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BeedeHue: cmambs MOCBAUEHA KOMMAEKCHOMY aHanu3y 0eolicmeeHHOU posu #UBOMHbIX 8 PA8o-
8oli cghepe: KAK UHCMpPYyMeHmMa cosepuwieHuUs npecmynaeHull U KaK nomeHyuasa6Ho2o cpedcmesa 8 rnpo-
2PAaMMax pecoyuanu3ayuu ocyroeHHolx u npedynpexodeHusa peyuousa. AKmyanabHOCMb ucciedo8aHUsA
obycnosneHa npobenamu 6 3aKOHOOaMeslbHOM pPe2ysaUPo8aHUU U NpasonpumeHUmMenbHol npakmukxe.
Obpawaemcs 8HUMAHUEe Ha HEO6XOOUMOCMb MOUCKA HOBbIX MemMo0d08 UCnpasaeHUs 8 ceeme peasu3sa-
yuu ®edepanvHoeo 3akoHa «O npobayuu e Pocculickoli @edepayuu». Llensto pabomei asaaemca Kpumu-
yeckull aHanu3 npasonpumeHumensHol MPaKmMuUKU o 0eaam o npecmyraeHusx, cosepueHHbIX ¢ UCnosb-
3080HUEM HUBOMHBIX, U OUEHKA MepCcrekmusHoCmu npumMeHeHuUs 3apybexHo20 onbima rnpo2pamm peco-
yuanusayuu e pocculickux ycaosusx. 3ada4u ucciedo8aHUsA 8KAOYAOM: 8biisaAeHUE MUMUYHbIX cnocobos
UCMosb308aHUA H¥UBOMHbIX 8 rpecmynHol deamenbHOCMU; aHAAU3 Npobaem KeanuguKkayuu maxkux oes-
Hul; usy4yeHue MOMeEHYUANA UCMOAb308GHUS HUBOMHbIX 8 neHumeHyuapHol u nocmmneHumeHyuapHol
npobayuu. Memodebl: uccnedosaHue OCHOBAHO HA OUAAEKMUYECKOM Memoode MO3HAHUA C MpUMeHeHUem
06WeHayyHbIx (aHaAAU3, CUHMe3, cucmemHbili Mo0xo0) U YaCMHOHAYYHbIX ((hOpPManbHO-tOpUOUYecKUl,
cpasHUMesnbHO-NPasosol, cmamucmuyeckuli, KOHMeHmM-aHaAu3) memodos. [poaHaAU3uposaHo bosee
5000 npuzosopos cydos PP 3a 2020—2025 2006, nposedeHsl HAPPAMUBHbIE UHMEPBLIO C COMPYOHUKAMU
ucrnipasumernsHbix y4YpexcoeHull. Peayabmamel: ycmaHOB8/AEHO, YMO HUBOMHbIE (MPeumMywecmeeHHO co-
6aKu) ucnone3ytomcsa npu cosepuwieHuu pasbos, XyausaHCMea U HAcuaus 8 omHoweHuUU npedcmasumens
es1acmu, 8bicmynas opyouem npecmynaeHuA. BoiseneHsl npobsaemsi 8 npasosoli oueHKe U K8aauguKkayuu
OesHull. [MpoaHanu3uposaH 3apybexHeili onbim MPo2PAMM PECOYUAMU3auUU C y4acmuem HUBOMHbIX,
deMoHCMpupyrowWuli UX MoA0XHUMENbHOE B87USHUE HA OCy#OeHHbIX. Bblgodbl: o0bocHosbisaemcs
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Introduction: the article is devoted to a comprehensive analysis of the dual role of animals in the
legal sphere: as an instrument for committing crimes and as a potential means to be used in programs for
the resocialization of convicts and the prevention of recidivism. The relevance of the study is due to gaps
in legislative regulation and law enforcement practice. The authors highlight the need to search for new
methods of correction in light of the implementation of the Federal Law ‘On Probation in the Russian Fed-
eration’. Purpose: the paper aims to provide a critical analysis of law enforcement practice in cases of
crimes committed with the use of animals and to assess the prospects for applying foreign experience in
resocialization programs in Russia. The objectives of the study are as follows: to identify typical ways of
using animals in criminal activities; to analyze the problems of qualifying such acts; to study the potential
for using animals in penitentiary and post-penitentiary probation. Methods: the study is based on the
dialectical method of cognition with the use of general scientific methods (analysis, synthesis, systems
approach) and specific scientific methods (formal-legal, comparative-legal, statistical methods, content
analysis). In the course of the research, more than 5,000 sentences passed by Russian courts in 2020-2025
were analyzed, narrative interviews with employees of correctional institutions were conducted. Results:
the study has found that animals (mainly dogs) are used in the acts of robbery, hooliganism, and violence
against government officials, serving as an instrument of crime. Problems in the legal assessment and
qualification of such acts were identified. Foreign experience in resocialization programs with the partici-
pation of animals was analyzed, demonstrating their positive impact on convicts. Conclusions: the paper
substantiates the need for further research on the problems of using animals in criminal activities and on
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Ye20n08HO-Npasosoe 3HaYeHUE HUBOMHbIX U UX UCM0OAb3080HUE NMPU UCNOAHEHUU HAKA3AHUA...

Heobxodumocmb OanbHeliuux uccinedo8aHuli npobaem UCronb308aAHUS HUBOMHbIX 8 rIpecmyrHoli des-
mesibHOCMU U MomeHyuasaa aHumMaaomepanuu 044 pecoyuanusayuu. lpedaazaemcs nposecmu sMnu-
puyeckoe 0b6obweHUe OaHHbIX 0 MAKUX MpecmyrnaeHuax u paspabomams 3KcrnepumeHmassHele npo-
2paMMbl Pecoyuanu3ayuu ¢ yyacmuem HU80MHbIx 8 POCCULiCKUX YC108USX.

Yeo0n06HO-npasosoe 3HaYeHUE HUBOMHbIX U UX UCMNOAb308GHUE NPU UCMOAHEHUU HAKA3AHUA...

the potential of animal-assisted therapy for resocialization. It is proposed to conduct empirical generaliza-
tion of data on such crimes and to develop experimental resocialization programs with the participation
of animals in Russia.

KntoueBsble cnoBa: 300/10rMUYeCKMe NPECTYNIEHNA; UBOTHbIE; }KMBOTHbIE KaK OpyaMne NpecTynieHus;
npeaynpexaeHune npecTynieHnii; peumamns; coumasnbHble NPOrpaMmmbl; PECOLMANN3ALMA OCYKAEHHbIX
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Ctatba noctynuna B pegakuuio 04.07.2025

BeedeHue: cmamebs M0C8AUEHA KOMMAEKCHOMY aHanu3y deolicmeeHHOU posu ¥UBOMHbIX 8 PA8o-
8oli cghepe: KaK UHCMpPyMeHmMa cosepuwieHuUsa rnpecmyrnaeHull U KaK nomeHyuasnb6Ho2o cpedcmesa 8 rnpo-
2pPAMMax pecoyuanu3ayuu ocyxoeHHolx u npedynpexodeHusa peyuousa. AKmyanbHOCMb Ucciedo8aHUA
obycnosneHa npobenamu 8 3aKOHOOaMesnbHOM pe2ysaupPosaHUU U NpasonpumeHUmenbHol npakmukxe.
Obpawaemcs 8HUMAHUe Ha HEO6XOOUMOCMb MOUCKA HOBbIX Memo0d08 UCnpasaeHUs 8 ceeme peasusa-
yuu ®edepanvHoeo 3akoHa «0 npobayuu e Pocculickoli ®edepayuu». Lleasto pabomei aeaaemca Kpumu-
yeckuli aHaAU3 NpasonpumeHumesnbHol MPaKmMuUKU rno 0eaam o npecmyrnaeHusx, cosepuweHHbIX € UCnosb-
308aHUEM HUBOMHbIX, U OUEHKA MepCcrnekmusHoCmu npumMeHeHuUsa 3apybexHo20 onelima npo2pamm peco-
yuanusayuu e pocculickux ycaosusx. 3ada4u uccie0o8aHUSA BKAOHAOM: 8biiBaAeHUE MUMUYHbIX cocobos
UCMo/b308AHUA ¥UBOMHbIX 8 rpecmynHol deamenbHOCMU; aHAAU3 Npobaem KeanuguKkayuu maxkux oes-
Hul; usy4yeHue MOMeEHYUAA UCMOAb308GHUS HUBOMHbIX 8 neHumeHyuapHol u nocmmneHumeHyuapHou
npobayuu. Memoosl: uccnedosaHue 0CHOBAHO HA OUAAEKMUYECKOM Memode MO3HAHUA C MpUMeHeHUem
06WeHayyHbIx (aHaAAU3, cCUHMe3, cucmemHbili Mo0xo0) U YACMHOHAYYHbIX ((POPMAanbHO-OpUOUYecKUl,
cpasHUMesnbHO-NPAs8osol, cmamucmuyeckuli, KOHMeHmM-aHaAu3) Mmemodos. poaHanAUu3upo8aHo bosee
5000 npueosopos cydos PP 3a 2020—2025 20061, nposedeHbl HAPPAMUBHbIE UHMEPBLIO C COMPYOHUKAMU
ucripasumernbHbix y4YpexcoeHull. Peayabmamel: ycmaHOB8/AeHO, YMO HUBOMHbIE (MPeumyuecmeeHHO co-
6aKu) ucrnonb3ayroMca npu cosepuwieHuU pasbos, XyaueaHcmea u Hacusaus 8 omHoweHuu npedcmasumerns
es1acmu, 8bicmynas opyouem npecmynaeHus. BoiseneHsl npobsemsi 8 npasosoli OUueHKe U Keanugpukayuu
OdesaHull. [MpoaHanu3uposaH 3apybexcHbIl onblm MPO2PAMM Pecoyuanu3ayuu C yyacmuem HUBOMHbIX,
deMoHCcmpupyrowWuli  UX MoA0XHUMENbHOE 87USHUE HA OCy#OeHHbIX. Bblgodbl: obocHosbisaemcs
Heobxodumocmes danbHeliwux uccaedosaruli Npobaem UCroNb308AHUA HUBOMHbIX 8 npecmyrnHol oed-
mesnbHOCMU U MOMeHyuana aHumaaomepanuu 041 pecoyuanusayuu. lpednazaemcs nposecmu smnu-
puyeckoe 0bobuweHUe OaHHbIX O MAKUX MpecmynaeHUsx u pa3pabomame 3KcriepumMeHmasbHbie npo-
2PAMMbI Pecoyuanu3ayuu ¢ y4acmuem HUsomHbiX 8 POCCULICKUX YC0BUSAX.

Kntouesble cnoBa: 300/10rMyeckne NpecTynieHna; }XMBOTHbIE; }XMBOTHbIe KaK opyaue NpecTynseHus;

BeepeHue

CTaTbsl NOCBALLEHA aHANN3Y HECKONbKUX chep co-
UMaNbHOM MPAKTMKK, CBA3AHHbIX C WMCMOJIb30BaHWEM
YKMBOTHbIX, KaK B HEraTMBHOM, TaK M B MO3UTUBHOM
nnaHe. Takoe COOTHOLEHME 0BYC/I0BNEHO OrPOMHbIM
OMana3soHOM 3aKOHOZATe/NbHbIX M BELOMCTBEHHbIX
npeanucaHnii, onpeaenstowmnx 3anpeTbl, OrpaHNYeHUs,

paspeleHns Uan 403BONIEHNA BO B3aMMOOTHOLLEHMAX
C XMBOTHbIMU. OAHAKO HepeaKo TaKMe MpPaBOyCTAHOB-
JIEHUS NPOTMBOPEYAT APYr Apyry. B cBA3M ¢ aTm 6bL10
NPOBEfEeHO COMOCTaB/eHNEe HOPMATMBHBLIX AKTOB 06
06PaLLEHUN C 3KMBOTHLIMW C YTOJIOBHLIMMU U YTONOBHO-
MCMNOMIHUTENbHBIMU  KaTeroOpUAMMU:  KMPECTyNaeHUe»,
«HaKasaHue», «npeaynpexaeHne peuuamBa», «uc-
npas/ieHne OCYXAEHHOro», K PecoLManm3auma» u ap.
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npeaynpexaeHue nNpectynieHnin; peumamns; CoLmaibHblie NPOrpaMMbl; PECOLMANMU3ALMA OCYKAEHHbIX

Introduction

This article analyzes several spheres of social prac-
tice related to the use of animals, both in negative and
positive terms. There is an extensive range of legislative
and departmental regulations that establish prohibitions,

restrictions, permissions in relations with animals. How-
ever, such legal regulations often contradict one another.
Our study focuses on normative acts concerning the han-
dling of animals and the criminal and penal categories
such as ‘crime’, ‘punishment’, ‘recidivism prevention’,
‘correction of the convicted’, ‘resocialization’, and others.
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B paboTe npeanpuHATa MOMbITKAa NPOaHANU3NPO-
BaTb TaKyl Henpuemnemyr Gopmy MoBeAeHMUA, Kak
AeNCTBMA NMLA, UCNONb3YIOLWErO }KMBOTHOE A5 COBEp-
LEeHMA 06LLEeCTBEHHO OMACHOTO AeAHWUA. YCNOBHO U CTU-
NIM30BaHHO Ha30BeM TaKue AeAHWA «300/10TMYECKMMM
npectynieHuamm». B cTpykType Bcex obLieyronoBHbIX
NPeCcTYMNHbIX NOCATAaTENbCTB OHW 3aHMMAIOT BECbMa He-
3HauuTeNIbHOE MecCTO. B cTaTucTMyeckom naaHe BO BCeX
CTPaHax MMpa B FOCYAAPCTBEHHbIX MPABOOXPaHUTENb-
HbIX CTPYKTYpax OHW OTAenbHO He duKcupytoTca. Het
OaHHbIX 006 MX KOIMYECTBE M O NIMLLaX, NMPUBNEYEHHDbIX K
Yro/I0BHOM OTBETCTBEHHOCTM 32 UX COBEpPLLEHME, TO €CTb
OHM «NATEHTHbIY.

Mcnonb3oBaHME KMBOTHbLIX MPW COBEPLUEHUU 0O-
LLLEeCTBEHHO OMACHbIX AEeAHUI MOXKHO ONPese/InTb KaK He-
006bI4YHOE, HO XaOTUYHOE iBNeHME. ITOT GeHOMEH HabAto-
[AeTcA UpperynapHo, OT C/lyyas K Cayyato, TO ecTb Takme
AeNcTBuA HesaBUCUMbI Apyr OT Apyra. OAHAKo onbIT Npa-
BOOXPAHUTENIbHON AeATeNbHOCTM MOKa3blBaeT, YTO pac-
CMaTpu1BaeMble NPeCTynieHnA COBEPLUAOTCA MOCTOAHHO,
13 roga B rog, U3 AecATUNeTUA B gecATmnetne. Xaotuy-
HOCTb W MOCTOAHCTBO — AMANIEKTUYECKN pasHble KaTero-
puK, YTO, OAHAKO, HE MPOTUBOPEYUUT 3aKOHY JIOTUKMU O
eaunHcTee 1 6opbbe NPOTUBOMONOKHOCTEN.

C uenbto MccnefoBaHMA 3TOTO HEraTUBHOIO AB/e-
HUMA 6b11K M3yyeHbl 6onee 5000 npurosopos cyaos Poc-
cuinckoln ®epepaunm, BbiHeceHHbIx B 2020—-2024 rogax
no BCceM 06LLEYroNoBHbIM NPECTYNAEHUAM, T4E UCNONb-
30Ba/ICA KAHOYEBON TEPMUH «KMBOTHOE», U MPaBoBble
CUTYaLMN, CONpPAXKEHHbIE C 3TOW CMbICI0BOM eANHULEN.
COoOTBETCTBEHHO, HE Y4YUTbIBAAUCL MpOLLecCcyasbHble
aKTbl, rae C/I0BO «KMBOTHOE» He MMEeNo Hemnocpea-
CTBEHHOTO OTHOLIEHMA K COBEPLUEHUIO NPECTYN/IeHNA C
y4actTmem 6uonorMyeckor ocobu, Hanpumep, «Kparka
CTaTy3TKM € M306parkeHnem cobakmn», «<XuLeHne WKypbl
KMBOTHOTO», «pa3boi ¢ NPUMEHeHMEeM HOXa, PY4Ka,
KOTOPOrO CTU/IM30BaHa NoA XUBOTHOE» U T. M.

B pesynbrate 0606l1eHMA AaHHbIX BblAK onpeae-
NleHbl TpM Hambonee pacnpoCTPaHEHHbIX 300/0TnYe-
CKMX MpecTynaeHuna — pasbol, XyIMraHcTBO M NPUMEHe-
HMEe HacUAUA B OTHOLEHUKN NpeacTaBuTens snactu. Oa-
HaKo MX 40N1A B OOLLEN CTPYKTYpe TaKuxX NpecTynaeHuin
oCTaeTca BecbmMa He3HauyuTesibHol — ot 1 go 1,5 %. Ku-
BOTHblE B 3TUX OOLLECTBEHHO OMNACHbIX AEAHUAX B 3aBU-
CMMOCTM OT CUTyaLUM ONpPeaenatoTca No-pasHOMY: Kak
opyaue npecTynieHus, Kak npegmeT, UCMONb3yeMblit
KaK Opy»Kue, KaK cnewuasibHoe CpescTBo, Kak npobauuna
MT. M.

B cBoto oyepesb O NO3MTUBHOM NPABOBOW POAU
YKMBOTHbIX A@BHO M XOpPOLWO M3BECTHO. OHU MCNO/b3Y-
I0TCA ANA 3aepKaHnA NPecTyNHUKOB, OXPaHbl 34aHUN
N COOPYKEHWUN, KOHBOMPOBAHMA OCYXKAEHHbIX, MOUCKA
HAPKOTMKOB 1 OPYXKMUA U T. 4. O4HAaKO HOpMaTUBHOE pe-
ryAMpoBaHWe UX NPUMeHeHUA HepeaKo bbiBaeT Heno-
HbIM WX HENOCNEeA0BaATENbHbIM.

B oTZe/bHbIX NPABOBbIX aKTax O XMBOTHbIX BOObLLE
He roBOpUTCA, HO MX y4acTue B NPaBOMPUMEHUTENBHON
[eATeNbHOCTM KOCBEHHO Npeano/iaraeTca nam AonycKka-
€TCA He TO/IbKO C HOPMATMBHbIX, HO U C COLMAJIbHO-MCHU-
XO/IOTMYECKMUX MO3ULMIA. B YacTHOCTU, TAaKMM 3aKOHOM
asnsetca PegepansHblit 3aKoH «O npobaumm B Poccuin-
ckol depepaumnn»! (nanee — d3 «O npobauum»), ogHOM
U3 Llesielt KOTOPOro ABAAETCA NpeaynpexaeHue coep-
LWEeHMA HOBOrO MPEeCTYyMNJ/eHUA CO CTOPOHbI N1LA, NOA-
BEPrHyTOro npobaumu, To ecTb HeONyLWEHNE UM peLu-
anBa.

Mo cmbicny 3aKoHa NpeaynpexaeHve peuuamsa
NPecTynieHnin MoXKeT O6bITb LOCTUTHYTO 33 CYET KOppek-
LM COLMANBbHOTO NOBEAEHUA N PeCOLMANN3aLLUm OCYK-
OEHHBIX, YTO, BUAMMO, BMOAHE BO3MOXKHO C Npuseve-
HUEM AOMALLUHUX KMBOTHbIX, B MEPBYIO ovepesb CobaK.
Takne nporpammbl M NPAKTUKA UX UCMOAb30BaAHMUA YXKe
[0CTaTOYHO AABHO PeanusytoTca 3a pybexkom.

C nomoLblo MeToA0B JIOTUKO-IOPUANYECKOTO UC-
CNefoBaHNA N CPAaBHUTENbHOIO NpaBoBeAeHWA Mbl MO-
MbITa/IMCb MHTEPNPETMPOBATL Pe3y/bTaTbl TaKOM Mpak-
TUKM NPUMEHUTENIbHO K POCCUMIACKON MpaBoBON Ael-
CTBUTENbHOCTU. BbICKa3blBasioCb He TONbKO KpuUTU4e-
CKOe OTHOLIeHWe K NogobHbIM Nporpammam — Bblaens-
JIUCb U MO3UTUBHbIE ACMEKTbl NMPU UX BOSMOXKHOM Mpu-
HATUK. Beab B KOHEYHOM UTOTE 3TO OAUH U3 BO3MOXKHbIX
nyTen no npeaynpexaeHuto peunamea npecTynieHui.
Mo cywecTBy, Takne Nporpammbl NPeACTaBAAIOT COOOM
HoByto GopMy pecoLmanm3aLMoOHHON CTpaTerMm, KoTo-
pas MOXeT cogepyKaTb 3HAUUTENbHbIM Ob6LLECTBEHHO
MonesHbI NoTeHLMan.

06 ncnonb3oBaHUKM cobak ANA KOPPEKLUU coun-
a/IbHOrO NoBeAeHUA B POCCUINCKUX YFO/I0BHO-MPABOBbIX
HayKax ewe He rosopunocb. OAHAKO 3TO, Ha Haw
B3rNA4, CTAHOBUTCA AOCTAaTOYMHO aKTyasibHbIM, BO-Nep-
BbIX, BBUAY NpuHATMA P3 «O npobauun», a BO-BTOPbLIX,
B CBA3M C HEOHXOAMMOCTBIO HAaYYHbIX M3bICKAHWUI B 3STOM
HanpasAEHUN NEHONOTUN.

1. YMbiwneHHble npectynaeHus,
COBepLUEHHbIe C UCMO0/Ib30BAaHMUEM }KUBOTHbIX

1.1. Paz6oii c ucnonb3zosaHuemM HUBOMHbIX:
ocobeHHOCMU 06beKMUBHbIX U Cy6beKMUBHbIX
npu3HaKos
B cooTBeTcTBMM CO CTaTbel 162 YronoBHOMO Ko-

Aekca PO (panee — YK P®) pasboii — 3To HanagaeHue B
LeNAX XWULLEHMA YYXKOro MMYyLLEeCTBA C MPUMEHEHUEM
HaCWAKUA, OMACHOTO ANA KU3HU UM 340pPOBbA NOTep-
nesLuero, IMbO € yrpo30i NPMMEHEHWNA TAKOTO HaCUAUS.
MN3yueHmne cynebHO-cneacTBEHHOM NPAKTUKM MOKa3ano,
4TO Pa3boi C UCNONb30BAHMEM KUBOTHbIX ABASETCA 0O4-
HMM M3 CaMbIX PACMPOCTPAHEHHbIX KOPbICTHO-HACU/b-
CTBEHHbIX NOCATaTeNbCTB B BECbMa OrpaHUYEHHOM 06b-
eMe BCEeX 300/10MMUYECKUX MPECTYNIeHN.

1 0 npobauuu B Poccuiickoit Peaepaumnn: Peaep. 3akoH ot 6 desp. 2023 r. Ne 10-d3 // Cobp. 3akoHomaTenbcTsa Poccuiickoit deae-

pauun. 2023. Ne 6, cT. 911.
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The work attempts to analyze such an unaccepta-
ble form of behavior as actions of a person using an ani-
mal to commit a socially dangerous act. Such acts can be
referred to as ‘zoological crimes’. In the structure of all
conventional criminal offenses, they hold a rather insig-
nificant place. Statistically, in all countries around the
world, they are not registered by state law enforcement
agencies separately. There is no data on their number or
on individuals brought to criminal liability for their com-
mission. In other words, they are ‘latent’.

The use of animals in socially dangerous acts can
be characterized as an unusual and chaotic phenome-
non. This phenomenon is observed irregularly, from
case to case, this meaning that such actions are inde-
pendent of one another. However, as shows law en-
forcement practice, these crimes are committed consist-
ently, year after year, decade after decade. Chaos and
consistency are dialectically distinct categories, which,
however, does not contradict the law of the unity and
struggle of opposites.

To investigate this negative phenomenon, we ex-
amined over 5,000 sentences passed by courts of the
Russian Federation between 2020 and 2024 for all con-
ventional criminal offenses where the key term ‘animal’
was used; we also studied legal situations associated
with this semantic unit. Accordingly, we did not consider
procedural acts where the word ‘animal’ had no direct
relevance to the commission of a crime involving a bio-
logical entity, for example, ‘theft of a dog figurine’, ‘theft
of an animal’s skin’, ‘robbery involving a knife the handle
of which is shaped like an animal’, and so on.

As a result of data synthesis, we have identified
three most common zoological crimes: robbery, hooli-
ganism, and violence against a representative of the au-
thorities. The proportion of these crimes committed
with the use of animals within the overall structure of
such crimes remains quite insignificant, ranging from
1% to 1.5 %. The role of animals in these socially dan-
gerous acts varies depending on the context: animals
may be classified as an instrument of a crime, objects
used as weapons, special means, or constructive ele-
ments of violent methods of committing a crime, etc.

As to the positive legal role of animals, it has long
been recognized. Animals are employed for apprehend-
ing criminals, securing buildings and facilities, escorting
convicted individuals, searching for drugs and weapons,
etc. However, the regulatory framework gove rning the
use of animals is often incomplete or inconsistent.

In some legal acts, animals are not mentioned at
all, while their involvement in law enforcement activities
is implicitly inferred or permitted, not only from norma-
tive but also from socio-psychological perspectives.
A pertinent example of such legislation is the Federal
Law ‘On Probation in the Russian Federation’?! (hereinaf-
ter referred to as the Federal Law ‘On Probation’). One
of the objectives of this law is to prevent the commission
of new crimes by individuals under probation, in other
words, to avert recidivism.

According to the provisions of the law, it is possible
to prevent criminal recidivism through the correction of
social behavior and the resocialization of convicts, which
appears to be feasible with the involvement of domestic
animals, primarily dogs. Such programs and practices
have been effectively implemented abroad for quite
some time.

Using the methods of logical-legal analysis and
comparative jurisprudence, we sought to interpret the
results of such practices in relation to the Russian legal
reality. The paper not only provides a critical engage-
ment with such programs but also highlights positive as-
pects associated with their potential adoption. Ulti-
mately, this is one of the possible ways to prevent recid-
ivism of crimes. Essentially, such programs represent a
new form of resocialization strategy, w hich could con-
tain significant socially beneficial potential.

The use of dogs for the correction of social behav-
ior has not yet been discussed in Russian criminal law
sciences. However, it seems increasingly relevant, firstly,
in light of the adoption of the Federal Law ‘On Probation’
and, secondly, due to the need for scientific research in
this area of penology.

1. Deliberate Crimes Committed Using Animals

1.1. Robbery Involving Animals:

The Objective and Subjective Characteristics

According to Article 162 of the Criminal Code of the
Russian Federation (hereinafter also referred to as the
Criminal Code), robbery is defined as an assault commit-
ted with the intent to steal someone else’s property, ac-
companied by the use of violence dangerous to the life
or health of the victim or by the threat of such violence.
Our analysis of judicial and investigative practices has re-
vealed that robbery involving animals represents one of
the most common forms of property-related violent of-
fenses among all zoological crimes.

1 On Probation in the Russian Federation: Federal Law No. 10-FZ of February 6, 2023. Collection of Legislative Acts of the Russian

Federation. 2023. No. 6. Art. 911.

- 620 -



Ye20n08HO-Npasosoe 3HaYeHUE HUBOMHbIX U UX UCM0OAb3080HUE NMPU UCNOAHEHUU HAKA3AHUA...

Mpu coBeplleHMM 3TOro0 OOLLECTBEHHO OMACHOrO
[EAHMA U ero KBaMdUKauMM BO3HUKAET HECKObKO
npobaem, cBsA3aHHbIX C yCTAHOB/IEHNEM OOBEKTUBHbBIX U
CyObEKTUBHbIX NPU3HAKOB COCTaBa MpecTynaeHusa. 1o
KacaeTca: mexaHM3ma GU3MYecKoro HamageHUA KUBOT-
HOro; onpeaeneHns NapaMeTpoB NpegmMmeTa, UCNO/b3y-
€MOro A41A U3bATUA MMYLLECTBA; XapaKTepa yrpo3bl Npu-
YMHEHWA BPeaa XKU3HU UK 340POBbIO NOTEpneBLLEro.

Mpw pa3boe yronoBHO-NpaBoOBOE «HaNaAeHMEN CO-
BEpPLUAET BMHOBHbIMA, A KMBOTHOE WCMONb3YETCA MM
IMWb KaK MHCTPYMEHT (opyame) Ans AOCTUXKEHUA npe-
CTynHOW uenun. Kak noKasbiBaeT OMbIT NPaBOOXPaHU-
TENbHOM NPAKTUKKM, ANA COBEpPLUEHNA pa3boliHbIX Hana-
AeHul B abCONOTHOM 60/bLUMHCTBE C/ly4aeB BUHOBHbIE
33eMCTBYIOT Pa3/INYHbIX COBaK.

HanacTb 03HavyaeT «BHE3anHO 6POCUTLCA, HEOXKM-
[aHHO aTakoBaTb, HbICTPO MepemeLaTbCA B NPOCTPaH-
CTBE, CTPEMUTENBHO NPUBANNKATLCA C LENbo HAHECEHUS
ypoHa». Takme Ppusmyeckme AeiCTBUA COBEPLUIAOTCA B
[Ba 3Tana U COCTOAT B HAaTPaB/NMBaHUN COBaKM Ha Yeno-
BeKa, a 3aTeM B HebnaronpuMATHOM KOHTaKTe C moTep-
nesLMM.

B cBOtO ouepeab HaTpaBaAMBaHMe (OT r1arona «Tpa-
BMTb») NpeacTaBaseT cobon UCKYCCTBEHHOE U LeneHa-
npaBaeHHOEe BO3DOYKAEHME arpeccumn No OTHOLIEHUIO K
KepTBe. ITOT NPOLLECC OCYLLECTBAAETCA NO KOMaH/AEe BU-
HOBHOrO BepbHasibHbIM 06Pa3OM UAU KOHKOLEHTHbBIMM
aenctenamn. C No3nUMM KMHoMOrMK (HaykM o cobakax)
KOMaHAa npeacTaBnseT coboit YCNOBHbIN pa3aparku-
Tenb, KOTOpbIM BblpabaTtbiBaeT onpegeneHHble Ael-
CTBUA Y }XMBOTHOro. COOTBETCTBEHHO, HaTPaB/MBaHWe —
370 npeaTeyva GuUsMyeckon arpeccun, NepBoHaYva bHbIN
3Tan B mexaHuM3me HanageHus. MNpun KoHTaKTe ¢ notep-
neBWwMm cobaka KycaeT 3a PYKW, 3a HOMM, 33 NOJIOBble
opraHbl, COMBAET XKePTBY Ha 3EMJII0, YAEPKMBAET Ha Me-
cte. MOXeT HaHeCTU JIOCKYTHbIE UM PBaHble paHbl. Bu-
HOBHbI MO/Ib3yETCA 3TUM U U3bIMAET AEHbIU, LIEeHHble
BeLLM, BbIPbIBAET CYMKW, BapCceTKM, PyyYHYIO Knagb Anbo
noTepneBLUMI BbIHYXKAEH CaM OTAaBaTb MMYLLECTBO.

BepxoBHbin Cyg P® B cBoem [locTtaHoBAEHMM
«O cynebHOM NpaKTUKe No Aenam o Kpaxe, rpabexke u
pasboe»’ pekomeHA0BaN cOBaK UK APYTUX SKUBOTHBIX,
npeACTaBAAOLWLMX ONACHOCTb ANA XKU3HU UKW 340POBbA
YenoBeKa, onpeaenATb B Ka4yecTBe npegmeTa, UCMOSb-
3yemoro KaK opyue (B HacToAllee Bpems —yY. 2 cT. 162
YK). CnegoBatenbHo, onacHaa cobaka — 3To npeamer,
MaTepwmasbHbli CybCTpaT, NopakatoLLme CBOMCTBA KOTO-
pPOro conoCcTaBMMbl C XONIOAHbIM OPY*KMEM KOJHOLLE -pe-
Kywero Tuna [4]. JaHHoe NosoXKeHe He NPOTUBOPEUNT
W rpa*kgaHCKOMY 3aKOHOAATeNbCTBY. B cOOTBETCTB UM CO
cTaTbert 137 lparkaaHcKoro Kogekca P® KuBOTHble —
3TO BeLM, NPeaMeTbl («oAyLIEBEHHbIEY), MOCKOMbKY K
HUM NpUMeHAOTCA 06LLMe NpaBuaa 06 nmylLecTse.

B BbllWeHa3BaHHOM MOCTAaHOBAEHWUWN BbICLUErO Cy-
[ebHoro opraHa CTpaHbl C/IOBOCOYETAHME «OMACHble

YKMBOTHblE» He ABAAeTcA (GOPMANbHbIM YCTaHOBNE-
HMeM. DTOT TepMWUH NpeactaBnseT coboli NpaBoBOM
opueHTUp (Mapkep), NO3BONAIOWMI OLLEHUBATL CUTYa-
Lm0 pa3bos B AMHAMMUKE C Y4EeTOM KOHKPETHbIX 06CTOoA-
TENbCTB Aena U ¢u3nyeckon ponnm BGMonornyeckoro
cyllecTsa B npectynaeHun. OnbIT NPaBoOOXpPaHUTEIbHOM
OeATeNbHOCTU MOKa3blBaeT, YTO AN Pa3boMHbIX Hana-
AeHul B abcoNtoTHOM 60NbLIMHCTBE C/ly4aeB BUHOBHbIE
MCMNO/Ib3YIOT TAaKMX OMaCcHbIX cobaK, Kak NUTOynbTEpPbEP,
amepuKaHcKkuin ctapdopalumMpcKnin Tepbep, poTeeinep,
HemeLKan oBYapKa, gobepmaH-nuHyep, bynbaor v ap.

B BblWeEHa3BaHHOM MNocTaHoBAeHMM [lneHyma
pasbACHAETCA, YTO NPEeLMETOM, WMCMO/b3yeMbIM Kak
OpYyKMe, MOryT NPU3HaBATbCA M ApyrMe onacHble Ans
YKM3HU U 300POBbA KMBOTHblE. ITO Te BUonornyeckme
ocobu, KoTopble NpUCNOCObBAeHbl YenoBeKom AN
OXPaHbl UMYLLECTBA MAW 3aWmTbl TeppuTopumn. K HUmM
MOTYT OTHOCUTbCA NleonapAbl, renapabl, Nymbl, mea-
BeAM, YenoBekoobpasHble 06e3bAHbI, KPYMHbIe XULLHbIE
nTuubl n ap. Npu gpeccupoBKe OHW, BUAMMO, CNOCOBHbI
«nepexkBanndULUMpPOBaTLCA» B Opy}Kue ans pasbos. Oa-
HaKoO B POCCUICKOM cyaebHO-cneaCcTBEHHOM MpPaKTUKe
TaKuWe cayvyam noka He 3apMKCMpPOBaHbI.

B topuamnyeckon nutepatype 6bin0 BblCKa3aHO
MHEHMe, 4To Npu pazboe MoryT UCMOIb30BaTbCA U 3MEN
[8, c. 127]. NpaBaa He YTOUYHANOCH, KaKUE U3 HUX — A00-
BUTble UKW HeT. Mpu Nob6OM BapuaHTe 3TO, Ha Haw
B3rNA4, NPeACTaBAAETCA MasioBEpPOATHbIM. KpuTuye-
CKOe OTHOLWEeHMEe K AaHHOMY MHeHuto 6asupyeTca Ha
TOM, YTO PenTUINKU He noadatoTca 0byvyeHuto, He Npu-
BbIKAIOT K YE/IOBEKY M He BbIMOMHAIOT €ro pacrnopsKe-
HUI. COOTBETCTBEHHO, MCNO/Ib30BaTb 3Met0 GU3NYECKH,
B KauecTBe HemocpeACcTBEHHOIO OpyAusA NPeCcTynaeHus,
TO €CTb KHAaTPaBUTb» ee U 3aCTaBUTb HANACTb Ha KepTBY
Nno KOMaHAe, He peasbHo.

B cBOlo oyepenb 3anyraTb YeNOBEeKa HanageHUem
3Meun, OEMOHCTPUPYA ee M yrpoxaa bpocuTb B notep-
neBwero, BWAMMO, BO3MOMHO, MOCKO/IbKY MHOrne
nogn 6oATcA penTUAMiA reHEeTUYEcKWU, Mo ApeBHeM
HacneacTBeHHOM NamATK. O4HAKO M 3TO, Ha HaL B3rNAL,
npeacTaBAAeTca rMnoTeTMYECKUM BapuaHTom. Mpu Ta-
KOM Pa3BUTUM COBbITUI CKOPOTEYHAn cUTyauma pasbos
MOMKET BbIUTU U3-NOJA, KOHTPOA BUHOBHOIO, MOCKO/IbKY
emy OHOBpeMeHHO HeobxoaMMo cneamTb 3a nosese-
HMEM noTepneBLIero, ero 3alWMUTHbIMU AEUCTBUAMM,
yAepKMBaTb 3Mel0 U obecneymBaTtb M3bATUE UMYLLE-
cTBa.

[0 HacToALLero BpemMeHn B poCccuiicKol cyaebHo-
CNeACTBEHHOW NpaKTUKe C/ly4aeB MCMOAb30BaHMA pen-
TUNMIA ANA coBeplleHMAa pa3bos He 3adMKCMpPOBaHO.
BmecTe ¢ Tem npoBegeHHOe UCCNeL0BaHWE NOKasano,
YTO B NPABONPUMEHUTENBHON AEATENBHOCTU CNOXKMUACA
pA4 NPOTUBOPEYMBLIX TEHAEHUMI MO NOBOAY YCTaHOB-
NeHWA NPU3HAKOB «OAYyLIEBAEHHOro» npeameTta, WUc-
NoNb3yEMOTO KaK OpyKue.

1 0O cynebHol npakTUKe Mo Aenam o Kpaxe, rpabexke u pasboe: MocraHosneHne MaeHyma BepxosHoro Cyaa Poc. depepauum ot
27 pek. 2002 r. Ne 29 (pea. ot 15.12.2022) // Bronnetexb BepxosHoro Cyaa P®. 2003. Ne 2.
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When classifying this socially dangerous act, sev-
eral issues arise concerning the establishment of the ob-
jective and subjective characteristics of the crime. These
issues pertain to: the mechanisms of a physical attack by
the animal; defining the parameters of the object used
to expropriate property; the nature of the threat of
harm to the life or health of the victim.

In cases of robbery, the ‘assault’ is executed by the
perpetrator, while the animal is utilized merely as a tool
(instrument) to achieve the criminal objective. As law
enforcement experience shows, in the vast majority of
cases in ‘zoological’ robberies perpetrators employ dogs
of various breeds.

The verb ‘to attack’ denotes a sudden rush for-
ward, an unexpected assault, a rapid movement through
space, or a swift approach with the intent to inflict harm.
Such physical actions occur in two stages: the dog is in-
cited to attack an individual, this followed by an adverse
contact with the victim.

The act of inciting to attack means an artificial and
purposeful stimulation of aggression toward the victim.
This process is executed per the perpetrator’s verbal com-
mands or implicit actions. From the perspective of cynology
(the study of dogs), a command represents a conditional
stimulus that elicits specific behaviors from the animal. Ac-
cordingly, inciting to attack constitutes a precursor to phys-
ical aggression, representing an initial stage in the mecha-
nism of attack. When engaging with the victim, a dog may
bite the hands, legs, or genitalia, knock the victim to the
ground, or hold them in place, inflicting superficial or lacer-
ating wounds. This enables the perpetrator to demand
money, valuable items, or to forcibly seize bags, wallets, or
personal belongings, or the victim may be compelled to re-
linquish their possessions voluntarily.

The Supreme Court of the Russian Federation, in its
Plenum’s Resolution ‘On Judicial Practice in Cases of
Theft, Robbery, and Assault’!, recommended that dogs
or other animals that pose a danger to human life or
health should be categorized as objects used as weap-
ons (currently referenced in Part 2 of Article 162 of the
Criminal Code). Accordingly, a dangerous dog is an ob-
ject whose harm-inflicting properties are comparable to
those of cold weapons of the stabbing-cutting type [4].
This position does not contradict civil legislation: accord-
ing to Article 137 of the Civil Code of the Russian Feder-
ation, animals are objects, ‘animate’ things as general
property rules apply to them.

In the aforementioned Resolution of the country’s
highest judicial body, the word combination ‘dangerous

animals’ is not a formal term. It serves as a legal
guideline (marker) allowing for the assessment of
robbery situations dynamically, with the considera-
tion of the specific circumstances of the case and the
physical role of the biological entity in the crime. As
shows law enforcement experience, in the vast ma-
jority of robbery cases, perpetrators use dangerous
dogs such as Pit Bull Terriers, American Staffordshire
Terriers, Rottweilers, German Shepherds, Doberman
Pinchers, Bulldogs, and others.

The Plenum’s Resolution clarifies that other dan-
gerous animals that may pose a threat to life and
health can also be recognized as objects used as
weapons. These are biological entities that have been
adapted by humans for property protection or terri-
tory defense. They may include leopards, cheetahs,
pumas, bears, primates, large predatory birds, and
others. With training, these animals are seemingly
able to ‘transform’ into weapons for robbery. How-
ever, such cases have not yet been registered in Rus-
sian judicial-investigative practice.

In legal literature, an opinion has been expressed
that snakes could also be used in robberies [8, p. 127].
However, it is not specified whether this concerns ven-
omous snakes or not. In either case, this seems unlikely
in our view. A critical perspective on this opinion is based
on the assertion that reptiles cannot be trained, do not
become accustomed to humans, and do not follow com-
mands. Consequently, using a snake physically as a di-
rect instrument of a crime, that is, ‘inciting’ and com-
manding it to attack a victim, appears to be an unrealis-
tic idea.

On the other hand, it seems feasible to intimidate
a person with a snake attack by displaying it and threat-
ening to throw it at the victim, as many people are ge-
netically afraid of reptiles due to ancient hereditary
memory. Yet, in our view, it also appears to be a hypo-
thetical scenario. In such a case, the rapidly unfolding
situation of robbery may escape the control of the per-
petrator as they would need to monitor the victim’s be-
havior and defensive actions while restraining the snake
and expropriating property.

To date, there have been no registered instances
of reptiles used in robberies in Russian judicial and in-
vestigative practice. Meanwhile, the conducted re-
search has shown that a number of contradictory
tendencies have emerged in law enforcement practice
regarding the establishment of the characteristics of an
‘animate’ object used as a weapon.

1 0On Judicial Practice in Cases of Theft, Robbery, and Assault: Resolution of the Plenum of the Supreme Court of the Russian Federa-
tion No. 29 of December 27, 2002 (as of December 15, 2022). Bulletin of the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation. 2003. No. 2.
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Maewakos A. M., LLIka6uH I. C.

Bo-nepBblX, M3 MaTepuanos YrosOBHOro Aena
MHOTAA OCTAeTCA HEeACHbIM, YTO 3TO 3a «3Bepby», C Mo-
MOLLbIO KOTOPOFro ocyluecTBAAncA pa3boi. Hepeako
YKa3bIBAeTCs, YTO MPecTynjeHne COBEPLUEHO C MOMO-
Wb «KPYMNHOM» cobaku; «onacHol» cobaku; «310M»
cobaku; «cobaku 6ONbLIMX Pa3MepoB»; «BbICOTOM B
xonke 6onee 50 caHTMMeTPOB» M T. N. BblwecToAwme
CyAbl BbIHYXXAEHbI PearMpoBaTtb Ha TaKOro poaa npaso-
Bble yNyLleHus.

Tak, benropoackuii 0b6nacTHOM cyg, B CBOEM anes-
NAUMOHHOM OMNpeAeneHnn Ha MNPUroBOpP PaMoHHOrO
cyA4a no yronosHoMmy aeny o pasboe ykasan, 4to npume-
HEHMEe KMBOTHOTO B KayecTBe npeameTta, MCMosb3ye-
MOTFO KaK Opy¥Kue, He HaLW/IO CBOEro NOATBEPKAEHUA B
cynebHom 3acegaHmm. OCHOBaHWEM A/1A TAKOro BbIBOAA
NOCNYKWNIO TO 0BCTOATENBCTBO, YTO CTOPOHOW 06BUHE-
HUWA He Bbl0 NPeACTaBAEHO 3aKAOUYEHME KMHOMOMNYe-
CKOW 3KcnepTusbl 0 nopoge cobakul.

Bo-BTOpbIX, CyaebHO-cneacTBEHHAA MPaKTMKa Mo-
Ka3blBaeT, YTO A4/1A OCYLLEecTBAeHUA pa3bos BUHOBHbIE
WMHOrAa UCMNosb3ytoT cobakK, KoTopble B COLMANbHO-OblI-
TOBOM OKPYXEHMMU U3BECTHbI KaK «ABOPHArM». B cuny
HEBO3MOKHOCTU UCMONb30BaHMA B OPULMANBHBIX LOKY-
MEHTax TaKMX O06MXOAHbIX (Pa3rOBOPHbIX) C/I0B, Kak
«ABOPHAXKKAY, «A4BOPOBaA NOPOAA», «ABOP-TEPbEP» U
APYrMX Nofo6HbIX HOMUHALMI, CNeACcTBEHHbIE OpraHbl
W CyAbl CTapatoTCA BbIATU U3 3TOM CUTYyaLMM C MOMOLLLbHO
NceBAOKMHONOMMYECKNX TEPMUHOB-3aMeHUTENEN.
B npoLieccyasnibHbIX [OKYMEHTax MoA4vac yKasblBaeTcs,
YTO BMHOBHbIN coBeplwna pasboliHoe HanageHue ¢ uc-
nosib3oBaHMem cobaku «6bITOBOM NOpoabl», «NPOCTON
nopofabl», «nopoabl MeTUc» M T. . COOTBETCTBEHHO,
npegMmeT NPecTynjieHna OCTaeTca HeonpeaeneHHbIM.

MoHATME «Mopoga» O3HayaeT OBLWHOCTL Mpowuc-
XOXKAEHUA U pag MopdONOrMYecKkMx OCObeHHOoCTEN,
CTOMKO nepepatowmxca no Hacneactsy [9, c. 36—42].
Y ABOPOBbIX CODAK 3TOr0 HET, Kak y «4BOPOBOM» Mo-
poabl. COOTBETCTBEHHO, /it0bas «ABOPHAra» — 3T0 rW-
6puna, (Momech), TO eCTb }KUBOTHOE, NOJTYYEHHOE OT CKpe-
LLMBAHWNA FTeHETUYECKM Pa3HbIX BUONOrMYecKmx ocoben.
370 Te XMBOTHbIE, KOTOPble B KNHONOTMWN UMEIOT Ha3Ba-
HUWE KCNOXKHbIV (HEYCTaHOB/IEHHbIN, CMeLlaHHbI) Nou-
rmbpua». Ha Haw B3rnaa, nogobHoe MoHATME BMOJHE
NPUrogHO M ANA MaTEPMANbHOIO U MPOLECCYyaslbHOMO
npaBonpumeHeHus. B gaHHOW HOMWMHaAUMK (NoaMrmMb-
pua) MoryT OTparkaTbCa WM ApyrMe KOHKpeTHble npu-
3HAKW.

B-TpeTbux, B cyaebHO-CneACTBEHHOM MpaKTUKe
HabaofaeTca M TaKaa TeHAEHUMA, KaK onpeaeneHune
«npeameTa» pas3bos ¢ NOMOLLbIO BblAYMaHHbIX, HE Cy-
LLECTBYIOLMX B KMHONOIMM cobak. B mpoueccyanbHbIX
OOKYMEHTax HepeaKo YKasblBaeTcsa, YTo NpecTynjieHue
COBEPLLEHO C UCMONb30BaHMEM: CObaKn «HoILLOBON No-
POAbI», «KOXOTHUYbEN», KCTOPOMKEBOW», «arpeccUBHOM
nopoabl», cobakM «ANA OXOTbl Ha KPYMHOro 3Beps»,

«MOHTO/1bCKO-TUBETCKOM», «CeBEepPOKaBKa3CKOM Mopo-
ObI» UT. N. B HOPMATUBHbIX 61aHKETHbIX aKTax U B COL M-
aNbHOM AeNCTBUTENbHOCTM TaKMX NMOPOZ, HE CYLLEeCTBYeT.

PasymeeTtcs, nofobHble TeHAEHUMU B NpaKTUKe
NpPaBoONPUMEHEHUA 3aC/NYXKMBAIOT KPUTUYECKOTO OTHO-
weHunA. Mo cBoeMy BHELIHEMY BblPaXKEHWUIO BCE 3TU HO-
MWHAUUKW NpeacTaBAAoT cObON NULb yKa3aHWe Ha UC-
NnoNb30BaHWE HEKoero abCcTPaKTHOro XONOLHOMo Opy-
*us. COOTBETCTBEHHO, COObITME Pa3bon PUANYECKM
pa3MbIBAETCA, MOCKOJIbKY He OTBevaeT TpeboBaHWAM
CyLLLEeCTBEHHbIX MPU3HaKOB B Gopmyae AOKa3biBaHUA —
C Ybelt NOMOLLbIO, KaKMM 06pa3oM coBepLLEHO NpecTyn-
neHue (quibus auziliis, quimodo — nar.).

Pasboli cuntaeTca OKOHYEHHbIM MPecTynieHnem,
KOrAa MCMONb3yeTCcA TOJIbKO Yrpo3a NPUMEHEHUA Hacu-
NIMA, ONACHOrO AR KWU3HWU UM 340POBbA MOTEpnes-
wero, a GU3NYECKMIN Bpes NpU 3TOM He MPUYMHAETCS.
3anyrueaHue epTBbl HanageHvem cobakun [ oguH U3
Hanbonee pacnpocTpaHeHHbIX crnocobos npectynie-
HuA. Mo faHHbIM Halero uccaefoBaHua, bonee yem B
72 % cnyyaeB OT YMC/ia BCEX «300/I0TMYECKUX» pa3boes
NPMMEHANOCH TAaKOTO poAa MNMCUXMYECcKoe BO3aeincTBme.
®usnyeckoe Hacuamve PUKCUPOBANOCH 3HAYUTEIbHO
pexe — NPUMEPHO B KaXK40M TpeTbem cayyae (28 %).

Takoe «npeanoyteHMe» B cnocobax HanazeHwus,
BMAMMO, 06bACHAETCA TeM, 4To cobaka He MOXKeT cpasy
(MOMeHTanbHO) MpPeKpaTUTb CBOW arpeccuBHble Ael-
CTBUA. BUHOBHOMY HEOBXOAMMO KaKoe-TO BpeMsa U ycu-
A AnA Toro, YTobbl OCTAHOBUTL HanNaLeHWe, OTTaWMUTb
YKMBOTHOE OT KepTBbl. OAHAKO B 3TOT NEpUOL «AUHA-
MWKa» NpecTynieHusa crnocobHa BbINTU W3-MOA, KOH-
TPONA, U BMHOBHBIA MOXET He A0CTUYb CBOEW Lenu
no U3bATUIO UMYLLLECTBA.

1.2. XynuzaHcmeo u npecmyrnseHus,
cosepwaemble U3 XyAu2aHCKux nobyxideHuli

B cTpykType OcobeHHol Yactn YK PO xynuraHcTBo
npeactaeasetr coboil npecTtynneHne npotuB obule-
CTBEHHOrO nopAaKa. B cootBeTcTBUM co cTaTbei 213 YK
P® npectynHoe pesaHue onpeaensetca Kak rpyboe
HapyleHne obLLeCTBEHHOrO MOpsAAKa, Bblpakatollee
ABHOE HeyBaXeHue K obuiectsy. COracHO MYHKTY «a»
Yyactn 1 yronoBHO-NPaBOBOM HOPMbl OTBETCTBEHHOCTb
HACTyMnaeT 3a XY/IMraHCTBO, COBEpLUEHHOE C NpumeHe-
HMEM HacWIMA K rpaxkgaHam nnMbo ¢ yrpo3oi ero npwm-
MeHeHuA. B cooTBeTCTBMU C YacTbio 2 cTatbu 213 YK PO
YrO/I0BHO HaKa3yemMbIM NPU3HAEeTCA AeAHNe, COBEepLUEH-
HOe C MpMMeHeHnem NpeameToB, NCMOb3YyeMbIX B Ka-
YecTBe OpyKuA.

Bbiclwumnii cynebHblit opraH cTpaHbl B MNocTtaHoBNE-
HUK «O cyaebHOM NPaKTMKe MO Yro/I0BHbIM AENAM O Xy-
JIUFQHCTBE WU/IM UHbIX NPECTYMN/IEHUAX, COBEPLUEHHbIX U3

1 Onpepnenenne Benropoackoro 06n1acTHOro cyaa no yronosHomy aeny Ne22 -165/2015 ot 4 ¢esp. 2015 r. URL: https://oblsud--

blg.sudrf.ru/.
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Firstly, it sometimes remains unclear from the ma-
terials of criminal cases what type of ‘animal’ was used
to carry out the robbery. It is often stated that the crime
was committed using a ‘large’ dog; a ‘dangerous’ dog; an
‘aggressive’ dog; a ‘large-size’ dog; a dog ‘over 50 centi-
meters tall’, etc. As a result, higher courts are compelled
to respond to such legal omissions.

For example, the Belgorod Regional Court, in its ap-
pellate ruling regarding a district court’s verdict in a rob-
bery case, indicated that the use of an animal as an ob-
ject employed as a weapon had not been confirmed dur-
ing the judicial proceedings. The basis for this conclusion
was the fact that the prosecution did not provide a cyno-
logical examination report on the dog’s breed?.

Secondly, judicial and investigative practice shows
that, in carrying out robberies, perpetrators sometimes
use dogs that are informally known as ‘mongrels’. Due
to the impossibility of using colloquial terms such as
‘mongrel’, ‘yard breed’, ‘yard -terrier’, and other similar
definitions in official documents, investigating authori-
ties and courts strive to navigate this issue using pseudo-
cynological terms as substitutes. In procedural docu-
ments, it is sometimes noted that the perpetrator com-
mitted the robbery using a dog of the ‘domestic breed’,
‘ordinary breed’, ‘mixed breed’, etc. Consequently, the
object of the crime remains undefined.

The concept of ‘breed’ implies a common ancestry
and a range of morphological features that are reliably
transmitted according to the laws of inheritance [9, pp.
36-42]. Mongrels lack it as they are not of a ‘certain’
breed. Therefore, any ‘mongrel’ is a hybrid (a mix), this
meaning an animal obtained from crossing genetically
different biological individuals. In cynology, these ani-
mals are referred to as complex (undefined, mixed) pol-
yhybrids. In our opinion, this term is quite applicable in
both substantive and procedural law enforcement. This
designation (polyhybrid) can also reflect other specific
characteristics.

Thirdly, judicial and investigative practice exhibits
a trend whereby the ‘object’ of robbery is defined with
the use of invented, non-existent dog breeds. Proce-
dural documents often state that the crime was commit-
ted using a dog of the ‘fighting breed’, ‘hunting breed’,
‘gsuard breed’, ‘aggressive breed’, a dog ‘for hunting

large animals’, ‘Mongolian-Tibetan breed’, ‘North-

Caucasian breed’, etc. Such breeds exist neither in nor-
mative legal acts nor in social reality.

Obviously, such trends should be critically assessed
in law enforcement practice. By their external expres-
sion, all these designations merely indicate the use of an
abstract cold weapon. Consequently, the event of rob-
bery becomes legally ‘blurred’ as it fails to meet the re-
quirements of substantial characteristics in the formula
of proof — by whose assistance and in what manner the
crime was committed (Lat. quibus auxilis, quomodo).

A robbery is considered a completed crime when
only the threat of employing violence dangerous to the
life or health of the victim is used, without physical harm
caused. Intimidating a victim with a dog attack is one of
the most common methods of committing such crimes.
According to our research, more than 72% of all ‘zoolog-
ical’ robberies involved this type of psychological coer-
cion, while physical violence accounted for only one-
third of cases (28%).

This ‘preference’ in attack methods seemingly
arises from the fact that a dog cannot instantly cease its
aggressive actions. The perpetrator needs some time
and effort to stop the attack and pull the animal away
from the victim. However, during this period, the ‘dy-
namics’ of the crime may slip out of the perpetrator’s
control, and the perpetrator may fail to achieve their

goal of expropriating property.

1.2. Hooliganism and Crimes Committed for

Hooligan Motives

In the structure of the Special Part of the Criminal
Code of the Russian Federation, hooliganism is classi-
fied as a crime against public order. According to Arti-
cle 213 of the Criminal Code, this criminal act is defined
as a gross violation of public order that demonstrates
blatant disrespect for society. According to Item ‘a’ of
Part 1 of this article, responsibility ensues for hooligan-
ism committed with the use of violence against citizens
or with a threat of such violence. According to Part 2 of
Article 213 of the Criminal Code, an act committed with
the use of objects utilized as weapons is considered
punishable.

The country’s highest judicial authority, in its
Plenum’s Resolution ‘On Judicial Practice in Criminal

Cases of Hooliganism or Other Crimes Committed for

1 Ruling of the Belgorod Regional Court in criminal case No. 22-165/2015 of February 4, 2015. Available at: https://oblsud--

blg.sudrf.ru/.
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XYMFaHCKMUX NOBYKAeHUM»' noaTsepamn CBOK NO3u-

LMI0, paHee BbICKa3aHHYH B OTHOLWEHMM pa3bos, yTo
npegMeToM, UCNO/Ib3yEMbIM KaK OpyXue, MoryT 6biTb
YKMBOTHbIE, OMacCHble A5 }KU3HWU UM 340P0OBbA NoTep-
neswero. YTo 3TO 3a XMBOTHble — B [locTaHOBAEHUU
MneHyma He pasbAcHANOCb. OnbIT cyaebHO-cneacTBeH-
HOM [EeATeNbHOCTM MOKa3blBaeT, YTo B abcontoTHOM
60/IbLUMHCTBE C/IyYaeB NpegMeToM, UCMOb3YEMbIM KaK
OpyXMe NpKU XyNUTraHCTBE, ABAAIOTCA cobaku. Paktos
NPUMEHEHUA A1A COBEPLUEHUA NPECTYNJeHUs BO3DOYK-
[OEHHbIX M arpeccuBHbIX Kepebuos, 6bIKkoB, Bepbatoaos,
nyen UAN APYrux SOMALHWUX WU AUKUX KUBOTHbIX B
POCCUMCKOM MpaKTMKe Noka He Habnwpanocb. OgHaKo
3a pybexkom nofobHble 3K30TUYECKME CyYau MHOTAA
duKcmpytoTea.

B okpyre XamngeH CLUA npousowen MHUUAEHT,
MONYYMBLUMIN OTPANKEHNE B AOKYMEHTAX NOAULMU U HO-
BOCTHbIX coobuweHnnx. 12 oktabpsa 2022 r. Popum C. Byac
(55 net) npubbING Ha MECTO BbicesieHUs B JIOHTMUAOY C
NPULENOM, TFPY)KEHHbIM YNbAMWU. YTBEP)KAAETCA, YTO
OHa Hayana TPACTU YIbU U CHUMATb C HUX KPbILKK, Bbl-
nyckasa nyen Ha 3amectutenen wepuda. Heckonbko co-
TPYAHWKOB OblIN YXKaNeHbl, OAUH U3 HUX, CTPAAAOLLNNA
annepruen Ha nyenuHble yKycbl, 6bln rOCNUTaNN3UPO-
BaH. Byac 6bina apectoBaHa, 1 el 6bl1M NpeabABaeHbI
06BMHEHUNA NO HECKONbKMM CTaTbAIM, BK/OYas Hanage-
HWe M HaHeceHWe NoboeB C NPUMEHEHMEM «OMNACHOTO
opyKusa» (nyen) M HapyweHue ob6LLECTBEHHOrO Mo-
pagka. Wepud Huk Kokku 3aasun, uto aerictema Byac
NOCTaBM/IN NOA YIPO3Y KU3HU Ntoaein?.

Mpy yronoBHO-NPaBOBOMN OLLEHKE TAKUX KOHCTPYK-
TUBHO W B3aMMOCBA3AHHbIX MPU3HAKOB, KaK «rpybocTb»
HapyLleHuA obLecTBEHHOIO NOpALKa, COBEPLUAEMOTO C
NCMO/Ib30BAHWEM KUBOTHbIX, U «ABHOCTb» HEYBaXKeHUs
K 06LecTBy, HEOHXOAMMO YUMTbIBaTb KOHKPETHblE 06-
CTOATENbCTBA AeNla: XapaKTep HaCWUIbCTBEHHbIX AeW-
CTBUI, X NPOJOIKUTENBHOCTb, MUHTEHCUBHOCTb, MECTO
W Bpems coBepLueHuA. Bceraa 3To BbipaxKaeTca B NpoTU-
BOMOCTaBAEHUW BUHOBHOTO MPaBUIaM COLMANbHOro 0b-
WEXNTUA, B OTKPLITOM Bbl30Be 06LLEeCTBEHHOMY CrMO-
KOWMCTBUIO, B I@EMOHCTPATUBHOM MNpeHebperkeHnmn Hop-
MaMKn MOpanu.

Mpuv XynuraHcTBe C MUcCNonb3oBaHMem cobak
HabA4atoTCA TUMWUYHbBIE CUTYAUMU OBBEKTUMBHOIO Xa-
pakTepa. Yale Bcero npectynieHne coBepLlaeTca B 06-
LLLeCTBEHHbIX MecCTax [] Ha yauuax, B NapKax, CKBepax,
BO3/1e MarasnuHoB, B MecTax oTabixa U T. n. (90-95 % cny-
Yyaes). BUHOBHbIW, KaK NPaBWI0, HAXOAUTCA B COCTOSHUM
aNKoro/ibHOro onbsaHeHuA (bonee 80 % cnydyaes). B Kax-
[OM YeTBepToM XynuraHctee (25 %) dukcupyetca Ke-
CTOKMIA cnocob coBeplieHMA MNPecTynieHusa, TO ecTb
NpPUYMHEHME NOTEPMNEBLLEMY MYUYUTENbHBIX PUINYECKUX

CTPaflaHUM 33 CYET A/IUTENbHOTO HATPABAMBAHUA KMU-
BOTHOTO.

Ons XynuraHckux AenNCcTBUN TUNUYHBIM ABNSETCA
M Ccy6beKTUBHOE OTHOLUEHME BWMHOBHOIO K COAeAH-
HOMy. B 60/1bLIMHCTBE C/lyYaeB 3TO BHE3aNHO BO3HUK-
Wwuii  ymbicen, 0OyCNOBAEHHbIN  H6eccMmbiCNEHHOWN
«MNbAHOW MoTMBauMel». pyboe HapylweHue oblue-
CTBEHHOTO NopsAAKa 0bbIYHO NPOUCXOAMUT NO HAZYMaH-
HbIM MOTMBAM, NO HE3HAYMTENbHOMY MOBOAY, MO He-
ACHO BbIpaXeHHbIM Noby)AeHUAM. Kak nokasbiBaeT
usyyeHne cyaebHo-cneACTBEHHON NPaKTUKK, B CAy-
Yyasx HaTpaB/iMBaHMA cobak Ha nNoTepneBWMUX BUHOB-
Hble HepeaKo 06bACHAIOT CBOE NOBEeAEHUE BECbMA He-
ybeanTenbHO: «A caenan 3To NPoCTo TaK», «U3 UHTe-
peca», «OT He4Yero Aenatb», «CaM He 3Halo MoyYemy»,
«BblN B COCTOAHUM ONbAHEHUA». B OcobeHHoM YacTu
YK P® coaeputca psag, ctaTen, B KOTOPbIX B KayecTse
KBanMPUUMpPYOLLEro NpM3HaKa NpecTynieHna npeagy-
CMOTPEHO ero coBepLUeHMEe U3 XyIUTaHCKUX NobyxKae-
HWI. 9TO, B YaCTHOCTM, OOLLECTBEHHO ONACHble NocAra-
TeNbCTBa NPOTUB: KM3HKU (cT. 105 YK PD); 3p0poBbs
(cT. 111,112, 115,116 YK); cobcTBeHHOCTH (cT. 167 YK);
obuiecTBeHHoM 6e3onacHoctu (cT.215.2, 215.3 YK);
obLecTBeHHOW HpaBcTBeHHOCTM (cT. 245 YK) n ap. MNpwu
coBepLUEHNN N0OOro U3 HUX KUBOTHbIE MOTYT BbITb MC-
Nno/Ib30BaHbl B KayecTse opyaua npectynneHuns. CoorT-
BETCTBEHHO, Xy/IMraHCKMEe NOBYXKAEHUSA, KaK 1 CaMo Xy-
JINFAHCTBO, MOTYT onpeaenaTb NoBeLeHUe BUHOBHOIO
He TONIbKO MO OTHOLIEHUIO K NOAAM, HO U K UHbIM CO-
LMaNbHBIM LEHHOCTAM — K YY}KOMY MMYLLLECTBY, K €04y~
WeBNEHHbIMY NpeameTam (4PYrMM KUBOTHbIM), K 06b-
eKTaM Xu3HeobecneyeHusa, K HOpPMam MOpanu T. 4.
Tak, Chobopackoli paiioHHbIN cya Kuposckoi obnactu
ocygun Hekoero T. 3a XecTkoe obpalleHne c KMBOT-
HbIM, COBEpLIEHHOE M3 XYJAUTAHCKUX NobyKaeHuM
(cT. 245 YK P®). BUHOBHbIM, Hax04ACb B a/IKOFOJIbHOM
OnbsHEHMM, B 0OLLECTBEHHOM MECTe, B MHOTFO/IIO4HOM
ropoAcKOM MapKe, HaTpaBuA CBOK cobaky nopoapl
nuUTbynbTEPbEp Ha AeKopaTUBHYy cobaky (Toi-Te-
pbep) noTepnesLuen K. B noaTBepKAeHNE KOMaHAbI HA
aTtaky T. yKasan pyKou Ha 06beKT HanaaeHua. OT nony-
YeHHbIX YKYCOB MWHMWATIOPHOE XWMBOTHOE MOTepnes-
wen nornbno. Mo 3akNtOYEHUIO 3KcnepTu3bl, rmbenb
TOM-Tepbepa HacTynuaa oT 601eBOro WoKa U pa3pbiBa
cepaua. Mepen cmepTblo cobaka noTepnesLel AoAr0
aroHuMsMpoBana u ctpagana. Moyemy oH ybun uyxkoe
YKMBOTHOE M KaKMMM MOTMBAMW PYKOBOACTBOBANCA —
HUW Ha CNeacTBumn, HU B cyae T. 06bACHUTL He cmor. Bu-
HOBHbIN NMLWb NOCTOAHHO 33ABAAJ, YTO B TOT MOMEHT
OH 6bIN1 B COCTOSAHUM OMbAHEHNAS,

1 0 cynebHOIt NpaKkTMKe NO YrONOBHbBIM AeNaM O XYIUraHCTBE U UHbIX NPECTYNAEHMAX, COBEPLUEHHbIX U3 XY/IMTaHCKUX NOBYKAEHMIA:
MocraHoBsneHune MNneHyma BepxosHoro Cyaa Poc. ®eaepauun ot 15 Hoa6. 2007 r. Ne 45 (pea. ot 26.11.2024) // BronneteHb Bep-

xoBHoro Cyaa P®. 2008. Ne 1.

2 Woman accused of using bees to attack sheriff's deputies during Longmeadow eviction. URL: https://www.cbsnews.com/bos-

ton/news/massachusetts-bee-attack-arrest-rorie-susan-woods/.

3 Npurosop Cnoboackoro panoHHOro cyaa KMposckoit ob6nacti no yronosHomy aeny Ne1-253/2019 ot 4 aek. 2019 r. [D1eKTPOHHbI
pecypc]. JocTyn n3 cnpas.- NPaBoBOM cucTeMbl K KOHCYIbTaHTIIOCY.
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Hooligan Motives’?, confirmed its previously ex-
pressed position regarding robbery that animals danger-
ous to the life or health of the victim can be objects used
as weapons. However, it is not clarified what specific an-
imals are referred to in the Resolution. As judicial and
investigative experience shows, in the overwhelming
majority of cases, the object used as a weapon in hooli-
ganism is dogs. There have been no registered instances
of aggressive stallions, bulls, camels, bees, or other do-
mestic or wild animals used to commit crimes in Russian
practice. However, such exotic cases are occasionally
documented abroad.

In Hampden County, USA, the following incident
has been reported in police documents and in the news.
On October 12, 2022, Rory S. Woods (55 years old) ar-
rived at an eviction site in Longmeadow with a trailer
carrying beehives. She allegedly began to shake the
hives and remove their lids, thus releasing bees onto the
sheriff’s deputies. Several officers were stung, and one,
who suffered an allergy to bee stings, was hospitalized.
Woods was arrested and charged with several offenses,
including assault and battery with the use of ‘dangerous
weapon’ (bees) as well as disorderly conduct. Sheriff
Nick Cocchi stated that Woods’s actions endangered
people’s lives?.

When assessing the criminal legal implications of
such structurally interrelated features as the ‘grossness’
of the violation of public order and the ‘obviousness’ of
disrespect for society in offenses with the use of ani-
mals, it is necessary to consider the specific circum-
stances of the case: the nature of the violent actions,
their duration, intensity, place, and time of commission.
It is always a case of the perpetrator’s opposition to the
rules of social coexistence, of an open challenge to pub-
lic tranquility and demonstrative disregard for moral
norms.

In hooliganism involving dogs, typical situations of
an objective nature are observed. Most often, the crime
is committed in public places — on streets, in parks,
squares, near shops, and in recreational areas, etc. (90-
95% of cases). The perpetrator is usually in a state of al-
coholic intoxication (over 80% of cases). In every fourth
hooliganism case (25%), a cruel method of committing

the crime is registered, which means infliction of excru-
ciating physical pain on the victim through durable incit-
ing the animal to attack.

A typical subjective attitude of the perpetrator to-
ward their actions is also observed in hooligan acts. In
most cases, it is a sudden intent driven by senseless
‘drunken motivation’. Gross violations of public order
typically occur for contrived reasons, over minor provo-
cations, or on a vague impulse. As studies of judicial and
investigative practices show, in cases of incitement to
dog attacks on victims, perpetrators often inadequately
explain their behavior with phrases such as ‘I did it just
like that’, ‘out of curiosity’, ‘because | had nothing else
to do’, ‘1 do not know why’, or ‘I was intoxicated’. In the
Special Part of the Criminal Code of the Russian Federa-
tion, there are several articles where, as a qualifying fea-
ture of the crime, it is stipulated that it was committed
for hooligan motives. Among such crimes are socially
dangerous encroachments against: life (Article 105 of
the Criminal Code); health (Articles 111, 112, 115, 116);
property (Article 167); public safety (Articles 215.2,
215.3); public morality (Article 245), etc. In any of these
cases, animals can be used as tools of the crime. Accord-
ingly, hooligan motives, as well as hoolig anism itself, can
dictate the behavior of the perpetrator in relation not
only to people but also to other social values — property,
‘animate’ objects (other animals), life-supporting ob-
jects, moral norms, etc. For example, the Slobodsky Dis-
trict Court of the Kirov Region convicted an individual
T. for cruel treatment of an animal committed for hooli-
gan motives (Article 245 of the Criminal Code). The per-
petrator, while under the influence of alcohol, incited his
‘pit bull’ to attack a decorative dog (toy terrier) of the
victim K. To confirm the command for the attack,
T. pointed at the object of the attack. The miniature dog
of the victim died from the bites. According to the foren-
sic conclusion, the death of the toy terrier resulted from
pain shock and heart rupture. Before its death, the vic-
tim’s dog suffered greatly and endured agony. When
asked why he killed someone else’s animal and what
motives guided him, T. could not explain it during the in-
vestigation and in court. The perpetrator only repeat-
edly stated that he was intoxicated at the time?3.

1 0On Judicial Practice in Criminal Cases of Hooliganism and Other Crimes Committed for Hooligan Motives: Resolution of the Plen um
of the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation No. 45 of November 15, 2007 (as of November 26, 2024). Bulletin of the Supreme

Court of the Russian Federation. 2008. No. 1.

2Woman accused of using bees to attack sheriff's deputies during Longmeadow eviction. CBS News. Available at:
https://www.cbsnews.com/boston/news/massachusetts -bee-attack-arrest-rorie-susan-woods/.
3 Verdict of the Slobodsky District Court of the Kirov Region in criminal case No. 1-253/2019 of December 4, 2019. Access from the

legal information system ‘ConsultantPlus’.
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XynuraHckas MoTMBaLMA onpeaennercs yepes no-
HATUE KXYIMTAHCTBO» U ABAAETCA KOMMIEKCHOM NCUXo-
IOTMYECKOM KaTeropuen. B aTolt CTpyKType HamepeHui
N KeNaHW BMHOBHOIO OTPAXKaloTCs NULb OTAENbHbIe
CTOPOHbI €ro MCUXO/IOTMYECKOr0 COCTOSIHUSA, KOTOpbIe
HepeaKko coAepsKaT NPAMO MNPOTUBOMONONKHbIE CTU-
Mynbl noBefeHus. B Teopwuu yrosoBHOro npasa Ao
HaCTOALLLEro BpEMEHM HET CUCTEMHOTO U MOJIHOrO onpe-
OEeNeHUs XY/IMFaHCKUX NobyKAeHU. ITO KpUTUdeckoe
3aK/l0YEeHMe, MO Hawemy MHeHu, 0bycnoBaeHo
6e3rpaHMYHON BAapUATUBHOCTBIO HEFAaTUBHOIO U NpeHe-
OpEeKUTENbHOTO OTHOLWIEHWS K COLMAJIbHbIM LLEeHHO-
ctam. [pecTynieHus, coBepllaemble C MCMNOAb30Ba-
HMem cobakK, Ha Hal B3rnsz4, NOATBEPKAAOT AAHHbLIN
BbIBOA.

BmecTe ¢ TeM aHa/M3 «300/10TMYECKUX» obLe-
CTBEHHO OMacCHbIX AEAHWUIN, COBEPLUEHHbIX U3 XyNUTaH-
CKUX NOBYXKAEHWUN, BbISBUA XapaKTepHble 0cObeHHO-
CTU B NOBEAEHUN BMHOBHbIX. 3TO MOTUB CaMOyTBeEp-
OEeHMA COBCTBEHHOrO «A» 3a CYET CUJIbl 3KUBOTHOTO.

MoTpebHOCTb B CAaMOYTBEPKAEHWUU, TO €CTb B MNO-
BbILLIEHMUM 3HAYMMOCTU CBOEN JINYHOCTU B COBCTBEHHbIX
rnasax, ABAAETCH aHTPOMO/OrMYECKOM KOHCTAHTON. JTa
NnocTosHHasA 6uonornyeckas BeAMYMHA O3HAYaeT, 4yTo
YeNOBEK, KaK OOLEeCTBEHHOE KMBOTHOE, HE MOXKeT
060lTUCL 6€3 NPU3HAHUA ero Co CTOPOHbI APYrUX Jto-
nen. VIHbimM cnoBamu, 3TO Bcerga paccmaTpuBaeTca
CKBO3b MPM3MY OLEHKM CO CTOPOHbI APYruX.

C nosuumM YyroNoBHOro NpaBa MOTMB CaMoyTBep-
KAEHMA, Ha Halw B3rnsf, npeacTaBnseT cobon cybbek-
TMBHOE CTPEM/IEHNE BUHOBHOIO 0CBO6OAUTL CebA OT 3a-
KOHa, «MepecTynuTb YepTy». ITO KeNaHue NoyyBCTBO-
BaTb CBOE MPEBOCXOACTBO Haj, OKPYMKAOLWMMM C MOMO-
Wb CUAbI KMBOTHOTO, ybeauTb ceba B cobcTBEHHOM
LEHHOCTM, NPeogo/ieTb BHYTPEHHIOW HeyBEepeHHOCTb,
NpoBepuUTb HasnuMe BONEBbIX KavecTs U T. 4. [1, c. 304,
306, 307]

1.3. MpumeHeHue Hacunua 6 omHoweHuu

npedcmasumens enacmu

B npectynneHun npoTvB nopAagKa ynpasneHusa [
ByYactM 1 ctatbm 318 YK P® — npeaycmoTpeHa OTBeT-
CTBEHHOCTb 32 NPUMEHEHWe HaCcKUAMA, HEOMACHOro ANA
YKM3HU, 340Pp0BbSA, MO0 33 Yyrpo3y NPUMEHEHMA TAaKOTO
HacWM/IMA B OTHOLIEHMM NPEeACTAaBUTENA BAACTU; B Ya-
CTV 2 AaHHOW YroN0BHO-NPaBOBOM HOPMbI YCTAHOB/IEHA
OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 33 MPUMEHEHWE HaACWAUA, OMACHOro
[ONA KU3HU UK 30,0P0BbA NOTepneBLUero.

MNpoBeneHHOe nccnegoBaHWe NOKa3aso, yYTo cylle-
CTBYET TUMUYHAA CUTYyaLMA UCMONb30BAHUA XKUBOTHBIX
npoTuB npeactaButenein snactu. MNMopgobHoe npectyn-
Hoe noBeAeHMe, KaK MpaBMao, OCyLLeCTBAAeTcA ANA
NPOTUBOAENCTBMA 3aKOHHOM AeATe/IbHOCTU Nboro
npeAcTaBUTENA UCNONHUTENbLHOIO OpraHa rocyAapcrsa.
BWMHOBHbIE OTKa3bIBAlOTCA BbINONHATL TPpebOBaHUA co-

TPYAHWKOB NPaBOOXPAHUTENbHbIX OPFraHOB UM CONpPO-
TUBNAOTCA 3TOMY MPU HANOXKEHUWU apecTa Ha uUMyLle-
CTBO, NPOBeAEeHNN 0BbICKa MU BbIEMKW, YCTAHOBAEHUM
JIMYHOCTK, YCTAHOBIEHNN MECTOHAXOXAEeHUA uua, no-
[03peBaeMoro B aAMWHUCTPATUBHOM MpaBOHapyLle-
HUW UK NPECTYNAEHUK, NPU 3a4ePKaHMM NNLA, HeMno-
CPeACTBEHHO OCYLLECTBAAIOLWErO NPOTMBONpPABHOe Aen-
HWe, NpY NPOBeAEHUM ONEepPaTUBHO-PO3bICKHOrO Mepo-
npuatua B dopme rnacHoro obcnenoBaHMA 34aHUN, CO-
OPY!KEHWUI, Y4aCTKOB MECTHOCTU U T. 4. NpoTnBoAeNnCT-
BME W COMPOTMBAEHUE []CXOAHbIE NPABOBblE MOHATUA.
Mo cywectsy, 3TO CUHOHUMbI, MOCKO/bKY, TEPMUH
«CONPOTUBAEHME» U O3HAYaEeT NPOTUBOAENCTBUE NPU-
HY}XAEeHUI0, GU3MYEecKoMy MM NCUXMYECKOMY BO3aeMn-
CTBMIO OPraHOB B/IACTW.

[evcTBMA BUHOBHOrO, WMCMOJb3YIOWErO XMWBOT-
HbIX MPOTMB 3aKOHHbIX AENCTBUIN COTPYAHUKOB NPaBo-
OXPAHWUTENbHBIX OPraHoB, ABAAOTCA CcBOeObpasHOM
dopmoit npectynHoro noeefeHuA. MNpoBegeHHoe uCc-
cnefoBaHWe NMOKas3ano, YTo A/A TAKOro ConpoTuBIe-
HWA UCMONB3YIOTCA AOMaLIHWe cobaKM cambiX pPasHbIX
Nopoa, UAN UX CNOXHble (CMeLlaHHble) Noanrmbpuabl
(«aBOpHATMY). B MmaTepunasbHOM NiaHe U B NpoLeccy-
aNbHbIX AOKYMEHTaX «COMPOTUB/IEHMEY», B KOTOPOM
y4acTBYHOT cObaKM, oLEeHUBAETCA No-pasHomy. MHoraa
WX B 3aBMCMMOCTM OT 06CTOATENLCTB iena onpeaenatoT
Kak opyaue npectynaeHuna nnbo Kak npeamert, 3ame-
LAWK OpyXKMe, U T. M.

B depepanbHom 3akoHe «O noanuum»® (n. 3, 5.
Y. 1 cT. 21) nogobHOE coNpoOTUBAEHME COTPYAHMKAM MO-
MUK CBS3AHO C CUTyaLMeln 3agepiKaHuna nunua, cosep-
LIAlOLLEro MpecTynieHue Uan agMMHUCTPATUBHOE Mpa-
BOHapyleHne. TakMe OeNCTBUA BbIpaXKaroTcA B aKTMB-
HOM YK/IOHEHUW OT 33epPKaHMUA C MOMOLLbIO CUJIbI KU~
BOTHbIX.

BMHOBHbIM npumeHsAeT ¢uU3nYeckoe Hacunue,
HaTpaB/iMBaA cobaky Ha NOTepneBLIero, Uau yrpoxaet
ee HanageHvem (NCUXMYeckoe Hacuaue), CcTapasnchb
BOCNPENATCTBOBATbL CBOEMY 3azepikaHuto. CBoeobpa-
3Me 3TOM CUTYyaLLMKN B 3aKOHOAATE/IbHOM MAaHe 3aKto-
yaeTca B meTamopdose NOHATUA KCONPOTUBEHUE» —
ero TpaHchopmauun B NOHATUE «BOOPYKEHHOE Hana-
OEeHWe Ha COTpyAHMKa noavuum». B cooTBeTcTBMM C
depepanbHbiM 3aKoHOM «O noAnuMmU» (4. 2 €T. 23) nog,
BOOPYXEHHbIM HanageHuem cnefyeTt NOHUMATb Aen-
CTBMS, COBEPLUEHHbIE C UCMONb30BAaHMEM NPEAMETOB,
CNOCOOHBbIX NMPUYMHUTDL TANKKWIA Bpes 340PpOBbI0 UK
CMepTb noTepneswemy. o cylecTsy, B 3aKoHoAa-
TeNbCTBE FOBOPUTCA O NPeAMeTax, 3amMeLLaloLmX opy-
Kue (BOOpy:KeHUe), U TaKUMKU OMACHbIMU «BeLLaMMn»
MOTYT ABNATbCA cobakm — PU3NYECKM CUbHbIE, NOAYM-
HAOLWMECA KOMaHAaM X03MHA U CNOCOBHbIE K »KecTo-
KOMY HanaZeHu o Ha YenoBeka.

UccnepoBaHue nokasano, 4to ¢usmyeckoe Hacu-
Nive ¢ ucnosb3oBaHMemM cobak noayac xapakTepusmpy-

1 0 noanummn: depep. 3akoH ot 7 desp. 2011 Ne 3-d3 // Cobp. 3akoHoaaTenbcTa Poccuiickoin deaepaumm. 2011. Ne 7, cr. 900. M. 3,

5y4.1cT. 21.
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Hooligan motivation is defined through the con-
cept of ‘hooliganism’ and represents a complex psycho-
logical category. In this structure of the perpetrator’s in-
tentions and desires, only individual aspects of their psy-
chological state are reflected, which often contain di-
rectly opposing behavioral stimuli. To date, there is no
systemic and complete definition of hooligan motives in
criminal law theory. The reason for that seems to lie in
the limitless variability of negative and contemptuous
attitudes toward social values. In our view, crimes in-
volving the use of dogs confirm this conclusion.

At the same time, our analysis of socially danger-
ous acts committed for hooligan motives and classified
as ‘zoological’ has revealed characteristic features in the
behavior of the perpetrators. It is the motive of self-as-
sertion through the strength of the animal.

The need for self-assertion, that is, the desire to
enhance the significance of one’s personality in their
own eyes, is an anthropological constant. This constant
means that a person, as a social animal, cannot do with-
out recognition from others. In other words, it is always
viewed through the lens of relationships with others.

From the perspective of criminal law, the motive of
self-assertion, in our opinion, represents the subjective
desire of the perpetrator to free themselves from the
law, to ‘cross the line’. This is a desire to feel superior to
others through the strength of an animal, to convince
oneself of one’s own worth, to overcome inner insecu-
rity, to test willpower, etc. [1, pp. 304, 306, 307].

1.3. The Use of Violence

Against Representatives of Authority

In crimes against the order of governance, Part 1 of
Article 318 of the Criminal Code establishes liability for
the use of violence that does not endanger human life
or health against a representative of authority, or for the
threat of such violence, while Part 2 establishes liability
for violence endangering the lives or health of such per-
sons.

Our research has shown that there is a typical situ-
ation of using animals against representatives of author-
ity. Such criminal behavior is generally aimed at counter-
acting lawful activities of representatives of the execu-
tive branch of government. Perpetrators refus e to com-
ply with the demands of law enforcement officers or re-
sist them when: their property is being seized; searches

or seizures are conducted; their identity is being estab-
lished; the whereabouts of a person suspected of an ad-
ministrative offense or crime are being established; a
person committing an unlawful act is being appre-
hended; surveillance-and-search measures are carried
out in the form of open inspections of buildings, struc-
tures, plots of land, etc. Counteraction and resistance
are similar legal concepts. Essentially, they are syno-
nyms as the term ‘resistance’ implies counteraction to
coercion, to physical or psychological influence by the
authorities.

The actions of a perpetrator using animals against
lawful actions of law enforcement officers represent a
peculiar form of criminal behavior. Our research has
found that, in the overwhelming majority of cases,
household dogs of various breeds or their complex
(mixed) polyhybrids (‘mongrels’) are used for such re-
sistance. In material sense and in procedural docu-
ments, ‘resistance’ involving dogs is assessed differ-
ently. Depending on the circumstances of the case, a dog
may be identified as a tool of the crime, as an object sub-
stituting for a weapon, or as a constructive element of a
violent method used to commit a socially dangerous act.

In the Federal Law ‘On the Police’? (Items 3, 5 of
Part 1 of Article 21), such resistance against police offic-
ers is associated with the situation of detaining a person
committing a crime or an administrative offense. Such
actions are expressed in active evasion from detention
using the strength of animals.

Attempting to prevent his/her detention, a perpe-
trator applies physical violence by inciting a dog to at-
tack the victim or threatens the victim with the dog’s at-
tack (psychological violence). The uniqueness of this sit-
uation in a legislative sense lies in the metamorphosis of
the concept of ‘resistance’: it transforms into the con-
cept of ‘armed attack on a police officer’. According to
the Federal Law ‘On the Police’ (Part 2 of Article 23), an
armed attack is understood as actions committed using
objects capable of causing serious harm to the health or
death of the victim. In essence, legislation refers to ob-
jects substituting for weapons (armament), and such
dangerous ‘things’ can include dogs — physically strong,
obedient to their owner’s commands, and capable of
brutally attacking person.

The research has shown that physical
violence involving dogs is sometimes characterized

1 Onthe Police: Federal Law No. 3-FZ of February 7, 2011. Collection of Legislative Acts of the Russian Federation.2011. No. 7. Art. 900.

Items 3, 5 of Part 1 of Art. 21.
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€TCA UHTEHCMBHOCTbIO HanageHusA. NMoHATUE KUHTEHCUB-
HOCTb» O3HAYaeT YPOBEHb HAMPAXKEHHOCTU ycuaui [5,
c. 216]. B topugmyeckon nutepaTtype nof MHTEHCUBHO-
CTblO MoOcAraTenbCTBa NOHMMAETCA CNocob AencTBUM,
CUNa U CTPEMUTENIbHOCTb arpeccuu, To ecTb 3TO Npu-
3HAKW, KOTOpble ONpesenstoT XapakTep U cTeneHb ob-
LLLeCTBEHHOW ONAcHOCTU AeAHus [7, ¢. 26]. B npectynne-
HMAX C UCMONIb30BAaHMEM KMUBOTHbIX YPOBEHb HACTONUK-
BOCTU YCWU/IMA BUHOBHOIO (Hanps»KeHHOCTb AeNCTBUI)
onpefenseTcs pagoM B3aMMOCBA3AHHbIX 0OCTOATENLCTB.
3T0 nocnefoBaTeENbHOCTb /ML B OTAQYe KOMaHZ, Co-
6aKe, COracoBaHHOCTb AEMNCTBUI YENOBEKA U KMUBOT-
HOro, ANUTENbHOCTb arpPeccMBHOro noseaeHus 6uosno-
rMYecKkol 0cobu, HanpaBNEHHOro Ha MNPUYUHEHME
Bpeaa notepnesLllemy, U T. M.

B KauecTBe MANOCTPaLMN MHTEHCUBHOCTU Hanaae-
HWA MOXKHO MPUBECTU CUTYALLMIO U3 YTONOBHOIO AeNa B
OTHOLWIEHUN B., 06BMHAEMOrO B MPUMEHEHWUW HACcUANA K
npeactasutensm snactu. Cocegmn B., Haxoamslierocs B
CU/IbHOM CTENEHM OMNbAHEHUSA, BbI3BA/IM NOIULMIO, YTOObI
NpPeKpaTuTb MNPOTMBOMNPABHOE MOBEeAEHME BWHOBHOO.
Mocne Toro Kak noabexasna cay»ebHas aBTOMALUMHA,
B.cpa3sy otman cBoeit cobake, KoTopasa 6bina 6e3
HaMOpPZAHMKA, KOMaHAy Ha HanageHue. Cobaka nopoabl
nUTOyNbTepbep Bena cebs arpeccMBHO, MpPbIfHyaAa Ha
ABepLy aBToMobuns, 3acyHyna ronoBy B CasIOH, TaK Kak
OKHO 6bl/10 Ha TPU YETBEPTU OTKPLITO, pblyana, CKaau-
lacb W MNbiTanacb BLENWUTLCA B MOAULLENCKOrO. MBOT-
HOE HaCTOMYMBO BbINOIHANO HEOAHOKPATHbIE KOMaHAbI
X03fIMHa Ha HanageHue. Ha TpeboBaHMA NPaBOOXPaHU-
Tenen ybpaTb cobaKy BUHOBHbIV He pearnposarn.

OAMH M3 NONULLEMCKMX M3 CaNoHa aBTOMObMAA
NPUMEHWN OPYKMe U paHUA NUTByAbTepbepa. 3aTem co-
TpyaHukn OB BbIWAM M3 aBTOMAWWHLI M Hagenu
HaPYYHWUKM Ha BUHOBHOro. OaHako B., nexka Ha 3emne,
BHOBb CTa/ OTAaBaTb NPWKa3bl Ha HaMageHue CBOen pa-
HeHol cobake. MMBOTHOE ONATb Ha4yano ABUraTbcA
B CTOPOHY MOJIMLENCKUX, XOTA U He cTonb bbicTpo. Co-
TPYAHWK NOAULMM BO BTOPOW pa3 bblal BbIHYKAEH CTpe-
naTb 1 yéun nutbynbrepbepa. B cyaebHom 3acepgaHnm
[eNCcTBMA NpaBooXpaHuTenel 6ol NpU3HaHbl He 06xo-
AVMbIMM 1 NPaBOMEPHbIMI®,

B topmnanyeckoit antepatype 6bi1o BbicKazaHo npa-
BM/IbHOE, Ha HALW B3rNs4, MHEHMeE, YTO eC/IN HanageHue
YKMBOTHOrO, TO €CTb NPUMEHEHWE HAaCUWA, B TOM YnCie
K NPeacTaBUTENtO BNACTW, CMPOBOLMPOBAHO Yenose-
KOM, TO peyb naet o Heobxogmmoli obopoHe. B aTom
C/ly4ae *KMBOTHOE BbICTYMaeT B KauecTBe MHCTPYMEHTa
AR OCyLLEeCTBNEHUA BOIM BUHOBHOIO, KOTOPbLIA Hame-
peBasicA ¢ NoMoLLbio 6ruonormyeckot ocobu cosepLUmnTb
npecrtynnexue [6, c. 13, 19].

[na oTpaxkeHus yKasaHHON (GOPMbl BOOPYIKEH-
HOro HamnaZeHuA WAK Yrpo3bl ero CoBepLIEHUs COTPYA-
HWKY NOANLMN NPELOCTABAEHO NPABO NPUMEHATb OrHe-
cTpenbHoe opyxue (n. 2 4. 3 c1. 23 deaepanbHOro 3a-
KoHa «O nonvumm»). Mo cyliectay, 3To NPaBo Ha 3aWmTy
KaK COOCTBEHHOM KU3HWU U 340POBbA, TaK U MHTEPECOB

rpaxaaH, To eCcTb peannsauma npasa Ha HEOb6XoAMM Yo
obopoHy [2, c. 116 n ap.].

B sTOM nnaHe oTpakeHue arpeccMBHOro nosepe-
HWA }KMBOTHOMO NyTeM NPUYNMHEHMA emy Bpeaa (BnaoTb
00 NNWEHUA KU3HU) NOAXOAMUT MNOJ TaK HasblBaeMbli
NPWHLMMN COPa3MEPHOCTU, TO ECTb COOTBETCTBME KaKOM-
nmbo mepe. KaKk yKasblBasocb B OPUANYECKON nTepa-
Type, OCHOBHOE 3HayeHue npu Heobxoanmoi obopoHe
cnepyeTt NpuaaBaTbh «COOTHOLIEHWIO pasmepa 3aluThbl
pa3smepam HanageHusa» [10, c. 120].

Kak nokasano npoBefeHHoOe UccnefoBaHWe, Of-
HOWM M3 Hambosee pPacnNPOCTPAHEHHbIX CUTyaLWW, CBA-
3aHHbIX C NPOTMBOMNPABHbLIM WMCMONb30BAHWEM CODaK,
ABNAETCA HanaJeHWe Ha MOJIMLLENCKMX, KOTopble cTpe-
MATCS Mpeceyb Xy/IMraHCKne AencTemna BUHOBHOro. dak-
TUYECKM TaKMe Cayyvau NpeacTaBaatoT coboit YacTHble
BAPWaHTbl NPOTUBOAENCTBUA 3aKOHHOW AeATE/IbHOCTU
npeacTtaBuTeneit BAACTU, O YEeM Mbl YXKE TOBOPUAMN,
O[HAKO OHW MMEIT CBOM 0COBEHHOCTM O6BEKTUBHOIO
XapaKTepa, N03TOMY Mbl U BblAENAEM UX.

I3Ta cneundurKa 3aKN0YAETCA B TOM, YTO INLO, KaK
NpPaBuI0, HAXOLMUTCA B COCTOAHUM A/IKOrONIbHOTO OMbA-
HeHusa U, rpybo Hapylwan ob6LLeCTBEHHbIM MNOopAAOK,
B NepByto ovepeab 6ecnpmuyYnHHO HaTpaBaAMBaEeT cobaKy
Ha OKPYKaloLWLMX rpaxaaH uan npoxoxkux. Ha Tpebosa-
HUA NpUBBLIBLLMX NPaBOOXPaHUTENEN O NpeKpalleHun
NPOTMBOMPABHbIX AENCTBUIN BUHOBHbIM 0ObIYHO He pea-
TMPYeT M Kak bbl MO «MHEepLUUN» HaTpaBAWBaET XKMUBOT-
HOE Yy)Ke Ha camux noauuenckux. OgHako KBannduKa-
LUMA  COAEAHHOrO MO COBOKYMHOCTM MPEecTynieHui
(cT. 213 1 318 YK P®) daKTMUeCcKM He BCTpeyaeTcs.

ANbTEPHATUBHLIM BAapMAHTOM MPECTYNHOro noBe-
LeHuA, NpeaycMmoTpeHHoro B ctatbe 318 YK PO, asnsa-
eTcA M peanbHaa yrposa HanafeHWs KMBOTHOMO Ha
npeacrasuTens sBnactu. Mo gaHHbIM Halero uccnesosa-
HUA, Takaa popma NCUXMYECKOro HacuaMa GUKCUPOBA-
nacb 6onee yem B 38 % cnyyaes B 06LeM ob6beme CUTY-
auMi NCcnosib30BaHMA cobak NPOTUB COTPYAHMKOB NONU-
LK. BUHOBHbIE HAaTPAB/MBAIOT KMBOTHOE, rOTOBOE BpO-
CUTbCA HA YENIOBEKA, HO CAEP)KMBAIOT ero, TeM CambIM
CTapanch 3anyraTb NOAMLENCKMX U M3bexaTb 3a4epiKa-
HUA.

MopobHble cUTyauMu MMEKT YHUBEPCasbHbIN Xa-
pakTep. OHM HabntoaaoTCA He TONbKO B HALLel CTpaHe,
HO 1 3a pybexom. Tak, B CLUA, B okpyre lNoTTep wrata
Texac, HekTo K. [appeT -maaawnii B npouecce 3aTax-
HOWM ccopbl CO cBOMMM coceaamm HUMKCOHamu u cob-
CTBEHHbIM OTLLOM, AEWUCTBYA U3 XY/NIUTAHCKUX Nobyxae-
HWIM, HEOAHOKPATHO YrPOXKaa NPUMEHEHMEM HACUANA C
NMOMOLLbIO NMpUHagaexallero emy aobepmaH-nMHYepa
no Kan4yke TaliHu. Mocne NpmbbITUA NONULENCKUX, KOTO-
pble MbITaMCb apPecToBaTb BUHOBHOIO, OH MPOAO/IXKaN
CBOM MpPecTynHble AeNCTBMA U HaTPaBAMBaa KMBOTHOE
Y)KE Ha camux nonuueinckux. fappeTt aepskan cobaky B
BO3DOYKAEHHOM COCTOAHWUM 33 OLUEMHUK U, YKa3biBasA TO
Ha OZHOro MOMNLENCKOTO, TO Ha APYroro, otAaBan Ko-
MaHAbl, BWAMMO, aHaNoOrM4yHble Hawum: «Pacly,

! Npurosop lonmaToBcKoro paitoHHoro cyaa KypraHckoii obaactv no yronosHomy geny Ne 1 -26.2013 ot 5 anp. 2013 r. URL: http: sudact.ru.
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by the intensity of the attack. The concept of ‘intensity’
refers to the level of tension in efforts [5, p. 216]. In legal
literature, the intensity of encroachment is understood
as the manner of actions, the strength, and swiftness of
aggression — these are characteristics that determine
the nature and degree of the social danger of the act [7,
p. 26]. In crimes involving animals, the level of persis-
tence in the perpetrator’s eff orts (the tension of actions)
is determined by several interconnected circumstances.
These include the consistency with which the individual
gives commands to the dog, the coordination of actions
between the human and the animal, the duration of the
aggressive behavior of the biological entity aimed at
causing harm to the victim, etc.

As an illustration of the intensity of the attack, let us
consider a situation from a criminal case against V. who
was accused of using violence against representatives of
authority. Neighbors of V., who was heavily intoxicated,
called the police to stop his unlawful behavior. After the
police vehicle arrived, V. immediately commanded his
dog, which was unmuzzled, to attack. The pit bull terrier
behaved aggressively, jumped onto the car door, pushed
its head into the cabin since the window was three-quar-
ters open, growled, bared its teeth, and attempted to bite
the policeman. The animal persistently followed its
owner’s repeated commands to attack. The perpetrator
did not respond to the repeated requests from the law
enforcement officers to remove the dog.

One of the police officers in the car used his
weapon and shot the pit bull terrier. The officers then
exited the vehicle and handcuffed the perpetrator. How-
ever, V., lying on the ground, again began to give com-
mands for his wounded dog to attack. The animal
started moving again toward the police officers, albeit
not as quickly. The police officer was forced to shoot
again and killed the dog. In the court hearing, the actions
of the law enforcement officers were deemed necessary
and lawful?.

In legal literature, an opinion has been expressed
that appears to us to be correct: if the animal’s attack,
that is, the use of violence, including against represent-
atives of authority, is provoked by a person, then it con-
stitutes necessary defense. In this case, the animal acts
as a tool to carry out the will of the perpetrator who in-
tended to commit a crime with the help of a biological
entity [6, pp. 13, 19].

To repulse this form of armed attack or address the
threat of its commission against a police officer, the po-
lice are vested with the right to use firearm (Article 23

(Item 2, Part 3) of the Federal Law ‘On the Police’). Es-
sentially, this right serves the protection both of police
officers’ lives and health and of the interests of citizens,
it ensures the exercise of the right to necessary defense
[2, p. 116 et al.].

In this context, inflicting harm on an aggressive ani-
mal (up to and including killing it) fits the so-called princi-
ple of proportionality, meaning conformity to a certain
measure. As noted in legal literature, the main signifi-
cance in necessary defense should be given to the ‘ratio
of the size of defense to the size of the attack’ [10, p. 120].

The conducted research has revealed that one of
the most common situations related to the unlawful use
of dogs is their attacking police officers trying to curtail
the perpetrator’s hooligan actions. In fact, such situa-
tions represent a specific case of countering the lawful
activities of representatives of authority, which was dis-
cussed above, but they have specific objective features,
which is why we highlight them separately.

They are specific in that the individual is usually in a
state of alcoholic intoxication and, in gross violation of
public order, starts inciting a dog to attack, without cause,
surrounding citizens or passers-by. Typically, the perpe-
trator does not respond to the demands of the arriving
law enforcement officers to cease unlawful actions and,
as if by ‘inertia’, proceeds with directing the animal at the
police officers themselves. However, such situations are
really classified as a combination of crimes (multiple
counts) (Articles 213 and 318 of the Criminal Code).

An alternative to the criminal behavior provided
for in Article 318 of the Criminal Code is the real threat
of an animal attacking a representative of authority. Ac-
cording to our research, such a form of psychological vi-
olence was registered in more than 38% of cases involv-
ing the use of dogs against police officers. Offenders
threaten to release the animal, which is ready to attack,
but hold it back, trying to intimidate the police and avoid
detention.

Such situations are universal. They are observed not
only in our country but also abroad. For instance, in Potter
County, Texas, J. Garrett Jr., during a long-standing dispute
with his neighbors, the Nixons, and his own father, acting
from hooligan motives, repeatedly threatened to use vio-
lence with the help of his Doberman Pinscher named Tiny.
After the police arrived in an attempt to arrest him, he con-
tinued his criminal actions and set the dog on the officers.
Garrett kept the dog agitated by holding its collar and
commanded it to attack one police officer after another,
presumably using commands similar to ours: ‘Attack!’,

! Verdict of the Dolmatovsky District Court of the Kurgan Region in criminal case No. 1-26.2013 of April 5, 2013. Available at: http://su-

dact.ru
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«Bo3bmu!», «Kycn!» 1 1. n. BUHOBHbIN, 0OAHAKO, HE OT-
MYCKan }XMBOTHOE A/1A aTaKu, HO roToBs Bbli caenaTb 3TO
peanbHo. OAMH M3 NOAMNLENCKMX BblN BbIHYXAEH NpU-
MEHUTb Opyue 1 3acTpenun gobepmaral.

XapaKkTep ¥ cTeneHb OOLLECTBEHHOW OMaCHOCTU
NtobbIX  30010TMYECKMX  NPECTyn/ieHuid  Henocpea-
CTBEHHO CBA3aHbl C IMYHOCTbIO BUHOBHOIO, CBOMCTBaMMU
M YepTamu ero xapaktepa. CeeaeHus o6 obcToATenb-
CTBax  COBEPLIEHHOro  MpecTyn/ieHua,  KoTopble
OTpaKaloTcA B MaTepuanax yronosHbIX 4e/ U B MPUroBO-
pax, MO3BONAIOT NPOrHO3MPOBaTh (XOTA bbl B 06LLEeM BUAE)
rnoBefeHve 1L B AafibHelwWweM, B TOM YAC/Ie B yupexae-
HUAX, obecneymBatoLLMX U30AALMIO OT 06LLLECTBa.

HappaTuBHble MHTEPBbLIO C OTAENbHbIMU COTPYA-
HUKaMW MCMPaBUTE/IbHBIX YUpeXAeHMi nokasanu?z, uto
«300/10TMYecKMe» NPecTynHUKK, Kak npasuao, obna-
AatoT Habopom BoseBbIX KavecTs. OHU AUCUUNAUHUPO-
BaHbl, CaMOCTOATE/IbHbI, PeLnTe/ibHbl U YBEpPEHbl B
cebe. Takme anua cnocobHbl CAEPKMBATL U KOHTPOIU-
poBaTb CBOM YyBCTBA M 3IMOLMK, CTapatOTCA HE BCTYNaTb
B KOHONMKTbI. OHM B OCHOBHOM 6€3pas/inyHbl K YyXKUM
nepeXxnBaHUAM U CTpagaHMAM, 6e3KaNoCTHbI U KaK MU-
HUMYM He 3MNaTUYHbI.

«300/10TMYECKMEe» NPECTYNHUKM M306peTaTebHbI
M KOBapHbI, BbICTPO NpMCNOcabamBaloTCA K OKpyrKato-
wen obcTaHoBKe. TakMe /ML BECbMA PACYETINBbLI U
CNocob6HbI NJ1IaHUPOBaTb CBOE BHELUHEEe NoBeAeHue Ha
OJIMTENbHbIV CPOK.

BmecTe ¢ Tem BbIOOpOYHbIE UCCNE0BaHUA MOKA-
3a/11, YTO B OTHOLUEHWWN OCYXKAEHHbIX 3a NpecTynieHus
C WCMNOJIb30BAaHMEM }KMUBOTHbIX LENN Yros0BHO-UCMON-
HUTENBbHOrO BO3AENCTBMA NoAYac TPYLHO AOCTUKMUMBI.
dopmurpoBaHME Y HUX YBAXKUTEbHOTO (MOYTUTENIbHOIO)
OTHOLLEHMA K I06OMY YeNOBEKY, K OBLLECTBY U K Tpyay
6blBaET BECbMA CNOMKHbIM.

CobntogeHne HOPM YesI0BEYECKOTO OOLLEXUTUA,
npasun, TPAAULWUNA, NOpAAKa, NOBEAEHMA B COLMYME Ta-
KUMKW  NMLaMKM  HepegKo urHopupyetca. CooTset-
CTBEHHO, JOCTUXKEHUE elle OAHOW LeIv UCMPaBUTENb-
HOro BO34elCcTBUA — GOPMUPOBAHME NPABOMNOC/YLLIHOMO
noBegeHus (1, KaK cneacTeue, NpeaynpexkieHve peum-
OMBA NPeCTynaeHui) — UHOrgA He NPUBOAMT K COUMU-
a/IbHO MO3UTUBHOMY yCMexy.

AHanM3 YMbILWAEHHbIX MPECTYN/eHUN, B KOTOPbIX
YKMBOTHbIE MCMO/Ib30BA/IUCb KAK OpyaMe UAN CPeactso
COBEpLUEHUSA MPOTUBOMPABHbIX AEAHWM, BbIABUA OCOBEH-
HOCTU UX NPUMEHEHUA B KPUMMHANbHBIX Lensx. N3yye-
HWe cyaebHo-CnefCTBEHHOM NPAKTUKW MO3BOAMAO KOH-
CTaTMpPOBaTb, YTO MPEUMYLLECTBEHHO peyb MAET O coba-
Kax Mpu COoBepLUEHMM TaKMUX NPECTYNAeHUI, Kak pa3boi,
XY/IMFaHCTBO W MNPUMEHEHME HACUAUA B OTHOLUEHUU
npeAcTaBuTeNna BAacTu. M3 BCcero ckasaHHOro Bbille BO3-
HWKaeT 3aKOHOMEPHbIN BOMPOC: €CcAn AecTPyKTUBHAA
CBA3b KYE/IOBEK —KUBOTHOE» ABNAETCA KPUMUHOTEHHbIM

baKTOPOM, BOSMOMKHO /I MOCTPOEHUE KOHCTPYKTUBHOM
CBA3W AN JOCTUNKEHWSA Lienei pecoupmanusaumm?

Hawe vccnepnoBaHue He OTPaHUUMBAETCA MCKAHO-
YUTE/ZIbHO HEraTMBHbIMMU aCMEeKTaMu Bsammop,eﬁcmmn
YyesloBEKA M XMBOTHOrO B NpaBoBoi cdepe. MposeaeH-
HbIi aHanM3 nNO3BONSET MEPEUTUM K PACCMOTPEHUIO
NPOTUBOMO/IOXKHOW PO/ KUBOTHBIX — UX Npeaynpeau-
TeNbHOro noTeHumana. Cneaywowmin pasgen byaet no-
CBALLEH UMEHHO 3TOMY MO3UTUBHOMY acrekTy — npume-
HEHWIO KMBOTHbIX B MPAaBOOXPAHUTENBHOMN MPAKTUKE U
nporpammax pecoumanmsaunm, 4to JNOrMYHO NpPoJOoN-
KaeT npeanpuHATOe UccaeaoBaHue.

2. Ucnonb3oBaHUe }KUBOTHbIX
ANA NpeaynpexxaeHus coBepLleHus
HOBbIX NPEeCcTyn/eHU

2.1. 3akoHoOamesnbHble ycMAHOBAEeHUSA

U NpaKkmuyecKas peanusayus

B cootBeTcTBUM ¢ D3 «O Npobauun» ee Lenamm ae-
NATCA pecoumanmsaLnma, coumanbHan aganTtaums u co-
LuManbHaa peabuavTtaums nuL, B OTHOLWEHMM KOTOPbIX
npumeHaeTca npobauma (4. 1 ct. 4). CornacHo Hopma-
TUBHOMY YCTQHOB/IEHUIO MOJ, pecoumanmsalmen NoHK-
MaeTcsi KOMMIEKC Mep COLMaNbHO-3KOHOMMYECKOTO,
nefarorMyeckoro 1 NPaBoOBOro XapakTepa B LEeNsAx PenH-
Terpaumm B obLWECTBO KL, OCBOBOXKAEHHbIX M3 yupe-
KOAEHWIW, obecneymBalomMX M30NALMI0 OT obLiecTBa
(n. 5 cT1. 5). Takasa pecoumnannsauma (Hosasa coumanmsa-
LMA) KOHCTPYKTUBHO CBA3aHa KaK C colnanbHOM aganTa-
unen (KoMnnekcom MeponpuATUiA ONA OKasaHus Mo-
MOLLM B LeNIAX CTUMY/IMPOBAHMSA NPaBOMNOC/YLIHOrOo Nno-
BeAEeHUs), TaK U C coumanbHOMN peabuanTaumeli (BoccTa-
HOB/IEHMEM YTPAYEHHbIX CBA3EM U GYHKLMIA).

CamocToATeNbHbIMM LefAMM Npobauumn asaatoTca
KOPPEKLMA COLMANbHOrO NOBEAEHUA U Npeaynpexae-
HWe COBEPLUEHUA OCYKAEHHBIMU HOBbIX NMPECTYNAeHUN.
Mo Halemy MHEeHMUIO, BECb NMPOLECC U pe3ynbTaTt peco-
LMann3aLmm ocyKAEHHbIX K NPUHYAUTENbHBIM paboTam
WK K IMLLIEHMIO cBOBOAbI U 3aKto4aeTca B GOpmMpoBa-
HWM 3aKOHOMOCNYLLIHOTO NOBEeAEHMUA, YTOObI ML BHOBb
He BCTa/I0 Ha NPECTYMHbIN NyTb.

B cootsetctBUM ¢ D3 «O npobaumm» oaHUM U3
NMPUHLUMMOB €e OCYLLEeCTB/IEHUS ABNSAETCA PaLMOHaNb-
HOCTb MPUMEHEHUA Mep CTUMYIMPOBAHUA MPaBOMO-
cnywHoro nosegeHus (n. 4 c1. 3). OpraHbl rocyaapcr-
BEHHOW BNAcCTM BNpase NpuMHMMaTb Nporpammbl (nog-
nporpammbl), B KOTOPbIX NPesycCMOTPeHbl Meponpus-
TUSA, HanNpaBAEHHbIe HAa PECOoLMANn3aL Mo, COLMANbHYIO
aflanTaumio M COUMAbHY pPeabunnTaumio ocyKAeH-
HbIX (N. 4 cT. 8). B pamKax ofHOI 13 TaKMX NOANPOrpaMm
LenecoobpasHo, Ha HaL B3rNs4, PAaCCMOTPETbL BOMPOC O
pa3paboTKke COBOKYMHOCTM AENCTBUA, 0ObeANHEHHbIX

1 Cm.: YronosHoe geno Fappet npotvs CoeaunHeHHbIx LLITaTos oT 22 niona 1981 r. AnennaumoHHbIii cya wrtata Texac. Koanerna Ne 1.

URL: http: www.casemine.com.

2 B nepuog, ¢ 2022 no 2025 roa, 6bi10 NPOBEAEHO UHTEPBbLIO C 38 COTPYAHMKAMM UCNIPABUTE/IbHbIX YUPEKAEHWUIA, B KOTOPbIX CoAep-
KaTCA N1LA, OCYXKAEHHbIe 33 NPECTYN/IeHNA, COBEPLUEHHbIE C UCMONb30BaHNEM HKUBOTHbIX.
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‘Get them!’, ‘Bite!’, etc. He did not let the animal go for
an attack but was ready to do so. One of the police offic-
ers had to use his weapon and shot the Doberman?.

The nature and degree of public danger of any zo-
ological crime are directly related to the characteristics
and personality traits of the offender. Information about
the circumstances of a crime, which is presented in the
materials of criminal cases and sentences, allows for the
prediction (at least in general terms) of the individual’s
future behavior, including in institutions that ensure iso-
lation from society.

Narrative interviews with some correctional facility
employees showed? that ‘zoological’ offenders typically
possess a set of willpower qualities. They are disciplined,
independent, decisive, and self-confident. Such individ-
uals can control and restrain their feelings and emo-
tions, attempting to avoid conflicts. They are generally
indifferent to the suffering and distress of others, ruth-
less, and, at the very least, not empathetic.

‘Zoological’ offenders are inventive and crafty,
quickly adapting to the current context and situation.
Such individuals are quite calculating and can plan their
outward behavior over an extended period.

At the same time, selective studies have shown
that in the case of those convicted for crimes involving
animals, the goals of penal influence are sometimes dif-
ficult to achieve. It can be quite difficult to form in them
a respectful (deferential) attitude to ward any person,
society, and work.

Such individuals often ignore the norms of human
coexistence, rules, traditions, and social behavior. Ac-
cordingly, achieving yet another goal of corrective influ-
ence — the formation of law-abiding behavior (and, as a
result, the prevention of recidivism) — sometimes does
not lead to socially positive results.

Our analysis of intentional crimes in which animals
were employed as tools or means for committing unlaw-
ful acts has revealed certain features in the use of ani-
mals for criminal purposes. As shows judicial and inves-
tigative practice, in most cases these are crimes such as
robbery, hooliganism, and the use of violence against
representatives of authority with dogs involved. All the
above leads us to a rhetorical question: if the destructive

connection ‘human-animal’ is a criminogenic factor, is it

possible to establish a constructive connection aimed at
achieving resocialization goals?

Our research is not limited to negative aspects of
the interaction between humans and animals in the le-
gal sphere. The next section of the paper discusses the
opposite (positive) role of animals — their preventive po-
tential. It focuses on the use of animals in law enforce-
ment practices and resocialization programs, thus logi-

cally continuing the study.

2. The Use of Animals

to Prevent the Commission of New Crimes

2.1. Legislative Regulations and Practical

Implementation

According to the Federal Law ‘On Probation’, its
goals include the resocialization, social adaptation, and
social rehabilitation of individuals subjected to proba-
tion (Part 1 of Article 4). According to the normative reg-
ulation, resocialization is understood to mean a set of
measures of the socio-economic, pedagogical, and legal
nature aimed at reintegrating individuals released from
institutions that ensure isolation from society (Item 5 of
Article 5). Such resocialization (new socialization) is con-
structively linked both to social adaptation (a set of ac-
tivities to assist in stimulating law-abiding behavior) and
to social rehabilitation (restoration of lost connections
and functions).

Independent goals of probation include the correc-
tion of social behavior and the prevention of new crimes
committed by convicts. In our opinion, the entire pro-
cess of the resocialization of convicts sentenced to com-
munity service or imprisonment is aimed at forming law-
abiding behavior so that the individual does not return
to the ‘criminal path’.

According to the Federal Law ‘On Probation’, one
of the principles of its implementation is the rationality
of applying measures to stimulate law-abiding behav-
ior (Item 4 of Article 3). State authorities are empow-
ered to adopt programs (subprograms) that include ac-
tivities aimed at the resocialization, social adaptation,
and social rehabilitation of convicts (Item 4 of Arti-
cle 8). In our view, one such program worth consider-

ing is the development of a set of actions unified by

1 See: Garrett v. United States case, July 22, 1981. Texas Court of Appeals. Panel No. 1. Available at: http://www.casemine.com
2 From 2022 to 2025, interviews were conducted with 38 employees of correctional institutions that house individuals convicted of

crimes committed using animals.
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O4HOM ObLLEeCTBEHHO 3HAYMMOM 3ajayelt — npeaynpe-
AEHWE HOBbIX NPECTYNJEHUI C UCNONb30BAHUEM KU-
BOTHbIX.

3Ta naen U3BecTHa AOCTAaTOYHO AABHO, ele Hauu-
HaA ¢ XIX Beka. MonbITKK ee NpaKkTUYecKon peannsaymm
B HacTosALLEE BPeMA HEOAHOKPATHO NpeanpUHUMANUChL
B Asctpanuu, CLUA, WotnaHgmum, HOxKHOM AmepuKe,
AnoHun n B Apyrux ctpaHax [15; 17; 23].

Mporpamma pecoumanmsaumm OCYXKAEHHbIX U UX
NoAroTOBKa K COLMANbHOM penHTerpaumm TakxKe bbinia
pa3pabortaHa B Cepbun B 2017-2018 rogax [11, c. 8].
B xo4e ee ocyLecTBNEHNA NPUMEHANCA MeToga, Habnto-
OEHUA U NONYCTPYKTYPUPOBAHHbBIA ONPOC COTPYAHUKOB
MCMNPABUTENBHOTO YYPEXAEHNA U OCYKAEHHbIX, BOB/E-
YeHHbIX B NMporpammy. YHWKabHOCTb 3TOFO KOMM/IeKca
MeponpuATMIA 3aKkatodanacb B TOM, YTO NPUIOT AAA
cobak, 6poasaumx n bpolweHHbIx xo3aeBamu, B . Cpem-
cKa-MuTpoBuua bl CO34aH HA TEPPUTOPUN UCMPABU-
TENbHOTO yuYpexaeHua. B fanbHellem nporpamma ocy-
LLLEeCTBAANACH COBMECTHBIMWU YCUIUAMM FOPOLCKUX BAa-
CTEN M agMUHUCTPALUMEN yUpeXaEHUA.

B pamkax noBcegHeBHOW paboTbl OCYKAEHHble
06y4anu KMBOTHbIX 6a30BbIM HaBblKaM M KOMaHAaM
(«cnpeTb», «CTOATLY», «PAAOMY», KKO MHE» U T. N.), KOp-
MWK, NPUYYaNn K Tyanety, Chegunamn 3a BHEWHUM BU-
AOM, BbIrYIMBANMU, ANA TOFO YTOObI NOATOTOBUTL UX ANA
nepefaynM B ceMbW, ApYyrUm nogam. B coumanbHoi
MPaKTUKe TaKMe KMBOTHbIE U3BECTHbI KaK COBaKM-KOM-
naHboHbl. OHM MOryT 0by4aTbCA M ANsA 06CNyKUBAHUA
cnabosmnaalmx nam caenoix [19], any, c ncuxmyecknmm
pacctporicteamu [18], noxunbix ntogei [13]. B poccuii-
CKMX YCNOBMSAX 3TO MOTYT 6bITb y4acTHUKM CBO, nocTpa-
AaBLlwune oT 60eBbIX AeNCTBUI, TEPPOPUCTUYECKMX AKTOB
W gpyrue NoAau, HyXgalowmecs B MCUXONOrMYecKomn
noaAepiKe.

CobaKku, ucnonblyemble AAA pecouuManmsaumm
OCY}KAEHHbIX, MOTYT ObITb CAMbIMW Pa3HbIMWU: PaA3NY-
HbIX NMOPOZ, PAa3MepPOB WM BO3PaACcTa, a TaKkKe CMeLlaH-
HbIMW MOAUTMBPUAAMWN (K ABOPHATUY). DTU KUBOTHbIE
He NpUrogHbl Ans cnyebHol eATenbHOCTH, Kak cne-
UManbHoe CPeacTBO, a TaKKe B KayecTBe PO3bICKHbIX,
naTpy/NbHO-PO3bICKHbIX, Kapay/ibHbIX AKX cobaK no no-
WCKY HAapKOTUKOB, B3PbIBYATbIX BELLECTB, 3aMNpPeLLEHHbIX
npegmeToB 1 T. M. OHX He NOAXOAAT NOL PULNYECKYIO
KaTeropuio «Cay»KebHble KUBOTHbIEY, U K HUM He npu-
MEHSIOTCA NONOMKEHNA BEAOMCTBEHHOTO HOPMATUBHOIO
aKTa 0 nopsaKke obpaLLeHMs CO CAYKeBHbIMKU KUBOT-
HbIMW B YUYPEXKAEHMAX M OpraHax Yros0BHO-UCNOHU-
TeNbHOM cucteme Poccuiickoin ®epepaumn.

MpaBoBoOl pexxMm cobaK, UCMONAb3yeMblX A pe-
coumManmnsaumn, OOMKEH PeryanmpoBaTbCa MpaBoycTa-
HoB/eHMAMKN DeaepasibHOro 3akoHa « 06 OTBETCTBEHHOM

06palLeHnn € XKUBOTHbIMU»Z, CoBaKM B yuperKaeHUAX,
obecneynBaloWmnx U30NALMI0 OT 0bLLecTBa, MOryT NoA-
nagaTb Mo KaTeropuio «KMBOTHble 6e3 BNaaenbLa», To
€CTb Te, KOTOpble A0 WX MOMELLEHMA B UCTIPaBUTENbHOE
yypexaeHue He umenu BnagenbLa (cobcTBeHHMKaA) uam
BNaZeneL, KOTopbIX HEU3BECTEH.

CamocCTOATENIbHbIN OTN0B TAKMUX KMBOTHbIX B Poc-
CUK He gonycKaeTca. OgHaKo UX coaepiKaHue B NOJTHOM
obbeme nopgnagaer nog Aevictene denepanbHoro
33aKOHOAATENIbCTBA U HE NPOTUBOPEYUUT LLENAM YKpene-
HWA HPABCTBEHHOCTU, obecneyeHna 6e30NacHOCTM U 3a-
LWMTbl NPaB M 3aKOHHbIX MHTEPEeCoB rpaxkaaH (cT. 1 Pe-
AepanbHOro 3akoHa «0O6 oTBeTCTBEHHOM ObpaLLeHun
C *KUBOTHbIMWNY).

MpunobpeTeHne TakMx cobak u nx 6essosmesgHas
nepesaya MoXeT NPOUCXOANTb Ha OCHOBE COralleHus
C MYHMLMNANbHbIMM NPUIOTaMM 1A 6e300MHbIX XKUBOT-
HbiX. Bpema obyyeHnA mMoKeT BapbnpoBaTbCA OT 3 me-
cAaueB 0 nonytopa feT. Kak yKa3aHo B MHOCTPAHHOM n-
TepaTtype, ONnbIT coaepKaHMA cobak-KOMNAaHbOHOB MoO-
Kasan, 4to ¢UMHaAHCOBble 3aTpaTbl WMCMPABUTENbHbBIX
yupexaeHnn MUHMMasNbHble, MO KpalHen mepe Mo
CPaBHEHMIO € 3aTpaTaMm Ha NPOdECcCUOHANbHbBIX KMHO-
noros [12]. KakoBbl byayT ¢rHaHcoBble 3aTpaThl B Poc-
CUKN — HaMm, pasymeeTcs, HenssecTHo. OgHaAKo BpAL n
OHU ByayT 6ONBLUIMMUK, YEM Ha COAEPHKAHUE CNYHKEBHbIX
YKMBOTHbIX.

OfHoM M3 npobnem pecoumanu3aumm OCyKAEH-
HbIX C MCMO/Ib30BaHMEM COBaK ABNSAETCA onpeaeneHue
KOHKPETHOro /iMLa, CMocobHOro AOCTMYbL ycrnexa npu
OCYLLECTBNIEHUM NpPOrpammbl. BrnonHe MOHATHO, 4TO
OCYKAEHHbIV fOMKeH f06POBOALHO y4acTBOBaTb B NO-
A06HbIX MEPONPUATUAX.

Mpwu oT6Ope TaKMX UL, HEOBXOAMMO YYUTLIBATL UX
npeablaywme cyammMmocTy, XapakTep M YMCNO HapyLlue-
HUIN peXKMMma COAEpPIKaHWUA, OKOHYaHMEe CPOoKa Hakasa-
HWA, XapaKTePUCTUKY NMYHOCTHbIX Ka4yecTB U T. M. 34echb
HYYKEeH UHAMBUAYANbHbIN NOAXOA, U HUKAKMX GOpPMa b-
HbIX OFPaHUYEHUI He AONKHO ObITb.

BmecTe c Tem BpAa v LesnecoobpasHo (B KayecTse
OpMEeHTUpa), XoTA bbl Ha NepBOHAYaIbHOM 3Tane, Npu-
BJIEKATb K Y4acTUIO B NMPOrpamme OCYXKAEHHbIX 3a npe-
CTYN/JIEHMSA, COBEPLUEHHbIE C OCODOMN KECTOKOCTbIO MO
OTHOLLEHMIO K MoTepnesLlemy, C NPUMEHEHNEM U3L4EBa-
TENbCTB Y MYYUTENIbHOTO CEKCYaNIbHOrO HAacUAUA U T. 4.
3To npepnosoXKeHMe OCHOBAHO HA M3BECTHOM MOCTY-
nate: «J1t0608Bb K MBOTHbIM HE UCK/OYAET HEHABUCTU
K ntogam». Bpag nv npuemnemo, Ha Hal B3raag, U npu-
MEHEHMe MPOorpaMmbl K OCY)KAEHHbIM, KOTopble Wc-
No/Ib30Ba/IN KMBOTHbIX A1 COBEPLUEHUA HACU/IbCTBEH-
HbIX NPECTYNJIeHNI UK CBA3AHHbIX C YKeCTOKMM 0b6pa-
LLEHNEM C HUMM.

1 06 yteepxaeHun Mopaaka obpalleHna Co CAYKEBHbIMM XUBOTHBIMM B YUPEKAEHUAX M OpraHax YrofoBHO -UCMONHUTEIbHON CU-
ctembl Poccuiickor ®eaepaumm [DnekTpoHHbIN pecypc]: Mpukas @CUH Poccum oT 31 gek. 2019 . Ne 1210 (pea. ot 15.07.2024). JocTyn

13 CnpaB.-NPaBoBoit cucTembl «KoHCybTaHTMAOCY.

2 06 oTBeTCTBEHHOM 06PaLLEHNM C UBOTHBIMM 1 O BHECEHUM U3MEHEHUI B OTAENbHbIE 3aKOHOAaTeNbHbIe akTbl Poccuiickol ® eae-
pauun: degep. 3akoH ot 27 aek. 2018 r. Ne 498-d3 (peg. ot 08.08.2024) // Cobp. 3akoHozaTenscTsa Poccuitckoit depepauuu.

2018. Ne 53, ct. 8424.

- 627 -

Y20108HO-Npasogoe 3HAYEHUE HUBOMHbIX U UX UCM0Ab3080HUE MPU UCNOAHEHUU HAOKA3AHUA...

a socially significant mission — prevention of new crimes
through the use of animals.

This idea is not new, dating back to the 19th cen-
tury. Attempts to implement it have repeatedly been
made in Australia, the USA, Scotland, South America, Ja-
pan, and other countries [15; 17; 23].

A program for the resocialization of convicts and
their preparation for social reintegration was also devel-
oped in Serbiain 2017-2018 [11, p. 8]. The methods used
in the program were observation and semi-structured
interviews with a correctional facility staff and convicts
participating in the program. Under the program, within
the premises of the correctional facility in Sremska Mi-
trovica was created a shelter for stray and abandoned
dogs. Subsequently, the program was carried out
through the joint efforts of city authorities and the facil-
ity’s administration.

As part of their daily work, convicts trained animals
in basic skills and commands (sit, stand, heel, come,
etc.), fed them, house-trained them, took care of their
appearance, and walked them, all this in order to pre-
pare them for placement with families, other individu-
als. In social practice, such animals are known as com-
panion dogs. They can also be trained to assist people
with visual impairments or blindness [19], individuals
with mental disorders [18], and the elderly [13]. In the
Russian context, such people may include participants in
the Special Military Operation (SVO), victims of combat
actions, terrorist acts, and other individuals in need of
psychological support.

Dogs used for the resocialization of convicts can vary
widely in breed, size, and age, these can be mixed-breed
polyhybrids (‘mongrels’). These animals are not suitable
for service (including police) activities, for search, patrol,
sentry activities, or for detection of drugs, explosives, pro-
hibited items, etc. They do not fall under the legal cate-
gory of ‘service animals’; the provisions of the depart-
mental regulatory act concerning the handling of service
animals in institutions and bodies of the penal system of
the Russian Federation do not apply to them?.

The legal regime governing dogs used for
resocialization should be regulated by the provisions

of the Federal Law ‘On Responsible Animal

Treatment’2. Dogs in institutions ensuring isolation from
society may fall under the category of ‘animals without
owners’, which means that they did not have an owner
(proprietor) before their placement in a correctional fa-
cility or that their owner is unknown.

The independent capture of such animals is not
permitted in Russia. However, their maintenance fully
falls under federal legislation and does not contradict
the goals of strengthening morality, ensuring safety, and
protecting the rights and legitimate interests of citizens
(Article 1 of the Federal Law ‘On Responsible Animal
Treatment’).

Acquisition of such dogs and their gratuitous trans-
fer can occur based on agreements with municipal shel-
ters for stray animals. The training duration can vary from
3 months to a year and a half. As noted in foreign litera-
ture, the experience of keeping companion dogs has
shown that the financial costs for correctional institutions
are minimal, at least compared to the costs of profes-
sional dog trainers [12]. While we cannot know the exact
financial costs in Russia, it is unlikely that they will be
higher than those for maintaining service animals.

One of the challenges in the resocialization of con-
victs with the use of dogs is determining which specific
individuals can successfully participate in the program.
It is clear that convicts should voluntarily participate in
such activities.

When selecting individuals for participation, it is
necessary to take into account their prior convictions,
the nature and number of disciplinary violations, the
remaining sentence length, their personal qualities,
and other factors. An individual approach is necessary,
and there should be no formal restrictions in this re-
gard.

At the same time, it may not be advisable, at least
in the initial stages, to involve convicts who have com-
mitted crimes with particular cruelty against victims, in-
cluding acts of torture or painful sexual violence. This as-
sumption is based on the well-known postulate: ‘a love
for animals does not exclude hate for people’. It seems
unacceptable to apply the program to convicts who have
used animals to commit violent crimes or have been in-
volved in cruel treatment of animals.

1 On the Approval of the Procedure for Handling Service Animals in Institutions and Bodies of the Penal System of the Russian F eder-
ation: Order of the Federal Penitentiary Service of Russia No. 1210 of December 31, 2019 (as of July 15, 2024). Access from the legal

information system ‘ConsultantPlus’.

2 0n Responsible Animal Treatment and on the Introduction of Amendments to Certain Legislative Acts of the Russian Federation:
Federal Law No. 498-FZ of December 27, 2018 (as of August 8, 2024). Collection of Legislative Acts of the Russian Federation. 2018.

No. 53. Art. 8424.
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Mnewakos A. M., LLIkabuH T'. C.

Tak, Hanpumep, HekTo LU. 1 Tpoe He ycTaHOBAEH-
HbIX C/eACTBMEM /WL, COBepWwMAN pa3boiiHoe Hanage-
Hue Ha cembto C., NpoXKmMBatoLyto B HoBocMbupcKoi 06-
nactu. MpecTynHUKM MNoj, yrposoin ¢usmuyeckon pac-
npasbl CBA3a/IM BCEX HAXOAMBLUMXCA B KOMHaTe notep-
neswux. L., c uensto bonee HarAaAHOM AEMOHCTPaLMK
CBOWX Yrpo3, CXBAaTWUA 3a roI0By HerasLuyto No KBapTmpe
KOMHaTHYI0O MWHMATIOPHYIO COBaKy Mopoabl KapauKo-
BbIli MMHYEP M HOXKOM Nepepesan el ropno. Nocne satoro
L. nokasan xeHe C. OKpoBaB/ieHHbI TPyN 1 Bpocun ero
Ha guBaH. L. 3aaBMA noTepnesLUeid, YTO €C/IN OHA He OT-
[JacT LUEeHHOCTU, TO OH TaK¥Ke cAenaeT 3TO C Hell U ¢
aetbmu. [lemopanv3oBaHHan Xo3slKa KBapTMpPbl OT-
Jana geHbrn u 3on10T0. B panbHeliwem LU. 6bin 3agep-
YKaH M ocyxaeH [3, c. 152-153].

2.2. KpumuyecKoe omHoweHue

K npo2pammam pecoyuanu3ayuu ocy#0eHHbIX

€ UCNoaAb308aHUEM H(UBOMHbIX

TpyAHOCTb B OCYLLECTBAEHUW MPOrPamm KOppPeK-
LMW COLMANbHOIO NOBEAEHMS U NpeaynpexaeHus co-
BEPLUEHMA HOBbIX NPECTYNNEHMWI 3aKo4YaeTcs B page
06CTOATENLCTB 06BEKTUBHOMO U CYBBLEKTUBHOIO XapaK-
Tepa. Mpexae BCero He0bxoAMMO YUnUTbIBATL YTUAUTAP-
HbI XapaKTep CamMMUX UCMPaBUTENIbHbIX YUYPEXAEHUN,
KOTOpble HamnpasieHbl He Ha obecneyeHune LeaoCcTHOro
61aronoNyuna coaepsKalmxca B HAX 1L, a Ha ynpasne-
HMEe OCYKAEHHbIMM M 3aKNIOYEHHbIMM, a TaK}Ke obecne-
yeHune 6esonacHoctn [21]. Takxe npobnembl moryT
6bITb CBA3aHbI C NPEAB3ATOCTbIO COTPYAHMKOB UCMPaBK-
TENIbHOTO YYPEXAEHUA B ONpefeNeHUU OCYKAEHHOro
AN1A peanusaumm nporpammbl. Kak ykasbiBaeTcs B 3apy-
6eXXHOW NuTepaType, MasioBEPOATHO, YTOObI agMUHU-
CTPauMa UCNPaBUTENIbHOMO YUYpEXAEHMUA NoaXoamna K
Takomy BblBOpy cny4vaiiHbiM 06pa3om, NMOCKOJIbKY HEOb-
XOAMMO, YTOBbI OCYXAEHHbIN XapaKTepusoBaaca noso-
YKUTEIbHO W Y HEro He 6blN0 AUCUMNAMHAPHbIX HapyLle-
HUI pexxuma [14].

MpvBeaeHHble TPYAHOCTM OOBEKTUBHOIO Xapak-
Tepa MMetoT BaxHoe 3HayeHne. OLHAKO OHM He ABNA-
I0TCA ONpeaenatoWmMmMmn, MOCKObKY B OTHOLIEHUWN KOH-
KPETHOrO OCY}KAEHHOrO (B TOM YMC/e C HaMYymMem Amc-
LUMNAMHAPHbIX HapyLWeHWn) MOKeT CyllecTBoBaTb 3a-
paHee CNOXKMBLUIEECA MHEHWE, OCHOBaHHOE Ha Henpu-
A3HEHHbIX OTHOLWIEHUAX K HEMY, Ha npeaybexaeHuax
COTPYAHUKOB UCNPaBUTENbHOTO yupexaeHus. Mpu Ta-
KOM Cy6bEeKTMBHOM OTHOWEHUU BbIBOP OCYXKAEHHOTO
MOXET OKa3aTbCsl HEBEPHbIM, NMOCKO/IbKY ByaeT 3aBu-
ceTb OT HeonpeaeneHHO-BO/IEBbIX NPeANOYTEHUA.

B pOCCUICKMX YCNOBUAX KPUTUYECKOE OTHOLIEHME
K MporpamMmme pecoumanmsaumm OCYXKAEHHbIX MOXKeT
6bITb OCHOBAHO Ha HOPMaTMBHOM 3anpeTe coaeprKaTb
MBOTHBIX M NTULL B UCMIPABUTE/bHbIX yUpexaeHuax?,
OZiHaKo 3TO NpaBOBOE YCTAaHOB/IEHUE KACAeTCs TONbKO
OCYXAEHHbIX U /TNLL, COAEPKALLMXCA NOL CTPAXKEN, U He
PacrnpoCTPaHAETCA HA YNPABNEHYECKYIO AeATENbHOCTb

AAMUHUCTPALLUM YUpEXKAEHUN, 0becneynBatoLLmMX U30-
nAumio ot obuLecTsa. B cayyae NPUHATUA COOTBETCTBY-
OLLMX MPOFPaMm BMOJIHE AOMNYCTUMO, HA Hall B3rAa4,
OOMNONIHUTL PEryiMpoBaHMe 3TOro acrneKkTa opraHusa-
LuMu featenbHocTu B chepe npobauum.

B topuandeckon nutepaType ApYyrux rocyaapcrs
HEOAHOKPATHO OTMEYasiocb, YTO HET IMMUPUYECKUX
M AOCTOBEPHbIX [AaHHbIX, MOATBEPXKAAOWMUX dddek-
TMBHOCTb MOJO06HbLIX NMporpamm. HeT M KOHKPEeTHbIX
CBEAEHUIN O CHUXKEHWW YPOBHA peunanBa UAU ero
HeAOoMNyLWeHNM B OTHOLIEHUMW NNL, NOABEPTHYTbIX NPO-
6auum [20].

OfHaKOo pasfiMyHble COLMANbHO-NCUXONOrMYECKne
nccnefoBaHUA MOKA3bIBAKOT, YTO MCMOMb30BaHWE Mpo-
rpamMm c yyactmem cobak NpuBOAUT MO KpariHen mepe K
ABYM NO3UTUBHbIM 0BCTOATENBCTBAM.

Bo-nepBbiX, C NOMOLLbIO METOAA MHBEHTapPU3aLUK
COLManbHbIX HaBbIKOB 3aPpUKCUPOBAHO yaydlleHne Tak
Ha3bIBaEMOW «COLMANbHOMN YyBCTBUTENBHOCTUY. ITO NO-
HATME onpeaenseTca Kak cnocobHOCTb MLa MHTepnpe-
TMpoBaTb BepbasbHOe 06LLEeHNE M BOCMPUUMUYMBOCTD K
BHELWHUM BO34ENCTBUAM (COBCTBEHHO YyBCTBUTENb-
HOCTb) M K HOpPMaM, PeryiMpyoLmnm coLmManbHoe nose-
AeHune [14]. MHOrouYncieHHble COOBLWEHNS OCYKAEH-
HbIX WU COTPYAHWKOB UCMPABUTENBHBIX YUYPEXKAEHUN 06
MCMOAb30BaHMM NPOrpamMmm B NoAaBAAIOWEM HONbLIMH-
CcTBE C/y4yaeB OblAM MosoxuTeNbHbIMM [16]. Onpocsl
OCYKAEHHbIX MOKA3a/M, YTO NPOrpamma He TO/IbKO CHU-
3MNa AEenpeccuto U ypoBEHb arpeccuun, HO U NoBbICUNA
MOPasbHbIM Noabem (OTBETCTBEHHOCTb, COCTPaZaHUeE,
TepnMmocTb U T. Nn.) [22].

Bo-BTOpbIX, HECMOTPA Ha TO YTO CTAaTUCTUYECKUX
nokasatenei abdeKTUBHOCTM NPOrpamm rnoka He cylle-
CTBYET, eCTb KOCBEHHbIE AaHHblE O 3HAYUTENIbHOM CHU-
YEHWUM YPOBHA peumanea. Tak, 0TMeyanocb, YTO HOBble
NPecTynieHns HauyMHas C MOMEHTA OKOHYaHWA Npo-
rpammbl (2008 r.) coBepLUNAN TONBKO 3 % HbIBLUNX OCYK-
AeHHbIx [20]. UccneposaHue, nposeaeHHoe B 2014 ro-
Ay, NoAaTBepAMno BbiBoA 06 OTHOCUTENBHO HU3KOM
YPOBHE peumansa 41 y4aCTHUKOB nporpammbl (7 %) no
CPABHEHMIO C IMLLAMM U3 KOHTPOIbHOM rpynnbl [11].

PaHee, B 2007 roay, B CLLUA 6bin npoBeaeH onpoc
COTPYZAHMKOB OAHOTO M3 UCMIPABUTENBHbIX YUPEKAEHWUN,
B pe3ynbTaTe KOTOPOro OTMeYanocb, 4to 3a 4-5 net
C MOMEHTA 0CBOBOXKAEHUA HU OAMH U3 Y4ACTHUKOB NpPo-
rPaMmbl He COBEPLUMA HOBOIO NpecTynaeHus (ypoBeHb
peunamsa — 0 %). OLHAKO YKa3biBaNOCb, YTO Heobxo-
OMMO  KPUTMYECKM OTHOCUTCA K 3TOMY pe3ynbTaty:
BO-MepBbIX, 3TN cBefeHuA bblin nonyvyeHbl HeobuULm-
aNbHbIM MyTem, a BO-BTOPbIX, HE YYWUTbIBANOCb, YTO
OCYKEHHbIE MOIIY NePeBOANTLCA U3 OL4HOMO UCM PaBU-
TENbHOTO yypexaeHus 8 gpyroe [15].

Mpw oLLeHKe NO3UTUBHbIX CBOMCTB MPOrpaMmm C y4a-
CTMEM }KMBOTHbIX OTMEYAETCA, YTO OCYXKAEHHble nocne
OCBODOMAEHMA MOTYT WCMO/Ab30BaTb MOJYyYEHHblEe

1 0 npaBunax BHYTPEHHEro pacnopsAaKa MCNPaBUTE/bHbIX yUpeXKaeHW [IneKTPpoHHbIN pecypc]: Mpukas MuHiocta Poccum ot 16 aexk.
2016 . Ne 295 (pea. ot 22.09.2021). JocTyn 13 cnpas.-NpaBoBo cucTembl « KOHCYNbTAHTIIAOCY.
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For instance, an individual Sh. and three unidenti-
fied accomplices committed a robbery against the S.
family living in the Novosibirsk Region. Under the threat
of physical harm, the criminals tied up all the victims in
the room. Sh. seized a small domestic dog of the minia-
ture pinscher breed, held it by the head, and slit its
throat with a knife to demonstrate his threats more viv-
idly. Afterward, Sh. showed the bloody carcass to S.’s
wife and threw it on the couch, threatening that if she
did not hand over valuables, he would do the same to
her and her children. The demoralized homeowner
handed over money and gold. Sh. was later detained and
convicted [3, pp. 152-153].

2.2. Critical Attitude Toward Resocialization

Programs for Convicts With the Use of Animals

The difficulties in conducting programs aiming to
correct social behavior and prevent new crimes arise
from various objective and subjective circumstances.
First and foremost, the utilitarian nature of correctional
institutions must be taken into account: they are aimed
not at ensuring the holistic well-being of the individuals
contained in in them but rather at managing convicts
and ensuring security [21]. Additionally, issues may arise
from the bias of correctional facility staff in selecting
convicts for program participation. As noted in foreign
literature, it is unlikely that the administration of a cor-
rectional institution would approach such selection ran-
domly as the selected convict would need to have a posi-
tive characterization and no disciplinary violations [14].

The outlined objective difficulties are significant.
However, they are not determinative as there may al-
ready be a preconceived opinion about a specific convict
(even one with disciplinary violations) based on personal
biases or attitudes of the correctional facility staff. With
such subjective perspectives, the selection of the convict
may be erroneous since it will depend on uncertain voli-
tional preferences.

In the Russian context, a critical attitude toward
the resocialization program for convicts may stem from
the normative prohibition on keeping animals and birds
in correctional institutions®. However, this legal regula-
tion only concerns convicts and individuals in custody
and does not extend to the administrative activities of

the management of institutions ensuring isolation from

society. It seems to us that if such programs are
adopted, regulations concerning this aspect of proba-
tion activities should be supplemented.

In legal literature from other countries, it has been
repeatedly noted that there is no empirical or reliable
data confirming the effectiveness of such programs.
There is no specific information on the reduction of re-
cidivism or its prevention regarding individuals sub-
jected to probation [20].

However, repeated socio -psychological studies in-
dicate that the use of programs involving dogs leads, at
the very least, to two positive circumstances.

First, using the method of social skills inventory en-
sures an improvement in what is called ‘social sensitiv-
ity’. It is defined as a person’s ability to interpret verbal
communication and their receptiveness to external in-
fluences (sensitivity itself) and to the norms regulating
social behavior [14]. Numerous reports from convicts
and correctional facility staff regarding the use of these
programs have been overwhelmingly positive [16]. Sur-
veys of convicts revealed that the program not only re-
duced levels of depression and aggression but also im-
proved morale (responsibility, compassion, tolerance,
etc.) [22].

Second, although there are currently no statistical
indicators showing the effectiveness of the programs,
there is indirect data suggesting a significant reduction
in recidivism rates. It was noted that only 3% of former
convicts had committed new crimes since the comple-
tion of the program (in 2008) [20]. A study conducted in
2014 confirmed the conclusion about a relatively low re-
cidivism rate for the program participants (7%) com-
pared to individuals from the control group [11].

Earlier, in 2007, a survey of staff in one of the cor-
rectional institutions in the USA indicated that none of
the program participants had committed a new crime
within 4-5 years of their release (recidivism rate — 0%).
However, it was noted that this result should be viewed
critically: first, this information was obtained unoffi-
cially; second, it did not consider the fact that convicts
may have been transferred from one correctional insti-
tution to another [15].

In the assessment of positive properties of pro-
grams involving animals, it is noted that upon release

convicts can use the knowledge and skills acquired

1 0n the Rules of Internal Procedure for Correctional Institutions: Order of the Ministry of Justice of Russia No. 295 of December 16,
2016 (as of September 22, 2021). Access from the legal information system ‘ConsultantPlus’.
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Ye20n08HO-Npasosoe 3HaYeHUE HUBOMHbIX U UX UCM0OAb3080HUE NMPU UCNOAHEHUU HAKA3AHUA...

3HAHMA W HaBblKM NPWU TPYLOYCTPOWCTBE. ITO MONKET
OCYLLECTBAATLCA B Pa3/MUHbIX cdhepax couManbHOM
YKM3HU: B BETEPUHAPHbBIX KAWHWUKAX, B NPUIOTaX ANA KU-
BOTHbIX MPW OPraHU3aLmn KyabTyPHO-3PENULLHbIX Me-
pPONpPUATUI, B CMOPTUBHbIX COPEBHOBAHUSAX, B MPOCBETU-
TE/IbCKOWN AeATE/IbHOCTM, Ha BbICTAaBKAX }KMBOTHbLIX U T. M.
COOTBETCTBEHHO, pPeaNM3aUUsA TaKUX BO3MOMKHOCTEN
MOKET MOCNYKUTb OCHOBOM A/A KOPPEKLMU coLmanb-
HOro NoBeAEeHUA U NpeaynpexaeHus noboro Buaa pe-
LUMAMBa — «MPOCTOro», ONacHoOro uam ocobo onacHoro
(cT. 18 YK PO).

FapaHTWI1 OTHOCUTENbHO TOTO, YTO INLLO, OCBODOOXK-
OeHHOoe U3 yuypexaeHul, obecneumBatoWwmx N30nAUMI0
OT 06LLecTBa, He COBEPLUIMT HOBOFO MPECTYN/IEHUA, HU-
KTO AaTb HEe MOKeT. HM 0 Ha U3 couMabHbIX MPOrpamm,
B TOM Yncne npobauma, He B COCTOAHUKM paboTaTb Ha
100 % 1 He moxkeT obecneynTb abCONOTHYIO 3aWMUTY OT
peunamsa.

COOTBETCTBEHHO, MOXHO YTBEPXKAATb, YTO U peco-
LManmM3auma OCYXKAEHHbIX C MUCMNONb30BAHUEM XKUBOT-
HbIX — 3TO CoUManbHO-tOpUANYeckmMii naean. OpHako
Nobol naean, Kak v Kaxkaoe CTpeMIeHne K COBEepLLEH-
CTBY, B MPAKTUYECKOM M/1aHe HeJOoCTUXUM. BnonHe no-
HATHO W TO, YTO NO CBOEMY O6LLECTBEHHO MO3UTUBHOMY
COAEPKAHUIO TAKMM XKe ngeanbHbIM CTpeMIEH UEM 06-
NajaoT U Apyrue HOPMaTUBHbIE YCTaHOBNEHUA. Hanpu-
Mep, YroNoBHOE 3aKOHOAATENbCTBO, OAHA M3 Lenewn
HaKa3aHMA KOTOPOro — npeaynpexaeHue coBeplueHns
HOBbIX MPECTYNAEHWN, @ TaKXKe YrON0BHO-UCNONHUTENb-
HOe 3aKOHOAATe/IbCTBO, PErympytollee Mepbl Ucnpas-
NIEHUA OCYXAEHHbIX U CTUMY/IMPOBAHUA WX MPaBOMO-
CNYLIHOrOo NoBeAeHMUA.

K Takoro poga npaBoOyCTaHOB/NIEHUAM OTHOCUTCA U
depepanbHOe 3aKOHOAATENBCTBO O NpobaLmm, Hanpas-
JNIEHHOE Ha nNpeaynpexaeHne peumansa npectynaeHui.
HopmaTnBHOE [OCTUNKEHME TAKOW LLenun, B TOM 4ucne
yepes BO3MOKHOE MPUHATUE NPOrpamMmm pecouuanmsa-
LMU C UCMOIb30BAHNEM KMBOTHBIX, MOMET OCYLLEeCTB-
NATbCA B XOA4Ee BOCMMTATENbHOM PaboTbl C OCyMKAEH-
HbIMM, OKa3aHMA UM NCUXOSIOTMYECKOM MOMOLLM U COLLU-
aNIbHOM MOAAEP)KKU B AaNbHelwem TpyaoyCcTponcTee
(n.1,2,5ct. 17 ®3 «O npobaunm»).

Pykosoacteo ®CUH Poccmm 3amHTEpecoBaHo B Ta-
KMX COLMANbHbIX MeponpuATMAx. B yactHocTh, oTmeya-
Nacb HEOBXOAMMOCTb aKTMBM3ALMM PaboTbl MO 3aKt0-
YEHWIO COrNaLLeHUI C COLMaNbHO OPUEHTUPOBAHHBIMU
HEKOMMEPYECKMMW  OpraHM3auuamn u obLecTBeH-
HbIMW ObObegMHEHUAMM, CMEeLMaNn3npyoWUMUCa Ha
OKa3aHMM MCUXONOMMYECKOM NOMOLLN HACeNeHUO WU
MMEIOLLMMM NPABO OKA3blBATb €€ C LeNblo peanunsaumm
nosioxeHunn crtaten 4 ®3 «O npobauumn» (uenn mn 3a-
Aaum). To »Ke KacaeTca n 6onee aKTUBHOMO BOBNEYEHUSA
OpraHoB MEeCTHOrO CaMOYMpPaBAEHUA U PEUTMO3HbIX
06beAMHEHWNI NO OKa3aHMIO MCUXONOTUYECKOM MOMOLLM
NUAM, B OTHOLLEHUM KOTOPbIX NPUMeEHAETCA Npobaums.

COOTBETCTBEHHO, peYb UAET BCE O TOM Ke KOppeK-
UMM COLMANBbHOIO MOBEAEHUA U B KOHEYHOM MuTOre O
npeaynpexaeHum peunamnsa npectynieHnin. OpraHusa-
LMA TakoW paboTbl MOXKeT BbITb BO3/10XKEHA Ha CO34aH-
Hble B HacToALLEe BPeMs LeHTpbI npobaumu.

3aknoueHue

Mo Hawemy MHEHWI0, HEOHXOAMM AaNbHENLLUNA
aHanu3 npobsem, BO3HUKAKOLWMX B NPABONPUMEHU-
TEeNIbHON MpPaKTUKe MPWU MCMONb30BaHUWU XKUBOTHbIX,
KaK B HEraTMBHOM, TaK U B NO3UTUBHOM nnaHe. Mpose-
OEeHHOoe uccnefoBaHue orpaHUYMBaeTCa TPEMS COCTa-
BamMu npecTynaeHuii. Mocnegytoliee M3yyeHUe MOrIo
6bl OXBATUTb M TAaKME YMbILWAEHHbIE NPECTYN/eHUs u
(M) nokyweHMA Ha HUX, KaK HE3aKOHHas NepecblsiKa
HAPKOTUYECKMX CPeacTB MU NMCUXOTPOMHbIX BEL,ecTs
B UCMPaABUTE/IbHbIE YUYPENKAEHUA C NOMOLLbIO KMBOT-
HbIX (ronybu, Kowkn u ap.). NoaobHbie coobuieHumn
BCTPEYaloTCA, HO OHWU He NOoABEePraanUcb KpUTUYECKOMY
aHanusy.

ManounsyyeHHbIM ABAAETCA M BOMNPOC O HEMpPABO-
MEPHOM MCMOJIb30BAHUN CNYKeOHbIX cobaK KaK cneuu-
aNlbHOTO CPEeACTBa B yYpexaeHuAx, obecneymBatoLLmx
u3onAuMI OT o0bluecTBa. [peBbllleHUe CNyKebHbIX
NOHOMOYMI BO3MOMKHO: MPU OTPAKEHUU HanageHUs
Ha COTPYAHMKA YUYPEKAEHUS; NPU NpeceyeHnm npecTyn-
NeHna nam GUsMYecKoro ConpoTMBIEHMA, KOTOPOE OKa-
3bIBAET OCYXAEHHbIN; Npu ero nobere; npu 3ageprKa-
HUKW, KOHBOMPOBAHUM WU OXPaHE OCYXKAEHHbIX; Npu
MOMbITKAX WX HACUAbCTBEHHOrO OCBOOOXAEHMA; ANs
npeceyeHnss MaccoBblx 6HecnopagKoB M TpPynnoBoro,
HaCU/IbCTBEHHONO HAPYLIEHUA PEeXMMA COLEpPMKaHWSA;
O1A 33WMUTbl OXPaHAEMbIX 06bEKTOB YrosI0BHO-MCMON-
HUTENbHOM cUCTEMbIl; ANA 6/I0KMPOBAHUA ABUNKEHUA
rpynn rpakaaH, CoBEpPLUAOLWMX NPOTUBOMNPaBHbIe Ael-
CTBUA HA TeppuUTOpUAX, NPUAEraloWmx K ObbeKTam
OXpaHbl U T. A. Peub, No cywecTsy, AT 0 NpeBbIEHNUN
npenenos HeobxoaMMon 0BOPOHbI UK NpPEBbILLEHUN
Mep, HeobXoAUMbIX ANA 3a4epKaHUA npecTynHuKa. Co-
LMONOTUYECKNE U CTAaTUCTUYECKME CBEAEHMUSA O TaKMX
NPecTynieHUsAX BECbMa OrPaHUYEHHbI.

OnbIT KPUTUYECKOTO aHA/IN3a, KaK OTPAKEHWe B CO-
3HaHMM COUMANbHBIX USMEHEHMUM NPU UX IOTUYECKOM U
3MMUPUYECKOM MO3HAHMM, CBUAETENbCTBYET, Ha Hal
B3rnA4, U 0 He0H6XOAMMOCTHM pPa3paboTKM pecoumnanmnsa-
LMOHHbIX nporpamm (nognporpamm) € WMCNosb3oBa-
HWEM }KMBOTHbIX B KOHTEKCTE UX BAUAHWUSA Ha npeaynpe-
XOeHVe peumanBa npecTynneHuid. B pamkax ykasaH-
HOrO HaMpaB/ieHUA TaK¥Ke LenecoobpasHo M3yvyeHue
onbiTa NMEHUTEHLMAPHON U NOCTNEHUTEHLMAPHOMN NpPOo-
6aumu B 3apyberkHbIX CTPaHax W onpeaeneHne TeH AeH-
LM U NepcneKkTMB B AaHHOW chepe B L,Ee/IoM.

BnonHe BO3MOXHO, Ha HaL B3ria4, U NpoBeaeHue
COLMANbHO-TNCUXONOTUYECKOTO U YrOJI0BHO-UCMOJTHU-
TENbHOTO 3KCNepuMmMeHTa B JAaHHOM HamnpasJ/ieHUMW.
06 3dPEKTUBHOCTU NPOrPaMmbl C UCMOIb30BAHUEM HKU-
BOTHbIX, BUAMMO, MOXKHO FOBOPUTb, ECIN NLO B Teye-
HUue Tpex (NATK) neT nocae ocBobOXKAEHUSA He COBEPLUNT
HOBOrO MpecTyn/ieHus. PasymeeTcs, onpeaeseHne Ko-
JINYECTBEHHbIX M KauyeCTBEHHbIX KpUTepues Takon 3¢-
bekTMBHOCTM — 3TO Aeno byaywero. OgHaKo npegnara-
eMblii peabuNnUTaLMOHHbIA MeXaHU3M, Ha Hal B3rnag,
TpebyeT noaaepKKu.
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in the program for their employment. This can occur in
various spheres of social life: in veterinary clinics, in ani-
mal shelters, when organizing cultural and recreational
events, in sporting competitions, in educational activi-
ties, at animal exhibitions, etc. Accordingly, the realiza-
tion of such opportunities could serve as a basis for cor-
recting social behavior and preventing any type of recid-
ivism — ‘regular’, dangerous, or especially dangerous (Ar-
ticle 18 of the Criminal Code).

No one can guarantee that a person released from
institutions ensuring isolation from society will not com-
mit a new crime. None of the social programs, including
probation, can work 100% or provide absolute protec-
tion against recidivism.

Thus, it can be argued that the resocialization of
convicts using animals is a social-legal ideal. However,
any ideal, like every pursuit of perfection, is practically
unattainable. Naturally, other normative regulations,
with their socially positive content, have the same ideal-
istic aspirations. For example, this refers to criminal leg-
islation, one of the objectives of which is to prevent new
crimes, as well as penal legislation regulating measures
for the correction of convicts and stimulating their law-
abiding behavior.

This type of legal regulations includes federal legis-
lation on probation, aimed at preventing the recidivism
of crimes. The normative achievement of such a goal, in-
cluding through the possible adoption of resocialization
programs involving animals, can be achieved through
educational work with convicts, through offering them
psychological assistance and social support in future em-
ployment (Items 1, 2, 5 of Article 17 of the Federal Law
‘On Probation’).

The administration of the Federal Penitentiary Ser-
vice of Russia is interested in such social activities. Spe-
cifically, it has been noted that there is a need to en-
hance efforts to conclude agreements with socially ori-
ented non-profit organizations and public associations
specializing in or authorized to provide psychological as-
sistance to the population to implement the provisions
of Article 4 of the Federal Law ‘On Probation’ (goals and
objectives). The same applies to more active involve-
ment of local self-government bodies and religious or-
ganizations in providing psychological assistan ce to indi-
viduals subjected to probation.

In essence, the above said revolves around the
same correction of social behavior and, ultimately, the
prevention of recidivism. The organization of such work
can be entrusted to created probation centers.

Conclusion

In our opinion, further research is needed on the
issues arising in law enforcement practice regarding the
use of animals, both from negative and positive perspec-
tives. The presented research is limited to three types of
crimes. Subsequent studies could also encompass inten-
tional crimes and/or attempts at illegal activities, such
as the unlawful delivery of narcotic drugs or psycho-
tropic substances into correctional institutions using an-
imals (pigeons, cats, etc.). Such reports do exist but have
not been critically analyzed.

The question of the unlawful use of service dogs
as special instruments in institutions ensuring isolation
from society is also underexplored. The abuse of power
may occur in the following situations: when repulsing
an attack on a staff member; when preventing a crime
or physical resistance by a convict; during an escape;
during detention, convoying, or guarding convicts; in
response to attempts of their forcible release; when
suppressing riots and group violent violations of condi-
tions; when protecting secured objects of the penal
system; when blocking movements of groups of citi-
zens committing unlawful acts in areas adjacent to se-
cure facilities, etc. Essentially, this is the question of ex-
ceeding the limits of necessary defense or exceeding
the measures necessary for detaining a criminal. Soci-
ological and statistical data on such crimes are quite
limited.

The experience of critical analysis, as a reflection
in the consciousness of social changes through their
logical and empirical exploration, indicates the need
for the development of resocialization programs (sub-
programs) using animals in the context of their influ-
ence on recidivism prevention. In this field, it would be
advisable to conduct research into penitentiary and
post-penitentiary probation in foreign countries in or-
der to determine trends and prospects in the sphere in
general.

We also believe it is quite possible to conduct a so-
cio-psychological and penal experiment in this field. The
effectiveness of programs using animals can evidently
be gauged if an individual does not commit a new crime
within three (to five) years after release. Of course, de-
fining the quantitative and qualitative criteria for such
effectiveness is a task for the future. In general, the pro-
posed rehabilitation mechanism appears to be worth
supporting.
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