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B cTaTbe 13n10XeHbl OCHOBHbIE HANPaBNeHNs KOHLIEMNLIAM ANEKTPOHHOI CUCTEMbI ONPEAENEHNS BUHOBHOMY ONTMAbHON
Mepbl Haka3aHUs C Y4eTOM OObEKTUBHBIX U CyObEKTUBHBIX CBOMCTB COBEPLIEHHOTO UM MPECTYMNEHUS, PACKPbITLI €8 CO-
JepXaHne u couyanbHo-npaBoBas 0BYCNOBNEHHOCTb, CAeNaH KPaTKMiA AKCKYPC B UCTOPMIO CTAHOBAEHNS U Pa3BUTUS aEN
hopmann3aLmmn NpaBui Ha3HAYEHNs Haka3aHus, NokasaH NPUHLMM PabOoTbl ANEKTPOHHON TEXHONOTUI HA3HAYEHNS HaKa3aHWS,
PaCKPbIT MEXaH13M FreHePaLN SNEKTPOHHOIN CUCTEMON ONTUMANbHO MEpbI HaKa3aH!s 3a KOHKPETHOE NPECTyneH1e, 060-
CHOBaHa He0BX0MMOCTb BHEIPEHMS «aNIeKTPOHHBIX BECOB NPABOCY Vs> B AESTENbHOCTb CYI0B, YTO MO3BOAUT MaKCIMasbHO
noHo Gopmanu3oBath B YronoBHOM kogekce PO npaBuna HasHayeHust HakasaHus, ynopsiao4nTb B HeM 00beM 1 npeaent
CYOEACKOro YCMOTPEHMS, MUHUMI3MPOBATL HEOMPABAAHHO CyPOBbIE M HEOOOCHOBAHHO MATKME MPUrOBOPbI, NPEAYNPEaUTL
KOPPYMLMIO U MHble 3n0ynoTpebaeHns Npu OTNPaBAeHMI NPABOCYAMS MO YTONOBHBIM AefaM, CHU3NTb CyaedHble OLmMoKN,
$OopMMPOBATh B CTPaHE eAMHYI0 CyAEDOHYI0 MPaKTUKY Ha3HAYEHNS HaKasaHus.

KnioueBbie cnoBa: «37eKTPOHHbIE BECHI MPABOCYANS», YTONOBHbIA KOAEKC PD, Cynbs, NO3UTUBHBIE 11 HEraTUBHbIE
Gannbl, reHepaums HakasaHusi, YronoBHO-NPoLEcCyanbHbiil kopeke P, cyaeiickoe yCMOTPeHNe, NeCTHULA Hakas3aHus,
napTuTypa, LLKana HakasaHus, Cya, UHAEKCALNS CMSTYaioLLVX 1 OTArYatoLLNX 0BCTOSTENLCTB, YrONOBHOE 3aKOHOAATENbCTBO,
MaTpuLa Ha3HaYeHNs Haka3aHns, anropuTM UHAMBIAYAAU3ALMN HakasaHus.
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The article outlines the main directions of the concept of an electronic system for determining the guilty optimal
punishment taking into account the objective and subjective properties of the crime committed by him, reveals its content
and social and legal conditionality, made a brief excursion into the history of the formation and development of the idea of
formalizing the rules of sentencing, shows the principle of electronic technology of sentencing, disclosed the mechanism
of generation by the electronic system of the optimal punishment for a specific crime; The necessity of introducing the
‘Electronic Scales of Justice’ into the activities of the courts, which will make it possible to fully formalize the rules of
sentencing in the Criminal Code of the Russian Federation, streamline the scope and limits of judicial discretion, minimize
unnecessarily harsh and unreasonably lenient sentences, prevent corruption and other abuses in the administration of
justice criminal cases, to reduce judicial errors, to form a single judicial practice of sentencing in the country.
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