—TaTbX nocsBXWweHa 0co6eHHOCTHM OTBETCTBEHHOCTM 3a NPECTYN/IeHUH, CoBepLUEeHHble C ABOMHOM
dopmoW BUHbI. — HEl pacKpbiBaeTcH cneumduKa AaHHbIX MPECTYNIEHUIA, NPOBOAUTCH CPABHUTE/IbHbIN
aHaNN3 YMbILUNEHHBIX U HEOCTOPOXKHbIX NPECTYNNEHWNN, A TaKKe 060CHOBAaHHOCTb BBEAEHUH CTaTbM 06
YrO/I0BHOW OTBETCTBEHHOCTW 33 COBEPLUEHME NPECTYMNIeHN ¢ ABYMHE GOpMamMm BUHbI. fenaeTcH BbiBOA,
yTO 3aKpenaeHne B "ronoBHOM KogeKce —, OTBETCTBEHHOCTM 3a NPECTYNIeHNe ¢ A4BONHON popmMoi
BMHbI MO3BONMXET MaKCUMa/IbHO YYECTb COMETAHMNE UHTENNIEKTYA/IbHBIX M BOJIEBbIX 3/1EMEHTOB,
06pasyoLMX BUAbI YMbIC/IA U HEOCTOPOXKHOCTU, MHANBUAYANN3UPOBATb HaKasaHMe.

The article is devoted to the peculiarities of the responsibility for crimes committed with a double form
of guilt. It reveals the specifics of these crimes, gives the comparative analysis of intentional and
negligent offenses and examines the validity of the introduction of the article on criminal liability for
crimes committed with two forms of guilt.

It is concluded that the consolidation of the Criminal Code of the Russian Federation and responsibility
for a crime with a double form of guilt allow to take into account a combination of intellectual and
volitional elements forming the kinds of intention and negligence, and thus these individualize
punishment.



