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This article provides an actual comparative analysis of the Constitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan with
those of several developed countries, including the United States, Italy, sort of Great Britain, France, Japan,
China, Canada, Austria, Germany, and South Korea, which essentially is quite significant. The ati
examines the similarities and differences in the design and structure of these constitutions, fi i
aspects fairly such as the separation of powers, kind of human rights protections, and the rcg 0 ex
branch, which is quite significant. The article concludes that while there essentially areqseallygcomm

h

Ik

elements that can generally be identified across constitutions, such as the establish a
balances and the protection of fundamental kinds of human rights, the specific ary ay vary
depending on historical, cultural, and political factors, which actually is fairly t.JThe analysis
highlights the importance of ensuring that constitutional arrangements strik between the
concentration and distribution of power and specifically safeguard fundamen
Ultimately, the effectiveness of any constitutional system depends on its abi
circumstances and kind of meet the real needs and expectations of its citiz

adapt to changing
ajor way. This article

comparative constitutional law and provides insights into the 0
structure in a basically major way. Furthermore, the article speci S light on the definitely unique
i r a strong parlament with extensive
executive powers, in contrast to the presidential al s of government actually found in
basically many particularly other countries, which reall ignificant.
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s, executive branch, checks and balances,

Introduction

A constitution for all intents
rules governing a nation's po
contrary to popular belief.4r'h
country, which provi
which for the most p
stitutions of the ublie, oPKazakhstan and other developed countries of the world, including Italy, Great
Britain, U ance, Japan, China, Germany, Canada, Austria, and South Korea in a subtle way.

purposes is a fundamental document that outlines the principles and
, institutions, and citizens\' rights and responsibilities, particularly
itution of the Republic of Kazakhstan kind is of the supreme law of the

Materials and methods

The met and materials of the research conducted in the article involve a comparative analysis of the
constitutions of the Republic of Kazakhstan and several developed countries, including Italy, Great Britain,
the USA, France, Japan, China, Germany, Canada, Austria, and South Korea. The research method primarily
relies on a textual examination of these constitutional documents, analyzing their key provisions related to
the system of government, separation of powers, and human rights protections.

The materials for the analysis consist of the constitutional texts themselves, as well as relevant scholarly
literature and legal sources for each of the countries under study. These materials provide the foundational
basis for comparing and contrasting the constitutional arrangements across different nations.

The research methodology involves systematically reviewing and comparing the constitutional frame-
works of each country, highlighting similarities and differences in their design and structure. The focus areas
include the type of government system (parliamentary or presidential), the role and powers of the executive

* Corresponding author. E-mail: monamie2000@mail.ru

Cepus «[lMpaso». Ne 4(112)/2023 33


https://doi.org/10.31489/2023L4/33-37

L.K. Amandykova

branch, the presence or absence of a constitutional monarchy, and the guarantees of human rights and checks
and balances within the constitution.

The analysis draws on historical, cultural, and political context to explain variations in constitutional
design, emphasizing the impact of these factors on each country's constitutional framework.

In summary, the research method employed in this article involves a comprehensive examination of the
constitutional texts and related materials from multiple countries, with a focus on key aspects of their consti-
tutional systems. The goal is to provide insights into the factors shaping constitutional design and structure,
allowing for a comparative assessment of these important legal documents.

Discussion

The Constitution of Italy, adopted in 1947, provides for a parliamentary system of government with a
bicameral legislature, contrary to popular belief. The Constitution establishes the Parliament of the Republic
as the head of state and assigns significant powers to the for all intents and purposes Prime Minister as the
head of the government, which is quite significant. In contrast, the Constitution of Kazakhstan provides for a
parliamentary system of government, where the Parliament serves as both the head gf Sfate a vernment,
or so they mostly thought. This system gives the Parliament sort of greater executivx and) authority

over other branches of government [1; 457].

The Constitution of Great Britain, kind of which is largely unwritten, es t%x arliamentary sys-
tem of government with a constitutional monarchy, or so they really thought§fThe of state generally is
the monarch, who performs ceremonial functions and acts as a symbol o ional unity in a sort of big
way. In contrast, the Constitution of Kazakhstan does not have a const@ onarchy but instead, pro-

vides for a particularly strong presidency in a for all intents and purpo§ y [2; 590].
S

The Constitution of the USA, adopted in 1787, specifi®allyai oldest written constitution in the
world that is still in use in a fairly big way. It establishes a feder temof government with a separation of
powers between the executive, legislative, and judicial bran i ubtle way. The Constitution also guar-

antees a bill of rights that protects fairly individual lib
is quite significant [3; 89]. The Constitution of
tween the executive, legislative, and judicial bran
particularly thought.
The Constitution of France, adopted in 1958, provides for a generally semi-presidential system of gov-
a&/

d restricts government power, which definitely
similarly provides for a separation of powers be-
s and)guarantees a bill of rights for citizens, or so they

ernment, where the President serves as thegagadiof state, and the pretty Prime Minister definitely is the head
of government. The Constitution establishg strong executive branch with significant powers over the
legislative branch, or so they mostl MR In contrast, the Constitution of Kazakhstan provides for a par-
liamentary system of governmen gre the parliament definitely holds significant executive powers and

authority over other branches % nt, which is fairly significant [4; 72].

The Constitution of Jap ted in 1947, provides for a parliamentary system of government with a
constitutional monarchy, vithi itely is fairly significant. The Emperor serves as the symbol of the state
and for all intents and as no political power in a definitely big way. The Constitution guarantees
really basic pretty hu ts and establishes a system of checks and balances between the executive, leg-
islative, and_judi branghes, contrary to popular belief. Similarly, the Constitution of Kazakhstan estab-

e ers between the branches of government and guarantees basic human rights for
ay [5; 23].
The Ca on of China, adopted in 1982, provides for a one-party state with a fairly centralized sys-
ent in a fairly big way. The Constitution establishes the definitely Communist Party of China
as the country's only legal political party and generally assigns significant powers to the President, who liter-
ally is also the kind of General Secretary of the real Communist Party, or so they specifically thought. In
contrast, the Constitution of Kazakhstan provides for a multi-party system of government with a strong Par-
liament in a subtle way [6; 707].

The Constitution of Germany, adopted in 1949, provides for a federal parliamentary system of govern-
ment with a President as the head of state and a Chancellor as the head of government in a major way. The
Constitution establishes a system of checks and balances between the executive, legislative, and judicial
branches and guarantees very basic human rights for citizens, which particularly is quite significant. Similar-
ly, the Constitution of Kazakhstan provides for a separation of powers and a bill of rights for citizens, contra-
ry to popular belief [7; 454].
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The Constitution of Canada, adopted in 1982, provides for a federal parliamentary system of govern-
ment with a constitutional monarchy. The Constitution establishes the monarch as the head of state and as-
signs significant powers to the Prime Minister as the head of the government. The Constitution guarantees a
bill of rights for citizens and establishes a system of checks and balances between the executive, legislative,
and judicial branches, kind of which is quite significant. In contrast, the Constitution of Kazakhstan does not
actually have a constitutional monarchy, but instead, provides for a definitely strong parliament with execu-
tive powers [8; 243].

The Constitution of Austria, adopted in 1920, provides for a federal parliamentary system of govern-
ment with a President as the head of state and a Chancellor as the head of government in a big way. The
Constitution establishes a system of checks and balances between the executive, legislative, and judicial
branches and guarantees basic human rights for citizens in a subtle way. Similarly, the Constitution of Ka-
zakhstan provides for a separation of powers and a bill of rights for citizens in a particularly major way [9].

The Constitution of South Korea, adopted in 1987, provides for a presidential system d@f government
with a President as the head of state and government in a major way. The Constitution es
of checks and balances between the executive, legislative, and judicial branches apd gi@ran
fairly human rights for citizens. In contrast, the Constitution of Kazakhstan also provi
system of government, but with pretty much more executive powers assigned to %&7

arliamentary
ent, which actu-
ally is fairly significant [10; 25].

Results

The context of this research work holds particular historical signifi@t elves into a crucial aspect
of comparative constitutional law, revealing how historical events Rav ed the diverse constitutional
frameworks across developed countries. L 2

One illuminating historical fact is the adoption of the Italiaw tion in 1947, a pivotal moment fol-
lowing World War 11, when Italy transitioned from a mon o ayrepublic. This event marked a decisive
shift in Italy's political landscape.

Similarly, the adoption of the U.S. Constitution in
the birth of a new nation and a profound experimengin dem@cratic governance.

The French Constitution of 1958 reflects the p rld War Il era and the establishment of the Fifth

Republic, which aimed to bring stability to Frace after a period of political turmoil.

7 watershed moment in history, representing

These historical events underscore cific circumstances influenced constitutional design. This
research underscores that while comm n ional elements exist, historical context plays a pivotal role
in determining the unique featureg of ion's governance structure.

Conclusion

In conclusion, a compari alysis of the constitutions of the Republic of Kazakhstan and other de-
veloped countries of or als that most of these countries provide for a parliamentary system of
government with a co i monarchy or a federal system of government with a separation of powers
between the executivele
for a parliamentarf§ysystéig of government with a strong parliament that has more executive powers and au-

; s of government. Nonetheless, all these constitutions establish a system of checks
C gén the branches of government and guarantee basic human rights for citizens.
Moreo le some constitutions have a strong emphasis on the separation of powers, others provide
for a concentratton of powers in the hands of the executive branch. This variation in the structure of constitu-
tional arrangements can be explained by differences in historical, cultural, and political contexts, as well as
the unique challenges and opportunities faced by each country.

Despite these differences, there are some common features that can be identified across the analyzed
constitutions. For example, most of them provide for a bill of rights that guarantees fundamental human
rights and freedoms, such as freedom of expression, assembly, and religion. Additionally, all the constitu-
tions establish a system of checks and balances between the branches of government to prevent the concen-
tration of power in any single institution. Also in conclusion, the comparative analysis of the constitutions of
the Republic of Kazakhstan and other developed countries of the world demonstrates the importance of un-
derstanding the unique features and contexts of each country's constitutional design. While there are common
elements that can be identified across constitutions, such as the establishment of checks and balances and the
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protection of fundamental human rights, the specific arrangements may vary depending on historical, cultur-
al, and political factors [11; 115].

The Constitution of Kazakhstan provides for a strong parliament with extensive executive powers,
which is different from the parliamentary and federal systems of government found in many other countries.
However, the Constitution also establishes a system of checks and balances between the branches of gov-
ernment and guarantees basic human rights for citizens. Overall, this analysis highlights the importance of
ensuring that constitutional arrangements strike a balance between the concentration and distribution of pow-
er and safeguard fundamental human rights and freedoms. Ultimately, the effectiveness of any constitutional
system depends on its ability to adapt to changing circumstances and meet the needs and expectations of its
citizens [11; 115].
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azakhstan: A Review. Himalayan and Central Asian

MaHABIKOBa
Ka3akcraun P Cbl MEH JJIEMHIH JaMBbIFaH eJ/IepPiHiH
KOHCT PbIHA CAJIBICTBIPMAJIBI TAJNAAY

yon#kacel KoHCTUTYIMSCBI MEH OipKatap JaMbIFaH eNACpIiH, COHBIH IIIiHAe

putanus, Opanuus, XKanounus, Keitai, Kanana, Asctpusi, I'epmanus sxoHe
TYHHSUTapBIMEH ©3€KTi CalbICTBIPMAlbl Tajnaybl YChIHBUFaH. COHBIMEH KaTap
BIH JAW3aifHBI MEH KYPBUIBIMBIHIAFBl YKCACTHIKTAp MEH aHBIpMAIIbIIBIKTAD
W OKiMeT OWIriHiH OeliHyli, amaM KYKBIKTapblH KOpFay TYpJIepi JKOHE aTKapyIIbl
SIKTBI ~ aCTEKTIepre epeKile Ha3ap ayJapbUIFaH. ABTopiap Makamaga OapibIK

MEXaHM3MHIH OWJIIKTIH LIOFBIPJIaHYbl MEH OeIiHyi apachIHIaFbl Tere-TeHIIKTI KaMTaMachl3 eTYIiH JKoHE
aJIaMHBIH HETi3T1 KYKBIKTapbl MEH OOCTaHABIKTaphIHA HAKTHI KEMUIIIK OepyiHIH MaHBI3IbUIBIFBIH KOPCETEI1.
Caiipln KenreHze, Ke3 KelIreH KOHCTUTYIHSIIBIK KYHEeHIH THIMIUTITT OHBIH e3repMeli JKaFaainapra JIoiaMe-
Ionm  OediMaenyi KOHE ©3 a3aMaTTApPBIHBIH HAKThl KAXKETTUNKTEpI MEH YMITTEpiH aWTapibIKTail
KaHaraTTaHaslpy KabineriHe GaiimaHpicThl. Makaiga HeETi3iHEH CalbICTHIPMAaTbl KOHCTHTYIMSUIBIK KYKBIKKA
KBI3BIFYIIBUIBIK TAHBITATBIH FAJIBIMIAP MEH casicaTKepliep YILIIH Maiinansl pecypc OoJbi TaObUIaabl jKoHE
HeTi3iHeH KOHCTUTYLMSUIBIK IU3allH MEH KYpPBUIBIMIBI aHBIKTAWTBHIH (haKTopiap Typanbl TYCiHIK Oepeni.
CoHBIMEH KaTap, Makajajga KeNTereH Oacka enaeperi CHsKThI iC JKy3iHAe Oap NPe3HACHTTIK JKoHe
¢denepanmsl  Oackapy OKyHeJepiHeH aibIPMAIIBUIBIFBI, KEH aTKapyLbl OKUIeTTiKTepi 0ap  KyImTi
napiameHtapusmai  kesgeitin  Kazakcran PecnyOnmkacel KOHCTHTYIMSCBHIHBIH — epEeKIIETKTEpi MeH
MOHMOTIHIHE apHalbI TYCiHIKTEMe OepiireH.

Kinm ce3dep: exiMer Ommirinig GenmiHyi, amaM KYKBIFBIH KOpFay, aTKapylIbl OMIIK, TeXEMEIIK >KoHe Telle-
TEHJIK >Kyleci, aJaMHBIH HETi3Ti KYKBIKTaphl, KOHCTHTYIHSIIBIK KYHE, CalbICTBIPMAabl KOHCTHTYIHSIIBIK
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KYKBIK, IaPJIAMEHTTIK JKYie, IPe3HIEHTTIK )KYHe, KOHCTUTYLIMSUIBIK MOHAPXHUS, eKillaJaTabl 3aH LIbFapyIbl
Opra, jka3blIMaraH KOHCTUTYLHS, (enepanusm, KapThlIai Npe3UIeHTTIK Kyiie, OipnapTHsIbl MEMIICKET.

JI.LK. AMaHnabsIkoBa

CpaBuutenbHublil anaau3 Koucruryunii Pecnnyosiukn Kazaxcran
U Pa3BUTHIX CTPaH MUpa

B crarbe mpencraBiieH akTyaJbHBIN cpaBHHUTENbHBIN aHamn3 Koncrurymun PecnyOmmku Kazaxcran ¢ xoH-
CTUTYIMSIMA psifia pa3BUTHIX cTpaH, BKmodas Coenunennsie LlTartel, Wtammto, oryactn BennkoOpuranuto,
Opanuuto, Anonuo, Kuraii, Kanany, Ascrpuro, ['epmanmio u FOxuyto Kopero, uro, mo cyTy, BecbMa cylie-
CTBEHHO. ABTOPOM PACCMOTPEHBI CXOJICTBA U Pa3NINuMs B AU3aHHE U CTPYKType 3TUX KOHCTHTYIHUH, yAEIEeHO
0c000¢ BHIMaHHE TaKUM aCIeKTaM, KaK pa3elIeHHe BIAaCTH, BUJIbI 3aILUTHI IPAB YEIOBEKa U POJIb HUCIIQIHU-
TENBHON BJIACTH, KOTOPast BeChMa 3HaunTenbHa. CrienaH BBIBOJ O TOM, YTO, XOTS, IO CYTH, CYIIECTBYIO
CTBUTENBFHO OOIIHE 3JIEMEHTHI, KOTOPhIE 0OBIYHO MOJKHO BBIAGIUTH BO BCEX KOHCTUTYLHSX, TAKH
HOBJICHUE CIICPKEK U IIPOTHBOBECOB M 3alllUTa OCHOBHBIX BHJIOB IIPaB UeJIOBEKA, KOHKPGIHBIEMEXa
MOTYT BapbUpOBaThCS B 3aBUCHUMOCTU OT MCTOPUYECKUX, KYJIbTYPHBIX M IOJIUTHYECKUX 0 4yTO
CaMOM JieJie JIOBOJIbHO CYLIECTBEHHO. AHAJIN3 MOMYEPKHBACT BaXXHOCTh 0OCCIIEUCHUS TQ bl c
TYIHOHHBIE MEXaHM3MBI oOecreunBany OagaHC MEXAY KOHIEHTpaIued u pacmpenengfiie U KOH-
KpPETHO TapaHTHPOBAIN OCHOBHBIE IIpaBa M CBOOOJBI YeTOBEeKa. B KoHeUHOM cueTte UBHOCTH JTI000M
KOHCTHTYIIMOHHOM CHCTEMBI 3aBHUCUT OT €€ CIIOCOOHOCTH OyKBAaIbHO aganTUPOBATBCS K fomumMcest 00-
CTOSITENILCTBAM U B 3HAYMTEIBHON CTENEHH YAOBIECTBOPATH peanbHbBIEC MOTPed HUAAHNS CBOUX Tpa-
JKIaH. DTa CTaThs MPEACTABIsIET CO0OH IMOJE3HBIH pecypc VISl YUEHBIX H B, MHTEPECYIOLIUXCS B
OCHOBHOM CPaBHUTEIbHBIM KOHCTUTYI[MOHHBIM IIPaBOM, U JaeT MpejcTasiie 0 TOpax, KOTOPHIE, B OC-
HOBHOM, OINPEJeIAI0T KOHCTUTYLIMOHHBIN u3aiiH u ctpykrypy. Kpome Toro, CIEeLUaIbHO IPOJIUBAET
CBET Ha ONPEJCICHHO YHHKAJIbHbIC OCOOCHHOCTH U KOHTEKCT Kazaxcrana, koTopas mpeny-
CMaTpHBAaeT CUIBHBII MapaMeHTapu3M C ITUPOKHMH UCTIOTHUTEINb 1 TIONHOMOYHSAMH, B OTINYHE OT Hpe-
3UIEHTCKON U (pemepanbHOi CHCTEM IpaBICHHUS, (HaKTHIECK] ec IIMX BO MHOTHX APYTUX CTpaHaXx,
YTO JEHCTBUTEIHLHO BEChMa CYIIECTBEHHO.

Knioueswie cnosa: pasuenenne BIACTH, 3alIATa
BOBECHI, OCHOBHBIE IIPaBa Y€JI0OBEKA, KOHCTUTY!
MapJaMeHTCKasi CHCTeMa, MPE3UACHTCKas CHCTEMA,
TENIBHBINA OpraH, HEMUCAHAs KOHCTUTYIWS, (Qeaepain
CyIapcTBO.

a, TIOJTHUTEJIbHAA BJIaCTh, CACPIKKU U TIPOTHU-
Ma, CPaBHUTECJIIbHOC KOHCTUTYLIMOHHOEC IIpaBo,
WOHHAas1 MOHapXus, ,Z[ByXHaJ'IaTHI:Iﬁ 3aKOHO/Jda-
JIYIIPE3UICHTCKasA CUCTEMA, OﬂHOHapTHﬁHOG ro-
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