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The Constitution in foreign countries

The main source of constitutional law in foreign countries is the constitution. The article notes that the consti-
tution establishes a certain model of the social and state system in a particular country, establishes a system of
government bodies, establishes a form of government, determines the basis for the legal status of a person in
the system of social relations. In turn, the constitution is at the head of the entire hierarchical system of nor-
mative legal acts. The constitution defines the forms of legal acts adopted by public authorities. It defines the
subjects of legislative regulation. The ways of adopting constitutions are considered, such as: granted, con-
tractual, parliamentary, the adoption of a constituent assembly, a referendum. The structure of constitutions in
foreign countries has been studied in more detail: the preamble, which describes the historical conditions for
the adoption of an act; the main text of the constitution, which is divided into sections, chapters, paragraphs,
articles and final (transitional) provisions, which, as a rule, determine the order of entry into force of this con-
stitution and the procedure for bringing the legislation in force into compliance with the new constitution. It is
emphasized that the content of constitutions adopted in different countries or in one country, but at different
times, is very different. Each constitution is characterized by its scope and content. The article reveals that the
constitution establishes the basic principles on which all legal regulation of public relations is based.

Keywords: the constitution of foreign countries, the properties of the constitution, the ways of adopting the
constitution, structure, form and content of the constitution in foreign countries.

The Constitution is the main source of constitutional law and the basic law of the state due to its special
legal properties [1; 109]. It should be noted that in the literature there has not yet been a single approach to
the list of legal properties of the constitution - different properties are distinguished in different scientific
sources, but as a rule, the following: the constituent character, the supremacy, the supreme legal force, the
property of being the legal basis of the current legislation, direct action and stability [1; 122]. Let's consider
them in the most general terms, stopping in more detail only those who need additional characteristics.

The most important legal property of the constitution is its constituent character. The Constitution es-
tablishes a certain model of the social and state system in a particular country, establishes a system of gov-
ernment bodies, establishes a form of government, determines the basis for the legal status of a person in the
system of social relations, etc. This is what Art. 1 of the Constitution of Spain (1978): «Spain is constituted
as a legal democratic social state that proclaims justice, equality and political pluralism as the highest values
of its legal order» [2; 50].

The supremacy is also one of the important properties of the constitution. This property is often mixed
with another property - the highest legal force. These are close, but not identical concepts. The supreme legal
force of the constitution is the special binding nature of its norms with respect to other acts. The supremacy
means that the constitution is at the head of the entire hierarchical system of normative legal acts. There is
not and can not be an act above the constitution.

A question may arise about the correlation of the norms of the constitution with international legal
norms and their priority. But, firstly, the priority of international acts is fixed primarily in the Constitution
itself. Secondly, the priority is given to international legal acts regarding the acts of the current legislation,
but not the constitution. If the Constitution does not contain a norm on the priority of international legal acts
in relation to internal laws, then there is no priority.

The problem of correlation of national constitutions and norms of international law has its own specifics
within the European Union, where so-called communal law operates, the norms of which have priority over
national law, including constitutional norms [1; 112]. However, after the entry into force of the Maastricht
Treaty, which formalized this Union, changes were made to the constitution of the member countries of the
European Union, setting the priority of only this type of norms over national legislation. Thus, even in this
case, the priority of the norms of international law is established directly in the constitution [3; 305].
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Next important legal property of the constitution consists of that:

1. The constitution establishes the basic beginning (principles) on which all legal regulation of public
relations is based, for example, the prohibition of retroactivity of the law establishing or aggravating respon-
sibility, the priority of federal law, etc.

2. The Constitution defines the forms of legal acts adopted by public authorities. Thus, Art. 85 of the
Constitution of Spain states: «Acts issued by the Government on the basis of delegation of legislative powers
are called legislative decrees».

3. The constitution determines the subjects of legislative regulation. According to the Constitution of It-
aly, for example, only the law can regulate the minimum age for employment (Article 37), the right to strike
(Article 40), salaries and other appropriations to the President (Article 84), etc.

The Constitution has one more property - it is a direct action. This property is noted by many research-
ers. However, the direct effect of the constitution can not be absolutized. The point is that the property of
direct action is, as a rule, the norms of material nature, which primarily consolidate the basic rights and free-
doms of the individual. In this case, the principle of direct action allows them to be executed without regard
to any other (mediating) acts, and the judicial authorities oblige this principle directly to protect these rights,
referring to the relevant norm of the constitution. As for procedural norms, that is, those that determine the
order of implementation of material norms, it is not always possible to ensure their direct action.

Finally, another property of the constitution is stability, manifested in the special (more complex) order
of its adoption and change. It is necessary to dwell on this property in more detail. The Constitution, on the
one hand, is designed to stabilize the system of public relations, laying down one or another model of the
state structure, and on the other hand, it by itself should not undergo frequent changes. Therefore, the consti-
tution provides for a special procedure for its adoption, making changes to it, which gives it the property of
stability. There are following ways of adopting constitutions: granted, contractual, parliamentary, the adop-
tion of a constituent assembly, a referendum.

The constitution of Jordan (1952), Qatar (1962), the Basic Law on the Power of Saudi Arabia (1992),
and the Basic Law of the Sultanate of Oman (1996) are granted by the monarchs.

The independent ways of adopting the constitution are parliamentary (most of the constitutions in force
are adopted in this way), adoption by the Constituent Assembly (with the help of this method, the US Consti-
tution (1787), Portugal (1976), Bulgaria (1991), etc.) were adopted.

Recently, another way of adopting the constitution is gaining popularity: a popular vote (referendum).
In this way, the constitutions of France (1958), Mongolia (1992), Russia (1993) and some others were adopt-
ed. The adoption of the constitution by referendum is considered in modern constitutional and legal literature
as the most democratic way. This is certainly true, but we must still keep in mind that it is hardly advisable to
take on such a complex and important issue as the content of constitutional norms for a referendum. With all
due respect to the will of the people, it should nevertheless be noted that the constitution is an act of a special
kind, containing norms expressed in the most abstract form. To understand their meaning and content re-
quires the availability of special knowledge in the field of law. Hence the popular vote on the draft constitu-
tion and the resulting decision can not be considered competent.

Public practice has developed another way of making constitutions, which can be called combined. It
consists in the fact that the constitution is first adopted by the parliament or constituent assembly, and only
then it is submitted for referendum. It seems that the latter method is preferable, since it combines repre-
sentative and direct democracy, allows for a thorough discussion of the text of the constitution at parliamen-
tary sessions (or constituent assembly) with the involvement of qualified specialists aware of all the subtle-
ties of constitutional and legal matter. In addition, in this case, the people themselves have the opportunity to
express their will regarding the text of the basic law. Voting on the draft constitution, the people either ap-
prove the decision passed by the parliament, giving this decision the highest legal force, or rejecting it. With
the help of this method, the constitutions of Spain (1978), Turkey (1982), Haiti (1987), Switzerland (2000)
and some others were adopted.

This property of the constitution, like stability, is also manifested in a special, complicated order of its
change. It is worth recalling the main ways to change the constitution: it is flexible, rigid, especially tough
and mixed. Practically all the methods mentioned are used.

A flexible way means that the constitution changes within the framework of an ordinary parliamentary
procedure. In a flexible way, those constitutions that are among the unwritten, or un-codified, ones change.
The constitutions of most foreign countries vary according to rigid or particularly stringent methods. These
methods will be discussed in detail in the Special Part. It is also worthwhile to give a description of the forms
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of introducing changes in the text of the constitution. Most often in foreign countries, the incorporation of
amendments into the text of the law is used, that is, the replacement of previous provisions with new ones.
Another form is the application of corrections to the text. In this case, the text itself does not change, and
changes are applied to the main (primary) text. This method was first used in the USA. The first 10 amend-
ments - the Bill of Rights (1789) - were attached to the text. In this way all other corrections were intro-
duced.

Form and content of the constitution in foreign countries. According to the form of the constitution,
they are written and unwritten. Writing is understood as a single normative legal act, containing in a systemic
order a set of constitutional and legal norms and differing from acts of the current legislation by a more com-
plicated procedure of adoption and higher legal force. Most countries have a written constitution, that is, a
single legal act is the main law of the country. In turn, the written constitutions are divided into codified and
non-codified. The latter consist of several acts (constitutional laws), which together form the constitution of a
given country. For example, the Constitution of Sweden consists of at least five constitutional laws, the Con-
stitution of Austria includes more than 10 constitutional and ordinary laws. The Constitution of Israel con-
sists of 12 basic laws and the Agreement on the Gaza Strip.

The British constitution has traditionally been cited as an example of an unwritten constitution. Alt-
hough the constitution of this country consists of several parts and the written right is, but there is no single
act called the «Constitution of Great Britain». Nor does New Zealand have a written and codified constitu-
tion.

The structure of constitutions in foreign countries has much in common. This preamble, which de-
scribes the historical conditions for the adoption of an act; the main text of the Constitution, which is divided
into sections, chapters, paragraphs, articles and final (transitional) provisions, which, as a rule, determine the
order of entry into force of this constitution and the procedure for bringing the legislation in force into com-
pliance with the new constitution.

The content of constitutions adopted in different countries or in one country, but at different times, is
very different. Each constitution is characterized by its scope and content. It is believed that the US Constitu-
tion - one of the most concise (contains only 9 thousand words) [4; 37]. There are, however, even shorter
constitutions, for example the Constitution of Libya (1969) has only about 2 thousand words [5; 409].
In contrast, it can be called the Constitution of India - a voluminous document, which includes nearly
400 articles and several applications. It details the competence of each state, each administrative-territorial
unit; it contains many provisions that have no constitutional significance at all. The constitutions of India and
Libya are two extremes. Between them all other constitutions are located.

Perhaps there is some optimal scope of the constitution, on the one hand, allowing to cover all areas
subject to constitutional regulation, on the other - leaving no room for unnecessary «unconstitutional» norms.
It seems that this can be an interesting topic for research.

The content of the constitution is constantly changing. This is predetermined primarily by changing the
subject of constitutional regulation. There are several trends in this kind of change. The first is an increase in
the proportion of norms regulating the status of the individual. It should be noted that the actual constitution-
al regulation begins from the moment when the restriction of state power in favor of the sphere of individual
interests is legislatively fixed. Therefore, the British Great Charter (1215) with full right refers to acts of a
constitutional nature. This act granted privileges to the upper class and thereby limited the power of the king.

In the US Constitution (1787), only a few rights were fixed: the electoral rights of citizens and some
others. This gap was filled by the first 10 amendments in 1789, but they also contained a rather incomplete
list of basic rights and freedoms. Constitution of the first generation, to which the US Constitution applies,
regulated the status of the individual only in the most general terms, fixing mainly political rights. Gradually,
the catalog of constitutional rights of the individual expanded. In the modern period, the rights enshrined in
the constitution include rights in the economic, social and spiritual spheres of life. Directly in the basic laws,
other elements of the constitutional status of the individual are fixed.

The second trend, manifested in the development of constitutional legislation, is the transfer of powers
from the legislative to executive power. Parliamentarism, established in the XVIII-XIX centuries, was initial-
ly characterized by a number of exclusive powers of the representative body of power. First of all, it is the
adoption of laws, the solution of such crucial issues as taxation, individual rights, issues of war and peace.
At present, there is a process of transition of these powers from legislative to executive power through the
institution of delegated legislation, through direct restriction of the sphere of activity of parliament, as, for
example, in France. In the constitutional legislation of foreign countries, priority is given to bills introduced
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by the government, before bills introduced by deputies. In addition, in some countries, the head of state is
empowered to enact acts that have the force of law.

The third trend is the expansion of the impact of state power on economic relations. If the constitutions
of the first stage fixed only the right of ownership in the sphere of the economy, at present they contain a
rather wide range of norms regulating economic relations. Thus, the Constitution of Spain (1978) contains a
special chapter called «On the Fundamental Principles of Socio-Economic Policy» (Chapter 3, Section 1)
and sect. 7 «Economics and Finance», where many rules regulating this sphere are fixed [2; 58].

Another trend in the development of constitutional legislation is the consolidation of the institution of
constitutional control. Directly the constitution establishes a specific body that monitors compliance with the
basic law of all other legal acts. Such a body is, as a rule, a constitutional court or other structure with appro-
priate powers (the Constitutional Council in France, the Bureau of Constitutional Investigations in Ethiopia,
etc.).

In more detail we will consider the constitution of Australia. Australia is a federation of former British
colonies on the Australian continent, whose constitution was enacted by the British Parliament in accordance
with the Constitutional Act of the Australian Union of 1900. The British Parliament itself did not participate
in its elaboration, the provisions of the Basic Law were discussed by representatives of colonial legislatures
on constitutional congresses in the 90s of the XIX century.

At the same time, a number of documents can be considered as a kind of supplement to the Constitu-
tion: acts of the parliaments of Australia and Great Britain (for example, the Westminster Statute, acts on the
Privy Council, etc.), constitutional agreements and decisions of the High Court of Australia, Constitution and
determines compliance of the legislative acts of the federation and states with it. The most important source
of constitutional law in Australia are the acts of 1986, which are a package of laws, including acts of the
Australian Union, the States and the United Kingdom with identical provisions. The power of the British
Parliament to pass laws for the Union on the basis of the Westminster Statute was terminated by the adoption
of these acts, while the existing restrictions on the legislative activities of the Union and the states were re-
moved. As a result, a sovereign state was created, whose independence can not subsequently be limited or
questioned in accordance with the legislation of another country. Any future cancellation (change) by the UK
of its acts against Australia has no legal significance within Australia.

Amendments to the Constitution are adopted by two chambers of parliament by an absolute majority,
after which they are put to a referendum in each state and are considered adopted if they are supported by the
majority of states and, in general, by the majority of Australian voters. Then the amendments are passed to
royal approval.

In general, the system of sources of law in Australia is as follows:

1. The Federal Constitution and the constitutions of the states. Paradoxically, not all even the most im-
portant constitutional principles are fixed in these written acts. Some of them are implied: for example, the
principle of separation of powers follows from the structure of the Constitution of the Union, in the sense
that it consists of separate chapters on the parliament, the executive and the judiciary.

2. Legislation of the Union and the states.

3. English law applicable in Australia.

4. Acts passed in the manner of delegated legislation are the result of the process of creating predomi-
nantly administrative rules under the control of the parliament. The parliament does not always have the time
to pay attention to all the necessary details, therefore it is quite common that by its act the powers to create
such prescriptions are delegated to the governor or the governor-general.

5. Judicial precedents - the results of trials in the courts of Australia.

In addition to those listed, there may be other sources capable of influencing the adoption of decisions
by courts and the behavior of citizens, but not having the same force as the sources of law named above.

6. International treaties.

7. Constitutional agreements - are traditionally observed, even though these rules are not expressed in
written acts and are not subject to judicial protection. They can be avoided when political expediency re-
quires this. These rules play an important role in the regulation of public authority in Australia, especially the
relationship between parliament and government, and between various government departments. Agreements
regulate areas not covered by written rules, or determine the practical effect of written rules established by
law or by court.

8. Decisions of courts not included in the Australian judicial system, including decisions of internation-
al courts and courts of other countries, to the extent that Australian courts can apply them.
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9. Doctrinal works. Sometimes courts take them into account as a commentary to the provisions of the
law, but in practice they do not matter much in common law countries.

10. Administrative decisions made on a particular dispute mainly between the citizen and the govern-
ment. Their importance as a source of law is small, as they are not applied in subsequent decisions. Some-
times administrative acts may contain a reference to the fact that some decisions may follow in future admin-
istrative acts, but this does not mean that they will be applied in the future, like a judicial precedent.

11. The customs of business turnover are taken into account by the courts, but not in all cases.

12. The customs of aboriginal people should also be considered a source of law.

The Constitution provides for the right of the parliament to create federal courts. The main elements of
the federal judicial system are the High Court (established in 1903), the Federal Court (established in 1976)
and the Family Court (established in 1975).

All judges of federal courts are appointed by the Governor-General in the Council. Appointments are
made taking into account the recommendations of the Cabinet, which usually supports proposals submitted
by the Attorney General. As a result of a Senate or House of Representatives appeal based on «proven im-
proper conduct or incapacity», judges may be dismissed by the Governor-General in the Council.

The High Court consists of a chairman and six judges. The High Court has two categories of cases con-
sidered by it as a court of first instance. The first category (in accordance with Article 75 of the Constitution)
includes cases arising from international treaties; affecting representatives of foreign states; the cases in
which the Union is represented as one of the parties. Other powers of the Court in accordance with Art. 76 is
legislated. In particular, such issues include consideration of issues arising on the basis of the Constitution or
requiring its interpretation.

A high court is an appellate court for state supreme courts, federal courts and in other cases when it is
referred to its jurisdiction by the Constitution (Article 73) and legislation. The High Court's decision on these
cases is final and can not be appealed. The permission of the High Court is required for him to review the
case on appeal. It is the consideration of appeals that constitutes a large part of the work of the Court. In ac-
cordance with the Constitution, an appeal can be made from the High Court to the Privy Council of Great
Britain, if the High Court grants permission to do so. However, the Court held that it would no longer resort
to this.

The Australian Constitution does not contain provisions that assign to the High Court, federal and state
courts the function of constitutional review. However, the High Court considers that he is an indisputable
bearer of this function and that he «stands guard over the Constitution». Thus, the judiciary includes the
power to declare a legislative act and the actions of state bodies unconstitutional.

The Family Court deals in the first instance cases referred to it by the Act on Family Law of 1975 and
the Marriage Act of 1961 (for example, on divorce).

The federal court considers cases in the first instance in accordance with the legislative acts of the Un-
ion. Including to its jurisdiction are cases related to the activities of federal officials. As a rule, cases are
heard by the judge alone. In its entirety, the Court only considers appeals on decisions taken by a single
judge, as well as complaints against decisions of the Supreme Courts of the states and territories in matters
affecting intellectual property and the Union's revenues.

The Tribunal of Administrative Appeals, founded in 1975, examines complaints against decisions of al-
lied ministers and officials, in the case of questions of law. About two hundred laws determine the jurisdic-
tion of the Tribunal. The main areas covered by it are: social security, taxation, collection of customs duties,
migration, television and radio broadcasting, freedom of information. The Tribunal may determine what
should be considered an appropriate administrative decision. The Tribunal consists of the President, who
must be a judge of the Federal Court, vice-presidents and other members of the court. The Tribunal consists
of the Chief Administrative Division, the Veterans Affairs Department and the Tax Appeals Division.

In order to overcome the problems caused by the dual system of courts, in 1978 a delegation of authori-
ty was introduced. The Law on the Jurisdiction of the Courts was adopted in equal form by the parliaments
of the states, the Union Parliament and the legislative body of the Northern Territory. Currently, delegation
of authority is allowed only to the supreme courts of states and territories, as well as to federal courts and
only in the sphere of civil law. For example, the Federal Court, the Family Court, and the Supreme Courts of
the Northern and Australian Capital Territories are entitled to exercise the jurisdiction conferred upon them
by state laws. The legislation of the Union grants the supreme courts of states and territories the powers of
the Federal Court and the Family Court.
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IleT eagepaeri KOHCTUTY M

[ler ennepie KOHCTUTYLHSUIBIK KYKBIKTBIH HETI3Ti KaiiHap ke3i GOkl KOHCTUTYLHs Tabbuiaapl. Makanana
KOHCTHTYIIMSI COJI HeMece OacKa elieé KOFaMIBIK JKOHE MEMJICKETTIK KYPBUIBICTBIH Oenrimi Oip yiricin
OekiTeli, OMITIK OpraHIapbIHBIH XYHECiH Kypabl, OWIIK €Ty HbICAaHBbIH Oenrineiini, KOFaMIbIK KaTbIHACTap
KyieciHaeri agaMHbBIH KYKBIKTBIK JKarJailbIHbIH HeETi3/epiH aHbIKTaiabl. ©3 Ke3eriHie, KOHCTUTYLHS
HOPMATHUBTIK KYKBIKTBIK aKTUICpAiH OapiblK HepapXusUIbIK XKyieciniy Oactaybiiaa 6oianpl. Koncruryuusiga
MEMJICKETTIK OWJIIK OpraHgapbIMeH KaObUITAHATBIH KYKBIKTHIK AaKTUIEPAiH HbICAHIAphl aHBIKTAIabl.
O 3aHHaMaJbIK PETTEYAiH MoHIH Oenrieiiai. ABTOpiap KOHCTUTYLUHMSHBI KaOBUIAAy[bIH TOCUIIEpiH
KapacThIPbUIFaH, OJlap: OKTPOHMPJICHICH, LIAPTTHIK, IapIaMEHTTIK, KYpbUITail )KUHAIBICBIHIA KaObLUIIaHYbI,
pedepernymmen. Illet ennepaeri KOHCTUTYIHSUIBIK KYPBUIBIMBI €rKeH-TemKEeHIl 3epTTeNiH/I: 0 COJI HeMece
0acka aKkTiHI KaObUIIAyABIH TapUXH XKaFJalinapelHa cCHIIaTTaMa OepeTiH npeamOyiia; OexiMaepre, Tapaynapra,
naparpadrapra, Oanrapra >KOHE KOPBITHIHIBI (OTHENi) epekenepre OOiHETiH KOHCTUTYIUSHBIH HETi3Ti
MOTiHI, OHIA, 9AETTEe, OChl KOHCTUTYLHSHBIH KYIIIHE €Hy TOpTiOl aHbBIKTalIaabl KOHE KOJIAHBICTAFbI
3aHHaMaJapAblH JKaHa KOHCTUTYLHMSIFA CoOlKeCTeHIIpy TopTiOi kenTipineni. Op enne Hemece Oip enae, Gipak
OPTYpJi yakpITTa KaOBbULAAHFAH KOHCTUTYLUSHBIH Ma3MyHbI alyaH Typii eKeHi aHBIKTalngbl. Opbip
KOHCTHTYLUS ©3iHIH KeJIeMIMECH J>XOHE Ma3MyHBIMEH cumarTanajisl. Makanaga KOHCTHTYLHS KOFaMJIBIK

KaTBIHACTApPABI OapIIbIK KYKBIKTHIK PETTEY HETi3IeNeTiH HeTi3ri Karunanap/ sl OeKiTeTiHi KopceTiui.

Kinm ce30ep: uier ennepAiH KOHCTHTYIUSICHI, KOHCTHTYLUSHBIH KacCHETTEpi, KOHCTUTYIHUSHBI KaObLimay

Tscinnepi, meT enﬂepneri KOHCTUTYHUSAHBIH KYPBUIBIMBI, HBICAHBI )KOHC Ma3MYHBI.

J.K. PycTrem6ekoBa, K. [lomrmmak

KoncTuryuus B 3apy0e:KHbBIX CTpaHax

OCHOBHBIM HCTOYHHKOM KOHCTUTYIIMOHHOTO IIpaBa B 3apyOekHBIX CTpaHaX SBISETCS KOHCTUTYIHS. B cratse
OTMEYEHO, YTO KOHCTHTYIHS 3aKpeIUIIeT ONPEACNCHHYI0 MOJENb OOIIECTBEHHOTO H T'OCYJapCTBEHHOTO
CTpPOS B TOI WM MHOH CTpaHe, yupexkJaeT CHCTEeMy OPraHOB BJIACTH, YCTaHABJIMBAacT (OpPMY NpaBICHUS,
OIIpezeIIsieT OCHOBEI IIPABOBOTO IMOJIO’KEHHUS YeI0BEKa B CHCTEMe OOIIECTBEHHBIX OTHOIICHHMI. B cBoro oue-
penb, KOHCTHTYLHMS CTOHT BO TJIaBe BCEH HEpapXU4eCKOH CHCTEeMbl HOPMATHBHBIX HPAaBOBBIX AaKTOB.
B koHCcTUTYIIMY OnpeneneHsl GOpMBbI IPABOBBIX AKTOB, IPUHMMAEMbIX OpPraHaMU IOCYIapCTBEHHON BIACTH.
OHa onpezensier npeaMeThl 3aKOHOAATENIBHOTO PEryJIMpoBaHus. PaccMOTpeHbl clocoObl NPUHATHS KOHCTH-
TYLHUH, TaKue Kak: OKTPOMPOBAHUE, JAOTOBOPHBIH, MapIaMEHTCKUH, IPUHATHE yYPEAUTEIBHBIM COOpaHueM,
pedepennymom. bonee moapoOHO M3ydeHa CTPYKTypa KOHCTUTYLMH B 3apyOeXHBIX CTpaHax: mpeamOya,
JIAIoIasi XapaKTePUCTHKY UCTOPHUUECKUX YCIIOBUH NMPUHSATHUS TOTO WM MHOTO aKTa; OCHOBHOM TEKCT KOHCTH-
TYIMH, KOTOPBIH NETUTCS Ha PasJensl, IJIaBbl, naparpadsl, CTaTbi U 3aKIIOYUTENbHEIE (IIEPEXOIHBIE) MOJIO0-
JKEHHUS, T, KaK IPaBUIIO, ONPENEIIeTCS HOPSIOK BCTYIUICHHS B CHITy JaHHOM KOHCTUTYLIUH U ITOPSIIOK HPH-
BeZICHMS! AEHCTBOBABIIETO IPEX/C 3aKOHOATEILCTBA B COOTBETCTBHE C HOBOI KoHcTHTyIel. OnpernerneHo,
YTO COAEp)KaHWEe KOHCTUTYLMH, NMPUHATHIX B Pa3HbIX CTpaHaX WIM B OAHOH CTpaHe, HO B pa3HOE BpeMsd,
BechbMa pazinyuHo. Kaxaas KOHCTUTYLMS XapaKkTepu3yeTcs CBOMMU 00BbEMOM U CoziepkaHueM. B ctatbe pac-
KPBITO, YTO KOHCTHTYLHS 3aKPEIUIACT OCHOBHbBIE NPHHIIUIIBI, HA KOTOPBIX 0a3upyeTcs BCE NMPAaBOBOE PEryJiu-

poBaHHE OOIECTBEHHBIX OTHOIICHUH.

Knioueswvie cnosa: KOHCTUTYIUA 3apy6e)KHI>IX CTpaH, CBOWCTBa KOHCTUTYIIUH, CITOCOOBI HNPUHATHUA KOHCTUTY-

Uy, CTPyKTypa, (1)OpMa " COACPIKAHNEC KOHCTUTYLIUHU B 3apy6e)KHbIX CTpaHax.
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