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Main Sources of Legal Norms in the Field of Physical Education and Sports of the
Republic of Kazakhstan

The purpose of this article is to identify and systematically analyse the key normative legal acts of the Repub-
lic of Kazakhstan governing legal relations in the field of physical education and sports, as well as to compare
them with foreign legislation. The study employs comparative-legal, formal-legal and systematic research
methods in combination with bibliometric analysis of the Scopus, Google Scholar, and National Scientific
Portal of the Republic of Kazakhstan databases; the legislation of Brazil, France, Greece, Italy, Japan and the
United States was examined with direct reference to national legal databases. The following results were ob-
tained: four constitutional provisions of the Republic of Kazakhstan were identified as the indirect legal basis
for sports legal relations; a conflict was demonstrated between labour and sectoral legislation, whereby bonus
schemes are treated as a discretionary right of the employer, while mandatory financial incentives for mem-
bers of national teams are simultaneously prescribed; and the absence of codification of sports legislation in
Kazakhstan is confirmed. The findings contribute to the scholarly debate between the lex sportiva concept
and the inter-branch approach. It is concluded that sports law in Kazakhstan constitutes a state-conditioned
inter-branch legal institution; a classification of its sources by subject-matter areas is proposed.

Keywords: sports law, constitution, labour relations, athlete, coach, source of law, legal regulation, codifica-
tion, inter-branch institution.

Introduction

The relevance of studying the sources of legal norms in the field of physical education and sports in the
Republic of Kazakhstan is determined by the need to improve the scientific research and regulatory legal
framework envisaged by the Concept for the Development of Physical Education and Sports for 2023—
2029 [1], as well as by the increasing number of international multi-sport competitions hosted by the coun-
try [2]. The expansion of international cooperation objectively necessitates the further development of the
national legal system. An examination of national electronic databases of academic research demonstrates
the limited scope of studies devoted to the legal regulation of physical education and sports or sports law in
general: scholarly publications and monographs are virtually absent, while publications remain limited [3].

This study pursues a dual aim: to conduct a systematic examination of the principal normative legal acts
of the Republic of Kazakhstan regulating sports-related legal relations, and to situate these acts within a
broader comparative perspective through analysis of selected foreign legal frameworks. To accomplish this
aim, the following interrelated research tasks have been identified: (a) review of those constitutional provi-
sions of the Republic of Kazakhstan that establish the rights and guarantees of citizens with respect to sport-
ing activity [4]; (b) examination of the Civil Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan [5] (hereinafter — the CC
RK) alongside other legislative instruments bearing directly or indirectly on sports-related legal relations; (c)
determination of the foundational principles underpinning the labour law framework applicable to athletes
and coaches under the legislation of the Republic of Kazakhstan [6] (hereinafter — the LC RK); (d) in-depth
analysis of the sector-specific Law of the Republic of Kazakhstan On Physical Education and Sports [7]
(hereinafter — the Sports Law); and (e) comparative assessment of domestic and foreign approaches to
sports regulation with a view to determining the prospects for further legislative development.

Discussion approaches to defining the legal nature and system of the sources of sports law. Contempo-
rary legal scholarship lacks a unified approach to the legal nature of sports law. The advancement of globali-
sation gives rise to legal phenomena that transcend the boundaries of individual national legal orders, and the
regulation of sports-related relations stands as one of the most characteristic examples of this tendency. A
prominent place in academic legal discourse is occupied by the concept of lex sportiva proposed by
A. Duval [8], according to which international sports law represents a transnational legal order shaped pri-
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marily by the regulatory acts of international sports organizations and the arbitral jurisprudence of the Court
of Arbitration for Sport (CAS). Expanding upon this approach, Casini L. emphasizes the special role of CAS,
which jurisprudence forms a precedential basis for the resolution of international sports disputes [9]. At the
same time, a number of scholars draw attention to the necessity of state and supranational influence on
sports-related legal relations. Thus, S. Weatherill argues that notwithstanding the proclaimed autonomy of
sports organizations, their activities objectively fall within the scope of European Union law [10].
J.A.R. Nafziger characterizes international sports law as a highly complex legal system incorporating norms
of international public law, domestic law, and private law [11]. Academic opinion likewise remains divided
regarding the branch classification of sports law. Some scholars regard sports law as an independent branch
of law possessing its own subject matter and methods of legal regulation [12]. Other authors maintain that
sports law does not constitute an autonomous branch of law but rather represents a combination of legal
norms derived from various branches of law and applied within the sphere of sports [13]. This theoretical
controversy remains highly relevant for Kazakhstan legal scholarship, since its resolution is directly connect-
ed with the development of an appropriate methodology for sports law research, the determination of an op-
timal model for legal systematization, and the prospects for the codification of sports legislation in the Re-
public of Kazakhstan. From the perspective of comparative law, the debate likewise remains unresolved: the
guestion of whether sports legislation should be codified continues to be open. The experience of
France [14], Italy [15], and Brazil [16], which have adopted specialized sports codes, contrasts with the ap-
proaches of the United States [17] and Japan [18], where sports-related activities are regulated primarily un-
der general legislation.

Insufficient development of the issue in domestic legal scholarship. The conducted analysis of the Sco-
pus bibliometric database [19] and the National Scientific Portal of the Republic of Kazakhstan [3] allows
one to conclude that Kazakhstan legal scholarship, at the level of scholarly publications and monographs, has
not addressed the problem of the sources of norms of sports law. The identified publications are devoted to
separate aspects, including issues of labour dispute resolution in the field of physical education and
sports [20], problems of legal regulation of employment relations involving athletes and employees of the
sports sector [21], issues of sports corporate governance modelling [22], as well as the legal regulation of
sports teams in the Republic of Kazakhstan and foreign experience in this area [23]. A comparative legal
analysis of the sources of sports law covering both common law and civil law jurisdictions from the perspec-
tive of the Kazakhstan legal system has not been conducted previously. The most productive researchers in
this field—scholars from Australia, the United Kingdom, and the United States—develop their theoretical
frameworks on the basis of their respective national legal systems [24], which limit the direct applicability of
their findings to the conditions of the Republic of Kazakhstan.

Author’s concept. Based on the conducted research, the author maintains that sports law in Kazakhstan
currently constitutes an intersectoral legal institution. This conclusion is grounded in the analysis of the ex-
isting regulatory legal framework, within which legal norms governing sports-related legal relations are dis-
persed across various branches of legislation, including constitutional, civil, labour, and sector-specific law.
At the same time, the author does not exclude the possibility of sports law evolving into an independent
branch of law within the Kazakhstan legal system, since the development of legislation and law enforcement
practice, as well as the growing regulatory needs of stakeholders in the sports sector, create objective condi-
tions for such transformation.

Methods and Materials

The study employs comparative legal, formal legal, systemic, and bibliometric methods. A comparative
legal approach was employed to examine the sports legislation of Brazil, France, Greece, Italy, Japan, and
the United States, with particular attention to national codification models and the extent to which constitu-
tional instruments incorporate sports-specific provisions. The formal legal method was applied to scrutinise
the Constitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan, the CC RK, the LC RK, and the Sports Law, with a view to
establishing the normative foundations of sports-related legal relations, exposing the regulatory tension be-
tween Article 107 of the LC RK and Article 7 of the Sports Law, and elucidating the distinctive features of
the legal framework governing the professional activity of athletes and coaches. The systemic method is used
to determine the interrelation between sources of sports law and to develop the author’s classification of the
sources of sports law norms in Kazakhstan. A bibliometric analysis of the Scopus, Google Scholar, and Na-
tional Scientific Portal of the Republic of Kazakhstan databases was conducted to assess the state of research
in the field of sports law. Searches were conducted using the keywords “sports law Kazakhstan,” “legal regu-
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lation of physical education and sports,” and “employment of athletes,” along with their Russian-language
equivalents. The search identified four scholarly publications on particular issues of sports law within the
legal system of Kazakhstan, which are used in the present study.

The normative and documentary basis of the study consists of the legislation of Kazakhstan and six for-
eign states, subordinate regulatory legal acts, official documents of the National Olympic Committee of the
Republic of Kazakhstan (hereinafter — the NOC RK) [25] and the National Paralympic Committee of the
Republic of Kazakhstan (hereinafter — the NPC RK) [26], as well as the statutes of sports federations. Regu-
latory acts were examined using official legal databases and the official websites of the relevant organiza-
tions.

Results

The study identifies a set of specific findings corresponding to the stated objectives, as well as an addi-
tional result concerning the theoretical positioning of sports law in the Republic of Kazakhstan.

1. Constitutional foundations. The analysis of constitutional provisions demonstrates that the Constitu-
tion of the Republic of Kazakhstan [4] does not explicitly enshrine the right to engage in sports as an inde-
pendent constitutional right. At the same time, four constitutional provisions collectively form a comprehen-
sive legal basis for sports-related legal relations: freedom of association (Article 23), freedom of labour and
occupational choice (Article 24), the right to healthcare (Article 29), and the right to education (Article 30).
A cross-jurisdictional review shows that Brazil [27] and Greece [28] include direct constitutional provisions
on state duties in sport, while the constitutions of the United States [17] and Japan [18] make no mention of
sport. Nevertheless, both countries occupy leading positions in the Olympic medal standings. The novelty of
this finding lies in the fact that a comparative constitutional study of the legal foundations of sport has been
carried out in Kazakhstani scholarship for the first time, showing no clear link between constitutional sport
provisions and a state’s performance in international competition.

2. Civil law regulation. The analysis of the Civil Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan [5] demonstrates
that civil legislation constitutes one of the key sources of legal regulation in the field of sports. The provi-
sions of the Civil Code govern contractual relations in sport. The subject matter of such contracts—property,
results of work and services, and intellectual property objects—is regulated under the general provisions of
the RK Civil Code. The novelty of this finding lies in the first systematic analysis of the provisions of the
civil legislation of the Republic of Kazakhstan as applied to sports-related legal relations. This analysis iden-
tifies a coherent set of civil law instruments governing contractual and property relations in sport, including
sports services agreements, marketing service contracts, broadcasting rights agreements, sponsorship con-
tracts, as well as mechanisms for the protection of intellectual property rights.

3. Labour law regulation. The analysis of the LC RK [6] reveals a significant gap: the absence of legal
differentiation of athletes and coaches as a distinct category of employees, despite the specific nature of their
professional activity. Labour guarantees for athletes and coaches are regulated only fragmentarily within the
LC RK, namely in Article 18 (list of positions of sports specialists in rural areas), Article 26 (prohibition on
employment of persons with a criminal record), and Article 139 (salary supplements for employees of state
sports education organisations). The principal novel finding is the identification and substantiation of a spe-
cific regulatory conflict previously unaddressed in Kazakhstan legal scholarship: Article 107 of the LC RK
classifies bonus schemes as a right, rather than an obligation, of the employer, whereas Article 7 of the
Sports Law and establishes a mandatory framework of financial incentives for winners of international com-
petitions among members of national teams [29]. This inconsistency implies that athletes and coaches cannot
rely exclusively on labour legislation when asserting their entitlement to remuneration, thereby creating a
structural gap in their legal protection.

4. A systemic examination of the Sports Law [7] establishes this act as the principal sectoral source of
sports law in Kazakhstan. It regulates training and competition processes, the awarding of sports titles and
ranks, the formation and state funding of national teams, anti-doping policy, the operation of sports facilities,
social guarantees for athletes and coaches, and the activities of sports federations. It is established that since
its adoption in 2014, the Law has been amended and supplemented 23 times, while a significant portion of
regulatory provisions has been transferred to subordinate legislation. This development increases the frag-
mentation of legal regulation and creates conditions for inconsistency in law enforcement practice in the
sports sector. The anti-doping norms of the Sports Law reflect Kazakhstan’s obligations under the UNESCO
International Convention against Doping in Sport (Paris, 2005) (hereinafter—the Anti-Doping Conven-
tion) [30], ratified by Kazakhstan in 2009. The World Anti-Doping Code (hereinafter—the WADA
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Code) [31], incorporated into the Convention by reference, forms part of a multi-level system of legal regula-
tion in which international obligations are implemented through national sports legislation and further speci-
fied in the Anti-Doping Rules of the Republic of Kazakhstan [32].

5. On the basis of the conducted comparative legal analysis, it is established that France [14], Italy [15],
and Brazil [16] have adopted a codification approach to sports legislation. In Kazakhstan, the adoption of a
separate sports code appears premature, taking into account the requirement of the homogeneity of regulated
social relations enshrined in Article 8 of the Law on Legal Acts [33]. In the absence of codification, this
study proposes a subject-based classification of the sources of sports law norms—the first systematic classi-
fication specifically developed for and adapted to the legal system of the Republic of Kazakhstan: (a) em-
ployment of athletes and coaches; (b) health care and sports medicine; (c) education in the field of physical
education and sports; (d) sports governance; and (e) financing, property, and taxation relations. The proposed
classification is developed with regard to the hierarchy of legal sources in Kazakhstan. Ratified international
treaties prevail over domestic legislation pursuant to the Constitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan [4]. The
Anti-Doping Convention [30] illustrates this approach: as a ratified treaty, it establishes the international le-
gal basis for anti-doping regulation, which is further developed within category (d)—governance of sports
activity. The proposed classification constitutes the main conceptual contribution of the study, providing a
structured framework applicable in legislative practice for the systematisation of regulatory material in the
absence of codification.

6. Theoretical positioning—Ilex sportiva and the intersectoral approach. The lex sportiva doctrine, de-
veloped by A. Duval [8] and further specified by L. Casini [9] via the award practice of the Court of Arbitra-
tion for Sport, argues that international sport has produced a self-contained normative order where sports
bodies, rather than states, set the normative agenda. The intersectoral approach, advanced in the works of
Weatherill S. [10], J.A.R. Nafziger [11], and T.A. Davis [13], conceptualises sports law as a set of legal
norms derived from general legislation and applied within the sports sector without constituting an inde-
pendent branch of law. The analysis of the regulatory framework of the Republic of Kazakhstan indicates a
hybrid nature of the national model of sports regulation, which does not fully correspond to any of the estab-
lished theoretical models in their classical form. While a state-centred regulatory model continues to prevail,
the statutes of sports federations, the National Olympic Committee, and the National Paralympic Committee
are granted legal standing [7]. On this basis, sports law in Kazakhstan at its current stage of development
may be characterised as a state-conditioned intersectoral legal institution. According to the results of the
bibliometric analysis, this theoretical category has not yet been distinctly conceptualised in comparative
sports law literature.

Discussion

Comparison with existing scholarly research. The bibliometric analysis conducted within the frame-
work of this study broadly confirms the findings of Kamenecka-Usova et al. [24], who identified Australia,
the United Kingdom, and the United States as the leading contributors to scholarly publications on sports law
indexed in the Scopus database. While agreeing with this observation, it must nevertheless be noted that Ka-
zakhstani legal scholarship in the field of sports law is not only weakly represented in international data-
bases, but also lacks a systematic analysis of the sources of sports law norms from the perspective of a Cen-
tral Asian continental legal system. This circumstance indicates the existence of a structural gap in the aca-
demic literature on sports law, the filling of which constitutes the objective of the present study. At the same
time, the methodological approaches developed in foreign scholarship, which are largely based on decentral-
ised corporate models of sports governance [22], cannot be directly transposed into the legal system of Ka-
zakhstan without appropriate adaptation.

Constitutional foundations: similarities, differences, and reconsideration. Four constitutional provisions
of the Republic of Kazakhstan (Articles 23, 24, 29, and 30) form an indirect legal basis for sports-related le-
gal relations, which allows for comparison with constitutional models of other states. While sharing the gen-
eral premise of comparative constitutional law that most states regulate sports indirectly—through general
human rights provisions rather than specific constitutional clauses—the author does not accept the view that
the absence of an explicit constitutional right to sport necessarily indicates a deficiency in a legal system.
This position is consistent with S. Weatherill [10], who argues that the effectiveness of sports governance is
determined not by its constitutional form, but by the functional coherence of the overall regulatory frame-
work. The Kazakhstan model, where constitutional rights serve as indirect foundations for sector-specific
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legislation, may therefore be assessed as structurally coherent, however in need of greater legislative consol-
idation.

Labour law regulation: clarification and assessment of the identified conflict. The regulatory conflict
between Article 107 of the LC RK, which classifies bonus schemes as a discretionary right of the employer,
and Atrticle 7 of the Sports Law, which establishes a mandatory framework of financial incentives for mem-
bers of national teams [29], does not represent a mere legislative oversight. Rather, it is a direct consequence
of the intersectoral nature of sports law: universal employment law, constructed to regulate the workforce at
large, is ill-suited to the occupational realities of elite athletes and coaches, whose remuneration is by its very
nature tied to sporting results. This study aligns with Khasenov and Bukenov [21], who identified gaps and
inconsistencies in the regulation of employment relations in the field of physical education and sports in Ka-
zakhstan, and further substantiates their conclusions through a concrete documented example not previously
addressed in the literature. At the same time, the study does not support the view of a fundamental incompat-
ibility between the RK framework and the specificities of sport. The identified conflict is considered resolv-
able through targeted legislative amendments, including the introduction of a dedicated section in the LC RK
governing the legal status of athletes and coaches.

Codification: alignment with comparative experience and rejection of mechanical transposition. A
comparative analysis of codification practices in France, Italy, and Brazil confirms the observation of
Athayde et al. [34] that legislative models significantly shape national sports law systems. The study agrees
that codification, where feasible, contributes to a more coherent and accessible regulatory environment. At
the same time, it does not endorse a mechanical call for the adoption of a sports code in Kazakhstan at the
current stage of legal development. Article 8 of the Law on Legal Acts [33] requires that codes regulate ho-
mogeneous social relations. The intersectoral nature of sports law—encompassing labour, health protection,
education, governance, and financing—renders it structurally incompatible with this requirement under the
current doctrinal framework of Kazakhstani legislation. The consolidating effect identified by Fahlen and
Stenling [35] may, however, be partially achieved in Kazakhstan through the classification proposed in this
study, which functions as a functional analogue of codification by organising dispersed normative material
into a coherent system without requiring formal legislative consolidation.

Classification of sources by subject matter of legal regulation. The proposed classification of the
sources of sports law norms by regulatory subject matter extends beyond prior Kazakhstani contribu-
tions [20; 21] by covering the full range of sports-related legal relations rather than isolated dimensions
thereof. In keeping with the cross-sectoral architecture of sports law outlined by J.A.R. Nafziger [11] and
S. Weatherill [10], it has been specifically designed with the sources and hierarchy of Kazakhstan legislation
in mind, which is reflected in the two-level normative justification of each of the five identified domains.

Theoretical positioning. The lex sportiva doctrine, developed by A. Duval [8] and further elaborated by
L. Casini [9] drawing on CAS award practice, advances the premise that international sport has produced an
autonomous normative order whose content is shaped predominantly by non-governmental actors. While
recognising the significance of this concept for the analysis of international sports disputes, this study does
not consider it to be an appropriate primary explanatory model for the national sports law system of Kazakh-
stan. The regulatory framework under examination is predominantly state-centred: the hierarchy of legal
sources is constitutionally and statutorily defined [33], competent public authorities are vested with norma-
tive powers in areas such as incentive schemes and anti-doping regulation [29], and sports federations ac-
quire their legal status through state accreditation rather than through autonomous self-regulation [7]. At the
same time, the study aligns with S. Weatherill [10] and J.A.R. Nafziger [11] in acknowledging that national
sports law cannot be described as a monolithic system: elements of corporate self-regulation by the National
Olympic Committee of the Republic of Kazakhstan, National Paralympic Committee of the Republic of Ka-
zakhstan, and national federations are legally recognised [7]. The concept of a state-conditioned intersectoral
legal institution—introduced in this study as a novel theoretical category—more accurately captures this
complex legal structure than either the lex sportiva model or the “set of legal norms” approach proposed by
T.A. Davis [13]. It accounts for the specific combination of constitutional foundations, intersectoral disper-
sion of norms, and partial private ordering that characterises Kazakhstan sports law at its current stage of
development.

Reliability and limitations of the study. The reliability of the results is ensured by the use of official le-
gal databases and institutional websites in the analysis of regulatory legal acts, which enabled the accuracy of
the comparative legal examination. The bibliometric analysis was undertaken using the Scopus, Web of Sci-
ence, Google Scholar, and National Scientific Portal of the Republic of Kazakhstan databases, thereby ensur-
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ing comprehensive coverage of both international and domestic scholarly literature on sports law. The pro-
posed classification of the sources of legal norms in the field of sports demonstrates internal normative co-
herence, as each of the identified domains is substantiated by constitutional provisions and statutory instru-
ments of the Republic of Kazakhstan. The principal limitation of this research resides in its normative-
doctrinal orientation: the analysis is confined to the existing legal framework and does not encompass law
enforcement practice, judicial interpretation, or the practical experiences of athletes and coaches. The six
states chosen for comparative purposes—Brazil, France, Greece, Italy, Japan, and the United States—were
identified on the basis of substantive legal criteria reflecting the degree of institutionalisation of sports regu-
lation within the national legal system: each possesses either a dedicated sports code or constitutional provi-
sions expressly addressing sport, rather than being selected on geographic grounds.

Conclusions

The comprehensive analysis of the constitutional, civil, labour, and sector-specific legislation of the
Republic of Kazakhstan, combined with a comparative legal study of the legislation of six foreign states, en-
abled the achievement of the study’s principal aim and the articulation of the following conclusions.

1. The Constitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan does not enshrine the right to engage in sports as an
independent constitutional right; however, four of its provisions—Articles 23, 24, 29, and 30—collectively
form an indirect legal basis for sports-related legal relations. The comparative analysis confirms the absence
of a direct correlation between constitutional recognition of the right to sport and a state’s sporting achieve-
ments.

2. Civil legislation constitutes one of the key sources of legal regulation in the field of sports. The pro-
visions of the Civil Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan [5] govern sports-related contracts, including spon-
sorship and charitable agreements, marketing services contracts, broadcasting rights agreements for sporting
events, as well as the protection of intellectual property rights.

3. Examination of the LC RK [6] reveals the absence of a normative differentiation of the legal status of
athletes and coaches as a distinct category of employees. This study is the first in Kazakhstani legal scholar-
ship to document a regulatory conflict: Article 107 of the LC RK classifies bonus schemes as a discretionary
right of the employer, whereas Article 7 of the Sports Law [7] establishes a mandatory framework of finan-
cial incentives for members of national teams [29]. Until this inconsistency is resolved at the legislative lev-
el, entities financed from the state budget are required to regulate the right to financial incentives contractual-
ly.

4. The Sports Law constitutes the central sectoral source of sports law in Kazakhstan. Its 23 amend-
ments since 2014 and its significant reliance on subordinate legislation create a risk of fragmentation in law
enforcement practice.

5. In the absence of codification—deemed premature in view of the homogeneity requirement set out in
Article 8 of the Law on Legal Acts [33]—the present study advances a classification of sports law sources by
subject matter. The proposed classification is based on the subject matter of legal regulation within the
sphere of sports. Each group combines legal norms governing a relatively autonomous group of sports legal
relations within the legal system of the Republic of Kazakhstan: (a) labour relations of athletes and coaches;
(b) healthcare and sports medicine; (c) education in the domain of sport; (d) governance of sports activity;
and (e) financing, property, and taxation relations. Anti-doping regulation occupies a cross-sectoral position
within this classification, combining elements of sports governance, healthcare regulation, and international
legal obligations. This represents the first systematic classification developed specifically for the legal sys-
tem of the Republic of Kazakhstan.

6. Kazakhstan sports law is characterised as a state-conditioned intersectoral legal institution—a theo-
retical category not previously identified in comparative legal literature. It reflects a combination of constitu-
tional foundations, intersectoral dispersion of norms, and legally recognised elements of corporate self-
regulation by sports federations, the National Olympic Committee, and the National Paralympic Committee
of the Republic of Kazakhstan [7].

The scientific value of the study lies in the following three components: an inaugural systematic exami-
nation of sports law sources within Kazakhstan’s legal order; the development of two novel theoretical con-
structs—a subject-matter classification and the notion of a state-conditioned intersectoral legal institution;
and the identification and documented substantiation of a specific regulatory conflict in labour legislation
concerning athletes and coaches.
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The practical significance of the findings is reflected in their applicability in legislative activity (in pre-
paring targeted revisions to the LC RK and consolidating sports legislation), in the contractual work of sports
organisations (in designing employment arrangements with athletes and coaches), in academic instruction
(for teaching sports law), and as a foundation for further empirical and comparative legal research.
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K.b. KacrimoBa

Ka3akcran Pecny0iuKkacbIHAAFbI IeHe HIBIHBIKTBIPY K9HE CIIOPT CAJIACHIHAAFbI
KYKBIK HOPMAJIAPbIHbIH HETI3ri 1epeKkKe3aepi

MakayiaHbIH MakcaTbl — JIeHe IIBIHBIKTHIPY SHE CHOPT CallaChIHIaFbl KOFAM/IBIK KaThIHACTAP.Ibl PETTEHTIH
Kaszakcran PecryOnuKachIHBIH HeETi3ri HOPMaTHUBTIK-KYKBIKTHIK aKTiIEpiH aHBIKTAIl, OJIap/bl XKyieni Typne
Tajjay, COHJAAM-ak ILIeTeNl MEMJICKETTEpPiHiH 3aHHaMalapbIMeH CalbICTBIPMANbl TYpAE 3epleiey. 3eprrey
OaprhICHIHIA CATIBICTHIPMAIIBI-KYKBIKTHIK, (pOpMalibabI-3aHABIK JKOHE JKYHEINK Talaay 94icTepi KOJNJaHBUIBII,
Scopus nepekrep ©0asacel MeH KazakcraHHbIH YJTTHIK FBUIBIMH MOPTaJbIHAAFBl MaTepHalapFa
OHOIMOMETPHSIIBIK capanTtama xyprizingi. ConpiMeH Katap bpasmmms, @pannus, ['pexus, Utamus, XKamorus
xoHe AKIII-TBIH CHOpPT calachblHAAFbl 3aHHAaMajapbl YITTHIK KYKBIKTBIK JIEPEKKOpiap Heri3iHue
KapacTeIpsuiabl. 3eprTey HoTikecinne Kazakcran Pecrybnukacsl KOHCTHTYIMSACHIHBIH CIIOPTTHIK KYKBIKTBIK
KaThIHACTAP/IbIH XKaHaMa KYKBIKTBIK HETi3iH KypaiThlH TOPT HOpMAachl allKeIHAanAbl. EHOEK 3aHHaMackIHaa
Chlifakpl Oepy KyMbIC OepyLIiHiH KYKBIFBI PETiHIE KapacThIpbUICA, CaJalblK 3aHHaMaaa YITTHIK Kypama
MYLIETIEPIH MIHIETTI TYple KeTepMmeJey HOPMACHIHBIH OEKiTiUTyi KYKBIKTHIK KOJUIM3US TYBIHAATAaTHIHBI
anplkranasl. Conpaii-ak Kasakcranaa copt 3aHHaMackIHBIH KO (pUKanMsIIaHOAFaHbl JOJIeNICH . AJBIHFaH
HoTIOKenep lex sportiva TYXKBIpBIMIaMachl MEH callaapajiblk KYKBIKTBIK TOCUT apachIHAArbl FHUIBIMU
MIKIpTATacTBIH JaMyblHa yllec KOCaabl. 3epTTey KOPBITHIHABICHI OoifbiHIA KazakcTaHHBIH CHOPT KYKBIFEI
MEMJICKET afKbIHAANTBIH cajaapayblk KYKBIKTBIK HHCTUTYT peTiHAe OaraylaHblll, OHBIH KalHap Ke3IepiH
MSH/IIK GaFbITTap OOMBIHINA JKIKTEY YCHIHBUIBL.

Kinm ce30ep: cnopT KYKbIFbI, KOHCTUTYLMSA, €HOEK KaTbIHACTAPBl, CIOPTIUBI, >KATTHIKTBIPYILIBI, KYKBIK
HOpMaJIapbIHbIH KaiiHap Ke3i, KYKBIKTHIK PETTeY, KOIHU(UKaLKs, canaapaiblK KYKBIKTIK HHCTUTYT.
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X.B. Kassymova

K.b. KacrimoBa

OcHOBHbIE HCTOYHUKYU HOPM NpaBa B 00J1acTH GU3HYeCKOll KYJbTYPbI H CIOPTa
Pecnyosiukn Kazaxcran

Ilenp HacTOSIIEH CTATEU COCTOUT B BBISIBICHUU M CHCTEMATHYCCKOM aHAITN3¢ KITFOYEBBIX HOPMATHBHEIX Tpa-
BOBBIX akTOB PecnyOnmkn KaszaxcraH, peryimpyronmx npaBoOTHOIIEHHS B chepe GU3NISCKON KYJIbTYPhl U
CIIOpTa, a TAaKXKe B HMX COIMOCTABICHHM C 3apyOSKHBIM 3aKOHOJIATEIBCTBOM. [IpHMMEHEHBI CpaBHUTEIIBHO-
MPaBOBOii, (hOpMaTBEHO-FOPUINUCCKHIA U CHCTEMHBIA METOIBI HCCIICIOBAHUS B COUCTaHHH ¢ OMOIMOMETpHYC-
CKUM aHanu30oM 0a3bl JaHHBIX Scopus 1 HarmoHansHOro HayqHOro noprana KasaxcraHa; 3aKOHOJATENbCTBO
Bpaswmn, ®pannmn, perun, Utamiu, Snornn u CHIA u3ydeHO ¢ HEMOCPEACTBEHHBIM 00palieHineM K Ha-
[UOHAIILHBIM TPABOBBIM 0a3am JaHHEIX. [10TydeHbI CIeqyIomue Pe3yIbTaThl: BBISIBICHBI YETHIPE KOHCTHUTY-
UOHHEIC HOpMBI PecrryOnukn KazaxcraH kak kKOCBEHHas MpaBOBasi OCHOBA CIIOPTHUBHEIX MPABOOTHOIICHUI,
YCTaHOBJICHA KOJUTU3USI MEXIY TPYAOBBIM M OTPACICBBIM 3aKOHOJATEIECTBOM, TPAKTYIOIIMMH MPEMHPOBa-
HUE KaK [PaBo paboTomaTeNsl U 3aKpEIUTIONINM 0053aTeIbHBIA TOPSIOK MOOIIPEHUS WICHOB HAIIMOHATBHBIX
COOPHBIX KOMaHI;, IIOATBEPIKICHO OTCYTCTBHE KOIU(BHUKAIIMKM CIIOPTHBHOTO 3aKOHOAaTeNIbCTBa B Kazaxcrane.
TTonydeHHble pe3ynbTaThl BHOCAT BKJIAJl B HAYYHYIO TUCKYCCHIO MEXIy KOHIEMHUel lex sportiva 1 MeXOoT-
pacieBbiM noxxoaoM. CrienaH BBIBOJ O TOM, YTO CIIOPTUBHOE NpaBo KazaxcraHa sBISIETCS TOCYIapCTBEHHO
00yCIIOBIIEHHBIM MEKOTPACIEBEIM PABOBBIM HHCTUTYTOM; MPEIIOKEHA KIACCH(UKAIIA €r0 HCTOYHUKOB T10
MPEMCETHBIM HaNPaBICHUSIM.

Knrouesvie cnosa: CIIOPTUBHOE IIPaBO, KOHCTUTYL U, TPYAOBBIC OTHOIICHHUA, CIIOPTCMEH, TPEHEP, HCTOYHUK
HOPM IIpaBa, IpaBOBOC PEryJIMPOBAHUE, KOZ[I/I(I)I/IKaL[I/IH, Me)KOTpaCJ'IeBOﬁ HUHCTUTYT, CPABHUTEJIBLHOEC IIPaBO.
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