\(‘ENT Dq

o‘o
~
%

% un N?y’

n 137 L“"\

YURISPRUDENSIYA

HUQUQIY ILMIY-AMALIY JURNALI
2026-yil 3-son

VOLUME & / ISSUE 3 / 2026
DOI: https://dx.doi.org/10.51788/tsul jurisprudence.b.3.

o Crossref 1SS 21811938

Content

Registration DOI: https://dx.doi.org/10.51788/tsul jurisprudence



A U

MUASSIS: TOSHKENT DAVLAT

YURIDIK UNIVERSITETI
“Yurisprudensiya” - “Opucnpygnes-
nusa” - “Jurisprudence” huqugqiy ilmiy-

amaliy jurnali O‘zbekiston matbuot va
axborot agentligi tomonidan 2020-yil
22-dekabrda 1140-sonli guvohnoma bi-
lan davlat ro‘yxatidan o‘tkazilgan.

Jurnal O‘zbekiston Respublikasi Oliy
ta’lim, fan va innovatsiyalar vazirligi
huzuridagi Oliy attestatsiya komissiyasi
jurnallari ro‘yxatiga kiritilgan.

Mualliflik huquglari Toshkent davlat
yuridik universitetiga tegishli. Barcha hu-
quglar himoyalangan. Jurnal materiallari-
dan foydalanish, tarqatish va ko‘paytirish
muassis ruxsati bilan amalga oshiriladi.

Sotuvda kelishilgan narxda.

Nashr bo‘yicha mas’ul:
0. Choriyev

Mubharrirlar:

E. Mustafayev, Y. Yarmolik, E. Sharipov,
K. Abduvaliyeva, M. Sharifova,

Sh. Beknazarova, X. Yuldasheva

Musahhih:
M. Tursunov

Texnik muharrir:
U. Sapayev

Dizayner:
D. Rajapov

Tahririyat manzili:

100047. Toshkent shahri,
Sayilgoh ko‘chasi, 35.

Tel.: (0371) 233-66-36 (1169)

Veb-sayt: jurisprudence.tsul.uz
E-mail: lawjournal@tsul.uz

Obuna indeksi: 1387

Tasdignoma
Ne 174625, 29.11.2023.

Jurnal 2026-yil 26-iyunda
bosmaxonaga topshirildi.
Qog'oz bichimi: A4.

Shartli bosma tabog‘i: 24
Adadi: 100. Buyurtma: Ne 72.

TDYU bosmaxonasida chop etildi.
Bosmaxona manzili:

100047. Toshkent shahri,
Sayilgoh ko‘chasi, 37.

© Toshkent davlat yuridik universiteti

YURISPRLDENSIYA

TAHRIR HAY'ATI

BOSH MUHARRIR
Z. Esanova - Toshkent davlat yuridik universiteti [lmiy ishlar va innovatsiyalar
bo‘yicha prorektori, yuridik fanlar doktori, professor

BOSH MUHARRIR O‘RINBOSARI
J. Allayorov - Toshkent davlat yuridik universiteti Huquqiy tadqiqotlar oliy
maktabi direktori, yuridik fanlar bo‘yicha falsafa doktori, dotsent

MAS’UL MUHARRIR
N. Ramazonov - Toshkent davlat yuridik universiteti O‘zbek tili va adabiyoti
sho‘basi mudirij, filologiya fanlari bo‘yicha falsafa doktori, dotsent

TAHRIR HAY’ATI A’ZOLARI

J. Blum - Amerika Qo‘shma Shtatlarining Boston kolleji Huquq maktabi
professori, huquq doktori (AQSH)

M. Vishovatiy - Polshaning Gdansk universiteti professori (Polsha)

M. Hayat - Muhammadiyah Malang universiteti o‘qituvchisi (Indoneziya)

A. Xashimxonov - Toshkent davlat yuridik universiteti Yoshlar masalalari
va ma’naviy-ma'rifiy ishlar bo‘yicha birinchi prorektori, yuridik fanlar doktori,
professor

A. Yakubov - Toshkent davlat yuridik universiteti Xalqaro hamkorlik va
uzluksiz ta’lim bo‘yicha prorektori, yuridik fanlar doktori, dotsent

M. Axmedshayeva - Toshkent davlat yuridik universiteti Davlat va huquq
nazariyasi sho‘basi professori, yuridik fanlar doktori

X. Xayitov - O‘zbekiston Respublikasi Oliy Majlisining Qonunchilik palatasi
deputati, yuridik fanlar doktori, professor

S. Yusupov - Toshkent davlat yuridik universiteti Ma’'muriy va moliya huquqi
sho‘basi mudiri, yuridik fanlar doktori, professor

E. Egamberdiyev - Toshkent davlat yuridik universiteti Fugarolik huquqi
sho‘basi dotsenti, yuridik fanlar bo‘yicha falsafa doktori

Sh. Ismoilov - Toshkent davlat yuridik universiteti Mehnat huquqi sho‘basi
mudiri, yuridik fanlar doktori, dotsent

G. Uzakova - Toshkent davlat yuridik universiteti Ekologiya huquqi sho‘basi
mudiri, yuridik fanlar doktori, professor

G. Yo'ldasheva - Toshkent davlat yuridik universiteti Xalgaro huquq va inson
huqugqlari sho‘basi professori, yuridik fanlar doktori

A. Yo'ldoshev - Toshkent davlat yuridik universiteti Konstitutsiyaviy huquq
sho‘basi dotsenti, yuridik fanlar doktori

R. Altiyev - Toshkent davlat yuridik universiteti Jinoyat huquqi, kriminologiya
va korrupsiyaga qarshi kurashish sho‘basi professori v.b., yuridik fanlar bo‘yicha
falsafa doktori

M. Kurbanov - Toshkent davlat yuridik universiteti Jinoyat huquqi,
kriminologiya va korrupsiyaga qarshi kurashish sho‘basi professori v.b., yuridik
fanlar bo‘yicha falsafa doktori

S. Oripov - Toshkent davlat agrar universiteti Huqugshunoslik kafedrasi
dotsenti, yuridik fanlar bo‘yicha falsafa doktori

F. Hamdamova - Jahon iqtisodiyoti va diplomatiya universiteti Xalgaro huquq
va ommaviy huqugq fanlari kafedrasi dotsenti v.b., yuridik fanlar doktori

D. So'fiyeva — Toshkent davlat yuridik universiteti Davlat va huquq nazariyasi
sho‘basi katta o‘qituvchisi, yuridik fanlar bo‘yicha falsafa doktori

2026-YIL 3-SON

VOLUME B / ISSUE 3 / 2028 ISSN: 2181-1938




YYPEJUTEJ/Ib: TAIUKEHTCKUIA
rOCY/JAPCTBEHHbI
IOPUAYECKUI YHUBEPCUTET

[IpaBoBOM Hay4HO-NPAaKTHUYECKUI
)KypHai «HOpucnpyaeHuusa» - «Yuris-
prudensiya» - «Jurisprudence» 3ape-
TMUCTPUPOBaH ATEHTCTBOM II€4aTH U
nHbopManuy Y36eKkucTaHa 22 eka6-
pa 2020 roma c yJoCTOBepeHHEM
Ne 1140.

KypHan Bk/IHOYEH B mepedyeHb
>)KypHaJsIoB Breicuieil aTTecTallMOHHON
KOMMCCHY TpY MUHHCTEDPCTBE BhICILIE-
ro 06pa3oBaHusl, HayKW 1 HTHHOBALIUH
Pecny6Mky Y36eKucTaH.

ABTOpCKMe TpaBa NpHUHAJJIEXaT
TalIKeHTCKOMY  roCy/japCTBEHHOMY
IOpUIMYECKOMy yHHBepcuTeTy. Bce
npaBa 3aluiieHsl. Mcnosb3oBaHwue,
pacrmpocTpaHeHHe W BOCIPOHU3Befie-
HHe MaTepHaJIoB ypHasa OCyILIeCTB-
JISIETCSA C pa3pelleH s yYpeiuTeIs.

Peasn3yeTcst 1o JOrOBOPHOH LieHe.

OTBeTCTBEHHBIH 3a BBINMYCK:
0. Yopues

PepakTophbl:

3. Mycradaes, E. lpmMonuk,

3. lllapunos, K. A6ayBanuesa,
M. lllapucdosga, l1I. BekHazapoBa,
X. OnpameBa

KoppekTop:
M. TypcyHoB

TexHUYecKUil pegaKTOp:
Y. Canaesn

Ju3aiiHnep:
Jl. PaxxanoB

Appec pejaknum:

100047. T'opog TawmkeHT,
ynuuna Caiuirox, 35.

Tesn.: (0371) 233-66-36 (1169)

Be6-caiT: jurisprudence.tsul.uz
E-mail: lawjournal @tsul.uz

MoanucHo# uHAEKC: 1387.

CBUETe/NbCTBO
oT 29.11.2023 Ne 174625.

2Kypnan nepefaH B Tunorpaduio
26.06.2026.

®opmar 6ymaru: A4.

Y. n. 1. 24. Tupax: 100 sk3.
Howmep 3akaza: 72.

OTnedaTaHo B TUIIOrpaduu
TalKeHTCKOT0 rocyAapCTBEHHOTO
IOPUUYECKOTr0 YHUBEPCUTETA.
100047, r. TaluKeHT,

ya1. Caituarox, 37.

© TamKeHTCKUMH rocyapCcTBEeHHbIN
IOPUANYECKHI YHUBEPCUTET

ISSN: 2181-1938

PEJAKIIMOHHASA KOJIJIETUA

IJIABHBIH PEJAKTOP
3. JcaHosa - MpPOPEKTOp MO HAayyHOH paboTe W WHHOBaUUSAM TalIKEHTCKOro
roCy/lapCTBEHHOr0 IOPHUJUYECKOT0 YHUBEPCHUTETA, JOKTOpP HOPUAUYECKHUX HayK,

npodeccop

3AMECTUTEJIb I'V/TABHOT O PEJAKTOPA

K. Annaépos JUPEKTOpP Bbiclield MIKOJBI [MPaBOBBIX MCCJEA0BAaHUHI
TalKeHTCKOro rocyapCTBEHHOT0 I0PHUIMYECKOr0 YHUBEPCUTETA, AOKTOP duiocodpuu
110 IOPUANYECKUM HayKaM, JOLeHT

OTBETCTBEHHBIN PEJAKTOP

H. Pama3oHoe - 3aBeAylOUIMHA CEKTOPOM Y36EKCKOro s3blKa U JIMTEPATYPhI
TaliKeHTCKOT0 rocyjapCTBEHHOT0 IPUJUIYECKOT0 YHUBEPCUTETA, AOKTOP pumocodpuu
0 GpHUI0JOTMYECKHUM HayKaM, JOL[EHT

YJIEHBI PEAKOJIJIETMH

M. Baym - npodeccop ropugnydeckoi mkosbl bocronckoro kostemka (boctow,
CILA), 1OKTOp PUANIECKUX HAYK

M. Buwosambiii - npodeccop 'nanbckoro yHuepcurteTa (['Aanbek, [losbiia)

M. Xasm - npenojiaBatesb YHuBepcuTeta Myxammazaus Mananr (MHgoHe3us)

A. XawumxoHoe — TIepBBIf NPOPEKTOP 10 JeslaM MOJIOAEXH U AyXOBHO-IPOCBETH-
TeJbCKON pab6oTe TalIKeHTCKOro rocyZapCTBEHHOrO HOPHUAMYECKOI0 YHUBEPCHUTETA,
JIOKTOP IOPUANYECKUX HAyK, Tpodeccop

A. AKxy6oe - TpPOPEKTOp MO MEeXAYHAPOAHbIM CBSI3SAM U /[ONOJHUTEJbHOMY
06pa3oBaHUI0 TallKeHTCKOro TOCyJapCTBEHHOIO OPUAUYECKOT0 YHUBEPCUTET],
JIOKTOP IOPUANYECKHUX HAyK, AOLEHT

M. Axmedwaesa - ipodeccop CeKTOpa TEOPUH IOCYAApCTBA U NpaBa TalIKeHTCKOro
rocy/JapCTBEHHOT0 I0PHANYECKOT0 YHUBEPCUTETA, JOKTOP IOPUANYECKUX HAYK, Mpodeccop

X. Xatiumoe - penyTtaT 3akoHOAATeJbHOW masaTbl Onud Maxiuca Pecny6unku
Y36ekucTaH, OKTOP I0pUANYECKUX HayK, Tpodeccop

C. Kcynos - 3aBeAyWOIUH CEeKTOPOM aAMUHUCTPAaTUBHOTO W (GHUHAHCOBOIO
npaBa TallKeHTCKOrO0 TOCy[AapCTBEHHOrO HOPHUAMYECKOrO0 YHUBEPCHUTETA, [AOKTOP
I0PUANYECKUX HAYK, podeccop

3. J2ambepdues — IOLEHT CEKTOPA IPAKIAHCKOrOo MpaBa TallKeHTCKOTo roCy1apCTBeH-
HOT'0 IOPUANYECKOTr0 YHUBEPCUTETA, JOKTOP GUI0cOHH 10 IOPUANIECKUM HayKaM

III.  Hcmounos 3aBe/JlyIOIIMH CEKTOpPOM TpyJoBoro mnpaBa TallKeHTCKOro
rocyZilapCTBEHHOI0 I0PUANYECKOT0 YHUBEPCUTETA, AOKTOP I0PUANYECKUX HayK, JOLLeHT

I Y3akoea - 3aBeAywolias CEKTOPOM 3KOJIOTHYECKOro mnpaBa TallKeHTCKOTO
roCy/JapCTBEHHOTO IOpUJIUYECKOTO YHUBEPCUTETa, JOKTOP OpUJUYECKHX HayK,
npodeccop

I. FOndawesa - npodeccop ceKTopa MeXAyHapoAHOro NpaBa U Npas yesioBeka Tamil-
KEeHTCKOI'0 FOCyJapCTBEHHOI'0 IOPUANYECKOT0 YHUBEPCUTETA, JOKTOP IOPUANYECKUX HAyK

A. HOndowes JIOLIEHT CeKTopa KOHCTUTYLMOHHOrOo IpaBa TallKeHTCKOro
roCyAiapCTBEHHOTr0 I0PUANYECKOr0 YHUBEPCUTETA, JOKTOP HPHUJUIECKUX HAyK

P. Anmues - u.o. mpodeccopa CeKTOpa YroJIOBHOrO IpaBa, KPUMHHOJOTHU H
NPOTUBOJAENCTBUS KOPPYNUHUU TalIKEHTCKOro TIOCYyJapCTBEHHOIO OPUAUYECKOI0
YHUBEPCUTETA, AOKTOP Guocopuu no wPUAUIECKUM HayKaM

M. Kypbanoe - u.o. mpodeccopa CeKTOpa YroJ0OBHOrO NpaBa, KPUMHUHOJOTUU U
NPOTUBOJENCTBUA KOppYyNnuUUHM TallKeHTCKOro TrocyJapCTBEHHOrO IOPHUJUYECKOro
YHHUBEPCUTETA, JOKTOP GUI0COPHH N0 FOPUJUYECKUM HayKaM

C. Opunos - foueHT Kadeapsl MpaBa TalIKeHTCKOr0 rocyJapCTBEHHOTO arpapHOro
YHUBEPCUTETA, JJOKTOP GUi0coduu 1o 1puguieckuM HayKaM

@. Xamdamosa - . 0. JolleHTa KapeApbl MeX/JYHApPOAHOTO U MyGJMYHOr0 INpaBa
YHuBepcHuTeTa MUPOBOM 3KOHOMUKH U JUIIJIOMAaTHH, JOKTOD I0PpUAUYECKUX HayK

A. Cyguesa - crapmiuii npenojaBaTesb CEKTOpa TEOPHUU TOCYyAapCTBa M INpaBa
TamkeHTCKOro rocyjapcTBEHHOT0 I0PUJUYECKOr0 YHUBEPCUTETA, AOKTOpP dutocodun
10 IOPUANYECKUM HayKaM

2026-YIL 3-SON

VOLUME B / ISSUE 3 / 2028 YURISPRUDENSIYA

A 4



A U

FOUNDER: TASHKENT STATE

UNIVERSITY OF LAW
“Yurisprudensiya” - “lOpucnpy-
neHuusa’ -  “Jurisprudence” legal

scientific and practical journal was
registered by the Press and Information
Agency of Uzbekistan on December 22,
2020 with certificate No. 1140.

The journal is included in the list
of journals of the Higher Attestation
Commission under the Ministry of Higher
Education, Science and Innovations of
the Republic of Uzbekistan.

Copyright belongs to Tashkent State
University of Law. All rights reserved.
Use, distribution and reproduction of
journal materials are carried out with
the permission of the founder.

Agreed-upon price.

Publication Officer:
0. Choriev

Editors:

E. Mustafaev, E. Yarmolik, E. Sharipov,
K. Abduvalieva, M. Sharifova,

Sh. Beknazarova, Kh. Yuldasheva

Proofreader:
M. Tursunov

Technical editor:
U. Sapaev

Designer:
D. Rajapov

Editorial office address::
100047. Tashkent city,

Sayilgoh street, 35.

Phone: (0371) 233-66-36 (1169)

Website: jurisprudence.tsul.uz
E-mail: lawjournal @tsul.uz

Subscription index: 1387.

Certificate
Ne 174625, 29.11.2023.

The journal is submitted to the Printing
house on 26.06.2026.

Paper size: A4. Cond.p.f: 24.

Units: 100. Order: Ne 72.

Published in the Printing house of
Tashkent State University of Law.
100047. Tashkent city,

Sayilgoh street, 37.

© Tashkent State University of Law

YURISPRLDENSIYA

EDITORIAL BOARD

EDITOR-IN-CHIEF
Z. Esanova - Deputy Rector for Scientific Affairs and Innovations of
Tashkent State University of Law, Doctor of Law, Professor

DEPUTY EDITOR
J. Allayorov - Director of the Graduate School of Legal Research of Tashkent
State University of Law, Doctor of Philosophy (PhD) in Law, Associate Professor

EXECUTIVE EDITOR

N. Ramazonov - Head of the Department of Uzbek Language and Literature
of Tashkent State University of Law, Doctor of Philosophy (PhD) in Philology,
Associate Professor

MEMBERS OF THE EDITORIAL BOARD

J. Blum - Professor of Law School of Boston College, Doctor of Law (Boston,
USA)

M. Vishovatiy - Professor of the University of Gdansk (Gdansk, Poland)

M. Hayat - Lecturer of the University of Muhammadiyah Malang (Indonesia)

A. Khashimhonov - First Deputy Rector for Youth Affairs and Spiritual and
Educational Affairs of Tashkent State University of Law, Doctor of Law, Professor

A. Yakubov - Deputy Rector for International Relations and Further Education
of Tashkent State University of Law, Doctor of Law, Associate Professor

M. Akhmedshaeva - Professor of the Department of Theory of State and Law
of Tashkent State University of Law, Doctor of Law, Professor

Kh. Khayitov - Deputy of the Legislative Chamber of the Oliy Maijlis of the
Republic of Uzbekistan, Doctor of Law, Professor

S. Yusupov - Head of the Department of Administrative and Financial Law of
Tashkent State University of Law, Doctor of Law, Professor

E. Egamberdiev - Associate Professor of the Department of Civil Law of
Tashkent State University of Law, Doctor of Philosophy (PhD) in Law

Sh. Ismoilov - Head of the Department of Labor Law of Tashkent State
University of Law, Doctor of Law, Associate Professor

G. Uzakova - Head of the Department of Environmental Law of the Tashkent
State University of Law, Doctor of Law, Professor

G. Yuldasheva - Professor of the Department of International Law and
Human Rights of Tashkent State University of Law, Doctor of Law

A. Yuldoshev - Associate Professor of the Department of Constitutional Law
of Tashkent State University of Law, Doctor of Law

R. Altiev - Acting Professor of the Department of Criminal Law, Criminology
and Anti-Corruption of Tashkent State University of Law, Doctor of Philosophy
(PhD) in Law

M. Kurbanov - Acting Professor of the Department of Criminal Law,
Criminology and Anti-Corruption of Tashkent State University of Law, Doctor of
Philosophy (PhD) in Law

S. Oripov - Associate Professor of the Department of Law of Tashkent State
Agrarian University, Doctor of Philosophy (PhD) in Law

F. Hamdamova - Acting Associate Professor of the Department of
International Law and Public Law of the University of World Economy and
Diplomacy, Doctor of Law

D. Sufieva - Senior Lecturer of the Department of Theory of State and Law of
Tashkent State University of Law, Doctor of Philosophy (PhD) in Law

2026-YIL 3-SON
VOLUME 6 / ISSUE 3 / 2026

ISSN: 2181-1938




MUNDARIJA

MUNDARIJA

12.00.01 - DAVLAT VA HUQUQ NAZARIYASI VA TARIXI. HUQUQIY TA'LIMOTLAR TARIXI

11 TOSHQULOV JURABOY, QURBANOVA ELMIRA ASADOVNA

Globallashuv sharoitida davlatni o‘rganish prinsiplari: nazariy-metodologik tahlil
19 ZOKIROV SHOXRUXBEK ZOHIDJON O‘G‘LI

Qonunchilikni kodifikatsiya qilishning nazariy va amaliy masalalari

12.00.02 = KONSTITUTSIYAVIY HUQUQ. MA'MURIY HUQUQ. MOLIYA VA
BOIXONA HUQUQI

26 ILXOMBEKOV JASURBEK ILXOMBEK O‘G‘LI
Axborotga bo‘lgan huquqgning tarixiy taraqgiyoti va internet muhitida uning huqugqiy shakllanishi
31 ABDURAYIMOV MUXAMMAD SUVONQUL O‘G‘LI
Malakali yuridik yordam ko‘rsatishning konstitutsiyaviy-huquqiy asoslari va uni amalga
oshiruvchi subyektlar tarkibi muammolari
35 NURMATOV SUNNATILLO UZ0Q O‘G‘LI
Mahallaning davlat xizmatlari ko‘rsatishdagi o‘rni va davlat organlari bilan ozaro hamkorlik
mexanizmlarini takomillashtirish
43 SOBIROV UMID SOBIR O‘G‘LI
Akademik erkinlikning konstitutsiyaviy-huquqiy va institutsional kafolatlari

12.00.03 - FUQAROLIK HUQUQI. TADBIRKORLIK HUQUQI. OILA HUQUAQI.
XALQARO XUSUSIY HUQUQ

53 TOPILDIYEV BAXROMJON RAXIMJONOVICH
Patent huqugqi tarixi va zamonaviy funksiyasi: Yevropa va AQSH tajribasi

61 RAHMONQULOVA NILUFAR HOJI-AKBAROVNA, KOVSHOV TEMUR VLADIMIROVICH
Shartnoma tuzish bo‘yicha muzokaralar: ommaviy va xususiy jihatlarni ajratish

74 XO‘JAYEV SHOXJAXON AKMALJON O‘G‘LI
[jtimoiy tarmogqlardagi kontent asar sifatida

85 SAIDOV IBROHIM ANVAROVICH
Korporativ boshqaruv kodeksini normativ-huquqiy hujjat sifatida qabul gilish: muammolar,
zarurat va takliflar

93 AKRAMOV AKMALJON ANVARJON O‘G‘LI
Raqamli aktivlarni meros qilib qoldirishning huquqiy muammolari: O‘zbekiston va xorij
amaliyoti

102 INAMDJANOVA ELNORA ELBEKOVNA
Mediatsiya va arbitraj: O‘zbekistonda investitsiya nizolarini hal etishning gibrid shakllarini
rivojlantirish istigbollari

12.00.05 - MEHNAT HUQUQI. IITIMOIY TA'MINOT HUQUQI

111 ABDULLAYEVA DILFUZA SAIDAZIMOVNA
O‘zbekistonda bolalar mehnati va uning xalqaro-huqugqiy tartibga solinishi

12.00.06 — TABIIY RESURSLAR HUQUQI. AGRAR HUQUQ. EKOLOGIK HUQUQ

122 XOLMUMINOV JUMA TOSHTEMIROVICH
Ekologik huquqda ragamlashtirish va sun’iy intellekt

2026-YIL 3-SON
ISSN: 2181-1938 VOLUME B / ISSUE 3 / 7076 YURISPRUDENSIYA - ‘



MUNDARIJA

12.00.07 — SUD HOKIMIYATI. PROKUROR NAZORATI. HUQUQNI MUHOFAZA QILISH
FAOLIYATINI TASHKIL ETISH. ADVOKATURA

131 BOBONAZAROV MUHAMMADJON MUZAFFAR O‘G‘LI
Sudyalar mustagqilligi va uni ta'minlash kafolatlarining nazariy-huqugqiy tahlili: takomillashtirish
masalalari

12.00.08 — JIINOYAT HUQUQI. JINOYAT-1JROIYA HUQUQI

139 ABDURASULOVA KUMRINISA RAIMKULOVNA, RASHIDOV SHAVKATBEK RAVSHANBEK O‘G‘LI
Transport vositalari harakati yoki ulardan foydalanish xavfsizligi qoidalarini buzishning ijtimoiy
xavfliligi va uning jinoiy javobgarlikni belgilashdagi ahamiyati

147 JUMANIYOZOVA ZARNIGOR MAXAMMADI QIZI
Odam savdosi uchun jazo mugqarrarligini ta'minlash mexanizmlari

12.00.09 — JINOYAT PROTSESSI. KRIMINALISTIKA, TEZKOR-QIDIRUV HUQUQ VA
SUD EKSPERTIZASI

155 MELSOVA KAMILA BAXADIROVNA, ABDULLAYEV RUSTAM KAXRAMANOVICH
Isbotlash tizimida raqamli dalillardan foydalanishning muammoli jihatlari

12.00.10 = XALQARO HUQUQ

165 MUSAYEV DJAMALIDDIN KAMALOVICH
Giyohvandlik vositalarining noqonuniy muomalasiga qarshi kurashishning ijtimoiy-huquqiy mohiyati
171 AKBAROV SAIDAKBAR RUSTAM O‘G‘LI
Zamonaviy qurolli mojarolar sharoitida harbiy jinoyatlar uchun javobgarlik: milliy va
xalgaro-huquqiy tahlil

12.00.12 - KORRUPSIYA MUAMMOLARI

178 NURIDINOV RAMZIDIN LUTFIDIN O‘G‘LI
Xorijiy mamlakatlarda davlat xaridlarini raqgamlashtirish va korrupsiya xavfini kamaytirish
mexanizmlari

12.00.13 = INSON HUQUQLARI

186 XUDAYBERDIYEVA MAFTUNA ZAFAR QIZI
Bola huquglarining tasnifi: xalgaro va milliy huquqiy yondashuvlar va ularni amalga oshirish
mexanizmlarining tizimli tahlili

12.00.15 —= KRIMINOLOGIYA

197 NIYOZOVA SALOMAT SAPAROVNA
Voyaga yetmagan jinoyatchi shaxsining kriminologik tavsifi va uning belgilari

2026-YIL 3-SON
k ‘ YURISPRUDENSIYA VOLUME B / ISSUE 3 / 7078 ISSN: 2181-1938




COAEPXAHUA

COOEPXAHWE

12.00.01 - TEOPUA N MCTOPUA MOCYOAPCTBA N MPABA. MICTOPWA MPABOBbIX YYEHINI

11 TOMIKY/IOB KYPABOW, KYPEAHOBA 3/IbMUPA ACA/IOBHA
[IprHIMIIBI M3y4YeHUs rocy[apcTBa B YCJI0BUSAX IV100aJN3aLMK: TeOPETUKO-MeTO 00T UYeCKUI
aHaJIu3

19 30KHWPOB HIOXPYXBEK 30XHU/JKOH YI/IN
TeopeTnyeckue U npakTU4YecKue BONPOChl KOgUPUKAL MK 3aKOHOATeJIbCTBA

12.00.02 - KOHCTUTYUWNOHHOE MNMPABO. ADMWNHUNCTPATVBHOE TPABO.
OUNHAHCOBOE 1 TAMOXEHHOE IMPABO

26 HWJIXOMBEKOB KACYPBEK WJIXOMBEK YIJIU
UcTopuueckoe pa3ByTHe MpaBa HA MHPOPMAIMIO U €r0 MPABOBOE CTAHOBJIEHHE B UHTEPHET-Cpe/ie
31 ABJAYPAMMMOB MYXAMMA/] CYBOHKY/ YIVIU
KOHCTUTYIIMOHHO-TTPAaBOBbIE OCHOBBI U MpOo6GJieMaTHKA Cy6G'bEKTHOIO COCTaBa OKa3aHHUS
KBaJIMGULIMPOBAHHOU IOPUJUYECKON MOMOIIH
35 HYPMATOB CYHHATWJIJIO Y30K YIIN
Posib Maxa/iii B peJ0CTaBJIEHUH TOCYJApCTBEHHBIX YCAYT U COBEPLIEHCTBOBAHHE
MEXaHU3MOB B3aMMO/IENCTBUS C rOCY/JapCTBEHHBIMH OpraHaMu
43 COBUPOB YMU/J| COBUP YIVIU
KOHCTUTYIIMOHHO-TTPABOBbIE U UHCTUTYLIMOHAJIbHBIE TAPAHTUH aKaJEMHUYECKOU CBOOO/IbI

12.00.03 — TPAXKOAHCKOE MPABO. MPEAMNMPUNHUMATE/TbCKOE MPABO.
CEMEWHOE MPABO. MEXXOYHAPOOHOE YACTHOE IMPABO

53 TOINWIAUEB BAXPOMKOH PAXUMXOHOBHUY
Wctopus u coBpeMeHHble GYHKIMK MAaTEHTHOTrO mpaBa: onbIT EBponbl u CIIA
61 PAXMOHKY/IOBA HUJIIO®PAP XOAKN-AKBAPOBHA, KOBIIIOB TEMYP BJIAZIMMHUPOBUY
[leperoBopbl 0 3aK/JIYEHUH [JOTOBOPA: pa3rpaHUYeHre MyOJUYHOr0 U YaCTHOTO acreKTa
74 XYKAEB IIOXKAXOH AKMAJIZKOH YITIN
KOoHTEeHT B cOLlMaJIbHBIX CETAX KaK MPOU3BeJEHNE
85 CAMJ0B UBPOXUM AHBAPOBUY
[IprHATHE KOoJleKca KOPIOPAaTUBHOIO yIpaBJ/ieHUs B KaueCTBe HOPMAaTUBHO-NPABOBOTO aKTa:
npo6JieMbl, HEOGXOAUMOCTb W HPeAJIOKEeHHs
93 AKPAMOB AKMAJI*KOH AHBAPKOH YIIN
[IpaBoBbIe Tpo6JieMbl HAac/leA0BaHUS [[MPPOBBIX AKTUBOB: ONBIT Y36eKHCTaHa
Y 3apy6e)kHasl MpaKTHKa
102 HHAM/IZKAHOBA 3J/IHOPA 3JIBEKOBHA
Meauanus U ap6UTPaK: NEPCHIEKTUBbI PAa3BUTHS THOPUAHBIX GOPM paspelieHust
WHBECTUIIMOHHBIX CIIOPOB B Y36eKUCTaHe

12.00.05 - TPYOOBOE INPABO. NMPABO COUVMATIBHOTIO OBECTTEMEHWNYA

111 ABAY/IVIAEBA JUJ/1dY3A CAUJASUMOBHA
JleTckuil TpyA B Y36eKHCTaHe U ero MeX/yHapoHO-IIPaBOBOe peryJMpoBaHUe

2026-YIL 3-SON
ISSN: 2181-1938 VOLUME B / ISSUE 3 / 7076 YURISPRUDENSIYA - ‘



COQEPXAHNA

12.00.06 - NMPNPOLOOPECYPCHOE MPABO. ATPAPHOE MPABO. KOJTOIM'MYECKOE MNMPABO

122 XOJIMYMHHOB KYMA TOLITEMUPOBHUY
LudpoBr3anus U UCKYCCTBEHHBIA MHTEJJIEKT B 3KOJIOTHYECKOM IpaBe

12.00.07 - CYOEBHAA BJTIACTb. MPOKYPOPCKMIM HAO3OP. OPTAHM3ALIMA
MPABOOXPAHUTENbHOWM OEATENTbHOCTU. ALBOKATYPA

131 BOBOHA3APOB MYXAMMA/I’)KOH MY3A®®AP YIJIN
HesaBUCHMOCTD Cyfiel 1 TEOPETUKO-IPABOBOM aHAJIM3 rapaHTHH eé obecredyeHus:
BOIIPOCHI COBEPLIEHCTBOBAHUS

12.00.08 — YTOJTIOBHOE TMPABO. YTOJTIOBHO-NCIMOJIHUTEJTIbHOE MPABO

139 ABAYPACYJIOBA KYMPUHHCA PAUMKY/IOBHA, PAIIINA0B IIABKATBEK PABINIAHBEK YIVIN
Ob1ecTBeHHas ONACHOCTb HapyllleHUsl IPaBUJl 0€30MacHOCTH JABMIXKEHUSA WJIM IKCIJIyaTalluu
TPaHCIOPTHBIX CPe/CTB KaK OCHOBAaHHWE YroJIOBHOM OTBETCTBEHHOCTHU

147 KYMAHUE30BA 3APHUTOP MAXAMMA/IU KU3U
MexaHH3MBI 06ecredeHHs] HEOTBPATHMOCTHU HaKa3aHHUSA 32 TOPrOBJIIO JIIOJbMU

12.00.09 - YIOJIOBHbIM MPOLIECC. KPUMUNHATTUCTUKA,
OMEPATNBHO-PO3bICKHOE MNMPABO M CYOEBEHAA SKCIEPTUN3A

155 MEJICOBA KAMWJIA BAXA/JUPOBHA, ABJY/IJIAEB PYCTAM KAXPAMAHOBHY
[Ipo6/ieMHBble acleKThl UCNO/Ib30BAaHUA LUPPOBBIX JOKA3aTeNbCTB B CUCTEME JJOKAa3bIBAHUSA

12.00.10 - MEXXOYHAPOOHOE MNMPABO

165 MYCAEB J:KAMAJ/ILAIUH KAMAJIOBUY
CoLMa/IbHO-IIPaBOBOE 3HAYeHHe POTHUBOAENCTBUA HE3AKOHHOMY 000POTY HapKOTUYECKUX CPeJiCTB
171 AKBAPOB CAUZIAKBAP PYCTAM YIUIN
OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a BOEHHbIE NPECTYIJIEHUA B YCJIOBUAX COBPEMEHHBIX BOOPY>KEHHbIX
KOH(QJIMKTOB: HallMOHAJBbHO-NIPAaBOBOM M MeX/AyHapOoJHO-IPaBOBOM aHaJIN3

12.00.12 - NMPOBJ1IEMbI KOPPYTTLU NI

178 HYPUAUHOB PAM3U/IUH JIYT®HUAWUH YIVIU
[ludpoBur3anya rocyJlapcTBEHHbIX 3aKyINOK U MEXaHU3Mbl CHUXKEHUSI KOPPYNIIMOHHbBIX
PHCKOB B 3apy6eXXHbIX CTpPaHaX

12.00.13 — TTPABA YEJTOBEKA

186 XYIAUBEPAUEBA MA®TYHA 3A®AP KU3U
Knaccudurkanus npaB pebéHKa: CUCTEMHBIM aHA/IU3 MeXAyHAapOLHO-IIPAaBOBbIX U
HallMOHA/JIbHO-NIPABOBLIX MOAXOL0B U MEXaHU3MOB peaJu3aluu

12.00.15 - KPUUMWNHOJ1OI A

197 HUE30BA CAJIOMAT CATIAPOBHA
KpuMuHoIOrnyeckas xapakTepuCcTUKa JJUYHOCTH HeCOBEPLIEHHOJIeTHEr0 NPeCcTyIHUKA U
€€ NpU3HaKHU

2026-YIL 3-SON
k ‘ YURISPRUDENSIYA VOLUME B / ISSUE 3 / 7078 ISSN: 2181-1938




CONTENTS

CONTENTS

12.00.01 = THEORY AND HISTORY OF STATE AND LAW. HISTORY OF LEGAL DOCTRINES

11 TOSHKULOV JURABOY, KURBANOVA ELMIRA ASADOVNA
Principles of studying the state in the context of globalization: a theoretical and
methodological analysis

19 ZOKIROV SHOKHRUKHBEK ZOHIDJON UGLI
Theoretical and practical issues of legislative codification

12.00.02 — CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. ADMINISTRATIVE LAW. FINANCIAL AND
CUSTOMS LAW

26 ILKHOMBEKOV JASURBEK ILKHOMBEK UGLI
Historical development of the right to information and its legal formation in the internet environment
31 ABDURAYIMOV MUKHAMMAD SUVONKUL UGLI
Constitutional-legal foundations and problematics of the subject composition of qualified
legal aid provision
35 NURMATOV SUNNATILLO UZOQ UGLI
Improving the role of the mahalla in the provision of public services and mechanisms
for interaction with state bodies
43 SOBIROV UMID SOBIR UGLI
Constitutional-legal and institutional guarantees of academic freedom

12.00.03 - CIVIL LAW. BUSINESS LAW. FAMILY LAW. INTERNATIONAL PRIVATE LAW

53 TOPILDIEV BAKHROM]JON RAKHIMJONOVICH
History and modern functions of patent law: the experience of Europe and the United States
61 RAHMONKULOVA NILUFAR HOJI-AKBAROVNA, KOVSHOV TEMUR VLADIMIROVICH
Contract negotiations: definition of public and private aspects
74 KHUJAEV SHOKHJAKHON AKMALJON UGLI
Content on social media as a work
85 SAIDOV IBROHIM ANVAROVICH
Adoption of the corporate governance code as a regulatory-legal document:
problems, needs and suggestion
93 AKRAMOV AKMALJON ANVARJON UGLI
Legal problems of inheriting digital assets: Uzbekistan and foreign practice
102 INAMDJANOVA ELNORA ELBEKOVNA
Mediation and arbitration: prospects for the development of hybrid forms of investment
dispute resolution in Uzbekistan

12.00.05 - LABOR LAW. SOCIAL SECURITY LAW

111 ABDULLAEVA DILFUZA SAIDAZIMOVNA
Child labour in Uzbekistan and its international legal regulation

12.00.06 - THE LAW OF NATURAL RESOURCES. AGRARIAN LAW. ENVIRONMENTAL LAW

122 KHOLMUMINOV JUMA TOSHTEMIROVICH
Digitalization and artificial intelligence in environmental law

2026-YIL 3-SON
ISSN: 2181-1938 VOLUME B / ISSUE 3 / 7076 YURISPRUDENSIYA , ‘



CONTENTS

12.00.07 — JUDICIAL BRANCH. PROSECUTOR'S CONTROL.
ORGANIZATION OF LAW ENFORCEMENT. ADVOCACY

131 BOBONAZAROV MUHAMMADJON MUZAFFAR UGLI
Theoretical and legal analysis of the independence of judges and guarantees for ensuring it:
issues of improvement

12.00.08 = CRIMINAL LAW. CRIMINAL-EXECUTIVE LAW

139 ABDURASULOVA KUMRINISA RAIMKULOVNA, RASHIDOV SHAVKATBEK RAVSHANBEK UGLI
Social danger of violation of safety rules for transport vehicle movement or operation and
its significance in establishing criminal liability

147 JUMANIYOZOVA ZARNIGOR MAKHAMMADI KIZI
Mechanisms for ensuring the inevitability of punishment for human trafficking

12.00.09 — CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS. FORENSICS, INVESTICGATIVE LAW AND
FORENSIC EXPERTISE

155 MELSOVA KAMILA BAKHADIROVNA, ABDULLAEV RUSTAM KAKHRAMANOVICH
Problematic aspects of the use of digital evidence in the evidentiary system

12.00.10 — INTERNATIONAL LAW

165 MUSAEV DJAMALIDDIN KAMALOVICH
The socio-legal significance of combating the illegal drug trade

171 AKBAROV SAIDAKBAR RUSTAM UGLI
Liability for war crimes in the context of modern armed conflicts: a national and international
legal analysis

12.00.12 - CORRUPTION PROBLEMS

178 NURIDINOV RAMZIDIN LUTFIDIN UGLI
Mechanisms for the digitalization of public procurement and the reduction of corruption
risks in foreign countries

12.00.13 - HUMAN RIGHTS

186 KHUDAYBERDIEVA MAFTUNA ZAFAR KIZI
Classification of children’s rights: a systematic analysis of international and national legal
approaches and implementation mechanisms

12.00.15 = CRIMINOLOGY

197 NIYOZOVA SALOMAT SAPAROVNA
Criminological characteristics and signs of the personality of a juvenile offender

2026-YIL 3-SON
k “ YURISPRUDENSIYA VOLUME B / ISSUE 3 / 7078 ISSN: 2181-1938




NT
QT 0qy

12.00.03 - FURAROLIK HUQUAL. S
TADBIRKORLIK HUQUQI. DILA HUGual. < QB
%

XALDARD XUSUSIY HUQUQ

9,
e UN Ne“

Kelib tushgan / Ilonydeno / Received: 14.04.2026
Qabul qgilingan / IIpunsTo / Accepted: 09.06.2026
Nashr etilgan / Ony6sinkoBano / Published: 26.06.2026

DOI: https://dx.doi.org/10.51788/tsul.jurisprudence.6.3./TSPF7008
UDC: 347.65:004(045)(575.1)

LEGAL PROBLEMS OF INHERITING DIGITAL ASSETS:
UZBEKISTAN AND FOREIGN PRACTICE

Akramov Akmaljon Anvarjon ugli,

Acting Associate Professor of the Department of Private International Law,
Tashkent State University of Law

ORCID: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5364-2096

e-mail: Lawyerjon191919@gmail.com

Abstract. The rapid expansion of digital technologies raises fundamentally new challenges for inheritance
law. This article provides a comparative analysis of the legal regulation of digital asset inheritance, encompassing
cryptocurrencies, social media accounts, digital intellectual property, and online financial assets. The research
examines the experience of the United States, the European Union, China, Japan, Singapore, and Uzbekistan.
Particular attention is given to gaps in the Civil Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan, including the absence of clear
norms on digital assets as objects of inheritance law, jurisdictional challenges related to blockchain-based assets,
barriers to accessing a deceased person’s online accounts, and the need to specify digital assets explicitly in wills.
The article concludes with concrete legislative reform proposals.
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RAQAMLI AKTIVLARNI MEROS QILIB QOLDIRISHNING HUQUQIY MUAMMOLARI:
O‘ZBEKISTON VA XORI] AMALIYOTI

Akramov Akmaljon Anvarjon o‘g’li,
Toshkent davlat yuridik universiteti
Xalqgaro xususiy huquq sho‘basi dotsenti v.b.

Annotatsiya. Raqamli mulklarning jadal rivojlanishi meros huquqi sohasida yangi va dolzarb muammolarni
keltirib chigarmoqda. Ushbu maqolada raqgamli aktiviarni, jumladan, kriptovalyutalar, ijtimoiy media akkauntlari,
ragamli intellektual mulk va onlayn moliyaviy aktiviarni meros qilib qoldirishning huquqiy tartibga solinishidagi
asosiy muammolar qiyosiy tahlil qilinadi. Maqolada AQSH, Yevropa lIttifoqi, Xitoy, Yaponiya, Singapur va O‘zbekiston
tajribasi o‘rganiladi hamda milliy qonunchilik zamonaviy raqamli voqelikka qanchalik moslashgani baholanadi.
O‘zbekiston Fuqarolik kodeksining amaldagi me’yorlari ragamli aktivlarni meros huquqi obyekti sifatida belgilamaydi.
Magqola O’zbekiston qonunchiligini takomillashtirish bo’yicha aniq taklif va tavsiyalar bilan yakunlanadi.

Kalit so‘zlar: raqamli meros, kriptovalyuta, raqamli aktiviar, meros huquqi, O‘zbekiston, blokcheyn,
transchegaraviy meros, raqamli vasiyatnoma, onlayn akkauntlar, xususiy kalit

ITPABOBBIE ITIPOBJIEMbI HACJIEAOBAHUA U®POBbLIX AKTHUBOB:
OIIbIT Y3BEKUCTAHA U 3APYBEKHAA IIPAKTUKA

AxpamoB AKMa/l>KOH AHBap>KOH YIJIH,
H. 0. [IOLIEHTa CEKTOPa MeXyHapOJHOI'0 YaCTHOTO NIpaBa
TalmKkeHTCKOro rocyJapCTBEHHOT0 WPUUYECKOT0 YHUBEPCUTETA

AnHomayus. CmpemumenvHoe paszgumue yYugposvlx mexHoAo2ull cmasum heped HACAedCMBEeHHbIM
npasom NpuHYUnNuUAa/bHO HOBble 8bl308bl. B daHHOlU cmambe nposodumcsi CpasHUME/IbHO-NPA8O8Oll AHANU3
pezyauposaHusl HacsiedosaHusl Yug@dposbix AKMUB0S, 8KAUAS KPUNMOBAA0Mbl, AKKAYHMbL 8 COYUA/NbHBIX Cemsix,
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yugposvie 06vekmul UHMEANEKMYAAbHOU CO6CMBEHHOCMU U OMHAQUH-(PUHAHco8ble akmusbl. B uccaedosanuu
paccmampusaemcsi onvim CoeduHénHbix llImamos Amepuku, Eeponelickozo cor3a, Kumas, AnoHuu, CuHzanypa
u Pecnybauku Y36exkucmaH. Ocoboe eHumaHue ydesasiemcsi npobeaam 8 I'paxcdaHckom Kodekce Pecnybauku
Y3bexkucman, skawuas omcymcmeue YEMKUX HOPM O YUu@posblX aKkmueax Kak 06sbekmax Hac/1e0CmeeHHbIX
npagsoomuoweHull, WpUCOUKYUOHHbIE CAOHCHOCMU, CB8SA3AHHbIE C AKMUBAMU HA OCHO8e 6/10K4eliH-mexHo102ull,
npensimcmausi 8 noay4eHuu docmyna K OHAQUH-AKKAYHMaM ymepule2o Auyd, a makxce Heo6xooumocms npsmo2o
yKasaHua yugpposslx akmueos 8 3asewaHuu. B 3akatoueHue cihopmyauposaHvbl KOHKpemHble Npeda0H#ceHUs: no

coeepuleHcmeo8aHUur 3aKoHodame.1bcmad.

Kawouessle caosa: yugpposoe HacaedosaHue, kpunmosaatoma, Yugposwvle akmusbsl, Hacs1edcmeeHHoe Npaso,
6.10K4ellH, mpaHcepaHu4Hoe HacsedosaHue, Yyugdposoe 3asewaHue, OHAAUH-AKKAYHMbL, 3aKpbimblil KAKY

Introduction

The digital revolution has fundamentally
altered the composition of personal estates.
Contemporary individuals increasingly hold
substantial wealth in purely digital form,
including cryptocurrency wallets, monetized
social media profiles, digital art collections, email
archives, online businesses, and non-fungible
tokens (NFTs). The global cryptocurrency market
alone reached a capitalization exceeding three
trillion US dollars in 2021. Hopkins was among
the first scholars to recognize that digital assets
constitute a genuinely new category of estate
property, coining the concept of the “afterlife
in the cloud” to describe the challenges of
managing digital estates (Hopkins, 2012). As this
population ages, the question of what happens
to these assets upon death becomes increasingly
pressing.

Yet inheritance law, rooted in centuries of
practice governing tangible property, has largely
failed to keep pace with this transformation.
Henderson estimates that approximately 4
million bitcoins, representing billions of dollars,
have been permanently lost due to deceased
holders’ inaccessible private keys (Henderson,
2022). Probasco warns that the unpredictability
of digital assets at death exposes heirs to risks
that traditional estate planning instruments were
never designed to address (Probasco, 2018).
The human cost, both emotional and financial, is
substantial.

For Uzbekistan, the challenge is particularly
acute. The country has made significant strides
in recognizing and regulating cryptocurrency
activities through Presidential Resolution
No. RP-3832 of July 3, 2018, the establishment
of the National Agency for Perspective Projects
as the primary regulatory authority, and the
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subsequent development of a licensing regime for
Virtual Asset Service Providers. Crypto-assets are
classified as property rights under Uzbek law and
defined as a set of digital records in a distributed
ledger that have value and an identifiable owner
(Eshonkulov & Umarov, 2025). However, this
regulatory framework was designed to govern
the trading and custody of crypto-assets during
a person’s lifetime, not their transmission
upon death. The Civil Code of the Republic of
Uzbekistan contains no specific provisions
addressing the inheritance of digital assets,
creating a significant gap between the lived
realities of citizens and the legal tools available to
their heirs.

This article pursues three interconnected
objectives. First, it analyses the theoretical
and doctrinal foundations governing digital
asset inheritance, establishing a taxonomy of
digital property and examining how classical
inheritance principles apply to each category.
Second, it conducts a comparative legal analysis
of the major regulatory models employed in
leading jurisdictions, with particular focus on the
United States (RUFADAA), the European Union
(GDPR-influenced frameworks), China, Japan, and
Singapore. Third, drawing on these comparative
insights, the article identifies the specific legal
gaps in Uzbekistan’s current framework and
proposes targeted legislative reforms to address
them. The central research question is: what legal
mechanisms are necessary to ensure the orderly,
equitable, and secure transfer of digital assets
upon death, and how should Uzbekistan’s legal
system respond?

Scholarship on digital asset inheritance
has grown substantially over the past decade.
Fairfield provides an early conceptual framework
for wvirtual property, arguing that digital
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assets share the key features of rivalrousness,
persistence, and interconnectivity that
characterise real-world property and therefore
merit equivalent legal treatment (Fairfield,
2005). Makarov and Schoar (2022), in a study
published in the Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences, apply blockchain analysis
to quantify the scale of inaccessible crypto-assets,
documenting the significant financial losses
caused by the absence of coherent inheritance
frameworks. Foundational work by Edwards and
Harbinja (2013; 2019) establishes the theoretical
tension between post-mortem privacy rights and
heirs’ claims, arguing that prevailing platform
terms of service suggest that most individuals
expect their private digital data to remain
undisclosed after death.

Henderson (2022) examines the potential
of smart contracts and automated inheritance
solutions, projecting that by 2026 more than 80
percent of digital estate transfers may involve
some form of automated processing. Bennett
and Chen (2023) note that approximately 65
percent of digital estates now include at least one
cryptocurrency or blockchain-based asset. Garcia
and Wilson (2023) find that 78 percent of digital
estate plans include specific privacy management
provisions. Anderson (2023) observes that
while 67 percent of digital asset holders express
post-mortem privacy concerns, only 23 percent
have taken concrete steps to address them.
Kimpton (2021) advocates for ante-mortem
planning mechanisms that enable users to
consent in advance to data access arrangements.
In the Uzbek context, Akramov (2024a) and
Eshonkulov (2025) provide local scholarly
grounding by identifying the key legal gaps
arising from the absence of digital inheritance
norms in Uzbekistan’s current Civil Code.

Main part

Before examining specific legal regimes, it is
necessary to establish a conceptual taxonomy
of digital assets. Darrow and Ferrera (2007)
posed the foundational question of who owns a
decedent’s e-mails and whether they constitute
inheritable probate assets or merely property of
the network, a question that remains unresolved
in many jurisdictions. This article adopts a
three-part classification that has gained traction
in comparative scholarship.

2026-YIL 3-SON
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The first category, financial digital assets,
encompasses cryptocurrencies and digital
tokens (e.g., Bitcoin, Ethereum, NFTs), online
banking and payment system accounts, digital
investment portfolios, and electronic payment
instruments. These assets are characterized
by direct, quantifiable economic value. Their
unique features, particularly the reliance
on cryptographic private keys and the
irreversibility of blockchain transactions, create
specific technical challenges for inheritance
(Makarov & Schoar, 2022). Edwards and Smith
(2023) note that errors in private key transfer
can result in permanent, unrecoverable asset
loss, a risk with no precise parallel in traditional
succession law. Under Uzbek law, crypto-assets
are defined as property rights comprising
digital records in a distributed data ledger,
which brings them within the broad category of
intangible property recognized under the Civil
Code.

The second category, personal digital assets,
covers email accounts, social media profiles and
archives, digital photographs, and cloud-stored
documents. These assets may have both financial
and sentimental value, but they also implicate
the privacy interests of the deceased and third
parties. As Kimpton (2021) emphasizes, a
decedent’s digital estate often intermingles
with data belonging to third parties who hold
distinct privacy interests. Survey data compiled
by Anderson (2023) indicates that four out of
five individuals want their private online lives to
remain private after death, yet only 23 percent
have taken concrete steps to address this in
estate planning.

The third category, digital intellectual
property, includes domain names, digital
artwork, online businesses, digital publications,
and content libraries. Johnson and Brown
(2023) document how platform terms of service,
often purporting to grant licences rather than
ownership, effectively override testamentary
instructions, creating a fundamental tension with
the principle of testamentary freedom. When
a person dies owning a Netflix subscription
or a Kindle library, platform terms of service
frequently terminate access entirely, regardless
of the wishes of the deceased or the interests of
their heirs.
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Classical Inheritance Doctrines and Their
Digital Limitations. Classical inheritance law rests
on several foundational principles developed
in contexts where property was predominantly
tangible and jurisdictionally located. As
Dukeminier and Sitkoff (2013) observe, these
principles share a common purpose: the orderly
and predictable transmission of property from
one generation to the next. These principles face
significant strain when applied to digital assets.

The principle of testamentary freedom is
severely curtailed in the digital realm by platform
terms of service. Carroll and Romano (2017)
document how Facebook and Instagram memorial
account policies preserve content in a restricted
form but do not transfer ownership to heirs,
while Twitter has historically deleted accounts of
deceased users regardless of testamentary wishes.
Horton and Lauritsen (2020) describe this regime
as the “digital cage”, which traps valuable property
behind contractual constraints that inheritance
law has no recognized mechanism to overcome.

The principle of testamentary capacity
requires that testators understand the nature
and extent of their estate. For many individuals,
however, an accurate inventory of digital assets
is itself a challenge. Unlike physical property or
registered financial instruments, digital assets
often lack a centralized registry. Ewig (2019)
characterizes this as one of the central problems
of digital estate planning, noting that executors
face structurally greater difficulty compiling
inventories of digital estates compared to
physical ones.

The principle of revocability of wills is
undermined by automated deletion protocols
operated by platforms. Carroll and Romano
(2017) document how social media platforms
enact permanent deletion procedures affecting
entire accounts shortly after death notifications
are received. Lost cryptocurrency private keys
can irretrievably erase access to potentially
substantial assets. Walker and Fowler (2019)
emphasize that preparing a digital estate plan
is therefore not merely good practice but a legal
necessity in a world where automated systems
may otherwise permanently destroy inheritable
assets.

Comparative Analysis of National Legal
Frameworks. The United States represents
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the most developed approach to digital asset
inheritance, primarily through the Revised
Uniform Fiduciary Access to Digital Assets Act
(RUFADAA), adopted by 47 states as of 2023.
RUFADAA establishes a three-tier hierarchy of
authority: explicit instructions in an online tool
provided by the platform take priority; in the
absence of such instructions, explicit instructions
in a will or power of attorney apply; and in the
absence of both, the platform’s terms of service
govern. Miller and Taylor (2023) analyze the
role of digital executors under RUFADAA, noting
that fiduciaries are granted legal authority to
manage digital assets provided the deceased has
given explicit permission. However, federal laws,
including the Stored Communications Act and
the Electronic Communications Privacy Act, add
further complexity by restricting unauthorized
access to electronic communications. Davidson
and Phillips (2023) note that these federal
restrictions can override even a valid RUFADAA
request.

The European Union’s approach is shaped

primarily by the General Data Protection
Regulation (GDPR), which has significant
implications for digital asset inheritance.

Germany has emerged as a leader within the EU,
with the Federal Court of Justice ruling in 2018
that heirs may fully inherit a deceased person’s
Facebook account on the basis that a contractual
relationship constitutes inheritable property.
Patti and Bartolini (2019) document Italy’s 2018
reform as an additional model, showing how
a targeted legislative amendment can enable
individuals to designate who may exercise rights
over their digital data after death. The EU’s
cross-border succession regulation provides
a general framework for multi-jurisdictional
estates, although its application to purely digital
assets remains uncertain (Bennett & Chen, 2023).

China’s approach is notably proactive. The
Civil Code adopted in 2020 explicitly recognizes
digital assets as inheritable property, and courts
have supported heirs’ claims to social media
and payment service accounts. Kim and Lee
(2023) describe how the Supreme People’s
Court has issued guidance on including digital
assets in estate inventories. Japan’s approach
emphasizes caution and privacy, with courts
frequently requiring explicit testamentary
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instructions before overriding platform access
restrictions. Singapore introduced the Digital
Asset Infrastructure Act in 2023, providing
comprehensive guidelines for digital asset
succession while maintaining the city-state’s
position as a fintech hub.

The Uzbekistan Framework: Current State
and Critical Gaps. Uzbekistan’s legal framework
for digital assets has developed primarily with
a view to regulating the commercial activities
of crypto-asset markets, rather than the
posthumous transmission of personal digital
estates. The foundational legislative act is
Presidential Resolution No. RP-3832 of July 3,
2018 (President of Republic of Uzbekistan,
2018). Crypto-assets are classified as property
rights, defined as a set of digital records in a
distributed data ledger having value and an
identifiable owner (Eshonkulov & Umarov,
2025). As of January 2023, residents may trade
cryptocurrencies exclusively through licensed
domestic VASPs. Notably, digital assets are not
subject to inheritance tax under current Uzbek
law, which may be regarded as a positive feature
from a succession planning perspective.

However, the Civil Code contains no specific
provisions addressing the unique challenges
posed by digital property inheritance. Four
critical gaps can be identified. First, there is no
statutory mechanism enabling an executor to
compel a domestic or foreign platform to provide
access to a deceased user’s accounts. Beyer and
Cahn (2020) identify this absence as the most
fundamental obstacle to digital inheritance,
noting that without a clear legal mandate, heirs
remain entirely dependent on platform goodwill.
Second, there are no standardized procedures for
identifying and inventorying digital assets within
a deceased estate. Third, there is no specific
provision enabling individuals to designate, in a
legally enforceable manner, an authorized person
to access and manage their digital accounts after
death. Fourth, the classification of crypto-assets
as property rights during life does not
automatically clarify their status as inheritable
property upon death, particularly where access
depends on private cryptographic keys rather
than registered ownership.

The absence of these provisions creates
serious risks for Uzbek citizens. A person may
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hold significant cryptocurrency wealth in a
private wallet but die without transmitting the
private key to their heirs. Under current law,
there is no legal mechanism to recover access,
and the assets are effectively lost, a scenario
documented at scale by Makarov and Schoar
(2022). Hosking (2022) characterizes this legal
vacuum as creating a form of “digital death”
distinct from physical death, in which a person’s
digital estate disappears regardless of the wishes
of the deceased or the interests of their heirs.

Blockchain  Technology, Smart Contracts,
and Inheritance. Technological developments
offer both challenges and potential solutions for
digital inheritance. Blockchain technology, with
its immutable and decentralized ledger, creates a
form of ownership record that is simultaneously
transparent and inaccessible without the correct
cryptographic credentials. The irreversibility
of blockchain transactions means that errors
in private key transfer can result in permanent
and irrecoverable asset loss (Makarov & Schoar,
2022).

Smart contracts, which are self-executing
agreements with terms written directly into
blockchain code, offer a promising mechanism
for automated digital inheritance. Eshonkulov
(2025) argues that the legal foundations for
smart contract application in civil law require
explicit statutory recognition in order to be
fully effective. Henderson (2022) projects that
by 2026 more than 80 percent of digital estate
transfers will involve some form of automated
processing or smart contract implementation.
Young and Davis (2023) document the
emergence of specialized digital asset insurance
products designed to protect against volatility
and technical complications during the
inheritance process.

However, smart contract-based inheritance
solutions are not without difficulties. Wright
(2019) identifies three categories of risk:
programming errors that may permanently direct
assets to unintended beneficiaries; the difficulty
of accommodating flexible and context-sensitive
judgments; and the uncertain legal status of
smart contract inheritance arrangements in
most jurisdictions. Under Uzbek law, it remains
unclear whether an automatically executing
smart contract constitutes a valid testamentary
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disposition, a contractual transfer, or a novel
form of transmission requiring specific legislative
recognition.

Cross-Border Jurisdictional Challenges. Digital
assets are inherently borderless. An Uzbek
citizen may hold Bitcoin in a decentralized
wallet, maintain a Facebook profile on servers in
Ireland, operate a YouTube channel monetized
through a US entity, and store documents
on Google Drive servers distributed across
multiple jurisdictions. When that person dies,
the question of which legal system governs the
transmission of each asset class is far from clear.
Traditional private international law principles
such as lex situs and lex domicilii provide
limited guidance for digital assets that lack a
clear physical location. Naumov, Groshev, and
Ingovatova discuss how this challenge manifests
under Russian law, a useful comparator given
the shared legal heritage with Uzbekistan’s Civil
Code (Naumov et al,, 2022).

Carter (2022) demonstrates that cross-border
digital asset transfers take substantially
longer to complete than domestic transfers,
primarily due to jurisdictional complexities
and varying regulatory requirements.
Platforms headquartered in the United States
may comply with RUFADAA requests from
US-based executors while declining similar
requests from Uzbek executors whose legal
authority is not recognized under applicable US
law. White (2022) argues that harmonization
through international instruments, potentially
under the auspices of the Hague Conference
on Private International Law, represents the
only long-term solution, although he notes that
bilateral agreements offer a more achievable
medium-term alternative.

Privacy, Data Protection, and the Competing
Interests of Heirs. The inheritance of digital
assets raises profound privacy questions.
Email inboxes, private messages, search
histories, and cloud-stored documents may
contain extraordinarily sensitive information
relating not only to the deceased but also to
third parties. Beyer and Kucharov (2020) warn
that descendants may gain access to intensely
intimate data about decedents’ personal lives
and activities that were never intended for
posthumous disclosure. As Kimpton (2021)
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cautions, a decedent’s digital estate often
intermingles with data belonging to third parties
who hold distinct privacy interests that may
outweigh heirs’ ownership claims.

Garcia and Wilson (2023) find that 78 percent
of digital estate plans now include specific
privacy management provisions, reflecting
growing awareness of post-mortem privacy
rights. The GDPR framework explicitly recognizes
that heirs’ access to digital assets may conflict
with data protection principles. Uzbekistan’s
Constitution and Civil Code protect personal
privacy, and these protections should logically
extend to digitally stored personal information.

A principled approach must therefore
distinguish between different types of digital
assets based on their privacy implications.
Financial digital assets, such as cryptocurrency
wallets, have a strong claim to full inheritance
rights analogous to those applicable to traditional
financial instruments. Personal archives require
more careful treatment. Edwards and Harbinja
(2019) propose that access could be tailored
depending on the category of digital asset
to align with ethical norms and reasonable
user expectations, with confidential personal
communications restricted to executor-only
review. This tiered approach has been
incorporated into the German, Italian, and
Californian reforms and offers a workable model
for Uzbek legislation.

Proposals for Legislative Reform in Uzbekistan.
Drawing on the comparative analysis above,
this article advances six specific proposals for
legislative reform in Uzbekistan.

First, the Civil Code should be amended to
explicitly recognize digital assets as inheritable
property. Chapter 66 (General Provisions on
Inheritance) should be supplemented with a
definition encompassing financial digital assets,
personal digital assets, and digital intellectual
property. Luu (2016) argues that definitional
clarity is the most fundamental requirement for
effective digital inheritance law, since without
a clear statutory definition all downstream
inheritance rules remain ambiguous.

Second, Uzbekistan should adopt specific
legislation analogous to RUFADAA establishing
a clear framework for fiduciary access to digital
assets. Such legislation should create a three-tier
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hierarchy of authority, define fiduciary powers,
establish procedural requirements, and impose
obligations on domestic platforms and licensed
VASPs to cooperate with legally authorized
access requests (Miller & Taylor, 2023). Given
that Uzbek residents may only trade through
licensed domestic VASPs, these entities are
already subject to regulatory oversight and
could be required to maintain inheritance
access protocols as a condition of their licence
(President of Republic of Uzbekistan, 2018).

Third, Uzbekistan should introduce a
mandatory digital asset advisory component in
estate planning. Notaries and legal professionals
engaged in will preparation should be required
to advise clients on digital asset inventories and
ensure that wills include specific provisions
addressing digital assets. Walker and Fowler
(2019) document how structured digital estate
planning checklists significantly reduce the
incidence of lost digital assets after death.
This would not require disclosure of private
keys in testamentary documents, but rather
the designation of a trusted person authorized
to receive access credentials from a secure
repository, such as a notarially supervised digital
vault.

Fourth, Uzbekistan should develop specific
provisions addressing the legal status of
smart contract inheritance arrangements. As
Eshonkulov (2025) notes, smart contracts
operate within a legal framework designed
for traditional contracts and do not clearly
accommodate their self-executing character.
Legislation should clarify that a properly
constituted smart contract instruction may
constitute a valid form of testamentary
disposition, subject to safeguards including
requirements for testamentary capacity and
mechanisms for revocation.

Fifth, Uzbekistan should pursue bilateral
agreements with major digital platform
jurisdictions, particularly the United States and
the European Union, to facilitate cross-border
recognition of inheritance orders relating to
digital assets. White (2022) argues that bilateral
mutual recognition of probate orders represents
a more achievable medium-term objective than
multilateral harmonization, and that a limited
number of well-designed bilateral agreements
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could resolve most practical cross-border digital
inheritance disputes.

Sixth, Uzbekistan should develop a
privacy-sensitive framework for the inheritance
of personal digital archives. Drawing on the
approach advocated by Edwards and Harbinja
(2019) and the EU experience documented by
Patti and Bartolini (2019), legislation should
distinguish between financial and non-financial
digital assets. A judicial oversight mechanism
enabling heirs to obtain court-ordered access to
specific categories of personal archive content
where a legitimate need is demonstrated
would strike an appropriate balance between
inheritance rights and post-mortem privacy.

Conclusion

The legal problems of inheriting digital assets
represent one of the most important unresolved
challenges at the intersection of property law and
technology. The comparative analysis conducted
in this article reveals several clear findings.

The international legal landscape is highly
fragmented. The United States, through
RUFADAA, has developed the most systematic
approach. The European Union’s emphasis
on privacy under the GDPR creates genuine
tensions with inheritance rights, with member
states resolving these conflicts in divergent
ways. China’s proactive legislative recognition of
digital assets as inheritable property provides a
clear model that Uzbekistan could adapt. Japan’s
privacy-centred approach and Singapore’s
fintech-oriented framework offer further
comparative lessons.

Uzbekistan’s current legal framework is
insufficient to address the digital inheritance
needs of its citizens. The Civil Code contains no
specific provisions on digital asset inheritance,
creating a significant gap between the reality of
citizens’ digital property holdings and the legal
tools available to their heirs. The development
of a crypto-asset regulatory regime focused
primarily on commercial trading activities, while
valuable, does not substitute for a comprehensive
inheritance framework.

The six proposals advanced in this
article, namely Civil Code amendments,
RUFADAA-style fiduciary access legislation,
mandatory digital asset estate planning
advisory  requirements, recognition of
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smart contract-based inheritance, bilateral
international agreements, and privacy-sensitive
personal archive protocols, provide a coherent
and comprehensive legislative programme.
Implementation of these reforms would protect

digital wealth, ensure that digital legacies
reflect the intentions of the deceased, and
position Uzbekistan as a regional leader in
digital law reform in Central Asia. The window
for proactive legislative action remains open,

Uzbek citizens from the unnecessary loss of but it will not remain open indefinitely.
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