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The Role and Significance of Judicial Precedent as a Source of Law

The article provides a comprehensive analysis of the theoretical nature of judicial precedent as a source of
law, the historical stages of its formation, and its place in contemporary legal systems. The aim of the study is
to determine the legal significance of judicial precedent in the Anglo-Saxon and Romano-Germanic legal
systems, to reveal its distinctive features through a comparative-legal approach, and to assess the possibilities
of applying precedent within national legal systems. In the course of the research, historical, systemic,
formal-legal and comparative-legal methods were employed; these approaches made it possible to trace the
evolution of the emergence of precedent, to identify its role as a form of law-making, and to clarify its
relationship with judicial practice. The findings show that, although judicial precedent has been established as
a binding source of law in the common law system, in continental law countries it generally has an auxiliary
or guiding character. In the United Kingdom, the strict binding force of precedent is consolidated through the
doctrine of stare decisis, whereas in the United States its application is more flexible. In the Romano-
Germanic legal system, courts primarily act as appliers of statutory law, and the binding force of precedent is
not formally recognised. In conclusion, the study argues that judicial precedent, while constituting an
important element of the mechanism of legal regulation, can be applied effectively only to the extent that it
corresponds to national legal traditions, the degree of independence of the judiciary, and the prevailing legal
culture.

Keywords: sources of law; case law; legal systems; legal theory; judicial precedent; legality; common law
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Introduction

The role of judicial precedent as a source of law can be observed both within the established legal
systems of developed countries and in the sphere of international legal relations, where its broad
dissemination is evident. The manner in which judicial precedent functions within the broader framework of
legal regulation shows that this institution is gradually taking on features of a universal legal mechanism in
modern jurisdictions. In recent decades, this tendency has intensified due to the growing role of judicial
interpretation, the increasing complexity of legal regulation, and the need for flexible mechanisms capable of
responding promptly to social and economic change. Despite its ancient origins and long-standing
recognition as a means through which legal norms may be shaped, judicial precedent continues to attract
scholarly attention and remains a subject of systematic academic inquiry.

The relevance of the present study is determined by the fact that, in the context of globalization and the
convergence of legal systems, the traditional opposition between precedent-based law and continental legal
systems is gradually losing its rigidity. Judicial precedent increasingly influences legal regulation even in
jurisdictions traditionally oriented toward statutory law, which raises complex theoretical and practical
guestions concerning its legal nature, limits of application, and compatibility with the fundamental principles
of Romano-Germanic legal systems.

The term “judicial precedent”, however, emerged comparatively later as a doctrinal concept. In various
legal traditions, other expressions have been used to describe phenomena similar in essence to precedent-
based law, including the term “common law”. Historical sources indicate that within the nomadic Kazakh
legal culture, the notion of bidin biligi—the authoritative judgment of the biys—also played a significant
role. Nevertheless, although such designations highlight certain aspects or features of precedent, they do not
fully convey its original, substantive characteristics. This circumstance necessitates a more precise
theoretical clarification of judicial precedent as an independent legal phenomenon, rather than its reduction
to related or historically adjacent forms of law.

The aim of the study is to examine the theoretical and historical issues of judicial precedent as a form of
legal source, to identify the specific features of precedent-based law in jurisdictions where it is applied, and
to assess the possibilities of drawing on the experience of Anglo-Saxon countries in the legal regulation of
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social relations within Romano-Germanic legal systems. The achievement of this aim allows for a more
balanced assessment of the role of judicial precedent in modern legal systems and contributes to the
development of a coherent conceptual framework for its analysis.

In accordance with this aim, the following research objectives may be formulated:

— to clarify the concepts of “source of law” and “judicial precedent”, to determine the relationship
between them within the broader discourse on the forms of law, and, on this basis, to distinguish the legal
nature of judicial precedent;

— to analyse the historical development of judicial precedent and, by tracing this evolution, to examine
the theoretical issues related to its content, including the differentiation of judicial precedent from analogous
legal phenomena such as administrative precedent and other forms of law;

— to identify the place and role of judicial precedent within the Anglo-Saxon legal system and, on this
basis, to characterise the particular features of its application in other jurisdictions;

— to determine the concrete place and function of judicial precedent in continental legal systems and,
through an analysis of its legal definition and doctrinal understanding, to outline the prospects for its further
development and refinement.

Issues related to judicial precedent at the conceptual and theoretical level have been examined in depth
in the works of S.S. Alekseev. Certain aspects of judicial precedent have also been examined within the field
of comparative legal studies, as well as in the context of analysing the legal history of various states. At
present, the classical model of precedent-based law has taken shape in the common law legal system, where
judicial precedent is recognised as a primary source of law. In this regard, the studies of such scholars as
R. David, C.J. Spinosi, K. Zweigert, H.Kotz, Yu.A. Tikhomirov, A.Kh. Saidov, M.N. Marchenko,
F.M. Reshetnikov and V.V. Oksamytniy have made a significant contribution.

The study of Kazakh customary law likewise provides valuable material for characterising the legal
nature of judicial precedent. In this field, the works of such researchers as N.S. Akhmetova, Zh. Akbaev,
S.0. Dauletova, N.O. Dulatbekov, A.Zh. Zhakipova, K.A. Zhirenchin, S.Z. Zimanov, B.K. Kenzhaliev,
T.M. Kulteleev, G.S. Sapargaliev, S.S. Sartayev, A.N. Taukelev, S.Ozbekuly and N. Userov occupy a
special place.

In the process of shaping the national legal system, a substantial body of scholarly research has emerged
that draws on legal practice and judicial precedent. Such works are aimed at a comprehensive analysis of the
role of judicial practice in law-making, its influence on the evolution of legal norms, and its place within the
structure of the national legal system. It can be observed that issues of judicial precedent are studied not only
within the framework of the theory of state and law, but also extensively examined by scholars in other
branches of law, such as civil law, criminal law, administrative law, and constitutional law. This
demonstrates the interdisciplinary character of the phenomenon of precedent-based law and underlines its
growing significance within the legal system.

Methods and materials

As the methodological foundation of the study, key principles of materialist dialectics were employed.
These principles made it possible to examine legal phenomena not in isolation, but in their development and
in connection with broader social conditions. In addition, general scientific methods traditionally used for
analysing social processes were applied. Throughout the study, methods of analysis and synthesis were used
to refine theoretical approaches and to reveal the substantive features of judicial precedent as an independent
element of the legal system. The findings obtained through these methods were subsequently organised and
compared. The historical method was applied to trace the historical evolution of judicial precedent and to
determine its place and role within legal systems at different stages of development. This method made it
possible to reveal the contextual conditions in which precedent-based law emerged, and to uncover its
relationship with legal consciousness and institutions of law-making. A systemic approach was adopted to
explore the role of judicial precedent within the overall structure of legal regulation and to identify its
interaction with other sources of law, including statutory provisions, legal custom and enacted legislation.
This approach helped to demonstrate how precedent fits into the existing legal framework. The theoretical
basis of the research was formed through the works of both foreign and domestic scholars whose studies
address judicial law-making, the legal nature of precedent and its position within the legal system. Drawing
on these sources ensured conceptual coherence and provided a sound methodological grounding for the
analysis.
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Results

Judicial precedent may be understood as a court decision of a competent body in a specific case which
has entered into legal force and serves as an example of law-enforcement practice; possessing the authority
of a source of law, it operates in practice as one of the mechanisms for ensuring the uniformity of judicial
practice, since an identical legal position ought to be applied to identical factual circumstances [1; 113]. As a
result of the conducted analysis, it may be observed that modern doctrinal approaches increasingly interpret
judicial precedent not merely as an auxiliary instrument of law enforcement, but as an independent
normative phenomenon whose legal significance depends on the structure of the legal system in which it
operates.

According to S.S. Alekseev, the concepts of “sources of law” and “forms of law” are long-established
notions that have been in use for several centuries. Research shows that over the years these concepts have
been employed and discussed by legal scholars in many countries. Thus, when the generally accepted
theoretical meaning of the term “sources of law” is considered, it becomes clear that in the legal sphere it
should be understood as a law-creating force [2]. The analysis of these theoretical positions makes it possible
to conclude that judicial precedent should be regarded not only as a product of judicial activity, but also as a
manifestation of law-creating authority exercised by courts under specific institutional and doctrinal
conditions.

G.F. Shershenevich conceptualises judicial precedent as court decisions which, in the form of a rule for
resolving analogous cases in the future, acquire precedential significance [3]. According to scholars, a
precedent may arise either in the process of creating a new norm of statute or custom, or in the course of
interpreting the content of an existing norm.

Another Russian legal scholar and proponent of a natural-law conception of legal understanding,
E.N. Trubetskoy, viewed judicial precedent as the resolution of individual cases which serves as the basis for
a general legal norm applicable to all analogous situations. Trubetskoy showed that precedent is among the
most ancient sources of law, noting that slavery in the United Kingdom was abolished on the basis of judicial
precedent and that the principal organs of the state and constitutional procedures in England operate on a
precedential foundation [4]. At the same time, effectively equating custom with precedent, he concludes that
“in essence, custom is reduced to precedent: it is nothing other than a multitude of precedents; in other
words, custom is a precedent repeated many times”.

A comparison of these approaches allows the identification of a key theoretical divergence: while some
scholars emphasise the derivative nature of precedent in relation to custom or statute, others attribute to it an
autonomous normative capacity. This divergence underlies contemporary debates on the legitimacy of
judicial law-making.

One of the founders of the social school in domestic legal scholarship, N.M. Korkunov, by contrast,
argued that judicial practice as a source of law must be distinguished from custom both in terms of the
manner of its emergence and the form in which it is expressed (whereas custom arises in oral form, judicial
practice exists in the written form of court decisions).

A prominent representative of the history of Russian law, F.V. Taranovsky, wrote the following in his
Encyclopaedia of Law: “On issues that are regulated neither by legal custom nor by statute, the first judicial
decision may acquire the character of a judicial precedent, that is, subsequent judicial decisions will rely on it
in situations where it has normative significance. Precedent also operates in the interpretation of customary
and statutory norms; therefore, it may be described both as an autonomous and as a subsidiary source of
law” [5].

A.B. Vengerov characterises judicial precedent as a special form of judicial custom which possesses
model and binding force and is based on the uniform decisions of higher courts in similar cases [6].
A.A. Malinovskii defines judicial precedent as a court decision which remedies defects or lacunae in current
legislation, or in which a definition is formulated, or a rule is established for interpreting the legal meaning
of a given term. According to M.N. Marchenko, judicial precedent may be understood as general legal norms
formulated by higher courts in the course of their normative, that is, law-making activity [7].

On the basis of the examined doctrinal positions, the present study identifies two analytically distinct
categories of judicial precedent, reflecting different models of its functioning within legal systems.

Judicial precedent may be analysed in two principal categories. The first is domestic precedent, which is
reflected in the decisions of higher judicial bodies arising from their law-making activity and aimed at
standardising law-enforcement practice. Although such precedents are not formally recognised as a source of
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law, they function as an important instrument for the interpretation of legislation and for the elimination of
legal gaps. The second is the Anglo-American (foreign) precedent, under which, in accordance with the
principle of analogy, decisions adopted in earlier cases must be applied as binding in subsequent similar
situations. Within this model, precedent possesses binding force equivalent to that of a legal norm.

The novelty of this classification lies in its functional rather than formal approach: judicial precedent is
differentiated not solely on the basis of its formal recognition as a source of law, but according to the scope
and manner of its normative influence on judicial practice.

Therefore, it becomes evident that the place and role of judicial precedent within a particular legal sys-
tem may vary considerably and be subject to significant change. However, before these differences can be
fully understood, it is necessary to examine the general characteristics that distinguish judicial precedent
from other forms of legal sources:

1. Special role of the courts. Irrespective of the legal family in which precedent operates, the courts
occupy a particular position, since judges may hand down decisions or orders that acquire the status of legal
norms. Some of these decisions simply reproduce and consolidate existing rules of law, others fill lacunae in
legislation and generate new legal norms, while still others perform an interpretative function.

2. Weak codification. In systems of precedent-based law, the codification of legal acts is only weakly
developed, and the systematic consolidation of legislation is, for the most part, virtually absent.

3. Casuistic character. The casuistic nature of precedent reflects the fact that it arises from the adjudi-
cation of a concrete case and is therefore more closely aligned with specific, real-life situations.

4. Variability. Owing to the multiplicity of precedents, the adjudicating authority may, in principle, re-
ly on any existing precedent that it considers applicable.

5. The unwritten nature of judicial precedent also requires consideration of certain distinctive features:
a) determining the moment at which a precedent acquires legal force is often difficult and constitutes a sepa-
rate analytical challenge; (b) there are particularities in the methods by which precedents are published. In
England, for example, they are reported by unofficial publishers, which may not be able to provide compre-
hensive coverage of all precedents [8; 138].

These characteristics collectively demonstrate that judicial precedent represents a flexible and adaptive
legal mechanism, capable of supplementing statutory regulation while maintaining internal coherence within
the legal system.

The essence of judicial precedent is manifested in the fact that, in deciding a concrete case, the court
confers a normative character upon its ruling. What is binding on other courts is not the judgment or sentence
in its entirety, but only the “core” of the case—that is, the substance of the legal position adopted by the
deciding judge. In the terminology of specialists in the common law legal system, this is referred to as the
ratio decidendi. It is also possible to derive compilations of legal rules from precedents. Although judicial
precedent was traditionally viewed negatively as a source of law within the Soviet legal system, it may now
be observed that such critical attitudes have gradually diminished. Nevertheless, a number of scholars
continue to argue for the need to recognise judicial doctrine as a source of law. While this proposal may
appear feasible, its implementation would require an independent judiciary, appropriate legal training that
equips judges to perform such functions, and the development of judicial legal consciousness in a direction
that would enable genuine law-making activity [9].

At the present stage, judicial precedent is regarded in general legal theory as one of the principal
sources of law. Today, approximately one third of the world’s population lives under legal systems whose
regulation of social relations is guided by principles formed within this tradition. However, even among
states belonging to the same legal family, judicial precedent is applied in different ways. In England, for
example, there exists a strict rule of precedent expressed in the doctrine of stare decisis (“to stand by what
has been decided”), a doctrine endowed with binding force. Under this doctrine, lower courts are required to
follow previously established precedents and to be guided by them in other similar cases. In the United
States, by contrast, owing to the particular features of the country’s federal structure, the rule of precedent
operates in a less rigid form.

Discussion

When judicial decisions operate as a source of law, not all judgments or orders are binding; what is of
significance is only the legal position adopted by the judge that underpins the decision. Consequently, it does
not follow that any given decision of one court is automatically binding upon another. The element of an
earlier decision that must be taken into account is the ratio decidendi (the core reason for the decision). From
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a historical perspective, judicial precedent—which first appeared in the legal system of Ancient Rome, inter
alia in the form of the praetorian interdict—has traditionally been examined within the framework of English
law, where it developed and was refined over a period of almost one thousand years and, by the beginning of
the nineteenth century, had acquired its classical features. A review of historical developments shows that
after William, Duke of Normandy, seized the English throne in 1066, a unified English kingdom emerged,
and what came to be known as the common law began to develop as the body of law applicable throughout
southern England [10].

This historical evolution may be conceptually explained through the theory of legal families developed
in comparative legal scholarship, most notably in the works of René David. According to this approach, the
fundamental distinction between legal systems is determined not solely by the content of legal norms, but by
the sources of law, methods of legal reasoning, and the role attributed to judicial practice. Within this
framework, judicial precedent functions as a defining structural element of the common law tradition, while
in Romano-Germanic systems its normative influence is mediated through statutory interpretation [11].

The results obtained in the present study make it possible to clarify the functional nature of judicial
precedent and to explain the diversity of its manifestations in different legal systems. The analysis
demonstrates that the binding force and normative significance of precedent are not inherent qualities, but
are determined by the institutional structure of the judiciary and the dominant legal tradition within a given
system. From this perspective, judicial precedent should be interpreted not as a uniform legal phenomenon,
but as a context-dependent mechanism of legal regulation.

Initially, this body of law emerged as the result of an interaction between Norman and Old English
customary rules, royal enactments, and administrative acts. From the very outset of the development of the
common law, one of the principles inherited from earlier legal traditions acquired fundamental importance in
its formation and operation: a judicial decision that is binding upon a specific individual may, in the future,
become binding for other persons in analogous situations. It has been demonstrated that this principle was
actively applied from the time of the Curia regis, thereby forming the foundation of the precedent-based
tradition of English law.

The interpretation of the obtained results is based on a comparative legal and institutional approach,
combined with elements of legal positivism. Within this conceptual framework, judicial precedent is ana-
lysed as a form of law whose normative force derives from its recognition by the legal system and its integra-
tion into established mechanisms of legal regulation. This approach makes it possible to explain the differ-
ences in the role of precedent in common law and Romano-Germanic legal systems without reducing them to
purely historical or doctrinal distinctions.

A judicial decision, judgment, or other judicial act constitutes the primary form through which any
legally significant resolution rendered by a single judge or a panel of judges in the course of adjudicating a
specific case or dispute is formalised. A judicial act is the instrument by which the judiciary, as an
independent branch of state power operating under the principle of separation of powers, exercises its
authority; this is expressly reflected in the content of the judgment itself. At the same time, a judicial
decision does not, a priori, contain a legal norm, for as a rule it is an individual act of law application, and in
many instances its role may be limited to resolving a particular dispute or factual situation arising within the
sphere of public or private law [12]. Such a judicial decision, in accordance with the doctrine of res iudicata,
may have binding force only for the persons with respect to whom it was rendered and has entered into legal
effect, that is, only in relation to their subjective rights and legally significant obligations.

Judicial practice, as a legal phenomenon, consists of the decisions rendered by the courts and, having
been formed over many years, reflects certain tendencies in its development. At the same time, judicial
practice itself—including the generalisations produced by higher courts—does not constitute an official
source of law. It is important to note, however, that judicial practice may include judicial precedents, and in
such cases, the relevant portion of judicial practice may be recognised as a precedent [13; 105]. Moreover,
given the traditionally rather “blurred” understanding of judicial practice, this category should be treated as a
broader concept than judicial precedent.

A judicial precedent represents a source of law in the form of a binding decision rendered by a
particular court in a particular case; it reflects a method of establishing, modifying, or abolishing legal norms
and embodies the internal structure through which such law-making occurs. Within the framework of an
established and formally recognised system of judicial procedure, decisions rendered in similar cases that fall
within the permitted scope of such adjudication are regarded as judicial precedents. As T.V. Aparova notes,
in a precedent it is only the “core” of the decision that is binding, taking into account the material facts of the
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case, rather than every stage in the judge’s reasoning. The arguments advanced “along the way” may or may
not be taken into consideration; much depends on which court created the precedent [14].

A distinctive feature of judicial practice is that subsequent judicial acts may, to a certain extent,
introduce modifications into an already established precedent, and these modifications, by enriching the
content of the legal norm, contribute to its evolutionary development. This reveals the unwritten and
dynamic nature of judicial practice as a source of law. Judicial precedent functions as a flexible and prompt
mechanism for filling lacunae in the law. Where existing statutory provisions are insufficient to regulate
specific social relations, supreme judicial bodies formulate legal positions that supplement and refine the
current system of legal regulation. The weaknesses of judicial precedent include: the multiplicity and
substantial volume of judicial acts; a comparatively lower level of authority and binding force when set
against normative legal acts; the risk of subjectivism where the discretion of the law-applier is excessively
broad; and the difficulty of delineating the precise boundaries of the legal norm. At the same time, judicial
precedent has significant advantages: the capacity to regulate concrete situations as accurately and
adequately as possible; a high degree of evidential and legal reasoning; the ability of law to adapt to
changing social relations (its dynamic character); and the relatively high level of reliability and normativity
of the decisions adopted.

Precedent, in relation to existing legislation, has a subordinate character. This is primarily reflected in
the fact that the force of a judicial precedent may be directly overridden or modified by statute. Courts are
also under an obligation to apply any normative legal act adopted by a competent authority and brought into
force in accordance with the prescribed procedure. When forming a precedent, the judicial body itself must
not depart from the requirements of the law; on the contrary, by clarifying those requirements it should
contribute to strengthening the internal coherence of the legal system.

The doctrine of precedent defines the special role of the courts in the formation and development of
law. Whereas on the European continent judges generally confine themselves to applying legal norms, under
the common law, in delivering a judgment or order, courts simultaneously create law and, in effect, act as a
legislator. In some instances they merely refer to an already existing judicial decision (a declaratory
precedent), while in others they formulate an entirely new rule of law (a creative precedent) [10].

In a judicial decision, only that part which is referred to as the ratio decidendi is binding. This
constitutes the principle underlying the decision, and it is this principle that judges are required to follow in
future cases.

Another component of a judicial decision is the obiter dicta (“things said by the way”), that is,
conclusions based either on facts that were not directly in issue before the court, or on facts established in the
case but which do not form part of the essential reasoning of the decision. English law is characterised by a
distinction between precedents that are binding and those that are merely persuasive. If the ratio decidendi
constitutes the precedent, the obiter dicta can have, at most, persuasive authority. At the same time,
distinguishing the ratio decidendi from the obiter dicta often proves difficult, since “a fully developed
methodology for separating them has not yet been elaborated”.

In considering the relationship between precedent and statute, at least three factors must be taken into
account. Firstly, from the second half of the nineteenth century onwards, precedent has been significantly
strengthened, to the point of achieving a dominant position within the legal system. Secondly, there exists an
inconsistency in the relationship between statute and precedent, since statute holds priority over precedent
and determines its further development and evolution, given that a precedent may be superseded by a
statutory norm. At the same time, only those legislative provisions that have received judicial interpretation
consistent with their content come to be regarded, through their active application, as part of the common
law [15]. As a result, when adjudicating cases, judges apply not the statutory norm as such, but the norm that
arises from its interpretation and contributes to the further development of the law.

Thus, the third factor is, in a certain sense, the supranational character of the common law that operates
across a wide group of English-speaking countries. As a result, judges are, in some circumstances, obliged to
apply foreign precedents, which contradicts both the principle of the supremacy of the Constitution—the
fundamental law that defines the basic principles and structure of governance within the national system of
legal sources—and the fluctuating dominance of national judicial jurisdiction. On this basis, once a court is
authorised to apply such a precedent, it ceases to be regarded as foreign and becomes part of the national
sources of law [16].
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In the countries of the Romano-Germanic legal family, judicial practice—that is, the body of
fundamental decisions of the supreme courts on issues of law application—is not traditionally regarded as a
source of law.

This position is further supported by M.K. Suleimenov, who, analysing the prospects of introducing
judicial precedent into the legal system of the Republic of Kazakhstan, emphasises that judicial precedent in
the Anglo-Saxon sense represents not merely the binding force of court decisions, but a coherent legal
system as a whole. In states with a continental legal tradition and a developed statutory framework, the
author argues, it is methodologically incorrect to speak of the direct introduction of precedent as an
independent source of law; at most, judicial decisions may acquire the significance of a precedent of
statutory interpretation [17].

However, the law-making role of judicial practice in these jurisdictions is linked not so much to the
nature of legal doctrine as to its evolution in the twentieth century. As a result, judicial practice has
increasingly come to be recognised, in terms of its law-making character, as an autonomous source of law
equivalent to statute. For this reason, reference is usually made only to the introduction of certain “elements”
of case law, analogies with judicial practice, and similar constructions. Yet this approach also appears
fundamentally flawed, since precedent, in any event, constitutes a source of law.

In comparison with courts in states belonging to the common law legal family, the powers of courts
within the continental (civil law) legal family are considerably more restricted, since they are confined
within the strict framework of constitutional and statutory norms and are not authorised to create such norms
themselves [18]. Their competences are essentially limited to the interpretation of legal rules. In interpreting
legislation, they are not entitled to modify the elements of legal regulation established by the legislature—in
particular, the spatial, temporal and personal scope of the norm, the methods of legal regulation, the object of
legal relations, and the content of rights and obligations, among others. Where these elements are not
expressly defined in statutory provisions, they are determined by applying recognised methods of
interpretation (literal, systematic, logical, historical and so forth).

Reference to the experience of countries belonging to the Romano-Germanic legal family is of limited
analytical value, since that experience is highly diverse and conditioned by the particular historical
circumstances in which their legal systems were formed. Nevertheless, in many states of the continental legal
tradition there remains considerable caution with regard to conferring binding force on judicial decisions for
other courts. It is therefore more appropriate to approach the analysis of the role of judicial precedent as a
potential or actual source of law in the contemporary Russian legal system through the prism of the concrete
differences between the above-mentioned models of precedent [19; 166].

When discussing the possibility of conferring precedential force on judicial decisions, reference is often
made to the experience of Russia. This is unsurprising, given the shared legal heritage and the fact that the
Russian legal system remains the one most closely aligned with that of Kazakhstan. However, Russian
practice is not entirely applicable to our context, as the underlying circumstances differ fundamentally.
While debates continue in the Russian Federation regarding the legal nature of the decisions of the
Constitutional Court and the Plenum Resolutions of the Supreme Court—specifically, whether they should
be treated as normative legal acts or as precedents—this issue has been resolved at the constitutional level in
Kazakhstan. The Decisions of the Constitutional Council of the Republic of Kazakhstan and the Normative
Resolutions of the Supreme Court, grounded in the ideas of justice and freedom, constitute the most
authoritative and conceptually significant normative legal acts; they are binding in application and cannot be
regarded as judicial precedents [20]. Accordingly, when drawing on Russian experience, it is appropriate to
refer only to the decisions of courts rendered in concrete cases.

The foregoing analysis of the role of adjudication and judicial precedent in different legal systems
demonstrates that this source of law functions effectively only in those states where precedent constitutes an
integral element of the legal tradition and where the courts occupy a particularly authoritative position in
society [21; 32].

By contrast, the introduction of judicial precedent as a source of law into the legal systems of states
undergoing rapid and far-reaching changes in public administration and in society at large appears
unwarranted and inappropriate. In such contexts, insufficient legal stability, the incomplete institutional
consolidation of judicial independence and the absence of a firmly established legal tradition make reliance
on the mechanism of precedent complex and potentially even dangerous. For the judiciary to perform the
highly complex and exceptionally responsible function of law-making, society must ensure a stable legal
culture, a high level of judicial authority, and continuity in legal practice. In the absence of these
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preconditions, precedent may, instead of strengthening the legal system, lead to legal fragmentation and to a
reduction in clarity and certainty in the application of law. The introduction of this institution should
therefore be approached with particular care, in a gradual and incremental manner, and in a way that
corresponds to the overall level of development of the legal system.

Against this background, the practical relevance of the foregoing distinctions lies not in “transplanting”
precedent as such, but in improving the consistency of judicial reasoning and statutory interpretation. For
adjudication, the distinction between the binding “core” of a decision (ratio decidendi) and non-binding rea-
soning provides a methodological basis for working with prior judicial decisions and established interpreta-
tive approaches: the court should (a) identify the materially relevant facts; (b) isolate the decisive legal prop-
osition; (c) assess its authority in view of the judicial hierarchy and the applicable rules on binding or persua-
sive force; and (d) give reasons for following, distinguishing, or, where justified and institutionally permissi-
ble, departing from an earlier position. For law-making, recurrent interpretative patterns revealed in judicial
practice may be treated as indicators of statutory gaps or ambiguity; where such patterns are stable, codifica-
tion or clarification may be considered in order to enhance legal certainty and reduce interpretative diver-
gence.

The reliability of the conclusions reached in this study is ensured by the use of well-established
doctrinal sources, comparative analysis of different legal systems, and consistent interpretation of judicial
practice. At the same time, the results obtained are limited by the theoretical nature of the research and by the
diversity of national legal systems, which does not allow for a universal model of judicial precedent to be
formulated. Nevertheless, these limitations do not diminish the analytical value of the study, but rather
indicate directions for further research.

Conclusion

In summary, the analysis of the role of judicial precedent as a source of law demonstrates that its
operation varies significantly across different legal systems; its normative character and specific modalities
of application are directly conditioned by legal traditions and by the institutional development of the
judiciary.

First, when judicial precedent is employed, not all judicial decisions possess binding force. The only
element that is recognised as binding is the ratio decidendi, that is, the legal position adopted by the judge
which forms the basis for the resolution of the case. Accordingly, courts do not apply earlier precedents in
their entirety, but only the substance of the legal position they embody.

Second, the binding force of precedent is dependent upon the hierarchy of courts. In common law
jurisdictions, decisions of higher courts are binding on lower instances (binding precedent), while a supreme
court may depart from its own precedents only in exceptional circumstances. In the United States this
principle operates in a more flexible manner, whereas in the continental legal tradition such binding force is,
as a rule, absent, since courts are conceived primarily as bodies that apply statutory norms.

Third, the “subordinate” nature of precedent in relation to statute implies that it occupies a secondary
level within the hierarchy of sources of law. Parliament may, through the adoption of new legislation,
directly or indirectly abrogate, revise or modify the content of a precedent. Nevertheless, in the course of
applying legislation, judges, by interpreting its provisions, formulate new interpretative norms, and in this
way precedent continues to function as an important instrument for the interpretation of law rather than being
entirely displaced.

Fourth, the doctrine of stare decisis constitutes a key instrument for ensuring legal certainty and
predictability. This doctrine contributes to the prevention of disputes and to the reduction of the judicial
caseload. At the same time, an error made by a higher court becomes binding on lower courts and may lead
to the accumulation of conflicting precedents within the legal system. For this reason, some jurisdictions
confer upon supreme courts the power to revise or abandon their earlier precedents.

The scientific value of the present study lies in the development of a functional approach to the analysis
of judicial precedent, which allows precedent to be examined not solely as a formally recognised source of
law, but as a context-dependent legal mechanism whose normative significance varies across legal systems.
This approach contributes to a more nuanced understanding of the interaction between judicial practice and
legislation.

The practical significance of the research consists in the possibility of applying its conclusions in the
interpretation of judicial practice, in the improvement of law-making and law-enforcement activities, as well
as in legal education. The results may be used by judges, legislators and legal practitioners when assessing
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the role of judicial decisions in the regulation of social relations. The findings of the study may be applied in
comparative legal research, in the analysis of national legal reforms, and in the further development of
theoretical models concerning the sources of law.

For judges and legal practitioners, the findings provide a practical framework for working with prior
decisions in a manner consistent with legal certainty: (1) isolating the ratio decidendi as the only potentially
binding element; (2) assessing whether a prior position is binding or merely persuasive by reference to the
judicial hierarchy; (3) using “distinguishing” (material factual differences) as the primary technique for
avoiding mechanical citation; and (4) explicitly formulating the interpretative rule derived from statutory
provisions and its rationale. In jurisdictions where precedent is not formally recognised, this framework sup-
ports consistent “precedent of interpretation” and reduces fragmentation of judicial practice by requiring
courts to justify convergence or divergence of interpretative positions.

For legislators, the results may be used as a diagnostic instrument for identifying legislative gaps and
interpretative conflicts: stable, repeatedly reproduced judicial interpretations indicate areas where statutory
wording is insufficiently clear, while divergent interpretative lines signal the need for clarification or for ex-
plicit rules on the scope of discretion. For law-enforcement bodies, the framework may be applied in compli-
ance and risk assessment: identifying whether a legal position is stable within the higher courts allows insti-
tutions to adjust enforcement strategies, reduce predictable litigation, and align internal guidelines with the
dominant interpretative approach.

Taken as a whole, the study indicates that the effective use of judicial precedent as a source of law
presupposes the existence of stable legal traditions, an independent judiciary, a highly professional corps of
judges and a legal culture that has undergone a lengthy process of historical evolution. In states where these
institutional foundations have not yet fully emerged and where the legal system is experiencing a period of
rapid transformation, the conferral upon precedent of the status of a binding, normative source of law must
be regarded as premature and not convincingly justified from a scholarly perspective.
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JI.M. Xynycosa, C.11. Komxacaposa

KyKBbIKTBIH KaiiHaAp K63i peTiHaeri coT npeueaeHTiHiH poJii MeH MIHi

Makanana KYKbIKTBIH KaifHap Ke3i peTiHJeri COT NpeleNeHTIHIH TeOPHsUIBIK TaOUFaThl, TAPUXH KaJbIITACybI
JKOHE Kazipri KYKBIKTBIK JKYHelepneri OpHBI jKaH-)KaKThl TaIJaHFaH. 3epTTeyAiH MaKCaThl — aFbUILIBIH-
CaKCOHIBIK JKOHE POMAH-TEPMAHIBIK KYKBIKTBIK JKYHENepHeri cOT NpEHelCHTIHIH KYKBIKTBIK MOHIH
aliKpIH/ay, OHBIH €PEKIIETIKTePiH CAIBICTHIPMAIIBI-KYKBIKTBIK TOCLI apKbUIbI allly )KOHE MPELEACHTTI YITTHIK
KYKBIKTBIK JKYWenepie KOJIaHy MYMKIHAIKTepiH Oaramay. 3eprrey OapbIChIHIA TapUXH, >KYHENiK,
(hopMabIBI-KYKBIKTHIK JKOHE CaTBICTHIPMAJIBI-KYKBIKTHIK dIiCTep KONIAHBUIABL, OYJ TOCUIAEp MpeleaeHTTiH
naiia 60y SBOJIOIMSACHIH, HOPMAIIBIFAPY PETIHACTT OHBIH POJIIH JKOHE COT TOKIpHOSCIMEH apaKaThIHACHIH
aHbBIKTayFa MYMKIHZIK Oep/i. 3epTTey HoTIKeNepi KOpPCEeTKEeH IeH, COT MPELeIeHT] JKaIbl KYKBIK JKyHeciHne
MIHIETTI KYKBIK K631 PeTiH/Ie KAJBINTACKAHBIMEH, KOHTHHEHTAIBBI KYKBIK EICPiH/IE OJ1 HETi3iHEH KOChIMIIIA
HeMece OargapiiblK CHUNaTKa ue. YJbIOpUTaHWs[a MpENeAeHTTiH KartaH Midgerti kymii stare decisis
IOKTpHHACH! apKpUTbl OekiTinice, AKIII-Ta OHBIH KOJIaHBLUTYBl MaHBI3IBI OONBIN Kenemi. PoMaH-repMaHIbIK
KYKBIK JKYHECiHIe COTTap 3aHJAbl KOJIAHYIIBI PETIHIAC OPEKeT €T/l KOHE MPEleACHTTIH MIiHAETTI Ky
pecMu Typle TaHbUIMaiiapl. KOpbITHIHABLIAH Keie, COT MpeLeaeHTi KYKBIKTBIK PEeTTey TETIiriHIH MaHBI3/IbI
JJIEMEHTI OOJIBIN CaHauca Ja, OHBIH THIMAI KOJIAHBUTYBI YITTHIK KYKBIKTBIK JOCTYpJEpre, cOT OMIITiHIH
TOYEJCI3IIriHE XKOHE KYKBIKTBIK MOJICHHETKE TiKeJIel OaillaHbICThI.

Kinm ce30ep: KYKBIKTBIH KallHap Ke3epi, COT MPaKTHUKAChl, KYKBIKTHIK XKyienep, KYKbIK TCOPHUACHI, COT
MPEIENeHTI, 3aHIbUIBIK, AFbUIIIBIH-CAKCOHABIK KYKBIK KYHeci, poMaH-TepMaHIBIK KYKBIK JKyieci, COT
enrimi.

JILM. Kynycona, C.1. KomxkacapoBa

Poub u 3HaYeHME CyIlQﬁHOFO NnpeneacHTa Kak MCTOYHHKA IMpaBa

B craTbe BCECTOpOHHE aHANM3MPYIOTCS TEOpPETHYecKas MpUpoja CyIeOHOro MpelefeHTa KaK HCTOYHHKA
npaBa, NCTOPHYECKHE MPEANOChIIKA ero (POPMHUPOBAHUS, a TAKKE €r0 MECTO B COBPEMEHHBIX MPABOBBIX
cuctemax. lLlemb wuccrnenoBaHUS — ONPENENHTh IOPHAWYECKOe 3HAadeHHE CyAeOHOTO TpeneNeHTa B
QHTJIOCAKCOHCKOII ¥ pOMaHO-TEPMAHCKOH IIPaBOBBIX CHCTEMAaX, pPACKPHITH €ro OCOOCHHOCTH C
HCIIOTE30BAaHIEM CPABHHUTEIHHO-TIPABOBOTO MOJXOAA M OIEHUTh BO3MOXKHOCTH IPHMCHEHHS TPEIE/ICHTa B
HaIMOHANBHBIX IPAaBOBBIX CHCTeMaX. B Xoae WccienoBaHUS HCHONB30BaHBI MCTOPUYECKHH, CHCTEMHBIMH,
(opMabHO-NIPAaBOBOII M CPaBHHUTEIBHO-TIPABOBOM  METOZBI; ATO MO3BOJMJIO BBISIBUTH  3BOJIOLHUIO
BO3HMKHOBEHHS TIPELEICHTa, ero posib B KadecTBe (HOpPMbI HOPMOTBOPYECTBA M COOTHOIICHUE C CyAeOHON
MpaKTUKON. Pe3ynbTaTsl HCCle10BaHUS TTOKA3alH, YTO, XOTs B CUCTEMe OOIIEro Mpapa CyAeOHBIH MpereaeHT
copmupoBacs Kak 00s3aTeNIbHBIN UCTOUYHHK IpaBa, B CTPaHaX KOHTMHEHTAIBHOTO MpaBa OH B OCHOBHOM
HOCHT JIONOJHUTEIIBHBIN MM OPUEHTHPYIONMH Xapaktep. B BemukoOpuTtanun crporas o0s3aTenbHas cHia
Ipele/ieHTa 3aKperursieTcsl 4epe3 JOKTpuHy stare decisis, Torga kak B CIIA ero nmpuMeHeHne oTiIMdaeTcs
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L.M. Zhunussova, S.l. Kopzhassarova

Oosnplrelt THOKOCTBIO. B pamkax poMaHO-repMaHCKOW NMPAaBOBOM CHCTEMbI CyAbI BBICTYIAIOT MIPEXKIIE BCETO B
KauecTBE IPaBONpPUMEHHTENEH, M oOs3aTeNnbHasl CuUla TpelejeHTa Oo(UIMalTbHO He mpH3Haércs. B
3aKJIIOUEHHE JeNlaeTcsl BBIBOA, YTO CyHEOHBIN MperefeHT, Oyaydd BaKHBIM JIEMEHTOM MeXaHH3Ma
MPaBOBOTO PETYIMPOBAHUS, HAXOAUT CBOE (P (EKTHBHOE NPHMEHEHHE B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT HAI[HOHAJIBHBIX
MPaBOBBIX TPAAUIINH, CTETIEHH HE3aBHCUMOCTH Cy/IeOHOI BIIaCTH U YPOBHS IIPABOBOM KYJIBTYpEL.

Kniouesvie cnosa: MCTOUHMKHU TIpaBa, Cy/eOHAs NPaKTHKA, NMPAaBOBBIC CHCTEMBI, TEOPHUs IpaBa, CyIeOHBII
IpENe/IeHT, 3aKOHHOCTh, AHIJIOCAKCOHCKas IIPaBOBas CHCTEMa, POMaHO-TepMaHCKas IpaBoOBas CHCTEMa,
cyne0HOe peleHue.
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