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QUESTIONS OF DECENTRALIZATION AND
DELIMITATION OF EMPOWERMENT BETWEEN

STATE MANAGEMENT LEVELS IN KAZAKHSTAN

Issues on the decentralization and differentiation of rights and
opportunities between levels of public administration in Kazakhstan
are considered. Also, the stages of formation of state regulations
of the economy are described.
In many countries, there is a trend towards the decentralization
of power through the transferring of functions, power and
responsibility from the central to the local government and civil
society institutions. Decentralization is more often considered as
a tool for the direct involvement of local communities in the creation
and funding of government programs, improving of the efficiency
of the administrative system and, as a consequence — to the
further development of human potential.
Kazakhstan, as well as the other CIS countries, inherited a
centralized system of public administration, economy and society
from the former Soviet Union. In the first years after the
independence in 1991, the establishment of the state foundation,
consolidation of the country’s sovereignty and territorial integrity
became the priority goals for the Republic of Kazakhstan. At this
stage, the centralization of state power was justified. However, in
the long term, an excessive centralization of power impedes the
further development of the country and creates the risk of strategic
retarding from her nearest neighbors. In this regard, an important
task was the transferring of functions and power of the center, as
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well as responsibility in addressing most of the issues of territorial
development to the local level of government.
It also appoints on the shortcomings and the problems that are
currently valid in the public administration of the Republic of
Kazakhstan, as well as presents the results of functional analysis
of basic legal provisions and perspective plans to improve the system
of public administration.

Keywords: government power, public administration, separation of power between levels of
government, functional analysis of public administration.

In many countries, there is a trend towards decentralization of power through
the transfer of functions, powers and responsibilities from central to local government
and civil society institutions. Decentralization is increasingly seen as a tool for the
direct involvement of local communities in the creation and funding of public
programs, increasing the efficiency of the administrative system and, as a result —
to further human development.

Since acquiring its independence, Kazakhstan has been consistently pursuing
a policy on the formation and development of the public administration system,
adapted to the requirements of a market economy. In this regard, an important task
is the transfer of functions and powers of the center, as well as responsibility in
addressing most of the issues of territorial development to the local level of
government.

Kazakhstan as well as other CIS countries, inherited from the former Soviet
Union centralized system of management of state, economy and society. In the first
years after gaining independence in 1991, in front of the republic were priority
goals such as building the foundation of the state, strengthening the country’s
sovereignty, territorial integrity. At this stage, the centralization of state power
was justified. But in the long term excessive centralization of power only would
deter further development of the country and would create a risk of strategic gap
from their nearest neighbors.

To solve this problem by the presidential decree in 2001 was created a State
Commission for the delimitation of empowerment between levels of state management
and improvement of inter-budget relations. In 2003 was developed a Concept of
delimitation of empowerment between levels of state management and improvement
of inter-budget relations [1].

According to the theory of power separation, mix, power centralization fraught
with danger of establishing a despotic regime where no individual freedom is foreseen.
Therefore in order to prevent the emergence of authoritarian absolute power, with
no relation to the right, all branches should be delimitated, separated, and isolated.

With separation of powers constitutional state is organized and functioning in
a legal way:

— public authorities act within their competence, without replacing each
other;

— establishing mutual control, balance, equilibrium in the relationship of
public authorities.

Organizational management structure based on clearly defined tasks and
functions of the system. A characteristic of organizational management structure
largely determines the results of the economic system. Dynamism of management
structure determines by predictability of controlled processes. If they are fairly
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accurately predictable, the control structure can be static. But when they are
probabilistic in nature, requires a flexible structure that is sensitive to the dynamics
of growth and changes in the control object. Organizational management structure,
composition and quantity of its constituent units form the coordination of these
units depend directly on the system functions due to the goals and objectives of the
economic system.

Thus, the development of governance structures suggests:
— designation of tasks, functions, powers and responsibilities of each level of

management system;
— research and organizational appearance of all levels in management system;
— provision of such a relation of centralization and decentralization, which

would be consistent with the terms of the functioning of the system.
Therefore, the problem of decentralization is an interest aspect in modern

conditions. Like any other phenomenon, decentralization has its positive and negative
features.

On the positive side of this process can be attributed:
— speed in problem solving by the heads of the departments;
— flexibility of the system in a real economic situation;
— correctness of the decision making process in view of narrow specialization

and limited range of issues;
— reducing costs, because saves such more times in preparing the reports;
— moral satisfaction due to greater personal involvement in decision-making

of the low level managers.
In a message to the people of Kazakhstan in February 18, 2005, President

N. Nazarbayev identified as one of the basic principles in strategy of the state
management formation, the decentralization of the government functions from
center to regions [2]. In Republic is actively pursued reform of the system of local
government. At this stage, maturity of the Republic in political aspect appear, and
its desire to implement democratic reforms. One of the strategic directions of the
state is to improve governance through decentralization of functions, powers and
liability. Decentralization — means a transfer of decision-making process to local
authorities and citizens, or their elected representatives. Exercise of that right of
decision-making is an act of local government. Decentralization of government
functions — is a multifaceted concept, which includes such species of decentralization
as: political, economic and financial.

There are two following arguments in favor of decentralization of government
functions:

— decentralization of the empowerment in provision of governmental (budget)
service increases the efficiency of budget spending, since it brings power to the
people, making it more accountable to the voters, to more closely consider the
preferences of the population;

— decentralization of income generation budget allows more accurate account
of the specificity and structure of the tax (revenue) base and thereby provide better
collection of taxes and other revenues to the budget.

Importance of choosing the model of local government which respond to
Kazakhstan conditions in general, as well as for thespecific particulars of the republic
territory, brings no doubt. In international practice, has developed several types and
forms of local government, which differ from each other by the extent of the higher
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state organs to work of local governments. This is due to the fact that the local
government has elements of both national and public education.

In accordance of this, the system of local governance reflects:
— right of the citizens as a memebers of local communities for the independent

solution in a area development problem on a territory they live;
— principle of hierarchy of governance, when along with the horizontal

separation of powers formed a vertical management system.
Among the basic principles of the local selfmanagement can be defined òó÷å

principles:
1) identification of specific functions and empowerments;
2) electivity;
3) presence of property;
4) contractual basis of relations between local authorities and the population;
5) satisfaction of the territorial needs from its own revenue sources, i.e.

having its own budget;
6) specialization of local government in social spheres;
7) competitive system of filling the posts of municipal employees;
8) accountability to the population living in that territoty;
9) independence in decision-making;
10) legal safety.
Local government in this regard, can be considered as a form of public authority

of the population in solving problems of local issues. The essence of local self-
government — in sel-organization of citizens to exercise their independent initiatives
and common goals under its responsibility.

As part of delimitation of functions and empowerments between levels of
government management was planned the expansion of the list belonging to a village,
town, or city (regional value) levels of government functions; in particular was
assumed to supplement with the following:

— organization of work on municipal improvement, landscaping, gardering
and sanitation cleaning of settlements;

— organization of public work to support in proper condition cemeteries and
other burial sites;

— organization of work in water delivery for settlements, regulation of the
problems with water and land use;

— management of communal property transferred to Akimats of relevant
administrative-territorial units in accordance with law.

The basis is the provision that each individual function shall be fixed with a
certain central or local executive body financed from respective budget. These changes
are aimed at the extension of the authorities of lower state management levels and
at ensuring their independence, when they implement duties imposed. The Law
provides clear seggregation of function among all state management levels. It made
amendments to 122 legislative acts including 6 codes. The implementation of Law
led to re-allocation of budget funds among republican and local budgets. The functional
analysis of the Law’s main provisions on seggregation of duties by areas (sectors)
and management areas taking into account the following criteria and terms of
functions delienation among power levels shows the following:

1. General state issues, in particular: provision of an integral functioning and
development of state (defence, public order and security, foreign policy), legislation,
observance of constitutional civil rights and liberties of citizens, receipt by them of
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minimum social benefits guaranteed by state are included to the competence of the
central state management level.

2. The issues of local significance shall be independently settled and regulated
by local state management bodies. In addition, they shall be subject to control and
shall be reported to the above power layers on the implementation of legislation,
perfromance of general state functions and provision of services guaranteed by
Consitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan and transferred for implementation in
legislative respects to this power level.

3. From the point of view of rational arrangement of management system,
authorities on the performance of general state functions and provision of services
shall be fixed at those state management levels, where their performance is more
efficient. In addition, state services to population in order to achieve the efficiency
of their rendering, minimization of financial costs for their rendeirng shall be
provided at the closest administrative level taking into account the availability of
infrastructue for rendering such services.

4. Issues the settlement of which is not ensured within one administrative
and territorial unit shall be transferred to the jurisdiction of an above layer.

5. Each function in full shall be included to the competence of only one body
or level of state management. In addition, the duplication or crossing of function
both on vertical and and horizontal lines of state management shall be minimized.

In accordance with the abovementioned criteria and terms of work on
seggregation of authorities among the state management levels, the following was
carried out at following directions:

— transfer to the local state management of individual functions fixed currently
at central power level;

— optimization of the functions of joint central and local state management;
— clear seggregation of functions and authorities among the levels of local

state management including regarding the utility property management;
— transfer to central state bodies and their territorial subdivisions of a set of

functions fixed currently with local state management bodies;
— transfer of a part of administrative, permissive and controlling and

supervicing functions within the vertical of central state bodies to territorial level.
General directions on delienation of authorities by areas (sectors) and management
areas are following:

— transfer to the oblast (municipal of republican significance) management
level of individual functions fixed currently at the central power level;

— transfer to the regional (municipal of oblast significance) level of local
state management of individual functions fixed currently at the oblast poweer level;

— transfer to rural, settlement, municipal of regional significance management
level of individual functions fixed currently at the regional power level;

— transfer to central state bodies and their territorial subdivisions of a set of
functions fixed currently with local state management bodies;

— transfer to the state sector of management and regulation functions, which
are inexpedient to perform in a competitive sector;

— transfer to a competitive sector of functions unusual for state bodies.
In continuation of these actions, in January 10, 2006, the Law of the Republic

of Kazakhstan “Concerning Amendments to Some Legislative Acts of the Republic
of Kazakhstan on the Issues of Authorities Delienation among the Levels of State
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Management and Budget Relations”, which made amendments to 32 current legislative
acts, was adopted [3].

In Kazakhstan, local government provides the performance of the functions
of state power bodies at the lowest management level — in aul districts. Local
population, taking part in the formation of local government body, solves local
problems through them. This means the organizational and functional independence
of local government that shall be performed by population directly.

By concluding, the process of public administration reforming can be divided
into two stages depending on “strategy” of reforms.

— The first stage includes the period from the moment of declaration of
independence of Kazakhstan at the end of 1991 until 2007. One of the requirements
to improve the activity of public administration which should be mentioned here is
the Message of President of the Republic of Kazakhstan to the people of Kazakhstan
from March, 19th, 2004 [4] in which it states: “From now on the performance of
each minister and the head of the local government will be strictly evaluated according
to state of affairs with introduction of international standards”.

— The second stage includes the period from 2007 until the present. Before
2007, restructuring of state bodies took the form of their renaming or redistribution
of functions between state organs. The endless structural changes did not raise the
effectiveness of the system of public administration as a whole.

In 2013, the Parliament adopted two the most important laws, pursuant to
which rural akims are vested with additional authorities, financial and economic
independence of lower management level akims is extended. The authorities of
government bodies starting from this year were supported by financial and staff
resources.

The rights of forming own income sources are provided to the heads of local
bodies. Besides, gatherings and meetings of citizens received authorities on monitoring
over the use of budget funds allotted for the solution of local issues.

At present, local government has legislatively 67 functions that allow
independent and responsible solving of almost all actual local issues.

Thus, one more important action is taken on the way to modernization of
political system, decentralization and extension of practice and traditions of the
active participation of Kazakhstan citizens in local government. But, the balance
between state involvement in economy and private sector, between centralized methods
of regulation, on the one hand, and processes of democratization and liberalization
in sphere of regulation of economy, on the other hand, has not yet formed.
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Íàä³éøëà  äî ðåäàêö³¿ 12.12.2014

Êåìåë Ì. Ïèòàííÿ äåöåíòðàë³çàö³¿ òà ðîçìåæóâàííÿ ïðàâ ³ ìîæëèâîñòåé ì³æ
ð³âíÿìè äåðæàâíîãî óïðàâë³ííÿ â Êàçàõñòàí³

Ïèòàííÿ äåöåíòðàë³çàö³¿ òà ðîçìåæóâàííÿ ïðàâ ³ ìîæëèâîñòåé ì³æ ð³âíÿìè
äåðæàâíîãî óïðàâë³ííÿ â Êàçàõñòàí³. Òàêîæ, îïèñóºòüñÿ åòàïè ôîðìóâàííÿ äåðæàâíîãî
ðåãóëþâàííÿ åêîíîì³êè.

Ó áàãàòüîõ êðà¿íàõ ³ñíóº òåíäåíö³ÿ äî äåöåíòðàë³çàö³¿ âëàäè çà äîïîìîãîþ
ïåðåäà÷³ ôóíêö³é, ïîâíîâàæåíü ³ â³äïîâ³äàëüíîñò³ â³ä öåíòðàëüíîãî äî ì³ñöåâîãî óðÿäó
òà ³íñòèòóò³â ãðîìàäÿíñüêîãî ñóñï³ëüñòâà. Äåöåíòðàë³çàö³ÿ âñå ÷àñò³øå ðîçãëÿäàºòüñÿ
ÿê ³íñòðóìåíò äëÿ ïðÿìîãî çàëó÷åííÿ ì³ñöåâèõ ãðîìàä ó ñòâîðåíí³ òà ô³íàíñóâàíí³
äåðæàâíèõ ïðîãðàì, ï³äâèùåííÿ åôåêòèâíîñò³ àäì³í³ñòðàòèâíî¿ ñèñòåìè ³, ÿê íàñë³äîê
— äî ïîäàëüøîãî ðîçâèòêó ëþäñüêîãî ïîòåíö³àëó.

Êàçàõñòàí, ÿê ³ ³íø³ êðà¿íè ÑÍÄ, ó ñïàäîê â³ä êîëèøíüîãî Ðàäÿíñüêîãî Ñîþçó
îòðèìàëà öåíòðàë³çîâàíó ñèñòåìó óïðàâë³ííÿ äåðæàâè, åêîíîì³êè òà ñóñï³ëüñòâà. Ó
ïåðø³ ðîêè ï³ñëÿ çäîáóòòÿ íåçàëåæíîñò³ â 1991 ðîö³, ïåðåä ðåñïóáë³êîþ ïð³îðèòåòíèìè
ñòàëè òàê³ ö³ë³, ÿê ñòâîðåííÿ îñíîâè äåðæàâè, çì³öíåííÿ ñóâåðåí³òåòó êðà¿íè,
òåðèòîð³àëüíî¿ ö³ë³ñíîñò³. Íà äàíîìó åòàï³, öåíòðàë³çàö³ÿ äåðæàâíî¿ âëàäè áóëà
âèïðàâäàíà. Àëå â äîâãîñòðîêîâ³é ïåðñïåêòèâ³ íàäì³ðíà öåíòðàë³çàö³ÿ âëàäè
ïåðåøêîäæàº ïîäàëüøîìó ðîçâèòêó êðà¿íè ³ ñòâîðþº ðèçèê ñòðàòåã³÷íîãî â³äñòàâàííÿ
â³ä ñâî¿õ íàéáëèæ÷èõ ñóñ³ä³â. Ó çâ’ÿçêó ç öèì, âàæëèâèì çàâäàííÿì ñòàëà ïåðåäà÷à
ôóíêö³é ³ ïîâíîâàæåíü öåíòðó, à òàêîæ â³äïîâ³äàëüí³ñòü ó âèð³øåíí³ á³ëüøîñò³ ïèòàíü
òåðèòîð³àëüíîãî ðîçâèòêó äî ì³ñöåâîãî ð³âíÿ âëàäè. Ïðè öüîìó âêàçóºòüñÿ íà íåäîë³êè,
à òàêîæ íà ïðîáëåìè, ÿê³ º â äàíèé ÷àñ â ñèñòåì³ äåðæàâíîãî óïðàâë³ííÿ Ðåñïóáë³êè
Êàçàõñòàí, à òàêîæ ïðîïîíóþòüñÿ ðåçóëüòàòè ôóíêö³îíàëüíîãî àíàë³çó îñíîâíèõ
ïîëîæåíü çàêîí³â òà ïåðñïåêòèâí³ ïëàíè âäîñêîíàëåííÿ ñèñòåìè äåðæàâíîãî
óïðàâë³ííÿ.

Êëþ÷îâ³ ñëîâà: äåðæàâíà âëàäà, äåðæàâíå óïðàâë³ííÿ, ðîçìåæóâàííÿ ïîâíîâàæåíü
ì³æ ð³âíÿìè äåðæàâíîãî óïðàâë³ííÿ, ôóíêö³îíàëüíèé àíàë³ç äåðæàâíîãî óïðàâë³ííÿ.
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Êåìåë Ì. Âîïðîñû äåöåíòðàëèçàöèè è ðàçãðàíè÷åíèÿ ïðàâ è âîçìîæíîñòåé
ìåæäó óðîâíÿìè ãîñóäàðñòâåííîãî óïðàâëåíèÿ â Êàçàõñòàíå

Âîïðîñû äåöåíòðàëèçàöèè è ðàçãðàíè÷åíèÿ ïðàâ è âîçìîæíîñòåé ìåæäó óðîâíÿìè
ãîñóäàðñòâåííîãî óïðàâëåíèÿ â Êàçàõñòàíå. Òàêæå, îïèñûâàåòñÿ ýòàïû ôîðìèðîâàíèÿ
ãîñóäàðñòâåííîãî ðåãóëèðîâàíèÿ ýêîíîìèêè.

Âî ìíîãèõ ñòðàíàõ ñóùåñòâóåò òåíäåíöèÿ ê äåöåíòðàëèçàöèè âëàñòè
ïîñðåäñòâîì ïåðåäà÷è ôóíêöèé, ïîëíîìî÷èé è îòâåòñòâåííîñòè îò öåíòðàëüíîãî äî
ìåñòíîãî ïðàâèòåëüñòâà è èíñòèòóòîâ ãðàæäàíñêîãî îáùåñòâà. Äåöåíòðàëèçàöèÿ
âñå ÷àùå ðàññìàòðèâàåòñÿ â êà÷åñòâå èíñòðóìåíòà äëÿ ïðÿìîãî âîâëå÷åíèÿ ìåñòíûõ
ñîîáùåñòâ â ñîçäàíèè è ôèíàíñèðîâàíèè ãîñóäàðñòâåííûõ ïðîãðàìì, ïîâûøåíèÿ
ýôôåêòèâíîñòè àäìèíèñòðàòèâíîé ñèñòåìû è, êàê ñëåäñòâèå — ê äàëüíåéøåìó
ðàçâèòèþ ÷åëîâå÷åñêîãî ïîòåíöèàëà.

Êàçàõñòàí, êàê è äðóãèå ñòðàíû ÑÍÃ, â íàñëåäñòâî îò áûâøåãî Ñîâåòñêîãî
Ñîþçà ïîëó÷èëà öåíòðàëèçîâàííóþ ñèñòåìó óïðàâëåíèÿ ãîñóäàðñòâà, ýêîíîìèêè è
îáùåñòâà. Â ïåðâûå ãîäû ïîñëå îáðåòåíèÿ íåçàâèñèìîñòè â 1991 ãîäó, ïåðåä ðåñïóáëèêîé
ïðèîðèòåòíûìè ñòàëè òàêèå öåëè, êàê ñîçäàíèå îñíîâû ãîñóäàðñòâà, óêðåïëåíèå
ñóâåðåíèòåòà ñòðàíû, òåððèòîðèàëüíîé öåëîñòíîñòè. Íà äàííîì ýòàïå,
öåíòðàëèçàöèÿ ãîñóäàðñòâåííîé âëàñòè áûëà îïðàâäàíà. Íî â äîëãîñðî÷íîé ïåðñïåêòèâå
÷ðåçìåðíàÿ öåíòðàëèçàöèÿ âëàñòè ïðåïÿòñòâóåò äàëüíåéøåìó ðàçâèòèþ ñòðàíû è
ñîçäàåò ðèñê ñòðàòåãè÷åñêîãî îòñòàâàíèÿ îò ñâîèõ áëèæàéøèõ ñîñåäåé. Â ñâÿçè ñ
ýòèì, âàæíîé çàäà÷åé ñòàëà ïåðåäà÷à ôóíêöèé è ïîëíîìî÷èé öåíòðà, à òàêæå
îòâåòñòâåííîñòü â ðåøåíèè áîëüøèíñòâà âîïðîñîâ òåððèòîðèàëüíîãî ðàçâèòèÿ äî
ìåñòíîãî óðîâíÿ âëàñòè.

Ïðè ýòîì óêàçûâàåòñÿ íà íåäîñòàòêè, à òàêæå íà ïðîáëåìû, êîòîðûå èìåþòñÿ
â íàñòîÿùåå âðåìÿ â ñèñòåìå ãîñóäàðñòâåííîãî óïðàâëåíèÿ Ðåñïóáëèêè Êàçàõñòàí, à
òàêæå ïðåäëàãàþòñÿ ðåçóëüòàòû ôóíêöèîíàëüíîãî àíàëèçà îñíîâíûõ ïîëîæåíèé
çàêîíîâ è ïåðñïåêòèâíûå ïëàíû ñîâåðøåíñòâîâàíèÿ ñèñòåìû ãîñóäàðñòâåííîãî
óïðàâëåíèÿ.

Êëþ÷åâûå ñëîâà: ãîñóäàðñòâåííàÿ âëàñòü, ãîñóäàðñòâåííîå óïðàâëåíèå,
ðàçãðàíè÷åíèå ïîëíîìî÷èé ìåæäó óðîâíÿìè ãîñóäàðñòâåííîãî óïðàâëåíèÿ,
ôóíêöèîíàëüíûé àíàëèç ãîñóäàðñòâåííîãî óïðàâëåíèÿ.


