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Abstract: The economic area of criminality is currently in a continuous changing process since the legislative 

tools adopted by the legislator are trying to accelerate the issues of prevention and controlling the phenomenon of 

economic criminality. It is observed at the regional level that, in most cases of economic crimes, the situation 

seems to be still unsolved, although the efforts made by the authorities are strongly advanced. The current paper 

focuses on analyzing the current issues on incarceration, based on ordinary standards provided by the specific law, 

measuring through several both legislative and judicial contexts. The research activity carried out in this matter 

has been conducted on a selection of three cases of economic crimes, whose particularities created a serious debate 

in the field of combating criminality. The process of incarceration of the convicted persons for economic crimes, 

based on the imprisonment definitive decisions of condemnation pronounced by the courts of law are discussed 

upon the qualitative research methodology used. It is also organized along with the conceptual stylistic model of 

designed research paper according to doctrineʼs references in the matter. The results gathered at the end of the 

research activity have concluded certain solutions to be implemented in the incarceration system, as well as 

selective models regarding the standards of incarceration referring to particular cases on economic crimes.  

Keywords: incarceration standards; executing punishments; economic crimes; prison facilities; jurisprudence in 

criminal matters 
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1 Introduction 

Criminal phenomena are currently developed in a more dynamic context, viewed as an issue 

created by several circumstances. The same is true in the field of economic crimes, which has 

very much been encouraged by multiple factors as well. One of them is related to the issue of 

legislative context, which was many times changed, and the changing status seems to produce 

consequences in the field of the incarceration of convicted persons. A particular interest 

regarding the current topic is paid on the cases of economic crimes, whose contextual 

framework should imperatively be developed in a scientific manner. In fact, the current topic is 

featured by the issues of the legislative context on measuring standards on incarceration, as a 

general phenomenon. This is because, as a general rule, there are no differences between the 

ordinary offences and the economic ones in the field of measuring standards provided by the 

incarceration system. Nevertheless, a derogatory explanation creates a pertinent occasion to 

highlight what derogatory characteristics of the incarceration the economic crimes present.  

Taking into account the entire provisions regulated by the specific law in the field of 

incarceration, the issue of measuring standards in this matter is a good occasion for scientists 

to analyse it and submit real conclusive remarks, as general principles of criminal execution 
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law. This is because, on the one hand, there are arguments enough to stipulate effective 

solutions regarding the incarceration area of execution law, and, on the other hand, the 

economic crimes are still in the doctrineʼs attention (Levi and Soudijn, 2020) which has 

seriously extended its area in a larger context. In these circumstances, doctrine contributed 

actively in developing area of criminal execution law, especially in the field of economic crimes 

(van Driel, 2018). Thus, in a macro-environment of crime, the economic area of criminality 

appears a structured form of manifestation in criminal matters, and the de facto situation grows 

annually in a constant manner.  

Practically, the issue of economic crimes begins with the law enforcement agenciesʼ control in 

the economic fields, then it crosses over the criminal proceedings when the judicial mechanisms 

in criminal matters are activated, and, finally, it is subordinated to the specific environment of 

execution of punishments, in those criminal cases in which the courts of law pronounced a 

judicial decision of condemnation in accordance with the rules and principles of due process. 

Taking into consideration the above-stated remarks, it should be pointed out that there is no 

potential context of analysing standards of incarceration than the economic field offers. For this 

reason, the only one way of developing the issues discussed in this context is that of expanding 

hypotheses on measuring standards on incarceration in cases of economic crimes.  

The current paper is based on the research activity conducted on the topic of measuring 

standards on incarceration in cases of economic crimes, which used a common style of 

approach, designed through several directions. One of them refers to the legislative framework 

adopted in the field of economic crimes (Coffee, 2020) and criminal execution law. The second 

one targets to the jurisprudential references in criminal matter, a particular attention being paid 

on those cases of economic crimes which present a significant interest for the current paper. 

Finally, the third approach is related to doctrinal manner of analysing the issue, based on a 

theoretical context. Respecting the three coordinates presented, the methodology used has been 

focused on some specific questions, as the following: 

(1) What is the nature of standards on incarceration in the field of economic crimes? 

(2) Why analysing the issue of incarceration standards in this field? 

(3) How to highlight the importance of the standards in a specific context?  

(4) What consequences produce the measuring standards for economic crimes? 

In order to gather comprehensive results during the research activity on the current topic, one 

of the major issues was to identify the potential category of economic crimes which better fit 

to the directions of analysing and measuring standards regarding the incarceration context. The 

research methodology is also designed through the contextual crimes committed in the field of 

economic, but featured with certain specific categories of these crimes, taking into account that 

the courts of law do not pronounce judicial decisions of condemnation in all cases of economic 

crimes, on the one hand, and do not convict defendants with incarceration in all cases, on the 

other hand. Thus, only one kind of economic crimes have to be analysed in a larger context, 

depending on the solutions decided by the courts of law at the end of criminal proceedings. 

Consequently, the jurisprudence in criminal matters plays an important role in managing the 

selection of the economic crimes (Albanese, 2021), based on decisions pronounced by the 

judicial bodies in cases of condemnation with incarceration. The overall objective scope is then 
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concordant to the principle of equality based on due process requirements, as central issue, and, 

last but not least, the decisions pronounced in these circumstances should be subordinated to 

execution of punishments through incarceration. In this regard, one competence is declined to 

the executing bodies which carried out their activities in prisons. Thus, both competences – 

judicial and executional – have to be analysed through assessing the judicial decision both at 

the end of criminal proceedings and during the stage of execution of punishments.  

     

2 Specific Background on the Economic Crimes  

2.1 The Issues of Economic Crimes  

As a general remark, it could be stated that a relevant solution in the field is outlined in criminal 

matters in those cases of economic crimes. These cases present a specific character of illegality 

and need a particular attention in order to understand what differences between them and other 

ordinary crimes exist. The relevance of these crimes comes to clarify even the potential 

detachment of the first category from the other ones, although, under a general consideration, a 

common idea of crime – illegal activity – should be conformed to the criminal activity entirely 

(Weisburd et al., 2023). Thus, speaking about the jurisprudence in criminal matters, there are 

discussions on the manner in which the courts of law solve the cases of serious crimes and those 

of economic crime, excepting the cases in which they are also qualified as serious crimes. In 

this regard, a selection of economic crimes is a good occasion to highlight particular situations 

in which the standards of incarceration could be analyzed.  

Particularities of the economic crimes are not a new item in the field of criminal proceedings, 

although some legislative changes have been produced in the last time period (Directive EU 

2018/843; Directive EU 2015/849; Law no. 129 of 2019), carried out in order for the law 

enforcement agencies to better control the situation existed in practice. Moreover, it could be 

emphasized that these modifications came from the stringent necessity of the EU Member 

States of respecting the European directives which have, at the same time, been adopted rapidly 

in a relative short period of time. In a predictable legislative framework, both the EU authorities 

and the national ones are fully involved in processing data and information on how to manage 

and maintain the legislative tools at a higher level of security both for individual and society.  

Analyzing the jurisprudence in criminal matters, it is obvious that the tax evasion seems to be 

one of the most dangerous crimes committed in the field of economic crimes, along with the 

other serious crimes which comprise money laundering, committed by the organized crime 

groups. Despite their dangerous feature the economic crimes are characterized with (Button, 

2022), there is no doubt that the jurisprudence in this field is so spread up and, in the last five 

years period of time, the judicial decisions pronounced by the courts of law in Romania split 

over the entire system in criminal cases. This is the first importance of studying the economic 

crime in a macro-dimension of the stylistic context, discussed around the idea of managing and 

measuring standards on incarceration system. This is because, in fact, there is no possibility to 

organize a relevant question regarding the standards of incarceration for those crimes 

committed in economic context, as long as these crimes are not analyzed enough both from a 

criminal law and criminological perspective and there are methodological complementary 

solutions for the economic crimes (Aljinović and Bartulović, 2023). Additionally, the criminal 
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group actions the economic crimes belong to, meaning the serious crimes (particularly from the 

point of view already specified in the above-stated sentences) require a full involvement of the 

judicial authorities in providing information on how the incarcerated people live and spend they 

time in prison (Assad, 2019).  

Taking into account the remarks provided earlier, it is obvious that the environment created by 

the economic crimes proves to be a lawful contextual direction on the incarceration, on the one 

hand, and on the standards provided by the special law in the matter of incarceration itself, on 

the other hand. The characteristics are thus incorporated in a unique pattern of executing judicial 

decisions pronounced by the criminal section of the courts of law in cases of economic crimes. 

Equally, the economic crimes do not exceed the overall area of a sentencing system which is 

preponderantly harmonized with the entire system of incarceration. Taking into account these 

points, the standards of incarceration for the cases of serious crimes subsist under the general 

theory of due process, viewed in a larger space of the European context, already provided by 

the Council of Europe.                 

 

2.2 Jurisprudence on the Economic Crimes  

In a more dynamic criminal environment in which the economic crimes are committed, the 

jurisprudence offers a broad space with detailed criminal actions and modus operandi used by 

the perpetrators. It is well-known that it is impossible for scientists to analyze them through 

only one criterion and, for these reasons, the research activity conducted on the current topic 

has taken into consideration no less than three case-studies model selected on the jurisprudence 

regarding the economic crimes. They refer to the cases based on the crimes of tax evasion, the 

cases of money laundering and the cases of banking crimes.  

(I) Cases of tax evasion 

The court of law has pronounced a judicial decision to condemn the defendant at seven years 

imprisonment for committing the crime of tax evasion in a continuous form, as it is incriminated 

by Article 9 para 1 and 2 of the Law on tax evasion of Romania (Law no. 241 of 2005) for the 

criminal action committed during 2014-2016 (HCCJ, 2024a). In the matter of practice, the court 

of law has stated that the crime of tax evasion is frequently concurrently committed with another 

kind of crimes, which usually deal with accounting crimes, as well as banking area of 

criminality. In fact, the defendant was accused of having committed the crime of tax evasion, 

because, as a representative of a limited liability private company, has been deducted from the 

fiscal contribution payment which should be paid to the consolidated budged of the state, part 

of them being represented by the corporate tax and another one by the value added tax. The 

consequence of the criminal actions committed was the omission of registering earned income 

in the accounting documents.  

From a procedural perspective, once the court of law pronounced the judicial decision of 

condemnation, the convicted persons have to execute the punishment in incarceration, and no limits 

to parole release is determined at the moment of the beginning of execution. Only in a few 

attenuating circumstances, the court of law may decide to suspend the execution of punishment. In 

this case, a probation period will be assigned and the convicted persons should imperatively respect 

it. Otherwise, they have to return to incarceration facilities in order to execute the entire period of 
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executing punishment.  

In some cases of tax evasion, defendants try to convince the judgment that the principle of 

legality in criminal matters should be applied with reference to the issue of absent crime which 

is not provided by the substantive criminal law (Kemsley and Kemsley, 2024), also theorized 

by the defense party (HCCJ, 2024a). Certain arguments have to be submitted in purpose to state 

upon the defenseʼs general theory, such as one related to the fact that the defendant has been 

complied to the financial official documents of accountancy, and another one that the crime is 

a simply offence, but not a crime, and, for this reason, it should receive another legal 

qualification, including a less sanction.  

Other convicted persons have been condemned for having committed the crime of trading the 

tainted goods, as the criminal action is incriminated by Article 358 of Criminal Code of 

Romania due to the fact that the gained income from these commercial operations was not 

officially registered in accounting documents, although, relating to these ones, the convicted 

persons could be prevailed on the inexistent legal obligation to declare them (HCCJ, 2024a). 

Regarding the last issue, the court of law has stated that the indictment act has retained that the 

convicted person has been accused of having committed several criminal actions, such as those 

related to infringing the obligation of mentioning some economic operations of goods 

purchasing and registering them under management; transferring goods between successive 

inventories in many working points; receipting amount of money through using false electronic 

fiscal means of payment. Consequently, the process of measuring standards in cases of the 

crime of tax evasion is a useful instrument of assessing the execution of punishment for 

particular crimes, as those related to the economic crimes are.   

(II) Cases of money laundering  

The discussion on the crimes of money laundering is not a new item for the field of 

jurisprudence. Equally, the legislative framework, both at the European level (Directive EU 

2018/843) and at the national level as well, has opened new perspectives for the process of 

assessing the standards for incarceration in this matter. An essential criterion for the court of 

law to convict defendant for committing the crime of money laundering is to state, beyond 

reasonable doubt, that the predicate crime exists (Rossel et al., 2022; Erken and Turksen, 2024). 

In these circumstances, the criminal action committed means that the ʻlaunderedʼ goods should 

originate from another crime previously committed to which it is subordinated (Pierini, 2020). 

The jurisprudence has stated that, in this context, the crime of money laundering has a 

correlative character (HCCJ, 2024b). This means that the crime of money laundering could 

exist in a major context given by committing another crime previously, between them being 

established a coordinated relation of execution of criminal actions (Matanky-Becker, 2024). 

Moreover, the goods used in the money laundering should come from another crime. From a 

procedural point of view, the defendant must know his illicit activities committed on the 

laundering of goods came from another crime, as predicate crime, on the one hand, and the 

evidence administered in the criminal case should imperatively prove that illicit behavior used 

by the defendant, on the other hand.  

By definition, the crime of money laundering is a criminal action conditioned by committing a 

predicate crime the illicit goods are resulted from (HCCJ, 2024b). In this regard, the perpetrator 
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presents a dangerous behavior as long as the perpetrator has dissembled the illicit origin of goods 

(HCCJ, 2023a; Costa and Jancsics, 2024). This modus operandi is possible through using 

apparent licit operations. Despite this feature, the rule of criminal procedure law does not require 

that the crime of money laundering to be committed by the same or different perpetrator, as the 

predicate crime (HCCJ, 2024b). From a legal perspective, the operations of money laundering 

are executed through an action of apparent legality given to an illicit economic operation of 

resulting the proceeds of crime. It means a dynamic process developed in several stages 

successively, from illegal proceeds of crime gathered from illicit economic operations to 

dissembling the illicit origin of the proceeds of crime and, finally, to reinvesting them into 

apparent licit economic operations. In fact, those operations comprising the crime of money 

laundering are illegal ones, and fall under the legal provisions of criminal law.  

At the moment of convicting defendants as well as after this moment, it is very important for 

the law enforcement agencies to know the level of involvement of executing authorities in the 

process of execution of punishment itself at the incarceration facilities and what kind of 

standards are related to the manner in which the convicted persons for committing the crime of 

money laundering are penetrating them. The measuring standards could be influenced by the 

manner in which the judicial bodies, in particular the courts of law, decided in the criminal 

cases solved through pronouncing judicial decision of convicting defendants.  

(III) Cases of smuggling goods 

In cases of smuggling goods, because of the limited years of punishment provided by the 

substantive provisions of criminal law, the condemnation of defendants with imprisonment 

could be established by the court of law in those criminal cases in which they committed this 

kind of crime as concurrent to other crimes. Usually, the last ones particularly refer to tax 

evasion, counterfeiting goods or money laundering (Court of Appeal of Bucharest, 2020). In 

other similar criminal cases, the court of law also may condemn defendants, but, from a 

jurisprudential point of view, the case-law solutions have stated that the decision of 

condemnation is, most of the time, based on the injunction of executing punishment. Moreover, 

doctrine in criminal matters has pointed out that, in some cases, the issue of unnecessary 

incarceration is needed (Makar, 2020). Nevertheless, the court of law has convicted defendant 

in the case of committing smuggling continuously (Court of Law of Suceava, 2021), which, in 

fact, stated that the defendant has smuggled several tobacco packets through avoiding tax 

stamp, which should be placed under custom point at border control. By subjective aspect, the 

perpetrators knew the illicit origin of goods and also the damage caused to the stateʼs budget 

by their criminal action of smuggling goods which come from extra-communitarian area.      

From a practical perspective, the court of law has retained that the criminal acts of smuggling 

goods have been considered crime at the time of committing them, being indifferent the 

amounts of packets held or transported, the criminal action which did not require the indictment 

act of crime incriminated at Article 425 of Fiscal Code of Romania (Constitutional Court 

Decision, 2022). By law, the crime provided by Article 270 para (3) of Law no. 86 of 2006 has 

been decriminalized. This is a legal situation created as a consequence of the new legal 

framework entered into force through the intervention of the Constitutional Court of Romania.  

However, the court of law has also retained that the criminal acts are subordinated to the crime 
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of possessing goods outside of the fiscal warehouse, as regulated by Article 452 para (1) letter 

h) of Law no. 227 of 2015, which provides that, under objective aspect, possessing or 

commercializing products subject to excise duty outside the fiscal warehouse are being 

considered crime (HCCJ, 2023b). Thus, analyzing the above-stated actions and circumstances, 

the discussion should be directed to two conditions which should imperatively be met. It is 

about the action of possessing proceeds outside the fiscal warehouse, on the one hand, and 

proving that the defendant has known the illicit origin of the proceeds, which specifically come 

from smuggling goods. Equally, the courts of law have to differentiate between the legislative 

provisions stipulated by the Law on Fiscal Code and the Law on Custom Code, the 

differentiation which determines and limits the issue of smuggling goods and other crimes 

incriminated by another law.  

 

3 Standards of Incarceration for Economic Crimes 

3.1 Specific Remarks on the Standards of Incarceration 

The aspects regarding the standards of incarceration appear as a must-have discussion at the 

time of any infringements in the convicted personsʼ rights during incarceration. First of all, it 

should be pointed out the situation created by the mass incarceration whose solutions have 

retained attention of the judiciary in several judicial executing system of criminal procedure 

(Tonry, 2014). One of the entitled issues are related to the nature of crimes committed, on the 

one hand, and the length of punishment which should be executed by the convicted persons, on 

the other hand. These provisions expressly state that the convicts must legally be divided into 

serious convicts and less incarcerated convicts, as to prevent any kind of crimes which could 

further be committed by the convicts after liberation, as a consequence of their ʻtrainingʼ spent 

in incarceration. Actually, the economic crimes present a particular interest for the incarcerated 

convicts once they arrive in prisons and where they meet other convicts who have usually been 

condemned for most serious economic crimes. It is thus a real ʻcompetitionʼ among convicted 

persons who spent their time in prisons, because of the fact that they are looking for a more 

comprehensive criminal style of committing economic crime in a more dynamic criminal 

environment through using an extensive modus operandi. This is de facto situation which 

results from the convictsʼ future criminal behavior in accordance with the rules on criminal 

actions trained during incarceration and the length of time spent in incarceration accordingly.  

An interesting issue is proved by the scientists whose works have been devoted to the 

incarceration rate. It is appreciated as a ”measurement of the degree of punitiveness in a society, 

although it is an imperfect measurement” (Mauer, 2017). Doctrine has during the years been 

involved in finding solutions to this kind of issue (Simon, 2014). Actually, it is not based on 

the economic crime analysis, but, despite this inconvenience, it could be highlighted that the 

incarceration environment is a multi-factorial one, with influences over the criminal behavior 

and, for this reason, the economic crimes present importance as well. No less than four 

standards on incarceration are to be discussed in this context.  

(1) One of them refers to the crime control. It is a standardized relation which cannot be 

separated from other issues the incarceration environment is still connected to.  

(2) The second one is related to the degree of inequality in incarceration, as long as there is no 
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doubt that the convicted persons condemned for committing economic crimes are placed in an 

open or half open regime of incarceration due to the fact that their convictions involve a short 

length of incarceration period.  

(3) The third standard on incarceration is related to the nature of crime committed. This issue 

refers to the fact that it is obvious for the convicted persons incarcerated for serious crimes to 

be separated from those who execute punishments for committing ordinary economic crimes. 

The argument is subordinated to the previous statement which provides that the convicts should 

be separated in accordance with the nature of crime committed and the length of punishments 

they have to execute in prison.  

(4) Finally, the fourth issue involves the safety benefits of executing punishments. It refers to 

the good behavior rules the convicted persons accustom in prison facilities. It is a real guarantee 

that they do not accustom another more serious criminal behavior any more.  

As it could be observed from the above-stated standards on incarceration, one of the main 

attentions is paid to the core features of the crime committed. It is about the nature of crime, 

which is still remarked after the activity of solving criminal proceedings through pronouncing 

definitive criminal decision, and produces consequences even during the period of execution of 

punishment in incarceration. This is a real priority given by the legal authorities at the moment 

of incarceration, on the one hand, and during the entire period of execution of punishment, on 

the other hand. Equally, the guarantee on safety of the incarcerated persons is a good criterion 

for characterization of the standards of incarceration. The same is true with the incarceration of 

minor convicts who are more vulnerable people (Assad, 2019) and, for this reason, they need a 

particular attention.   
 

3.2 Measuring Standards of Incarceration  

As a general remark, the incarceration period the convicted persons spend in prison differs from 

a national system of law to another one. It is well-known that there are no common criteria of 

classification of the standards of incarceration as long as they could be selected and included in 

different casual environments. From institutional anomie to cross‐national differences (Weiss 

et al., 2020), the process of measuring standards of incarceration is thus a multi-disciplinary 

action focused on the crime committed by the incarcerated persons, the specific conditions of 

incarceration which depend on the national system of prison entirely. The conceptualization of 

the incarceration system of prisons remains a subject of respecting both general and specific 

standards for the incarceration process and every requirement may be respected in accordance 

with the system of justice itself. Actually, the conceptualization of incarceration system is a 

manner of analyzing the form of measuring standards on incarceration.  

Another form of measuring standards of incarceration is featured by the manner in which the 

incarceration affects reoffending (Rose and Shem-Tov, 2021) or even its impact on recidivism 

(Loeffler and Nagin, 2022) knowing the fact that, in several cases of incarcerated persons, some 

of them are committed other crimes once they are discharged. The violence present in the 

incarceration environment is known as a very difficult issue the security authorities involved in 

the process of prison system are usually faced with. Indeed, the issue of violent incarceration 

(McCulloch and Scraton, 2023) has several times been discussed by the doctrine in criminal 

matters, which focused its attention on both violence conducted by the incarcerated persons, and 
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by the security bodies as well. In the first case, the violent groups of convicts can appeal on the 

disorder and instability, while the second one is characterized by the procedure of establishing 

order and stability. Thus, both forms have an antagonistic feature, as long as they have specific 

focus, aims and procedures used in this context. The extrinsic measuring standards of 

incarceration is frequently compared with the same situation spent in the 1990ʼs or even before, 

compared then with the same situation in the 2000s (Western et al., 2021). The standard of 

security is, consequently, viewed as a new potential form of victimization (Meade et al., 2021) 

which usually appears in cases of incarcerated women, the issue also very much discussed by 

doctrine in the matter (Saxena and Messina, 2021; Caravaca-Sánchez et al., 2023).    

The process of measuring standards on incarceration finally refers to inequalities in prison, an 

issue already debated by the doctrine in several countries (Turney, 2021; Craigie et al., 2020). 

Measuring standards related to the inequalities in incarceration involves also standards on living 

in prison, and this issue does not require a new approach, despite the particular feature it is 

characterized with. Although it is about both a theoretical and practical issue, the concept of 

inequalities in prison should be analyzed from the perspective of the consequences it produces 

in practice, more than a standardized issue approached by the theory of criminal law.   
 

4 Conclusion 

The concept regarding the standards on incarceration as well as its measuring in the macro-

environment of the economic crimes have proved to be a coherent opportunity for the current 

study to highlight certain pertinent discussions regarding the issues spread up in a qualitative 

research context, on the one hand, and advance solutions on adequate area of the justice system 

in criminal matters related to the incarcerated persons, on the other hand. The manner in which 

the solutions come from the practical field is one of the most complex defining areas of 

standardization of the incarceration and the time the convicted persons spend in this 

environment. The process of measuring standards of incarceration in cases of economic crimes 

has provided certain unexpected difficulties in arranging the right solutions due to the fact that, 

as a rule, just a few criminal cases are solved through pronouncing solution of incarceration by 

the courts of law. In many cases, the judgment decides that the decisions of condemnation 

should suspend the punishment of incarceration through a stated parole period.  

Despite the general conceptualization of the incarceration environment, the standards of 

incarceration are comprehensively proved and organized around certain adjacent channels, which 

usually involve the security and safety in prison, the nature of crime committed, the total length 

the convicted persons spent in prisons, as well as the degree of violence among the incarcerated 

persons. All of them have for a long time discussed by the doctrine in criminal matters, which 

advanced some pertinent solutions on how to straighten the real situation which occurs in practice. 

A complicated environmental context appears in those cases in which the convicted persons are 

ʻtrainedʼ in prisons in terms of how to develop their abilities in committing other serious economic 

crimes once they are discharged from prison. It is a serious issue for the judicial authorities as 

well, who are in certain limited cases unable to find appropriate solutions in the field of 

maintaining right standards on incarceration.     

Regarding the economic crimes, the situation seems to be less complicated due to the fact that 

the convicted persons are incarcerated in open-space or half open regime of execution of 
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punishment and, taking into account what it refers to, it should be highlighted that the convicts 

are more involved in respecting the standards of incarceration at any time of the execution of 

punishment. However, the law enforcement agencies of incarceration area should be open-eyed 

normally permanent contact on the convicted persons in order to avoid any kind of disturbance 

which could be happened in prison.  

The conclusive remarks provided on the approached topic have stated that, in a more expanded 

criminal environment the incarceration space is characterized with, the process of measuring 

standards on incarceration in cases of economic crimes should be more deepened in order for 

the scientists to find more comprehensive solutions on how to preserve the issue of safety in 

prisons. Moreover, the issue is currently focused on how to create a substantial regime to 

highlight the core decisions in which the standards on incarceration are fully respected. It is 

preponderantly viewed in cases of tax evasion, money laundering and smuggling goods. This 

could be solved in the field of economic crimes through finding appropriate legal instruments 

of measuring standards on incarceration.      
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