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TO THE QUESTION OF THE ESTABLISHMENT OF THE
LAW-ABIDING STATE IN THE REPUBLIC OF KAZAKHSTAN

Abstract. It is known that during the historical development the Kazakh people have passed the following types
of statehood. First type: the nomadic state, which has been abolished after entry into the structure of the Russian
Empire. Second type: the Soviet statehood, where Kazakhstan was the part of the former USSR. Third type of the
state: independent statehood, sovereign Kazakhstan. The strategy of modern development of the Kazakh statehood is
based on the unity of the country, ensuring national security. Here such phenomena as “integrity of the state”, “the
state and national security”, “sovereignty of the state” are recognized as the supreme values of state and legal life.
These ideas have been entirely enshrined in the Development strategy Kazakhstan - 2050. The concept “statehood” is
wider, than “state”. In the theory of state and law the state is defined as the political power with its own territory. At
the same time the statehood is the most difficult complex of elements, structures, institutes of the public power and
also the components of non-political character, caused by uniqueness of social, economic, political, spiritual and
moral conditions of activity at the certain stage of development of the society. Thus, the statehood is the structure of
elements and institutes, expressing the maintenance of the society and state.

Key words: Kazakh state, law-abiding state, nomadic civilization, activity of the people, unity of the country,
national security, integrity of the state, sovereignty of the state, political power, institutes of the public power.

The relevance of the topic. During the many centuries of the historical development, since ancient
times to the sovereignty and independence, our state is well-known all over the world; the Kazakh people
followed the complicated and original path from the beginning of their ancient history, from the tribal
states of the Kangyles and Usunes in Central Asia. These tribal states had close relations with China, the
Huns Empire, southern Siberia, and the lands near the Ural Mountains. Economically, the state was based
on extensive nomadic farming. The people’s culture and language linked them to the branch of Turkish
nomad group.

The first Kazakh state system was formed in the 6-th century within the Turkish Kaganate, stretching
across lands from the Altai Mountains in the east to the Caspian Sea in the west, and from Semirechie up
to Siberia. Most of the Turkish people continued tribal organization and nomadic way of life. There were
already large areas of irrigated and cultivated lands occupied with gardening and vineyards. A lot oftowns
and settlements were established in ancient centuries. Indeed, at the head of the Turkish Kaganate was a
Khan, with unlimited despotic power, with his servants, officials and military leaders.

The Usun union began to disintegrate in the 5-th and 6-th centuries, after successive invasions by the
Altai Turks. These Kaganates were complex and stratified societies, consisting of aristocrats, urban
traders, oasis farmers and pastoral nomads [1].

In the following centuries, the Kaganate was invaded many times, was in vassal dependence on
neighboring China and was incorporated into the Karakhanid state (11-th century, until the beginning of
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the 13-th century). Despite the partial islamization of the Kazakhs in direct contact, the majority of
Kazakhstan’s tribal people continued their nomadic lifestyle, raising cattle on the vast steppe. The Kazakh
ethno type was formed by people in more than 100 tribal divisions and nationalities, belonging to various
ethnic, anthropological and racial types. Within the modern Kazakh ethno type, the mongoloid element
accounts for about 70%.

At the end of the 15-th century and for most of the 16-th century, the Kazakhs were primarily the
political union. The Kazakh Khanate and the Kazakh people were synonymous, as people formed by the
union of previously disparate clans and tribes of Turkish descent. They converged in the steppe lands
around the Chu River and the Betpak-Dala Desert, where political void existed.

In the 17-th century under the rule of Khan Kasym, the Kazakh Khanate achieved political
independence. The national name Kazakh means “free” in the sense of independence from other states,
and freely moving in the vast steppes of Dashti-Qipchak. Thus, from the beginning of its own Kazakh
Khanate, the idea of freedom and independence became the national idea ofthe Kazakh people.

The independent Kazakh Khanate was based on nomadic cattle, breeding and farming. It had a stable
economy and ongoing political and cultural relations with its neighbors. The region supplied neighboring
China, the Central Asia Khanates and Russia with the products of animal husbandry, such as cattle, skins,
wool and fat, in exchange for wheat, textiles, tools and arms. In the Khanate, Jochi’s descendants had
dominant positions. Only the descendants could become khans or sultans. Representatives of the Kazakh
tribal aristocracy (bii) could occupy the positions of tribal and aul chiefs (equivalent to aldermen).
Economic, social and political relations were regulated by common law (adat), whose rules (ereje), were
retained only in oral tradition, and passed from generation to generation, gradually becoming perfected.
The bii were the experts of the law, who from time to time convened to clarify the rules. Atthe end of the
18-th century under the guidance of Khan Tauke the law was standardized under the seven most notable
experts, who came to be known as Zhiety Zhargy or “The Seven Rules”. In Russian sources they were
called the “Tauke Khan’s Laws (or Acts)”; they represented as the type of Kazakh Common Law Code,
which had great importance in Kazakh legal life [2].

M aterials and methods of research. The principles of adat were applied unequally; so sultans, tribal
chiefs and the bii class enjoyed rather well-protected and privileged lives. Kazakh women, during and
after the period of islamization, had much freer social, public and legal existence, than women in other
muslim societies. They did not wear the face veil (chadra), and the first wife (baibishe) was the head of
the family.

In spite of the heroic resistance and some military successes attained as the result of a temporary
unification of the various zhuz under the three great bii leaders, Tole Bii, Kazybek Bii and Aiteke Bii in
1723, Kazakhstan still remain besieged and had to turn to Russia for military assistance. It received this
assistance in return for its eventual (in the 1730-s) incorporation into the Russian Empire [3]. The interests
of the Tsar and his government in Kazakhstan and Central Asia primarily revolved around extending the
size and reach ofthe Empire, and consolidating its own power at the expense ofthose peoples conquered.
A new phase in the history of the Kazakh people begins with their incorporation into the Russian Empire.
Until the 1820-s the Little Zhuz and Middle Zhuz retained their independence, while acknowledging de-
pendence on Russia. However, the Elder Zhuz was finally formally annexed to Russia as the result of
invasions against the Kokand and Khiva Khanates. The first conditions agreed to by the Middle and Little
Zhuzes as they joined the Empire were:

(1) to recognize the sovereignty ofthe Zhuzes;

(2) to allow passage of Russian merchant caravans;

(3) to return Russian prisoners and deserters;

(4) to pay annual per capita taxes;

(5) to have relations with other countries only with Russia’s express consent; and

(6) khans were force to send sons or other close relations to St. Petersburg as amanats (hostages).

The tsarist government, through the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and with the consent of the Military
Department, appointed a vice-regent, who resided in Orenburg, exercised power and control in assuring
the conditions of the above agreement. At the same time, the Russian military organized the Ural Cossack
Army to patrol the border with the Zhuzes. Naturally, the tsar’s vice-regent often interfered with the
internal affairs of the Zhuzes, and continuously exercised oppression of the khans and local rulers.
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Nevertheless, these Zhuzes tried to maintain internal independence until the 1820-s. The legal status of
these two regions within the Russian Empire resembled that of protectorates, which some Kazakh
scholar’s dispute [4].

In the 1820-s, Russia carried out pivotal reforms in the Zhuzes in order to establish semi-colonial
regime. The khans’ powers were nullified; their successors have received the titles of Russian nobility.
The captive amanats received very directed and secular Russian military education, and were rewarded
with lavish salaries. Furthermore, The Little Zhuz was divided into the regions for territorial
administration with the governors, appointed by the vice-regent in Orenburg. The Middle Zhuz was
divided into areas called okrug and headed by sultans, elected by the local aristocracy and approved by
Russian vice-regents. The Bigger (Elder) Zhuz had been conquered early on and was the subject of
Russian military rule until the reforms ofthe 1860-s.

Research results. The Kazakh Khanate was relatively short-lived and generally unsuccessful political
institution. The Kazakh state was unable and ill-equipped to maintain strong military presence in the
steppe. The Kazakhs, though descendants of an indigenous warrior culture, were primarily pastoralist and
more concerned with grazing than fighting. Their military organization, predicated on temporary periods
of service, was no match for the Kalmyk forces [5].

In the 1860-s, Russia introduced a number of progressive reforms with the abolition of serfdom being
most notable. Others included: universal military service; land and financial reforms; and improvements in
citizens’ legal status. At the end of the 1860-s a dual natured reform program, having progressive and
colonial aspects, was introduced in Kazakhstan. Russia then divided Kazakhstan into three governorships:
the first was Turkestan, with its center in Tashkent, which included Semirechie and all of Central Asia.
The Steppes governorship, with its center in Orenburg, included a major portion of the Middle Zhuz; and
the Siberian governorship, with its center in Omsk, included the territories of North and East Kazakhstan.

The governor’s generals were appointed in Saint Petersburg, and all exercised administrative and
military power. The general governorships were divided into oblasts (large administrative territories),
headed by military governors. In Kazakh territories, the governors wielded military and civilian power,
while in Russia itselfthe governors had no such military power. Oblasts were divided into uezd (district),
governed by uezd heads. The hierarchy governing in Kazakhstan had clearly military/administrative
character. The government apparatus consisted of representatives of Russia and all local nationalities. It
was aimed at providing order in the Steppe: levying taxes; fighting crime; providing for an economy.

This system of management in Kazakhstan, as a part of the Russian Empire, was kept with some
changes until the 1917 revolutions of February and October. Its rather complicated legal system consisted
of: Adat, the Common Law of Kazakhs, as well as Shariat or Muslim Law; and Russian Imperial law.

For the local populations of Kazakhstan, adat was the main source, of course. It better corresponded
with the nomadic and semi-nomadic way of life. Norms of Shariat Law were used mainly for regulation of
some family relations, considering serious penalty for crimes against Islamic rules [6].

Russian Imperial Law had two kinds of norms. The first is civil law through which Kazakhstan was
included into the general economic life ofthe Empire. Naturally, the law of ownership, the obligatory law
of Russia did not differ from the analogues of European states and played a positive role in Kazakhstan.
Criminal law and Administrative law played positive roles as more humane and civilized than that of Adat
and Shariat.

Many works of Eastern, European, and Russian literature were translated into the Kazakh language,
and thus the first Kazakh language newspapers were published. However, the Kazakhs continued to
experience their formal and legal inequality in the Russian Empire. It was well known in tsarist Russia that
social, professional and legally fixed inequality existed among the Kazakhs. Kazakhs had no nobility,
nearly no mercantile or industrial class and no urban lower middle class. Further, since they were
Muslims, Kazakhs were excluded from the privileges accorded only the Orthodox. Moreover, they had no
representation among local elected officials and establishments, or the state Duma. For the Kazakh people,
tsarism meant not only violent deprivation of primordial fertile grounds, but also the deprivation of an op-
portunity to employ their historical, primordial name “Kazakh”. Historically, it was noted, that the Russian
administration misapplied the term “Kirghiz-Kaisak” as evidenced through the records of imperial Russia
[7, P.49].

Only the October Revolution brought some relief in the legal conditions for the Kazakhs and other
aboriginal groups in the Russian Empire. The Soviets acquired tsarist territories and perpetuated the
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administrative structures. However, decisions of national problems were postponed until the establishing
congress- Uchreditelnoe Sobranie. In 1917 Great October Socialist Revolution under the leadership of the
Bolsheviks (Communists), headed by V.l. Lenin gave all the power in the country to the soviet workers,
peasants and soldiers’ deputies. All the country, including Kazakhstan, entered a new stage of historical
development.

The Great Decrees of October adopted at the 2-nd Congress of Soviets in 1917 were entitled “About
Peace”, “About Land”, and also “About Nationalization of Factories, Railways, and Communications”.
There were also declarations about equality of nations and their right to self-determination, on abolishing
rank and its privileges, about gender equality, and the separation of church and state. For their victory
against international armies they paid in millions of lives, destruction of the economy, hunger, and
continued poverty [8, P.61].

Kazakhstan, along with the rest of the country, was the scene of fierce military struggles. In 1918, the
southern region of Kazakhstan was joined to the Turkestan republic with its center in Tashkent. In 1919, a
Provisional Committee was formed in Orenburg to manage the area of Kazakhstan in the ongoing Civil
War, and to provide for the people’s needs. Here, and other places, the population was largely Russian.
Y et there were Kazakh supporters ofthe Bolsheviks, such as T. Ryskulov and S. Seifullin, as well as more
democratic national elements.

In 1924-1925, on the initiative of the Central Committee of the VKP(B) (Communist Party) and the
USSR government, a national- territorial demarcation was exercised on Kazakhstan and the Central Asia
Republics. Indeed, for the first time in the modern history Kazakhstan now comprised all its historic
territory. Thus, Kazakhstan formed its own soviet socialist state system, not complete of course, but still
the part ofthe Russian Federation.

According to the census of 1926, Kazakhstan had a population, which included more than six million
Kazakhs. During the first decades ofthe Soviet power in Kazakhstan new economic policy was exercised.
Kazakhs were given back the lands, which had earlier been given to the Russian migrants. The economy
quickly reconstituted, illiteracy was reduced, secondary schools and higher education centers flourished,
new theaters, clubs, museums and reading halls were opened. Thousands of Kazakhs were sentto study in
Moscow, Leningrad, Kiev, Novosibirsk, Saratov and Sverdlovsk to be trained for specialized trades and
higher education. In nearly all oblast centers, pedagogical centers opened to train teachers for the national
schools in Russian and Kazakh [9, P.47].

During World War Il many millions of people were evacuated to Kazakhstan from the western part of
the USSR, a pattern which continued into the 1950-s. By the 1960-s Kazakhs constituted only about 32%
of their republic’s population. The policy of russification was established. Kazakh language and culture
had both suffered: first, the Arabic alphabet variant, used for Kazakh, was replaced by new Latin
substitute (distinct from others in Central Asia), and finally by stylized version of the Cyrillic (Russian)
alphabet. Teaching of Kazakh in Russian schools ceased.

This period saw the creation of many institutions, including Kazakh State University, the medical
institutes, women’s pedagogical institutes, industrial, law, and many other institutes, as well as hundreds
of specialized and secondary technical schools. The Kazakh Department of the All Union Academy of
Sciences was established in 1945 inside the Kazakh Academy of Sciences, with many scientific
institutions and research laboratories [10, P.179].

Twenty nine years of Kazakhstan’s history as the sovereign state shows the greatest changes in our
country. Within its framework, two main directions can be noted. First, there is state governing of the
ethnic processes. The 1995 Constitution of Kazakhstan stated such democratic principles as civic approach
to defining of people in the preamble. The principles of uniform and equal citizenship were fixed. All the
principles ofthe Supreme Law gave no place for injury and claims of people against one another.

Second direction in the interethnic relations is the emancipation of the creative potential of ethnic
groups. New form of ethnic self-determination principally differs from the previous situation in that it
shifts stress from the collective level of national rights to a personal level. The role of legacy model,
undoubtedly demanding serious conceptual elaboration and propaganda measures, grows respectively.

Conclusion. In the conclusion we would like to note, that the transformation and modernization of
Kazakhstan’s society is not a single action, but rather a long process of changes, unfolding and yielding a
clearer vision ofthe modern, independent Republic of Kazakhstan.
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3.K Atonosal A.0. “cailblHOB2
C.C. OxaHkagbipoB2 XX.K. Maganvnesa2 C.H. CabnukeHoB2

1Kas3ak ynTTbIK arpapiblK yHuBepcuTeTi, AnmaTbl, KasakcTaH;
2A\6aii aTbiHAarbl Kasak ynTThIK NeAarormkanbik yHuBepcuTeTa, AnMatsl, KasakcTa;

LUA3ALICTAH PECMNYB/UKACBIHAAT b K;¥LbLW Thll, MEMJIEKETTLL,
LUANBINTACY M3CENENEPIHE

AHHOTauma. Kasipri yakbiTta Oyn Macefenepre annblafgam3aTTblK Maeaniap MeH KyHAbUbIKTap TyprbiCbiHaH
Ke3kapac 6acbiM. Koramfblk CaHaja [eMOKpaTUANbIK Karuparrapra HensgenreH KyKbIKTbIK MeMJeKeT Koramja
TYbIHAANTbIH dXaHXanabl peTTeyall, oHAa 3aufbliblK NeH KyKbIKTbIK TIPTINTI 6eKnyaL TMiMai Kypaibl 60/1ybl MYMKIH
[iereH oii OpHbIKKaH. KyKbIKTbIK MEMNEKET KalbINTacTblpy Taxipubecluly 6apnbik >xepge e3 epekwenbl 6ap. Anaiiga
KYKbIKTBIK KOFaM KypbI/bICbIHAA XKETICTIKTEpre KOM XXETH3reH enfep asaMarbl 60CTaHABIKKA, LblHalbl KyKbIKKa, €3
KyKbIlbl MEH 60CTaH/bIMbIH KAMTaMachI3 eTyre, MeMIeKeTreH Bipre KykblK 6acbIMAbIrbiHa YMTbISraHbIMEH, aHbIKTanaTblH
Xannb! epekLenikTepai e atan eTyre 6onmagbl. Byn ylwil KyKbIKTbIK MEMIEKET KabINTaCTbIPy KaXeTTi arjainapasiy,
6onybiHa Tikenei 6ainaHbicTbl. Onapably, WLIAe 3KOHOMWKA, M3AEHWET, afaMrepLUifik, KoraMHbIL, pyXaHu 3neyeTLuLy
Xorapbl feurelifie fambiraHbl Maubi3abl. KYKbIKTbIK MEMMEKET - faMblraH AeMOKPaTUAbIK UHCTUTYTTaP XXYMbIC ICTEATIH,
azamaTTapAbll, XX3He YyibiMAapbiHbIL, €3iH-e3i 6ackapybl, onapApll, 6acTtamacbl MeH O6enceHfiniri KepiHic TabaTbiH
a3aMaTTblK Koramfpl, KoramfiplK emip canacblH cascu pacwgey. byn cana 6wnik opraHfapbl TapanblHaH epKiH
pernameHTTenTiH 3auMeH KoprairaH. MyHgail MeMmnekeTTe afam, Koram KyKbirbl MeH 60CTaHfbirbl cakTanagbl;
MEM/IEKETKE KaTbICTbl KYKbIrbl 6acbIMAbIKMNEH KOpraiafbl; MeMSIEKETNEH KapbIM-KaTblHACbIHAA a3aMaTTbil, KOprayLubiCbl
peTiHfe COT TayenM3AL, TaHblNadbl XaHe cakTanafbl. Xa/blKTblL €3iH-e3i peTTeyre »anbl epexenep MeH Mygaenepre
GarbiHyra faiblHAbIbl HEri3iHge cunaTTanagsl. A3amaTTblK KOraMm - Japasbirbl MEH LUbIFapMallblibK 6acTamachbiH epKiH
KepceTeTiH Tel, KYKbIKTbl afaMaap Korambl. benrineHreH epexxenep MeH paciMaepfi cakrtan, 3al, HerisiHge KypbliaTblH
6ap/blK MEMIEKETTIK X3He KOraMfblK MHCTUTYTTap MeH KypblibiMAapAbIL, 3aUblibirbl X3He oNnappll, MakcaTbl, MiHAETI,
HbICaHAapbl MEH XXYMbIC iCTey 3jicTepi pecMu T3pTiMMneH erken-TerkKeKT pernameHTTeneai. benrini 6onraHgai, Kasak
Xa/lKbl TapuXu famybl 6apbICbiHAA MEM/EKETTINIKTIL, Kenec TYpnepiHeH eTTi. BipiHWwi TYpi - Peceli UMNEPUACHIHbIL,
KypaMblHa KipreHHeH KeLUH oliblaraH Kewwneni memnekeT. EkiHwi TYpi - KaszakctaH KCPO KypaMblHa opreHHeH KeiH
KEeLEeCTiK MeM/IeKeT aTaHybl. YLWiHWI TYpi - Tayencis MemnekeTTiniK - eremeH KasakcTaH. Kasak MeMIeKeTTTMHLY
Kasipri 3amaHrbl gamy CTpaTerusicbl YATTbIK KayLIM34aKn KamMTamachbl3 eTe OTbIpbin, en GipniriH caktayra Herisgenrex.
MyHza MeMNEKETTIL, XK3He 3aLabl eMipAil, XXorapbl KyHAbINbIKTapbl «MEMEKET TYTacTbIrbl», «MEMIEKET/IK XKIHE YNTTbIK
KayLUM34aK», «MeMEKeTTLL, Tayencisgiri» CMaKTbl KybblibicTap Aen TaHblnagbl. byn naesnap «KasakctaH-2050» gamy
CrpaTeruacblHga» TONbIK GeKiTinreH. «MemnekeTTblk» TyXblpbiMAamachl «MeMIEKeT» YrbIMblHAH Keuipek. Memneket
X3HE KYKbIK TeopuscbliHAa MemnekeT 6Genrini 6ip aymakta casicu Ounik peTiHge aHblkTanagbl. CoHbiMeH 6ipre
MeM/IeKETTINIK - Koram AamyblHAarbl 6enrini 6ip keseuge 6enrbl 6ip agamgap emipiHiy 31eyMeTTiK-3KOHOMUKA/IbIK,
cascy, pyxaHuW >X3He afamrepwblk >kargaiibiHbil, 6GipereiiniriHe 6aiinaHbICTbl 3MEMEHTTEPAIL, KypblbIMAAPAbIL,
KOramablK 6K MHCTUTYTTapbIHbIL, COHAAM-aK cascu eMec cunatTarbl KOMMAOHeHTTepAil KYpaeni XXWbIHTbIrbl 60/bIn
caHanadbl. COHAbIKTaH, MEMEKETTINIK fAereHimia - KoraM MeH MEM/EKET Ma3MyHblH GifgipeTiH 37eMeHTTep MeH
WHCTUTYTTap KypblibiMbl A€M TaHblagbl.

TyLWH CB3Aep: Kasak MeMJIeKeTi, KyKbIKTbIK MEMIEKET, Keluneni epkeHneT, XanblKTbil Tapblk apekeTi, en 6ipniri,
YATTbIK KayLIM3aK, MeM/IEKETTIL, TYTacTbIrbl, MEM/IEKET ereMeHAiri, cascy 6w, Kenwinik 6unik MHCTUTYTTapbl.

3.K. Atonosal A.Y. KycanHoBs2,
C.C. OxaHkagbipos2 XX.K. Maganunesa? C.H. CabnkeHoB2

1Ka3axcKkuii HauMOoHa/IbHbIV arpapHblii yHuBepeuTeT, AnmaTbl, Pecny6nnka KasaxcTaH;
2Kasaxckuii HauMoHanbHbIA nefaroruyeckuii yHusepeuteT um. Abas, Anmartsl, Pecny6ivka KasaxctaH

K BOMPOCY O CTAHOBJIEH TTIPABOBOIO TrOCYJAPCTBA
B PECIMYB/NNKE KA3SAXCTAH

AHHOTaUuWs. B HacTosilLee Bpemsi MpeobnafaeT B3rsh Ha 3TV MPo6iemMbl C TOYKW 3peHUs OBLLEYeI0BEYECKNX
WeanoB W UeHHocTell. B 06LIECTBEHHOM CO3HaHWKM Bce 6OfblUe YTBEPXAAETCH MbIC/Ib O TOM, YTO OCHOBAaHHOE Ha
[EMOKpaTUUeckMX MPUHLMNAX MPaBOBOE FOCYAapCTBO MOXET CTaTb 3((EKTVUBHLIM  OPYAVEM  YPerysupoBaHus
KOH(/IMKTOB, BO3HMKAOLLMX B OGLLECTBE, YTBEPXKAEHUS B HEM 3aKOHHOCTM U MpaBonopsaka. MpakTuka (hopMUpoBaHus
MpaBoBO/ FOCYAApPCTBEHHOCTM BCIOLy WMEET CBOM OCOBEHHOCTM. MOXHO, OAHaKo BbIAEMUTb W 06LMe YepTbl,
onpeaensieMble Tem, YTO rpaXdaHe CTpaH, B KOTOPbIX AOCTUFHYTbI YCMeXW B CTPOWUTENbCTBE MPaBOBOrO OGLUECTEA,
CTpeMunnch K cBo6ofe, NOAMMHHOMY NpaBy, 06ECMEUeHNIO CBOMX MpaB 1 CBOGO/, NPUOPUTETY NpaBa Haf, rocyAapCcTBOM.
®OopMMpOBaHKS NMPaBOBOro FocyAapcTBa B TOW UM UHOM Mepe COMPSYKEHO C HA/IMUMEM HEOBXOAUMBIX [/11 STOTO YCOBUIA.
Cpeayn HMX BaXXHOE 3HauYeHMe UMeeT LOCTAaTOYHO BbICOKMIA YPOBEHb Pa3BUTYSI 3KOHOMWKM, KynbTypbl, HPaBCTBEHHOCTH,
JYXOBHOTO MOTeHUMana obliecTea. MMpaBOBOE rOCYAapcTBO - MOJIMTUYECKOE O(OPMIEHME TPaXKAAHCKOr0 OG6LUECTBa,
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cthepbl 0OLLECTBEHHON XWU3HW, e AEACTBYIOT Pa3BUTbIE [EMOKPATUYECKME VHCTUTYTbI, UMEIOT MECTO CamOyrpaB/ieHue,
MHMUMATMBA W aKTUBHOCTb [PaXAaH W WX OpraHusauumii. 3ta cepa OrpaxpeHa 3akoOHamu OT  MPOU3BO/LHOM
pernamMeHTaLymn ee Co CTOPOHbI BACTHBIX OpraHoB. B TakoM rocygapctee co6iH0AatoTcs npasa M CBOGOAbI YenoBeka U
06LLecTBa; MPaBO MPUOPUTETHO MO OTHOLLEHWIO K FOCYAapCTBY; MPU3HAETCA M COGMIOAAETCS HE3aBUCUMMOCTb Cyfa Kak
3aLMTHUKA FPaXaHWHa B ero OTHOLLEHWAIX C FOCYAapCTBOM. HaceneHue XapakTepuayeTcs onpefeneHHol CnocoGHOCTbHO
K CaMOpErynmMpoBaHWI0 TFOTOBHOCTBbIO MOAUMHATLCA OOLMM MpaBUiaM W MHTepecaM. [paxaaHCKoe 06LLECTBO
MpeAcTaBnseT cobol 06LLECTBO paBHOMPaBHbIX NOAENA, CBOOOAHO NPOSBASIOLMX CBOKO UHAMBUAYANBHOCTL U TBOPHECKYHO
MHULMATUBY. JIErMTUMHOCTb BCEX FOCYAAPCTBEHHBIX U OBLLECTBEHHLIX MHCTUTYTOB W CTPYKTYP, KOTOpbIE CO3AAKOTCS Ha
OCHOBAaHWM 3aKOHa, C COGMIOAEHUEM YCTAHOBMEHHLIX MpPaBW/ WM MPOLEAYp, M WX Uenu, 3ajauun, (opMbl U MeTodbl
(OYHKLMOHWPOBaHUSA  [eTaNlbHO PernaMeHTUpyloTcs B ouuManbHOM  nopsiake. Kak  M3BeCTHO, B XOfe CBOEro
UCTOPUYECKOrO PasBUTMS KasaxXCKWMiA Hapog NpoLen creaytolme TuMbl rocyfapcTBeHHOCTU. [epBbiii TWM: KoyeBoe
rocyfiapcTBo, KOTOpoe 6bi0 yrpasfgHEHO Moc/ie BXOXAEHWS B cocTaB Poccuiickoil umnepun. BTopolt Tun: coBeTcKas
rocyfapCTBEHHOCTb, rAe KasaxctaH 6bin1 uvacTblo Cotoza CCP.  TpeTwid Tun  rocygapcrsa:  HesaBucMMas
rocyfapCTBEHHOCTb, CYyBepeHHbIi KasaxcTaH. CTpaTerus COBPEMEHHOTO pPasBUTUS KasaxCKOW rocyfapCTBEHHOCTM
OCHOBbLIBAeTCS Ha BCEMEPHOM TMOAJEPXXaHUM efMHCTBA CTpaHbl, 0GECcMeYeHUM HalMOHalbHOM 6Ge30MmacHOCTM. 3aech
BbICLLUMMM LIEHHOCTSIMU FOCYapCTBEHHO-MPABOBON XU3HW NPU3HAKOTCA Takue SIBNIEHUS, KaK «LeflOCTHOCTb FOCYAapCTBay,
«FOCY[apCTBEHHas 1 HaLMOHabHAs 6e30MacHOCTb», «CYBEPEHUTET FOCYAapCTBa». STV UAeW GbIK BCELIENO 3aKpen/eHbl B
Crpaterum passuTns KasaxcraH- 2050. MOHsATWE «rOCYAapCTBEHHOCTb» ABASETCS GO/ee LUMPOKMM, YeM «rOCyaapcTBo». B
TEopuM rocyaapcTea U npaBa rocyfapcTBO OMPefensieTcs B KauyeCTBe MOSIMTUYECKON BNacTV B pamkax OMpeAenéHHoi
Tepputopn. B TO >Xe Bpems rocyAapCTBEHHOCTb - 3TO CHOXHEWLIWIA KOMMIEKC 3/1EMEHTOB, CTPYKTYpP, WHCTUTYTOB
ny6anYHON BNacTK, a TakXKe KOMMOHEHTOB HEMOMUTUYECKOTO XapaKTepa, 06YCMOBMEHHbIX YHUKAbHOCTLIO COLMA/IbHO-
3KOHOMWYECKMX, MOMUTUYECKUX, [YXOBHO-HPABCTBEHHbLIX YCMOBUIA HKU3HELEATENbHOCTM KOHKPETHOrO Hapoga Ha
onpefeneHHoM 3Tane pasBuTUs o6LuecTBa. TakMm 06pasoM, FOCYAapCTBEHHOCTb - 3TO CTPYKTypa 3/1EMEHTOB W
MHCTWUTYTOB, BbIpaXatoLLas cofiepXkaHue 06LLecTBa 1 rocyaapcraa.

KntoueBble c/ioBa: KasaxCKoe roCyfapCTBO, MPaBOBOE FOCYAApCTBO, KOYeBas LIMBMM3ALMS, YKM3HEAEATeNbHOCTb
Hapofa, eAWHCTBO CTpaHbl, HaUMOHabHAs 6Ge30MacHOCTb, LeNOCTHOCT TOCYAApCTBa, CYBEPEHWTET roCyAapCcTBa,
MOMUTWYECKas BNACTb, UHCTUTYTbI NYy6AUYHOI BRacTw.
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