environment for public officials, allowing 
them to perform their responsibilities successfully and ethically. This 
facilitates the reliable provision of services, public safety, and legal order – 
results consistent with the objectives of institutional and social sustainability. 
The resilience of law enforcement agencies is closely linked to the degree to 
which the state ensures their safety, dignity, and operational autonomy free 
from intimidation or intervention (An et al., 2024; Auanasova and 
Auanassova 2024). Therefore, protection must be afforded not only to 
officials but also to their families, who frequently become targets of indirect 
coercion or violence. 

Recent patterns identified by Shjarback and Maguire (2021) indicate a 
worldwide increase in assaults on police officers. These tendencies 
jeopardise the essence of institutional resilience by eroding the authority and 
operational efficacy of public entities. In numerous civilisations, increasing 
opposition to state initiatives signifies underlying concerns such as 
inequality, distrust, or political polarisation (Fedorchenko et al., 2020; 
Khamzina et al., 2021). In these situations, a prompt and legal response is 
crucial not only to maintain order but also to reinstate confidence in the court 
system. Nonetheless, when officers operate without adequate legal 
safeguards, they may resort to reactionary or disproportionate measures, 
thereby exacerbating the erosion of public trust (Apakhayev et al., 2017; 
Buribayev and Khamzina 2025). 

The ongoing operation of public institutions depends on a robust 
framework of legal and procedural protections for law enforcement and other 
state officials. As governments enhance these systems, they must 
acknowledge the vital role these entities play in promoting sustainable 
development, especially concerning peace, justice, and robust institutions 
(Sustainable Development Goal 16). Guaranteeing the physical and legal 
protection of law enforcement personnel is not solely an issue of professional 
safety; it is a fundamental necessity for establishing robust institutions that 
can facilitate enduring societal advancement. 

 
 

Conclusions 
 
The comparative analysis of the criminal protection of law enforcement 

officers, members of special state bodies, and military personnel across 
Kazakhstan, Ukraine, Mongolia, Belarus, China, Japan, and France reveals 
significant variation in the scope and precision of legal safeguards. All seven 
countries recognise criminal liability for violence or threats against public 
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officials; however, the degree of legal specificity and institutional protection 
differs substantially. Ukraine, Belarus, Japan, and France have enacted 
explicit statutory provisions that directly criminalise such offences, thereby 
reinforcing both individual security and the institutional legitimacy of state 
authority. In contrast, Kazakhstan, Mongolia, and China address these crimes 
within broader categories of offences against the person, which reduces the 
deterrent effect and blurs the distinction between attacks on private 
individuals and those targeting state representatives. This inconsistency 
weakens the sustainability of law enforcement and governance systems in 
contexts where institutional stability is closely linked to the perceived 
inviolability of state agents. 

While the French legal framework remains notable for its comprehensive 
and humanistic orientation, it represents only one model among several 
effective approaches. The Japanese Penal Code, through its precise 
categorisation of obstruction and violence against officials, demonstrates a 
pragmatic deterrent model, whereas Ukraine and Belarus emphasise the dual 
function of legal protection ‒ safeguarding individuals and preserving state 
credibility. The absence of detailed statutory provisions in other jurisdictions 
underscores the need for harmonisation with international standards to 
enhance institutional resilience and the rule of law. Overall, the findings 
suggest that sustainable governance depends not solely on punitive norms 
but also on coherent, clearly codified systems that protect public officials as 
embodiments of state authority. Such convergence between legal precision 
and institutional legitimacy forms the foundation for enduring stability, 
public trust, and justice-oriented governance across diverse legal traditions. 

This study's scholarly contribution is its comparative analysis of criminal 
culpability for attempts on the lives and health of law enforcement officials, 
special state agents, and military personnel across various legal systems. This 
analysis critically examines the scope and uniqueness of legal standards 
safeguarding these groupings, focussing on institutional integrity and 
sustainability. Future research should further investigate the legal protections 
afforded to military personnel, whose susceptibility in high-risk 
environments is crucial for maintaining national security and the continuity 
of state operations. 

 
 

References 
 
An, J., Mikhaylov, A.Yu. and Yousif, N.B.A. (2024). Financial and investment 

model for social security and sustainable economic growth. Finance Theory and 
Practice, 28(5), 133-145. 

Copyright © FrancoAngeli 
This work is released under Creative Commons Attribution - Non-Commercial – 

No Derivatives License. For terms and conditions of usage please see: http://creativecommons.org



220 

Apakhayev, N., Madiyarova, A.S., Aigarinova, G., Ryskaliyev, D.U., Buribayev, 
Y.A. and Khamzina, Z.A. (2017). Current trends of legal regulation of 
relationships in the social protection sphere. Man in India, 97(11), 221-231. 

Auanasova, A.M. and Auanassova, K.M. (2024). The struggle for Kazakh statehood 
in 1917-1918 through the prism of the history of constitutionalism. 
Investigaciones Historicas, 44, 641-661. Doi: 10.24197/ihemc.44.2024.641-661. 

Auanasova, A.M., Auanassova, K.M. and Kushenova, G.I. (2024). Alash Party and 
issues of national statehood of Kazakhstan. Nuova Rivista Storica, 108(2), 535-
549. 

Bekishev, A.K., Ibrayeva, A., Smanova, A., Nussipova, L. and Kan, A.G. (2019). 
Challenges in contract murder investigations. Journal of Advanced Research in 
Law and Economics, 10(3), 725-733. Doi: 10.14505/jarle.v10.3(41).05. 

Borovyk, A., Tkachenko, I., Danylevska, Y. and Pavelkiv, S. (2023). Public official 
as a victim of criminal assault: Comparative approach. Revista Amazonia 
Investiga, 12(62), 282-292. 

Buribayev, Y. and Khamzina, Z. (2025). Ethical and cultural guidelines in the 
labyrinth of Kazakhstan’s civil service. International Journal of Public Policy 
and Administration Research, 12(1), 48-67. Doi: 10.18488/74.v12i1.4155. 

Cherlenіak, I. and Tokar, M. (2024). Effective governance and the doctrine of total 
defence as factors of state stability in wartime. Democratic Governance, 17(1), 
5-17. Doi: 10.23939/dg2024.05. 

Criminal Code of Ukraine (2001). -- Text available at the website 
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/2341-14#Text. 

Fedorchenko, N.V., Shymon, S.I., Vyshnovetska, S.V., Mikhnevych, L.V. and 
Bazhenov, M.I. (2020). Community Organisation as a Subject of Civil Relations 
According to Law of Ukraine and CIS Countries. Memoria E Ricerca, 1, 353-
370. Doi: 10.4478/98143. 

Goulette, N., Denney, A.S., Crow, M.S. and Ferdik, F.V. (2022). “Anything can 
happen at any time”: Perceived causes of correctional officer injuries. Criminal 
Justice Review, 47(1), 17-33. 

Grabowska, J. and Kresiński, M. (2023). The crime of assault on a public officer. 
The Police Review, 148(4), 155-166. 

Hunko, L. (2023). Legal regulation of the interaction of the armed forces of Ukraine 
and voluntary formations of territorial communities. Democratic Governance, 
16(1), 99-107. Doi: 10.23939/dg2023.01.099. 

Isabaev, Ch.A. (2021). Problems of research of responsibility for encroachments on 
the life of a person exercising justice and pre-trial investigation. Gylym, 2(69), 
186-192. 

Jetelina, K.K., Molsberry, R., Malthaner, L., Beauchamp, A., Cannell, M.B., Hall, 
T., Fowler, E.D. and Anderson, L. (2022). Acceptability of a real-time 
notification of stress and access to self-help therapies among law enforcement 
officers. BMC Public Health, 22, 32. 

Ketners, K. (2025). Adaptation of State Security to Modern Military Operations and 
Terrorist Risks in the World. Space and Culture India, 13(1), 1-5. Doi: 
10.20896/e3p2jm77. 

Copyright © FrancoAngeli 
This work is released under Creative Commons Attribution - Non-Commercial – 

No Derivatives License. For terms and conditions of usage please see: http://creativecommons.org



221 

Khamzina, Z., Buribayev, Y., Taitorina, B. and Baisalova, G. (2021). Gender 
equality in employment: A view from Kazakhstan. Anais Da Academia 
Brasileira De Ciencias, 93(4), e20190042. Doi: 10.1590/0001-
3765202120190042. 

Kramarczyk, M. (2022). Safety of police officers in the context of threats related to 
interventions and methods of protection against attacks. CeON Repository Home, 
3(147), 49-60. 

Kushenova, G.I., Auanasova, A.M. and Drozd, R. (2025). Islamist movement in the 
Kazakh steppe: A historical analysis in global context. European Journal of 
Science and Theology, 21(2), 63-78. 

McCollister, K.E., French, M.T. and Fang, H. (2010). The cost of crime to society: 
New crime-specific estimates for policy and program evaluation. Drug and 
Alcohol Dependence, 108(1-2), 98-109. 

Moldabaev, S.S. (2022). If we don’t protect the police, the police won’t protect us. 
Gylym, 72(1), 4-8. 

Most Violent Countries (2024). -- Text available at the website 
https://wisevoter.com/country-rankings/crime-rate-by-country/#ukraine. 

Nanan, D.N. (2023). Police murders and violence against national police officers in 
Abidjan (Ivory coast). Open Access Library Journal, 10(4), e9911. 

Ogbe, R.S. (2022). The jurisprudence of making the sentencing of crimes against 
humanity more severe than war crimes. African Journal of Criminal Law and 
Jurisprudence, 7, 33-38. 

Ogbe, R.S. (2023). Reviewing the punishment for crime against humanity and war 
crime. Journal of Commercial and Property Law, 10(3), 152-159. 

Pak, A. and Gannon, B. (2023). The effect of neighbourhood and spatial crime rates 
on mental wellbeing. Empirical Economics, 64(1), 99-134. 

Penal Code of Japan (2006). -- Text available at the website 
https://www.cas.go.jp/jp/seisaku/hourei/data/PC.pdf. 

Penal Code of Mongolia (2002). -- Text available at the website 
https://www.wipo.int/wipolex/ru/legislation/details/5578. 

Penal Code of the French Republic (1990). -- Text available at the website 
https://www.wipo.int/wipolex/ru/legislation/details/14297. 

Penal Code of the People’s Republic of China (1997). -- Text available at the website 
http://ru.china-
embassy.gov.cn/rus/zfhz/zgflyd/201601/t20160111_3149373.htm. 

Penal Code of the Republic of Belarus (1999). -- Text available at the website 
https://kodeksy-bel.com/ugolovnyj_kodeks_rb.htm. 

Penal Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan (2014). -- Text available at the website 
https://online.zakon.kz/Document/?doc_id=31575252. 

Pilyukov, Yu., Yusupov, V., Banakh, S. and Shramko, O. (2023). Peculiarities of the 
investigator’s inspection of buildings and structures subjected to artillery shelling 
and bombing during the investigation of war crimes. Law, Policy and Security, 
1(1), 41-54. 

Roach, J. and Thomaneck, J. (2023). Police and public order in Europe. London: 
Croom Helm. 

Copyright © FrancoAngeli 
This work is released under Creative Commons Attribution - Non-Commercial – 

No Derivatives License. For terms and conditions of usage please see: http://creativecommons.org



222 

Shakerov, U.D. (2023). General characteristics of international terrorism: Causes of 
the problem, impact in the SCO space. Siyosatshunoslik, Huquq va Xalqaro 
Munosabatlar Jurnali, 2(12), 22-27. 

Sharifi, M. (2023). Criminal liability of legal persons in Iran and the French penal 
system. The Quarterly Journal of Judicial Law Views, 21(75), 81-116. 

Shayaxmetova, A. (2022). Protection of human rights in the Republic of Kazakhstan 
and the Republic of Uzbekistan: Principles of administrative justice proceedings. 
Lawyer Akhborotnomasi, 2(6), 107-111. 

Shjarback, J.A. and Maguire, E.R. (2021). Extending research on the “war on cops”: 
The effects of Ferguson on nonfatal assaults against US police officers. Crime & 
Delinquency, 67(1), 3-26. 

Smyshlyaev, A.S. and Kalkamanuly, D. (2022). General theory law enforcement. 
Kostanay: Kostanay Academy of the Ministry of Internal Affairs of the Republic 
of Kazakhstan named after Shrakbek Kabylbayev. 

Spytska, L. (2023). Assessment of the Political and Security Decisions of the 
Nuremberg Trials from a Legal Perspective. Pakistan Journal of Criminology, 
15(1), 63-76. 

Thomas, A.L., Piza, E.L., Welsh, B.C. and Farrington, D.P. (2022). The 
internationalisation of CCTV surveillance: Effects on crime and implications for 
emerging technologies. International Journal of Comparative and Applied 
Criminal Justice, 46(1), 81-102. 

Umam, A.K., Wahyuningsih, S.E. and Sulchan, A. (2022). The authority of police 
in implementation of restorative justice in framework of enforcement of criminal 
actions in Indonesia. Law Development Journal, 4(1), 9-18. 

Zaiets, K., Muravska, Y., Slipchenko, T., Kaniuka, V. and Melnyk, I. (2024). The 
etymology of the concept military conflict as a determinant of political 
orientation. Law, Policy and Security, 2(2), 39-51. Doi: 10.62566/lps/2.2024.39. 

Copyright © FrancoAngeli 
This work is released under Creative Commons Attribution - Non-Commercial – 

No Derivatives License. For terms and conditions of usage please see: http://creativecommons.org



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice




