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Crarbsl OCBALICHA npoGneMaM IIPUMCHCHU A CaHKUUH B HOpMaXx, pEeriiaMEHTUPYIOLIUX OTBETCTBCH-
HOCTb 3a IMPECTYIUICHHUSA, AC30PTaHU3YIOIIUE ACATCIBHOCTD y‘{p@)K,Z[GHHﬁ, O6CCHC‘{I/IB8.}0H.II/IX H30JI4-
LU0 OT O6H.I6CTB3.. B neit paccMaTpUBaACTCs HENOCICAOBATCIBHOCT 3aKOHOAATEIIA IPU OLICHKE 00-
LIECTBEHHON OMAaCHOCTH MNpEeCTyICHU U, COOTBETCTBCHHO, IIPE€ACIOB, B KOTOPBLIX YCTAaHOBJICHBI
pa3sMEpbl HaKa3aHUs.

The article is devoted to problems of sanction application in legal norms regulating responsibility for
crimes disorganizing institutional activities, providing isolation from society. The article reveals in-
consistency of the law-maker in estimating social danger of the crime and, accordingly, the limits
within which the punishment can be imposed.



