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The paper analyses the amendments proposed in the draft Article 5 of the new Constitution of the
Republic of Kazakhstan concerning the regulation of the place and role of international law within the
domestic legal order. Particular attention is paid to the exclusion of the category of “other international
obligations”, the absence of constitutional entrenchment of the priority of ratified treaties, the narrowing
of the normative framework governing their operation from “legislation” to “laws”, as well as the limitation
of the requirement of official publication solely to ratified treaties.

The purpose of the paper is to assess whether the proposed constitutional amendments constitute a
regression in the existing model of interaction between international and national law and to determine their
potential legal and reputational consequences for the Republic of Kazakhstan. On the basis of international
legal norms the practice of the Constitutional Court of the Republic of Kazakhstan and the jurisprudence
of international bodies, it is argued that these changes may result in legal uncertainty, a weakening of the
existing model governing the relationship between international and domestic law, difficulties in the
implementation of international obligations, and adverse reputational consequences for the State.

The novelty of the paper lies in providing one of the first comprehensive doctrinal assessments of
the 2026 draft constitutional reform from the perspective of international law and constitutional theory.

The paper demonstrates that the proposed amendments may generate constitutional uncertainty
regarding customary international law and binding decisions of international organizations, weaken the
monist orientation of Kazakhstan’s legal system, create risks of legislative rollback of treaty priority, and
negatively affect legal predictability and the international reputation of the State.

The paper concludes that there is a need to preserve or clarify constitutional guarantees ensuring
the good-faith performance of the international obligations of the Republic of Kazakhstan and the legal
predictability of its national legal system.

Keywords: international law; Constitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan; treaties; other international
obligations; priority of treaties; implementation of international law; international custom; publication of
treaties; legal certainty; international reputation of the State.

Introduction
The constitutional entrenchment of the place and role of treaties in domestic law is one of the key
indicators of a State’s commitment to the good-faith performance of its international obligations. Relevant
constitutional provisions perform not only an internal regulatory function, but also serve as an important
signal to the international community, foreign States, international organisations, and investors.
In the Republic of Kazakhstan, the current version of Article 4 of the Constitution' has, for a long
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! Article 4 of the Constitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan (1995)

1. The law in force in the Republic of Kazakhstan shall consist of the norms of the Constitution, laws corre-
sponding thereto, other normative legal acts, treaty and other obligations of the Republic, as well as normative
resolutions of the Constitutional Court and the Supreme Court of the Republic.
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period of time, formed a stable legal foundation for interaction between international and domestic law,
enshrining a monist approach, the priority of ratified treaties, the binding nature of other international
obligations, as well as the principle of universal publicity of treaties. On the basis of these constitutional
provisions, a consistent judicial and law-enforcement practice has been developed, ensuring the
integration of international norms into the domestic legal order and their direct application by national
courts and State authorities.

On 31 January 2026 the draft of a new Constitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan was published
[1]. Draft Article S of the new Constitution proposes a number of conceptual changes affecting the
fundamental elements of this model.> In particular, references to “other international obligations” are
excluded, there is no direct constitutional entrenchment of the priority of ratified treaties, the normative
basis regulating the operation of treaties is narrowed from “legislation” to “laws”, and the requirement of
their official publication is limited solely to ratified treaties. Taken together, these changes are capable of
significantly affecting the mechanism for the implementation of international law within the domestic
legal system of Kazakhstan.

Therefore, the purpose of this article is to analyse the proposed amendments from the perspective of
international law, as well as to assess their possible consequences for the Republic of Kazakhstan.

Materials and methods
The material of the research includes the current Constitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan, the
draft of the new Constitution (31 January 2026), national legislation, normative resolutions of the
Constitutional Court, treaties (including the UN Charter and the VCLT), advisory opinions of the ICJ,
documents of the ILC, and relevant judicial practice. The methodology is based on formal legal analysis,
comparative constitutional analysis, interpretation of international legal norms, and doctrinal analysis of
monist and dualist models of interaction between international and domestic law.

Discussion and Results
1. Other international obligations
It should be noted that “other international obligations” of the Republic of Kazakhstan are generally
understood to include norms of international customary law. Kazakhstan, as a Member State of the United
Nations (UN), is bound by the Statute of the International Court of Justice (ICJ). Pursuant to Article
38 of that Statute, “1. The Court, whose function is to decide in accordance with international law such
disputes as are submitted to it, shall apply: ... (b) international custom, as evidence of a general practice
accepted as law. [2]” Furthermore, as a party to the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties of 1969,

2. The Constitution shall have supreme legal force and shall be directly applicable throughout the entire terri-
tory of the Republic.

3. Treaties ratified by the Republic shall have priority over its laws. The procedure and conditions for the op-
eration within the territory of the Republic of Kazakhstan of treaties to which Kazakhstan is a party shall be deter-
mined by the legislation of the Republic.

4. All laws and treaties to which the Republic is a party shall be published. Official publication of normative
legal acts affecting the rights, freedoms, and duties of citizens shall be a mandatory condition for their application.

*'The Draft Article S of the new Constitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan

1. The applicable law of the Republic of Kazakhstan comprises the norms of the Constitution, the laws cor-
responding thereto, the normative rulings of the Constitutional Court of the Republic of Kazakhstan and the Su-
preme Court of the Republic of Kazakhstan, other normative legal acts, and the treaty obligations of the Republic
of Kazakhstan.

2. The Constitution possesses the highest legal force and direct effect throughout the entire territory of the
Republic of Kazakhstan.

3. The procedure for the application of treaties within the territory of the Republic of Kazakhstan is determined
by law.

4. All laws and treaties ratified by the Republic of Kazakhstan shall be published. The official publication of
normative legal acts concerning the rights, freedoms, and duties of citizens constitutes a mandatory condition for
their application.
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Kazakhstan recognises the existence of a higher category of customary international law norms — norms of
jus cogens (Article $3).% As acknowledged by the UN International Law Commission, norms of jus cogens
currently include: the prohibition of aggression, the prohibition of genocide, the prohibition of crimes
against humanity, the fundamental norms of international humanitarian law, the prohibition of racial
discrimination and apartheid, the prohibition of slavery, and the prohibition of torture [3]. Accordingly,
the importance of international custom lies in the fact that it fills gaps in treaty-based regulation and
ensures the fulfilment by all States of universal obligations of special importance.

Furthermore, the Constitutional Council (now the Constitutional Court, hereinafter — the CC RK)
noted the following in its normative resolution: “4. Alongside treaties, the applicable law of Kazakhstan
also includes the norms of other obligations of the Republic’ (Article 4(1) of the Constitution). The CC
RK considers that other obligations may arise either within the framework of treaties that generate them,
acting as their constituent parts or as their logical substantive (material) or organisational (procedural)
continuations, or independently, outside treaties. The former, subject to compliance with the conditions
set out in this normative resolution, may acquire the legal properties of a ratified treaty. The latter do
not possess such properties. Therefore, in relation to the present application, the exercise of rights and
performance of obligations of Kazakhstan arising from the decisions of the Commission established
pursuant to a Treaty ratified by Kazakhstan should be understood as the fulfilment of other obligations of
the Republic referred to in Article 4(1) of the Basic Law [4].” This interpretation was adopted in response
to an application concerning the interpretation of Article 4 of the Constitution with regard to the binding
nature of decisions of the former Customs Union Commission (now the Eurasian Economic Union).
Consequently, it follows from this provision that binding decisions of international organisations of
which Kazakhstan is a member fall within the concept of “other obligations.”

In turn such an interpretation of Article 4 of the Constitution is also applicable to binding resolutions
of the UN Security Council (UNSC). Thus, pursuant to Article 25 of the UN Charter, “The Members of
the United Nations agree to accept and carry out the decisions of the Security Council in accordance with
the present Charter [5].” It should be noted that, notwithstanding the existence of this legal framework,
three Kazakhstani airlines violated the UNSC arms embargo on Libya: in February 2020, the UNSC
reported instances of transportation by aircraft registered in Kazakhstan, which were operated abroad in
the interests of foreign customers, were predominantly based in the United Arab Emirates, and carried
out flights from third countries [6]. Although the aircraft were owned by foreign companies and cargo
control was exercised by the States of departure, following inspections the Aviation Administration of
Kazakhstan suspended the operators’ certificates [6]. The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Kazakhstan
submitted the relevant report to the UNSC Committee on Libya, and UN experts expressed their
gratitude to the Kazakhstani authorities for their cooperation and transparency in the investigation [6].

Thus, retaining the wording “other obligations” in the Constitution is of fundamental importance
for ensuring the completeness and continuity of the international legal obligations of the Republic
of Kazakhstan, as it encompasses not only treaty norms, but also binding decisions of international
organisations and norms of international customary law, including resolutions of the UNSC. The
exclusion of this wording may lead to constitutional uncertainty regarding the binding nature of such
decisions within the domestic legal order, a weakening of the legal basis for their implementation by
national authorities, the risk of delayed or selective compliance with international obligations, and
potential claims from other parties to Kazakhstan’s international agreements.

2. Priority of ratified treaties
The primacy of international law over domestic law is a widely recognised principle in the
contemporary legal order. It has been observed that international law derives its legitimacy from its

3 Article 53 VCLT: “A treaty is void if, at the time of its conclusion, it conflicts with a peremptory norm of gen-
eral international law. For the purposes of the present Convention, a peremptory norm of general international law
is a norm accepted and recognized by the international community of States as a whole as a norm from which no
derogation is permitted and which can be modified only by a subsequent norm of general international law having
the same character”
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moral foundation and from its role in establishing just international institutions, such as the UN and
the ICJ [7, 1751-1752]. This moral legitimacy confers upon international law a superior status, as it is
aimed at upholding justice that transcends purely national interests [7, 1756-1758]. Therefore, it is a
well-established position that international law has priority over domestic law [8, 71]. The IC]J has noted
in its advisory opinion: “It is sufficient to recall the fundamental principle of international law according
to which international law prevails over domestic law [9, para 57]”

The absence of the priority of ratified treaties in the new version of the Constitution contradicts to
the legal practice and foundations of the legal system. In 2006, the CC RK held that “Pursuant to Article
4(1) of the Constitution, treaties and other obligations of the Republic that comply with its norms
constitute an integral part of the applicable law of the Republic. At the same time, Kazakhstan attaches
special importance to ratified treaties, establishing in Article 4(3) of the Constitution that treaties ratified
by the Republic have priority over its laws [ 10].” This position is also confirmed by an extensive body of
Kazakhstani judicial practice applying the norms of ratified treaties where they establish rules different
from those contained in Kazakhstan’s legislation [11] [12]. Moreover, Kazakhstan is generally regarded
as belonging to monist States (within the Romano-Germanic legal family) in matters concerning the
relationship between international and domestic law. In monist States, ratified treaties may be applied
without the adoption of a special implementing law, since the legal systems of monist States automatically
integrate treaties whose obligations have been accepted [13, 314]. By contrast, in dualist legal systems
(for example, in common law jurisdictions) [14, 255-257], it is considered that, in order to confer legal
force on a treaty norm within domestic law, an “act of transformation” is required — an act of government
through which the relevant norm is incorporated into national legislation [14, 255-257].

At the same time, it should be acknowledged that the priority of ratified treaties is recognised by
Article 20-1 of the Law of the Republic of Kazakhstan “On Treaties of the Republic of Kazakhstan”
[15]. However, the absence of a constitutional guarantee may allow a departure from this approach and,
accordingly, the complete abolition of such priority. Legislative amendments to the special law could
thus affect the good-faith performance of international obligations. In this regard, it should be noted
that, under international law, a State may not invoke its internal law as justification for failure to perform
its obligations.* Otherwise, States would be able to circumvent international law by adopting conflicting
domestic legislation [ 16, 278].

Accordingly, the constitutional entrenchment of the priority of ratified treaties is of key importance
for preserving the monist nature of Kazakhstan’s legal system and ensuring the good-faith performance
of its international obligations. The absence of such a guarantee creates a risk of undermining established
judicial and law-enforcement practice, allows for a subsequent legislative rejection of the priority of
treaties, and generates legal uncertainty for State authorities, courts, and participants in legal relations.
This may lead to conflicts between domestic legislation and international obligations and to an increase
in international claims against Kazakhstan.

3. “Legislation” and “laws” of the Republic

The current Article 4(3) of the Constitution entrusts national “legislation” with regulating the
procedure and conditions of their operation.® The Law “On Legal Acts” defines legislation as the
aggregate of all normative legal acts, including the Constitution, laws, and other acts, as well as normative
resolutions of the Constitutional Court and the Supreme Court (Article 1(16)) [17]. In this context, the
reference to “legislation” implies the need to take into account the entire body of normative legal acts of
the Republic of Kazakhstan when concluding, implementing, amending, suspending, and terminating
treaties. This includes not only laws, but also subordinate legislation and judicial acts of a normative

*Article 27 VCLT: “A party may not invoke the provisions of its internal law as justification for its failure to
perform a treaty””

SArticle 4(3) of the Constitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan (1995): “The procedure and conditions for
the operation within the territory of the Republic of Kazakhstan of treaties to which Kazakhstan is a party shall be
determined by the legislation of the Republic.”
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nature, which form the legislative system and ensure the application of international obligations within
the domestic legal order.’

Compared with the wording of Article 4(3) of the current Constitution, Article S(3) of the draft new
Constitution’ limits the range of normative acts determining the procedure and conditions for the operation
of treaties. Replacing the term “legislation” with “laws” in the new Constitution objectively narrows the
range of normative legal acts governing the procedure and conditions for the operation of treaties, since the
term “law” covers only acts adopted by Parliament and excludes subordinate legislation, as well as normative
resolutions of the Constitutional Court and the Supreme Court, which in the existing legal system ensure
interpretation, specification, and practical implementation of international obligations. As a result, there
arises a risk of legal uncertainty, since a significant part of procedural, organisational, and enforcement
issues in the field of treaties is traditionally regulated precisely by subordinate acts of the Government and
ministries, as well as by judicial acts of a normative character. At the same time, the role of constitutional
and judicial interpretation in ensuring the coherence of treaties with the Constitution and the domestic
legal order is weakened, which may lead to fragmentation of practice and an increase in conflicts. In
addition, such a change in terminology may lead to excessive formalisation of regulation, since filling the
resulting normative gaps would require the adoption of additional laws or constant amendments to existing
legislation, thereby reducing the flexibility of the legal system and potentially negatively affecting the timely
and effective performance by the Republic of Kazakhstan of its international obligations.

¢These include: the Resolution of the Constitutional Council of the Republic of Kazakhstan dated 20 January
1993 in the case “On the review of the constitutionality of the Law of the Republic of Kazakhstan ‘On the Procedure
for Conclusion, Implementation and Denunciation of Treaties of the Republic of Kazakhstan; the Resolution of
the Constitutional Council of the Republic of Kazakhstan dated 6 March 1997 No. 3 “On the official interpretation
of para. 1 of Article 4, para. 1 of Article 14, subpara. 3) of para. 3 of Article 77, para. 1 of Article 79, and para. 1 of
Article 83 of the Constitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan”; the Resolution of the Constitutional Council of the
Republic of Kazakhstan dated 11 October 2000 No. 18/2 “On the official interpretation of para. 3 of Article 4 of
the Constitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan”; the Resolution of the Constitutional Council of the Republic
of Kazakhstan dated 7 May 2001 No. 6/2 “On the submission of the Kyzylorda Regional Court regarding the
recognition as unconstitutional of part two of para. 6.12 of Article 6 of the Baikonur Complex Lease Agreement,
Articles S and 11 of the Agreement on the Cooperation of Law Enforcement Agencies in Ensuring Public Order
within the Baikonur Complex”; the Resolution of the Constitutional Council of the Republic of Kazakhstan dated
18 May 2006 No. 2 “On the official interpretation of subpara. 7) of Article 54 of the Constitution of the Republic
of Kazakhstan”; the Normative Resolution of the Constitutional Council of the Republic of Kazakhstan dated S
November 2009 No. 6 “On the official interpretation of the norms of Article 4 of the Constitution of the Republic
of Kazakhstan with regard to the procedure for implementing the decisions of international organisations and their
bodies”; the Additional Resolution of the Constitutional Council of the Republic of Kazakhstan dated 22 May 2023
No. 17NP “On the interpretation of paragraphs 2 and 4 of the operative part of Normative Resolution No. 6 of the
Constitutional Council of the Republic of Kazakhstan dated 5 November 2009 ‘On the official interpretation of the
norms of Article 4 of the Constitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan with regard to the procedure for implementing
the decisions of international organisations and their bodies”; the Normative Resolution of the Supreme Court of
the Republic of Kazakhstan dated 10 July 2008 No. 1 “On the application of the norms of treaties of the Republic
of Kazakhstan”; the Resolution of the Government of the Republic of Kazakhstan dated 28 March 2019 No. 149
“On certain issues of legislative activity in the Republic of Kazakhstan”; the Resolution of the Government of the
Republic of Kazakhstan dated 30 April 2013 No. 436 “On the establishment of the Interdepartmental Commission
on Treaties of the Republic of Kazakhstan”; the Joint Order of the Ministry of Justice of the Republic of Kazakhstan
dated 11 July 2023 No. 473, the Acting Minister of National Economy of the Republic of Kazakhstan dated 12 July
2023 No. 135, and the Chairperson of the Agency of the Republic of Kazakhstan for Combating Corruption (Anti-
Corruption Service) dated 11 July 2023 No. 223 “On the approval of the Rules for Organising and Conducting
Scientific Expertise, as well as the Selection of Scientific Experts”; and the Order of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs
of the Republic of Kazakhstan dated 31 March 2022 No. 1114/136 “On the approval of the Rules for Maintaining
the State Register of Treaties of the Republic of Kazakhstan”.

7“The procedure for the application of treaties within the territory of the Republic of Kazakhstan is determined
by law”
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4. Publication of treaties

Compared with Article 4(4) of the current Constitution, Article 5(4) of the draft new Constitution
requires the publication only of ratified treaties: “All laws and treaties ratified by the Republic of Kazakhstan
shall be published. The official publication of normative legal acts concerning the rights, freedoms, and
duties of citizens constitutes a mandatory condition for their application.”

The obligation to publish treaties is based on Article 102 of the UN Charter, pursuant to which “Every
treaty and every international agreement entered into by any Member of the United Nations after the
present Charter comes into force shall as soon as possible be registered with the Secretariat and published
by it. [S]” Although this provision directly establishes the obligation of registration and publication within
the UN framework, its significance goes beyond the purely international level, as it has played a substantial
role in shaping and strengthening the principle of transparency of treaty obligations, including the practice
of their publication and accessibility within national legal systems.

Thus, Article 24 of the Law “On Treaties” requires the publication of all treaties, that is, those entering
into force not only by ratification. As research has shown, of 2,100 bilateral treaties of Kazakhstan, 785 were
ratified (approximately 37.4%), 441 treaties were approved (21.0%), and 691 treaties entered into force by
final signature (32.9%), while the remaining portion (approximately 8.7%) relates to other forms or stages of
formalisation [18, 186]. In the sphere of multilateral treaties, the total number amounts to 875 agreements,
of which consent to be bound by 291 treaties was expressed through ratification (33.3%), 274 through final
signature (31.3%), 162 through accession (18.5%), and 148 treaties were approved (16.9%), reflecting the
diversity of international legal mechanisms used by Kazakhstan to assume treaty obligations [ 18, 203]. This
demonstrates that more than 60% of Kazakhstan’s treaties enter into force not by ratification. It appears
that a constitutional requirement to publish only ratified treaties may also affect the Law “On Treaties” by
abolishing the requirement to publish all treaties, as a result of which more than 60% of Kazakhstan’s treaties
may become inaccessible to the public.

Ultimately, the requirement for the mandatory publication of all treaties that have entered into force,
and not only those ratified, is of fundamental importance for ensuring transparency, legal certainty, and
predictability of legal regulation, as well as for the implementation of the principle of openness in State
activity. Limiting the constitutional requirement solely to ratified treaties creates a risk of excluding more
than half of Kazakhstan’s international obligations (those entering into force by other means) from public
access. This may weaken public and judicial oversight, hinder the good-faith performance of international
obligations, cause conflicts in law enforcement, and undermine trust in the national legal system.

S. Impact on reputation

The cumulative effect of the proposed amendments in draft Article S of the new Constitution may
have adverse reputational consequences for the Republic of Kazakhstan on the international stage. For
foreign States, international organisations, investors, and international business, the Constitution serves
as a key indicator of legal predictability, adherence to the rule of law, and commitment to the good-faith
performance of international obligations. The weakening or dilution of constitutional guarantees in the field
of international law may be perceived as a departure from the previously declared monist model and as a
signal of possible selectivity or conditionality in the implementation of international obligations within the
domestic legal order. This, in turn, may increase caution on the part of international partners, raise legal
and political risks in relations with Kazakhstan, and complicate the State’s participation in international
integration processes and dispute settlement mechanisms.

In the long term, such signals may negatively affect the investment climate, since foreign investors
largely rely on the stability of constitutional guarantees, the priority of treaties, and the transparency of the
legal regime; a reduction in the level of legal certainty and predictability may become a factor in reduced
investment and even the withdrawal of certain investors from the Kazakhstani market.

Conclusion
The analysis of draft Article S of the new Constitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan allows the
conclusion that the proposed amendments affect the fundamental foundations of constitutional regulation
of the relationship between international and domestic law and, taken together, create a risk of weakening
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the existing model governing the interaction between international and Kazakhstani law. The exclusion
of the wording “other international obligations” from the constitutional text may call into question the
domestic legal basis for the binding force of norms of international customary law, including jus cogens, as
well as binding decisions of international organisations, primarily resolutions of the UNSC. The absence of
direct constitutional entrenchment of the priority of ratified treaties creates the possibility of a subsequent
legislative rejection of this principle and undermines established judicial practice. The narrowing of
regulation of the procedure and conditions for the operation of treaties from “legislation” to “laws”
objectively limits the normative basis for their implementation, weakens the role of subordinate legislation
and normative resolutions of the Constitutional Court and the Supreme Court, and increases the risk of
fragmentation of law-enforcement practice and regulatory conflicts. Limiting the constitutional requirement
of official publication solely to ratified treaties, given that a significant portion of Kazakhstan’s international
obligations enters into force by other means, may result in the loss of public access to a substantial body
of existing treaties. Taken together, these changes may negatively affect the international reputation of the
Republic of Kazakhstan as a State consistently adhering to the principles of the rule of law and the good-faith
performance of international obligations, and may increase caution on the part of international partners and
investors. In this regard, it appears justified to preserve the current wording of Article 4 of the Constitution or
to refine draft Article S of the new Constitution so as to ensure the priority, completeness, and transparency
of the operation of international law within the domestic legal order.

A. A6buraityas;, PhD, Associate Professor, Maqsut Narikbayev University (Kasakcranm
Pecmy6aukacer, Acrana 1<,.): KasakcTaHHBIH KOHCTHTYIMSIABIK pedopMachl >K9HE XaAbIKAPAABIK
MiHAeTTeMeAepi: Kepi meriny me?

Maxasapa Kasaxcran Pecrrybankacsiasiy sxana KoHcTHTyImsIchIHBIH S-6a0bI )KOOACBIHAA YCHIHBIAFAH
XAABIKAPAABIK KYKbIKTBIH IIIIKi KYKbIK KYHECIHAETi OPHbI MEH POAiIH peTTeyTIe KaThICThI ©3TepicTep TAAAAHAABL
Epexure Hazap «0acKa XaABIKAPAABIK MiHAETTEMEAEP> KaTeTOPHSCHIH AABII TACTAYFA, PaTHPUKALINSIAAHFAH
XAABIKAPAABIK MAPTTAPABIH OaCHIMABIABIFBIHBIH, KOHCTUTYLIMSIABIK, GEKITYAIH SKOKTBIFbIHA, OAAPABIH dpeKeT
ery TepTiGiH PEeTTEATiH HOPMATHUBTIK 6a3aHbIH «3aHHAMAAAH>» <« 3aHAApFa>» ©3repyiHe, COHAAN-AK PeCMHU
JKapHSIAQY TaAaObIH TeK PaTUHKALMIAAHFAH XaABIKAPAABIK [IAPTTAPFa IIEKTEYTe ayAApBIAAABL. XaAbIKapa-
ABIK, KyKbIK HOpMaaapsiHa, Kaszaxcran Pecriybankacsr Koncruryrmsaasik, COTHIHBIH MPaKTHUKACHIHA JKOHE
XaABIKAPAABIK OPTaH Ta>1<ip1/16eciHe CY¥ieHe OTBIPBIII, Oya esrepicrep KYKbIKTBIK, 6eAricizpixxe, XAABIKAPAADIK,
JKOHe iIlKi KYKBIK apachIHAAFBI KAABINTACKAH KAThIHACTAP MOAEAIHIH JACipeyiHe, XaAbIKapaABIK, MiHAETTEMe-
AepAl iCKe aCBIPYAQFBI KUBIHABIKTAPFA XKIHE MEMAEKETTIH OeaeAiHe JKaFbIMCBI3 ICep eTyTre IKeAyi MyMKIH Aell
KOphIThIHABIAAHAABL Makasasa Kasaxcran PecIryOANKaChIHBIH XaABIKAPAABIK, MIHACTTEMEAEPIH aAAA OPBIH-
AQYADI J)K9HE YATTBIK KYKBIK >KYHECiHiH KYKbIKTHIK, 60AXKaMABIABIFBIH KAMTaMAChl3 €TeTiH KOHCTHUTYIIUSABIK
KeIAAIKTEpAL CaKTay HeMece HaKThIAAy KaKeTTiri KepceTiAeal.

Tyiiindi cesdep: xarvikaparvix kykuix; Kasaxcman Pecnybauxacvimoiyy Koncmumyyusces; xasviapasvis
wapmmap; 6acka XasbiKaparbik MiHOemmemerep; XarbiKaparbix wapmmapovity 6acoimobizbl; XaAbIKAPAAbIK
KYKbIKMbL icKe acblpy; XasbiKapasbik adem ypuinmap; Xarvlkapaiblk, wapmmapovt Kapusiay; KyKbiKmoik
atiKbIHObIK; MEMAEKEMIMIH XAAbIKAPAAbIK OedeA.

A. A6biraityant, PhD, Associate Professor, Magsut Narikbayev University (Pecry6anka Kazax-
craH, . Actana): Koncrurynnonnas pedopma n MexaAyHapoaHbIe o6s3aTeabctsa Kazaxcrana: mar
Ha3aA?

B crarpe aHAAM3BHpYIOTCS M3MeHEHHs, NpPeAAOXKeHHbIe B IpoekTe cTarbu S HoBoil KoHcTHTyrmm
Pecrry6anxu KasaxcraH, Kacaromjpecsl peryAMpOBaHMS MECTa U POAM MEXAYHAPOAHOTO IpaBa BO BHY-
TpeHHeM npaBonopsiake. Ocoboe BHUMAaHUE YAEASIETCS HCKAIOUEHUIO KATETOPHH «HHBIE MEXKAYHAPOAHBIE
00513aTeABCTBA>, OTCYTCTBUIO KOHCTUTYLJMOHHOIO 3aKPENAEHNs [IPHOPUTETHOCTH PATHUIMPOBAHHDIX
MEXAYHAPOAHBIX AOTOBOPOB, CY)KEHHIO HOPMATHBHOM 0a3bl, PEIyAUPYIOLieN IOPSAOK MX AEHCTBHUS, C
«3aKOHOAATEABCTBA» AO «3AKOHOB>, 4 TAKKe OIPAHMYEHHI0 TPeOOBAHUSI 00 OPHIIMAABHOM OIYOAUKO-
BaHHMU TOABKO PaTHUIIPOBAHHBIMU AOTOBOpaMi. Ha OCHOBe HOPM MEXAYHAPOAHOTO IIPaBa, IPAKTHKY
Koucrurynunonnoro Cyaa Pecrry6anxu KaszaxcraH i IIpakTHUKU MeXXAYHAP OAHBIX OPTaHOB 00OCHOBBIBAETCS,
9TO 9T M3MEHEHVSI MOI'Y T IIPUBECTH K IIPABOBOI HEOIIPEACASHHOCTH, OCAAOACHHIO CYILECTBYIOLIE MOACAH
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COOTHOMIEHHSI MEXKAYHAPOAHOTO ¥ BHYTPEHHETO IPaBa, 3aTPYAHEHHSIM B MIIA€MEHTAIINH MEXXAYHAPOAHBIX
00513aTeAbCTB 1 HETATUBHBIM PEITy TAIJIOHHBIM TOCAEACTBHSIM AASL TOCYAQPCTBA. AeAaeTCsl BBIBOA O Heobxo-
AMMOCTU COXPAHEHHS HAM YTOYHEHHUs] KOHCTHTYLIMOHHBIX TAPAHTHIL, 06eCIIeYnBatoIuX AOGPOCOBECTHOE
BBIIIOAHEHHE MEXAYHAPOAHBIX 00s13aTeabcTB Pecirybanku Kasaxcran i mpaBoByIo IpeACKa3yeMOCTb HaLH-
OHAABHOM IPaBOBOM CUCTEMBI.

Kurouesvie crosa: memdynapodnoe npaso; Koncmumyyus Pecnybauxu Kasaxcman; mexcdynapoduvie
doz080pbi; utble MeXOYHAPOOHbIE 003A1MEALCIBA; NPUOPUIMENM MENOYHAPOOHbIX 002080P08; UMNAEMEHMAYUS]
MeH0yHApoOHO20 npasa; mexcdyHapodHvie obbau; onybaukosarue memdyHapooHvix 002080pos; npasosas
0npedeAéHHOCIb; MeXOYHAPOOHAS penymayus 20cy0apcmea.
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