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High degree of public danger of ecological crimeaaised by all system of its criminological feature
interfaced to environmental risk and lasting chmaof negative consequences, continuous expansiartircle
of criminal encroachments, high latency, cross-boaharacter, negative influence on all institutesociety.
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ACTUAL PROBLEMS OF DIGITAL INHERITANCE

KRYSTSINA SAVITSKAYA, VLADIMIR BAHANENKA
Polotsk State University, Belarus

When people die, they are increasingly leavingtdigfootprints' behind. We outline a novel area of
research: how these digital 'footprints' can be beathed, inherited and appropriately repurposedisTif an
area which has high potential for scientific resgtaand innovation.

People have been transitioning remnants of theaintity from conventional physical effects, such as
photos and trinkets, to online profiles and sociatworks. Identity is being digitalized, this raseertain
difficulties such as the population ages [1]. Ansfigant portion of modern decedent’'s assets maysisb of
‘digital assets’ such as e-books, domain names,oatide accounts. Unlike their tangible predecessdigital
assets may be difficult for executors and admiafetis to obtain. Death today presents more comigkxes
than before the digital age. As far as death qoestare concerned, components of online identitpatdit the
mold of the traditional framework of the society.

Ubiquitous computing technologies are becomingdasingly enmeshed in our daily lives. Websites
and other online platforms keep tracks of our lmstof communication, and they may additionally hold
valuable intangible properties and digital asse¢shave created or purchased. A quick scan of recews
stories reveals that:

. Over one billion people maintain Facebook pages.

. Over one billion people have accounts on Grisit:mail, or Yahoo!.

. Over 300 million e-books were sold by AmazoR2@12.

. Over 25 hillion songs have been sold on iTunes.

. Over 50 million domain names have been regidtbyeGoDaddy.

. Over 70 hours of video are uploaded to YouTubelwers every minute.

. Over 70 million people tended virtual farms ipnga’s Farmville at the height of its popularitpnse
paying real money to obtain virtual assets [2].

While these numbers are impressive, they only slrétte surface of a vast landscape of platforms,
websites, and account-based social media techmslogis a result, it is increasingly likely that ddents will
possess a range of personal accounts holding & Hrfiges, documents, licenses, personal commtioits, and
other forms of intangible property located behiadgword-protected login screens.
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An account filled with e-books and digital musicymaplace the library on a set of tangible booksb|
A blog may replace a daily journal, and a digitater full of emails may replace a bundle of harittem letters
[3]. Services such as PayPal and Wallet may reptacditional checking accounts.

During their lives, users in the UK can (in prinleipaccess their personal data. After death, “digit
systems raise issues of ownership, access andtesis, which together create new issues and ccatipis
for the bereaved” [4].There is a lack of acceptabérhanisms for the bequest and inheritance ofadligrtifacts
[5, p. 2459].Nor is there a model for the apprdprigpurposing of these digital artefacts.

Despite the ubiquitous use of social networkindl Kystems are seldom designed to cater for useéh.dea
They do not enable users to nominate inheritorgshefr data, even though this data may have emdtiona
financial or intellectual significance to the bered [6].

Approaches to this issue between different ISPs sowdal networks are not consistent. Besides, the
problem is complicated due to the fact that thd wfildigital assets is not acceptable in most coest except
some individual states in the USA.

Given the inevitability of death and the ever-iragimg size of digital ‘footprints’, the situatiouttined
above is unsatisfactory for users and the bereaved.

Executors and administrators of estates canno¢ghsd decedent’s digital assets. For example, i Ne
Jersey, personal representatives of estates ayebduhd to settle and distribute an estate as &uiakd
effectively, as far as it will be coordinated abdbé best interests of property and bear respdigitbor
estimates of assets of real estate and also ctatetar federal a tax which can be connected wiglse assets.
While photo online from archive isn't of considdelvalue for these purposes, PayPal or virtual exurr
accounts of the dead have to be in detail studjeth®é performer. The duty of an assessment andattagion
extends only on those digital assets which carsbmated in money equivalent.

If property includes digital assets, the executaes la number of problems. Unlike material objects
included in the estate, which is usually concenttan one place, the deceased may have dozenslioéon
accounts, each of which is protected by a unigwenasne and password. Executors may not know abeut t
existence or location of the accounts of the desmbaSven if they have the necessary informatiogy ttan notar
accessed if the passwords are not recorded andoarat their disposal. This is due to the privacjiqy of
Internet providers.

Providing access to online accounts of the deceearde a difficult decision for ISPs who are reedi
to provide, in accordance with the privacy policy.

A deceased user may have held data online whichimtesded to remain private in perpetuity — e.g.
emails expressing negative opinions about thossedim them, evidence of extra-marital affairsgdleactivities.
By giving executors and the bereaved access tadélteased’s personal data, online service provideng
unwittingly unleash Pandora’s Box [7]. However,usifig to give executors and the bereaved accefiseto
deceased’s personal data can cause problems toexanple is the case of U.S. Marine Corps Lance&@at
Justin M. Ellsworth, killed in action in Irag in Q8. After Ellsworth’s death, his father requestedess to LCpl.
Ellsworth’s personal data (emails, attachmentsydéatries) which were stored by Yahoo!. YahooB$usal to
surrender the data led to a high-profile court dateveen Ellsworth’s family and the ISP [8, p. 33}d damage
to Yahoo!'s public image.

In this article, we have outlined the central ohiadles relating to what happens to digital artefattesr
users die. It should be noted that currently theneo single model of inheritance and wills digitelsets. This
failure to engage with user death impacts adverselyooth users and industry. To solve this probleims
necessary to find a balance between the interéske @rivacy policy and the internet- providergdeccess to
digital assets of the deceased heirs and execonftding will.
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THE PROBLEM OF HUMOR IN TEACHING ACTIVITIES
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The problem ofusing humor in pedagogical activitis discussed in the articleThis issue is not
investigated in the science of teaching properlyntdr is considered by researchers as a quality of a
individual, expressed in the ability to an originahd unconventional approach to solving differemsks,
expressed in reaction to certain phenomena ofwith some irony. It is a quality that puts brightgnade on
activities and human life and it correlates withetat. As a pedagogical tool humor is able to imm@eatwvarious
functions in teaching activities, and it can bealtfor solving a variety of pedagogical problems.

There are few studies of humor in the science adhisng. No one doubts great importance of laughter
the lives of people and nevertheless there isignifcant number of studies in this field. In Rigs pedagogy,
this issue still remains largely underreported. ©Ohthe first teachers, who analyzed various aspetchumor in
education, was V.A. Sukhomlinsky. He believed hutmobe a powerful means of influence in the proa#ss
education.

Modern scholars, V. Bezrukova, B.Z. Vulfov, V.D. alwov, N.V. Kukharev, V.S. Reshetko,
O.A. Sergeyev and others, considered humor to laagertain role in teaching activities. But, unfortely,
many scholars still consider school and humor a&erpatible concepts. But a child can not live witho
laughter. School days are spent much more intagestnd useful, if schoolchildren are friends anelytlare
amicable to each other, if there is a positive @hderful atmosphere at school. Sometimes, in comple
interpersonal situations, they often occur in pedgzal practice, only a good joke, acting as a mezfnunity,
can promote a favorable resolution of a conflict.

Humor is considered by researchers as a qualignahdividual, expressed in the ability to an arai
and unconventional approach to solving differesk$a expressed in reaction to certain phenometigeofith
some irony. It is a quality that puts brighter shadh activities and human life and it correlatethwalent. We
assume that a person with a sense of humor wiiuseessful both in profession and in life in gehadaimor
can be a trait of one’s character, and a pedagogieans. As a pedagogical means humor is basetheon t
awareness of participants of communication of déffé kinds of discrepancies between the expectedtlam
happened, between the visible and the real andnsdt @s related to a comic effect, relieving psgldyical
stress, contributing to the establishment of frigmdlations.

Let’s consider functions of humor in teaching aities:

Informative function.

A sense of humor in the process of communicatigpressed in sophisticated words and phrases (a pun,
a joke, a humoresque, a caricature) characterigesop’s culture and tact, and his/her mind creaingpmic
situation. A teacher, using humor, not only trartsmebme information about the subject of the speleghalso
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