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PERSPECTIVES OF THE KYRGYZ PARLIAMENTARY EXPERIMENT IN 

THE LIGHT OF TWO ELECTIONS (2010–2015) 

 

Pál Gyene 

 

Faculty of International Managment and Business, Budapest Business School, 22–24,  

Diósy L. str., Budapest H-1165, Hungary. 

 E-mail:gyene.palistvan@uni-bge.hu. 

 

Following Juan Linz’s 1990 paper about “The Perils of Presidentialism”, which launched 

a debate in the literature of political science, a fruitful discussion has emerged about the effects 

parliamentarian and presidential forms of government may have on democratic transition and the 

consolidation of democracy. The present paper uses the “neoinstitutional debate” theoretical 

framework to analyze the experience so far of the Kyrgyz “parliamentary experiment” following 

the 2010 revolution. The Kyrgyz political system is characterised by a low level of political 

institutionalization and party formation, strong person-centred political culture and the informal 

dominance of regional clans. In the long run, switching to the parliamentary form of government 

might have a lasting effect on these features: it may catalyse the process of party formation and 

lessen the person-centred character of Kyrgyz internal politics, while boosting cooperation 

between regional elite groups. Overall, it could make a considerable contribution to the success 

of the democratic transition in Kyrgyzstan. At the same time, under the political Kyrgyz 

conditions, parliamentary government may pose serious threats: if the role of program-based 

political parties cannot be strengthened at the expense of informal clans, then because there are 

no genuine political parties, mainly those effects of parliamentary government will be manifested 

that add to government instability, and consequently might destabilize the whole Kyrgyz 

political system. 

 

Kyrgyzstan, constitution, parliamentarism, election, electorate systems, political party, party 

system, informal clans 
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ANALYZING THE ISSUES OF PARLIAMENTARISM IN SOVIET RUSSIA 

 

YURY L. SHUL’ZHENKO 

 

Institute of State and Law, Russian Academy of Sciences, 10, Znamenka str., Moscow 

119019, Russian Federation. 

 E-mail: constitution@igpran.ru. 

 

The article deals with the ideas of Parliamentarism in theoretical studies and their 

practical application in the period of Soviet history in Russia.  The author indicates that by the 

beginning of the Soviet period there were certain practical achievements in this field, namely, the 

foundation and the work of the State Council and State Duma as an analog of the bicameral 

parliament (1905 – February 2017); establishment of the Provisional Council of the Republic 

(September, 20 – October, 25 2017); preparatory activities and opening (convocation) of the 

Constituent Assembly. In theoretical terms we can speak about creation of national concept of 

Parliamentarism on the basis of foreign experience and thoughts of scholars from Britain, 

Germany, USA, France and other countries. However, since the beginning the state power in the 

Soviet Russia demonstrated its divorce with the parliamentarian principles. The first in this line 

was the principle of separation of powers underlying the development of Parliamentarian system, 

https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511559204.008
http://nd.edu/~kellogg/publications/workingpapers/WPS/200.pdf


which was decisively rejected by the Soviet power. Instead, the idea of popular representation 

was redeveloped on the base of K. Marks’s and V. Lenin’s works.  “Soviets” were considered 

the most appropriate form of governance by the working class, called a dictatorship of 

proletariat, where legislative and executive powers were not separated.  

Any study on the issue of parliamentarism was hardly carried out during the Soviet 

period of Russian history. Actually at that time, the Soviet scholars in the field of legal studies of 

state focused on critique of the parliamentary system, arguing the thesis of its decline in the 

capitalist countries both with the idea of the increasing role of the executive branch. It is 

emphasized in the article that the alike trends which were criticized in connection with the 

representative bodies of bourgeois countries, took place in the Soviet state. So, the execution of 

the   Lenin’s project of governance with no separation of the legislative and the executive powers 

resulted in the fact that the representative bodies were not actually the highest and the 

government acted beyond any accountability and control. In the years of socialism the real power 

belonged to the bodies of the Communist party; the program of the Communist Party of the 

Soviet Union turned into the real Constitution and the law was superseded by documents of the 

Communist party congresses, conferences, plenary meetings and by the statements of the party 

leaders. The situation began to change only in the years of Perestroika. Separation of powers 

once again began to prove as a fundamental principle of the state government. The new 

approaches to understanding the place of the representative bodies in the system of the 

separation of powers were reflected in the amendments to the Soviet Union Constitution as well 

as the constitutions of the federal and autonomous republics of 1988-1991.   

 

 Parliamentarism, popular representation, separation of powers, executive power, political 

party, soviet power, the Soviet Union, Communist party. 
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THE IDEAS OF PARLIAMENTARISM IN THE WORKS OF N.I. 
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119019, Russian Federation. 

E-mail: constitution@igpran.ru. 

 

Nikolay Ivanovich Lazarevskii (1868—1921) — a famous Russian scholar and a notable 

public figure, author of works on constitutional law. In his theoretical works he defended the 

idea of separation of powers, public representation and constitutionalism. He always stressed 

importance of civil freedom and considered the public opinion as a moving force in the 

development of society. His approaches toward the authority of the parliament, multiparty 

system, party discipline, advantages of proportional electoral system are still actual. He tried to 



realize his ideas in practice, presided over the Juridical Council of the Temporary Government, 

participated in the work of the Special Council for drafting Statute on elections to the Constituent 

Assembly and in the work of the Special commission on preparation of the Basic laws of the 

State (February — October 1917). 

After October 1917 Lazarevskii worked in the Institute of economic research and in the 

Institute of national economy, was a deputy rector of Petrograd university. However he had not 

forsaken his ideas. He drafted projects of laws on administrative governance and on elections to 

the Constituent Assembly. These drafts were prepared for an organization (led by V.N. 

Tagantzev) that had as its purposes restoration of civil rights, multiparty system and abolition of 

Bolshevik’s RKP dictatorship. He paid his life for this activity with others convicted for 

Tagantzev case. 

 

 N.I. Lazarevskii, people’s representation, parliament, parliamentarism, multiparty system, 

proportional electoral system, State Duma, monarchy. 
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Legal basis for economic mechanism of nomadic Kyrgyz society were mainly customary 

norms. These norms reflected special features of feudal relations, economic structure of the 

society and methods of employment. The main customary legal instrument for employment in 

nomadic Kyrgyz society were “discharge agreements”. In customary law such agreements would 

encompass rules that were characterized by formality, definitiveness, obligatory nature, would 

establish rights and obligations of the parties, thus forming customary agreements. Discharge 

agreements had a relatively complex nature. They would allow for formal freedom of an 

employee and indeed an employment agreement existed. At the same time that person became 

subjected to the power of the owner, though this power extended to the function performed and 

not the person himself. Despite some features resembling contractual employment in market 

economy, discharge agreements remained typical customary legal device that permitted to use 

labour in the conditions of feudal nomadic Kyrgyz society. 
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relations, employment, Kyrgyzstan. 

 

REFERENCES 

 

Asankanov, A.A. (2003). Osobennosti formirovaniya i razvitiya gosudarstv Tsentral’noi 

Azii (na primere gosudarstv kyrgyzov) [Specifics of Formation and Development of the Central 

Asian States (on Example of the States of Kyrgyz)]. In: D. Dzhunushaliev, A. Kakeev and V. 

Ploskikh, eds. Problemy politogeneza Kyrgyzskoi gosudarstvennosti [Problems of Politogenesis 

of the Kyrgyz Statehood]. Bishkek: ARKHI, 2003, pp. 161—176. (in Russ.). 

Baktygulov, D.S. (1990). Istoriya kochevogo krest’yanstva SSSR [History of a 

Nomadic Peasantry of the USSR]. Bishkek: Kantskaya tipografiya. (in Russ.).  

Bartol’d, V.V. (1927). Kirgizy (istoricheskii ocherk) [Kyrgyz (historical review)]. Frunze: 



Kirgizgosizdat.(in Russ.). 

Berman, H.J. (1983). Law and Revolution: The Formation of the Western Legal 

Tradition. Cambridge, Massachusetts and London, England: Harvard University Press, 1983. 

[Russ. ed.: Berman, H.J. (1994). Zapadnaya traditsiya prava: epokha formirovaniya. Moscow: 

MGU Publ.]. 

David, R. (1964). Les grands systemes de droit contemporains. Paris: Dalloz. (In French). 

[Russ. ed.: David, R. (1967). Osnovnye pravovye sistemy sovremennosti [The Main Legal 

Systems of Modern Period]. Translated from French by M.A. Krutogolov and V.A.Tumanov. 

Moscow: Progress]. 

Dumanov, Kh.M. and Pershits A.I. (2001). Mononormatika i nachal’noe parvo. Stat’ya 

vtoraya [Mononormative System and Elementary Law. Second Article]. Gosudarstvo i pravo 

[State and Law], (9), pp. 85—91. (in Russ.). 

Dzhamgerchinov, B. (1966). Ocherk politicheskoi istorii Kirgizii XIX veka [Review of 

the Political History of Kyrgyzstan of the XIX century]. Frunze: Kyrgyzstan. (in Russ.). 

Dzhamgerchinov, B. (1959). Prisoedinenie Kirgizii k Rossii [Kyrgyzstan’s Accession to 

Russia]. Moscow: Sotsekgiz. (in Russ.). 

Dzhunushev, K. (1962). Ekonomicheskie predposylki vozniknoveniya tovarnogo 

khozyaistva v dorevolyutsionnoi Kirgizii [Economic Preconditions of Commodity Production in 

the Pre-revolutionary Kyrgyzstan]. Frunze: AN Kirgizskoi SSR Publ. (in Russ.). 

Dzhunushev, K. (1965). Razvitie tovarno-denezhnykh otnoshenii v dorevolyutsionnoi 

Kirgizii [The Development of Commodity-Money Relations in Pre-revolutionary Kyrgyzstan]. 

Frunze: Ilim. (in Russ.). 

Grodekov, N.I. (1989). Kirgizy i karakirgizy Syr-Dar’inskoi oblasti [Kyrgyz and 

Karakyrgyz of the Syr-Darya Region]. Vol. 1. Tashkent: Tipolitografiya S.I. Lakhtina. (in 

Russ.). 

Kashanina, T.V. (1999). Proiskhozhdenie gosudarstva i prava. Sovremennye traktovki i 

novye podkhody [The Origin of State and Law. Modern Interpretations and New Approaches]. 

Moscow: Yurist. (in Russ.). 

Khokhlov, E.B. (2013). Istoriya truda i trudovoe pravo V 3 t. [The Labour History and 

Labour Law. In 3 vol.] (I.Yu. Kozlikhin, ed.). Vol. 1. Saint Petersburg: Izdatel’skii dom Sankt-

Peterburgskogo gosudarstvennogo universiteta. (in Russ.). 

Khokhlov, E.B. ed. (1996). Kurs rossiiskogo trudovogo prava. V 3 t. T. 1. Obshchaya 

chast’ [The Course of Russian Labour Law. In 3 vol., Volume 1. The General Part]. Saint 

Petersburg: Sankt-Peterburgskii gosudarstvennyi universitet Publ. (in Russ.). 

Kubanov, A.A. and Starkov, V.N. (2004). Kul’tura vlasti [The Culture of Power]. 

Novosibirsk: Nika. (in Russ.). 

Manov, G.N. ed. (1995). Teoriya prava i gosudarstva [Theory of State and Law]. 

Moscow: BEK. (in Russ.). 

Markov, G.E. (1976). Kochevniki Azii. Struktura khozyaistva i obshchestvennoi 

organizatsii [The Nomads of Asia. The Structure of the Economy and Public Organizations]. 

Moscow: Moskovskii universitet Publ. (in Russ.). 

Masson, V.M. (2003). Politogenez stepnykh obshchestv i kochevye imperii [The 

Politogenesis of the Steppe Societies and Nomadic Empires] In: D. Dzhunushaliev, A. Kakeev 

and V. Ploskikh, eds. Problemy politogeneza Kyrgyzskoi gosudarstvennosti [Problems of 

Politogenesis of the Kyrgyz Statehood]. Bishkek: ARKHI. pp. 101—114. (in Russ.). 

Mukambaeva, G.A. (1998). Gosudarstvo i pravo Kyrgyzstana [State and Law of 

Kyrgyzstan]. Bishkek: OsOO surot-Basma — Salonu. (in Russ.). 

Myakutin, A.I. (1910). Yuridicheskii byt kirgizov: I. Veshchnoe pravo. II. 

Obyazatel’stvennoe parvo [The Legal Life of the Kyrgyz People: I. Property Law. II. Law of 

Obligations] In: Trudy Orenburgskoi uchenoi arkhivnoi komissii [Works of Orenburg Scientific 

Archival Commission], Issue 25. Orenburg: Tipografiya Turgaiskogo oblastnogo pravleniya. (in 

Russ.). 



Pashkov, A.P. (1993). Dogovory o trude v usloviyakh mnogoukladnoi ekonomiki 

[Labour Agreements in a Pluristructural Economy]. Gosudarstvo i pravo [State and Law], (6), 

pp. 57—65. (in Russ.). 

Ploskikh, V.M. (1972). Obshchina i patriarkhal’no-rodovoi uklad u kirgizov XIX veka 

[The Community and the Patriarchal Tribal Structure of the Kyrgyz in XIX Century]. In: 

V.P. Sherstobitov, ed. K istorii sotsial’no-ekonomicheskikh ukladov Kirgizstana [The History of 

the Socioeconomic Structure of Kyrgyzstan]. Frunze: Ilim. pp. 24—52 (in Russ.). 

Pogorel’skii, P. and Batrakov, V. (1930). Ekonomika kochevogo aula Kirgizstana [The 

Economy of the Kyrgyzstan Nomadic Village]. Moscow: Izdanie Sovnarkoma KASSR. (in 

Russ.). 

Potapov, L.P. (1954). O sushchnosti patriarkhal’no-feodal’nykh otnoshenii u kochevykh 

narodov Srednei Azii i Kazakhstana [On the Nature of Patriarchal Feudal Relations Among the 

Nomadic Peoples of Central Asia and Kazakhstan]. Voprosy Istorii, (6), pp. 73—89. (in Russ.). 

Ramankulov, K.P. (2006). Vlast’ i pravo v ekonomicheskom mekhanizme: sootnoshenie i 

funktsional’nye svyazi [Power and Law in the Economic Mechanism: Correlation and Functional 

Relationships]. Pravovedenie, (5), pp. 35—40. (in Russ.). 

Strumilin, P.G. (1954). Istoriya chernoi metallurgii v SSSR. T. 1. Feodal’nyi period, 

1500—1860 gg. [History of Ferrous Metallurgy in the USSR, Volume 1: The Feudal Period 

1500— 1860]. Moscow: AN SSSR. (in Russ.). 

Strumilin, P.G. (1966). Ocherki ekonomicheskoi istorii Rossii i SSSR [Essays on the 

Economic History of Russia and the Soviet Union]. Moscow: Nauka. (in Russ.). 

Tal’, L.S. (1908). Novyi opyt zakonodatel’noi normirovki rabochego dogovora 

(okonchanie) [New Experience of Legislative Normalization of the Employment Contract (The 

Last Part)]. Pravo [Law], (34), pp. 1829—1835. (in Russ.). 

Tal’, L.S. (1913). Trudovoi dogovor. Tsivilisticheskoe issledovanie. Ch.1.: Obshchie 

ucheniya [Employment Contract. Civil Study. Part 1: General Concepts]. Yaroslavl: Tipografiya 

Gubernskogo pravleniya. (in Russ.). 

Tolstov, P.P., ed. (1962). Narody Srednei Azii i Kazakhstana [The Peoples of Central 

Asia and Kazakhstan]. In 2 vol., Volume 1. Moscow: Akademiya nauk SSSR Publ.. (in Russ.). 

Valeev, D.Zh. (1974). Obychnoe pravo i nachal’nye etapy ego genezisa [Customary Law 

and the Initial Stages of its Genesis]. Pravovedenie, (6), pp. 71—78. (in Russ.). 

Vasil’ev, L.S. (1982). Fenomen vlasti-sobstvennosti. K probleme tipologii 

dokapitalisticheskih struktur [The Phenomenon of Power-Property. On the Problem of Typology 

of Pre-capitalist Structures]. In: L.B. Alaev, ed. Tipy obshchestvennykh otnoshenii na Vostoke v 

Srednie veka [The Types of Social Relations in the East in the Middle Ages]. Moscow: Nauka. 

(in Russ.). 

 

AUTHOR’S INFO: 

 

Kubanychbek S. Ramankulov — Candidate of Legal Sciences, Professor, Head of the 

Civil Law and Procedure Department, Faculty of Law, Zhusup Balasagyn Kyrgyz National 

University. 

 

FOR CITATION: 

 

Ramankulov, K.S. (2017). Nomadic Kyrgyz Society: Emergence of Customary Labour 

Agreements and Development of Economic and Labour Relations. Proceedings of the Institute of 

State and Law of the RAS, 12(2), pp. 74–92. 

 

DRUG COURTS: AMERICAN EXPERIENCE 

 

Svetlana V. Polubinskaya 



 

Institute of State and Law, Russian Academy of Sciences, 10, Znamenka str., Moscow 

119019, Russian Federation. 

E-mail: svepol@yandex.ru. 

 

Drug courts have appeared in the US in the late 80’s as an alternative to traditional 

criminal justice in response to the growing number of drug trafficking crimes, strengthening of 

criminal legislation and overburdening of the criminal justice system. The tasks of drug courts, 

apart from general reduction of drug related crimes are: reduction of illicit use of drugs (and 

other psychoactive substances), the application of a multidisciplinary approach when considering 

individual cases, to provision of court-supervised drug treatment for individuals, whose cases are 

heard by a court, solution of social problems of these persons, as well as decrease of the burden 

laying upon criminal courts, police and prisons. 

American drug courts are specialized bodies within the ordinary criminal jurisdiction 

courts, implementing treatment and rehabilitation programs for persons who have committed 

drug trafficking and other drug-related crimes and who are dependent on drugs or other 

psychoactive substances. The judge acts as the leader of a multidisciplinary team of 

professionals, usually consisting of a prosecutor, defense attorney, probation officer, 

representatives of the health services and the police, as well as program coordinator. 

As a general rule, drug courts jurisdiction covers cases of non-violent drug trafficking 

crimes, as well as other acts committed in connection with drug use if the accused suffers severe 

or moderate substance abuse. Such courts operate either at the pre-trial stage, while the trial is 

adjourned, or after the trial, while sentencing is adjourned or while sentence itself is suspended. 

In addition to imposing the duty to undergo drug treatment under the supervision of the 

court, the defendants can be sent to social services for family counseling, vocational training, 

provision of psychiatric and other medical care, education, housing and other social assistance. 

Most drug courts’ programes vary in duration from 12 to 24 months. Its successful completion 

may result in court’s dismissing the criminal charge, reducing or setting aside the sentence, 

reducing of the term of probation. 

The majority of scientific drug courts’ evaluations provide evidence on the 

effectiveness of such courts in comparison with other forms of state response to drug 

trafficking and other drug-related crimes. Such studies are commonly based on number of new 

arrests, both for any crime, and only for offences related to drugs, number of new convictions 

and custodial sentences, as well as cases of illegal use of drugs and other psychoactive 

substances and positive drug tests. 

In the US the success of drug courts has led to appearance of the same kind of specialized 

courts for various categories of persons with substance abuse problems, in particular for minors. 

Such courts are organized within general juvenile courts. 

The American experience of drug courts as an alternative to traditional criminal justice 

has become an example for other countries, where specialized courts also have been established. 

UN Office on Drugs and Crime supports provision of appropriate treatment instead of criminal 

punishment, inter alia when such treatment is ordered via drug courts verdicts, especially for 

persons who use drugs and have not committed serious drug trafficking crimes. 
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The times of globalization are characterized by unification in the sphere of international 

private law, which is supposed to facilitate legal ordering of economic activity and prevent 

unnecessarily complicated legal disputes. As known, in international trade unification is 

particularly successful. However unification of laws pertaining to legal entities turned to be 

impossible even within the EU where since 1957 free movement of goods, persons, services and 

capital has to be provided. Different approaches of EU countries to this issue still present a 

problem for this purpose. Both in the EU and in Russia professional legal community is 

concerned with too liberal methods of definition of nationality of a legal entity, which permit 

foreign companies to profit from legal advantages designed for national corporations. The 

doctrine of control over nationality definition is being reviewed both in Russia and in the EU. 

The doctrine of recognition of legal entities is more relevant for the EU. Generally, the article 

shows significant similarities between international status of companies in Russian and in EU 

law. 
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The freedom of labour is a constitutional principle enshrined in Art.37 of the Constitution of 

the Russian Federation that suggests free choice of forms of work. One of these forms is a wage 

work. In most cases wage work implies a contractual employment. A contract of employment as a 

legal way to establish employment relations has passed through a period of formation and 

development in our country. Therefore the concept of agreement as a result of offer and acceptance in 

employment relations was not recognized and implemented in labour legislation immediately. 

The RSFSR Labour Code 1918 did not apply a notion of a contract of employment as 

well as the term «hired labour». However, the Code indicated the presence of some signs of 

agreement in employment relations of that time. It happened for the first time in national 

legislation when the right to work was secured under the Labour Code 1918. 

The RSFSR Labour Code 1922 regulated the contract of employment in more detail as 

«an agreement between two or more persons under which one party (an employee) agrees to 

provide its manpower to another party (an employer) in return for a specified remuneration» 

(Art. 27(1)). 

A new concept of an employment contract was suggested by the Labour Code of the 

Russian Federation (RF) 1971 where a contract consisted of mutual rights and obligations of the 

parties which should be considered the content of a contract. Contract of employment contained 

provisions, agreed by the parties as well as rules, specified in regulations (Art.15). 

A new stage of development of the employment contract is associated with the Labour 

Code of RF, adopted 30 December 2001. The Code regulates quite extensively the material 

content and procedural requirements related to conclusion of contracts (Art.56). The Labour 

Code also provides special safeguards for the right to dispose freely human abilities to work and 

to choose activity and profession. Although a number of articles in the Code reproduce former 

Labour Code provisions, their modern content should be considered in view of social 

development in process. 
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Labour law studies in the Republic of Azerbaijan have started to develop after the 

adoption of the Fundamentals of legislation of the USSR and Union republics on labour on July 

15, 1970. 



Although the Azerbaijan SSR Labour Code from December 10, 1971 generally 

accumulated almost all provisions of that Fundamentals of legislation, its structure was more 

detailed and specific, and in some cases it took into account special traits of national historical 

development of Azerbaijan. The Azerbaijan Republic Labour Code currently in force was 

adopted on February 1, 1999 and has many similarities with the Russian Federation Labour 

Code. However Azerbaijan labour law has its distinctive traits e.g. in the notion of employment 

contract. The parties to the employment contract are the employee and employer — a feature 

common to the Russian Federation and the Azerbaijan Republic Labour Codes. However the 

Azerbaijan Republic Labour Code also gives definition of an enterprise, omitted in the Russian 

Federation Labour Code. The latter, in contrast with the Azerbaijan Republic Labour Code, 

provides for the conclusion of employment contracts with persons under 14 years of age. Special 

features of the Azerbaijan Republic Labour Code are permission (by consent of the parties) to 

use standard employment agreement annexed to the Code; possibility to collectively execute an 

employment contract; compulsory registration of a notification about labour contract in 

electronic information system. The Russian Federation and the Azerbaijan Republic Labour 

Codes have other significant differences. Analysis of such differences permits to understand 

better modern evolution of the institute of employment contract in FSE. 
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Corruption offense is a fairly new legal basis to terminate the employment contract on the 

initiative of the employer which implies inability to continue working. This was introduced by 

the “Anti-Corruption Act” dated July 2, 1998 and is currently enshrined in Art. 52.1(21) of the 

Labour Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan of November 23, 2015. 

Considering that dismissal from work is an extreme measure in relation to the employee, 

having committed corruption offense, the legislator has determined a number of conditions under 

which it might be recognized lawful. So, an employee could be dismissed on the ground of 

corruption offense just in case his guilt is established in court. Besides, Art. 52.1(21) of the 

Labour Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan is applicable only to those who are considered the 

subjects of the corruption offence under the “Anti-Corruption Act”. 

Legal basis in question which allows the employer to terminate employment contract 

calls ambivalent comments by legal scholars. There are also various problems which arise from 

the practice of law. Literal interpretation of the Labour Code provision assumes that the 

employment contract could be terminated only if the court ruled to the effect excluding further 

working. However the legislator did not clearly indicate what type of judicial decision is required 

to make a dismissal on that ground. In criminal proceedings the court should reach a verdict, 

while in administrative proceedings the court should issue an order. Moreover, there is 

deficiency in the application of the legislation due to the fact that the employers used to rely on 

special regulations in case of dismissal from work on the ground of corruption offense instead of 

Art. 52.1(21) of the Labour Code. It appears that the employers must necessarily refer to 

provisions of the Labour Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan in addition to reference to the 

special regulations. 
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Significantly increased intensity of the migration flows, due to a number of military 

conflicts in the Middle East caused a whole range of problems for the EU Member States in 

recent years: from the lack of housing and the problems of health care and social welfare, as well 

as the difficulties of intercultural interaction to increased levels of crime and terrorist threats. The 

author examines the main areas of funding of the immediate action to overcome the migration 

crisis allocated by the European Agenda on Migration 2015. Appropriate resources are sent, 

firstly, to solve the migration problems within the European Union, and secondly — beyond it. 

In particular, the legal bases of functioning, main goals, objectives and funding levels of the 

Asylum, Migration and Integration Fund, the Internal Security Fund, EU Regional Trust Fund in 

Response to the Syrian Crisis, the «Madad Fund», as well as European Agency for the 

Management of Operational Cooperation at the External Borders (Frontex) and its joint-

operations «Triton» and «Poseidon» are investigated. It is noted that, despite some assistance 

provided by the European Union, the main financial and economic burden of the migration crisis 

lies on its Member States. The author believes, that the migration crisis which broke out in 

Europe, has led to an increase in the ideas of nationalism in the EU countries and is able to 

jeopardize its future existence. At the same time consideration of the European experience, as 

well as a coherent migration policy within the framework of the Eurasian Economic Union can 

help our country and its partners to avoid or cope more effectively with the challenges mentioned 

above faced by the European Union. 
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Program.  

 The book by the Canadian researcher Athanase Giocas is devoted to the intellectual 

heritage of Vladimir S. Soloviev and the pertinence of this heritage for the contemporary 

philosophical discussions about the law. The review underscores the originality of Giocas’ 

approach to the philosophical ideas of Soloviev on the law and politics, and especially the 

examination of these ideas in the light of the traditions of the Orthodox patristic and 

iconography. This book is evaluated as to its relevance in the trove of the previous research 

works about Soloviev and his conceptions both in the Russian and Western scholarship. One of 

the important theses of this book is the examination of the theoretical foundations of the 

conception of human rights in the context of the Christian dogma of human dignity. Giocas 

justifies these foundations in the aspect of the philosophical conception of God-Humanity 

elaborated by Soloviev. Another important inspiration of the reviewed book is the project of an 

inter-disciplinary approach that would integrate religious, scientific and metaphysical 

perspectives of the legal reality. The author affirms the possibility of such an approach basing on 

the examples taken from our days and points out at the relevance of Soloviev’s critic against the 

abstract principles. As well, Giocas argues about the potential of Soloviev’s insights about an 

integral knowledge and about his conception of the all-inclusiveness that reflects the integrality 

of human knowledge. As one of the remarkable qualities of the reviewed book can be mentioned 

the fact that this monograph is not simply one more commentary on Soloviev’s ideas. The author 

formulates a more comprehensive task of intertwining these ideas into a broader perspective of 

the constitutional, theological and anthropological questions that since the ages have been 

discussed in the Orthodox theology and philosophy. 
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