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Abstract. Investment activities in the Republic of Kazakhstan are fraught with significant corruption risks, stemming
from imperfect legislation and the intricacies of bureaucratic procedures involved in implementing investment projects.
This article aims to investigate the role of the prosecutor's office in preventing corruption within the realm of private
investment in Kazakhstan. To achieve this objective, an analysis of regulatory legal documents governing the
prosecutor's office's mandate to safeguard the interests of private investors in Kazakhstan was conducted. Additionally,
a content analysis of publications detailing successful cases of investor support within the prosecutor's office was
undertaken. The study culminates in an evaluation of the effectiveness of this anticorruption mechanism as an
alternative to the utilization of corrupt practices by private enterprises in their interactions with authorities.

Keywords: corruption, investment, protection of investors, prosecutor’s office, anti-corruption mechanism.

AxpaTtna. KasakctaH PecnybnukacbiHOafbl WHBECTUMUMAMBIK KbI3MET 3aHHaMaHblH KeTiNMEereHairiHe xaHe
WHBECTMLMANBIK XobanapAabl icke acbipy npoueciHae O6ropokpatusanslk pacimaepdid Kypaeninirive 6annaHbICTbl
XofFapbl cblibanac XeMmKopnblk  ToyekengepimeH cyrhemengeHeni. Ocbl  GanTblH MakcaTbl  KasakctaH
PecnyGnukacbiHbIH Xeke MHBECTUUMANap canacblHaafbl Cbibannac XeMKoprbIKTbiH, angblH anyaarbl NpokypaTtypa
opraHaapbiHbIH peniH 3epaeney 6onbin Tabbinagbl. Ocbl MakcaTka KoM XeTKidy YLUiH NMpoKypaTypa opraHAapbiHbIH,
KasakctaH PecnybnukacbliHaarbl Xeke WHBecTopnapablH MyadenepiH Kopfay >XeHiHAeri Kbl3MeTiH peTTEeWTiH
HOPMaTUMBTIK KYKbIKTbIK Ky>KaTTapFa Tangay >xyprisingi. [NpokypaTypaHbiH, hpoHT-oduci weHbepiHae nHBecTopnapabl
cyviemengey OonbiHWa TabbiCTbl KeWcTep Typarbl >XapusinaHblMgapFa KOHTEHT-Tangay Xyprisingi. 3eptrey
HoTwXenepi OOMbIHLWIA >Xeke Kacinkepnik cyObekTinepiHiH mewmnekeTneH e3apa kapbiM-kaTbiHacta cbibannac
XeMKOpIbIK TaxipmbeciH nangananyabiH 6anamachkl peTiHge ocbl Chibannac xeMKoprblkka Kapcbl TETIKTIH TMiMAiNiriHe
bara Gepinegai.

TyniH ce3pep: coibavnac >XemKopnblK, WHBECTMLUMSANap, WHBECToprapAbl KopfFay, npoKypaTypa, cbibannac
KEMKOPpIbIKka Kapcbl TETIK.

AHHOTauma. WHBecTnumoHHas festenbHocTb B Pecnybnuke KasaxctaH COMpOBOXAAeTCs  BbICOKMMM
KOPPYMNUMOHHBIMY pUCKaMy 13-3a HECOBEPLLEHCTBA 3aKOHOAATENbCTBA W CNOXHOCTM BropoKpaTuyeckunx npoueayp B
npouecce peanusaumv WMHBECTMLMOHHBIX NPOEKTOB. Llenblo JaHHOW cTaTbu SABMAETCA M3yYeHWe ponv OpraHoB
npokypaTypbl B MNpeaoTBpalleHny Koppynuun B cdepe 4YacTHbIXx MHBecTMUuuin Pecnybnukm KasaxctaH. [Ons
OOCTWXKEHUS [aHHOW Uenu npoBedeH aHanu3 HOPMaTMBHbIX MNPaBOBbIX [OKYMEHTOB, pernameHTUpYHLLMX
AeATenbHOCTb OpraHoB MPOKypaTypbl MO 3aluTe WMHTEPEecOB YacTHbIX MHBEcTopoB B Pecnybnuke KasaxcrtaH.
MNpoBeaeH KOHTeHT-aHanu3 nybnukaumin o6 ycrneluHbIX Kelicax No CONpPOBOXAEHWI0O MHBECTOPOB B pamkax ¢ppoHT-
oduca npokypatypel. o pesynbTatam uccriegoBaHns gaeTcs oueHka apdeKTMBHOCTM 4aHHOIO aHTUKOPPYMLMOHHOTO
MexaHW3Ma, Kak anbTepHaTMBbl  WCMNOMb30BaHUS  KOPPYMUMOHHOW  MPaKkTUKM  cyObekTamMu  4acTHOro
npeanpyvHMMaTenbCTBa BO B3aMMOOTHOLLEHMWSX C FOCYyAapCTBOM.

KnroueBble cnoBa: koppynuus, MHBECTULIMK, 3aLLMTa MHBECTOPOB, MPOKypaTypa, aHTUKOPPYMLUUOHHBIN MEXaHN3M.
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Introduction

Investment activity is a crucial driver of
a country's economic development and the
well-being of its citizens. However, the
presence of corruption can severely
undermine  the country's investment
potential, and corrupt practices can negate
government efforts to build a competitive,
high-performing economy. In the Republic of
Kazakhstan, corruption is recognized at the
highest political levels as a threat to national
security [1], and combating it is a priority for
the country’s public administration [2].
Despite these efforts, the incidence of
corruption in Kazakhstan remains high. For
example, in 2022, 1,724 corruption-related
crimes were officially recorded, representing
a 10.7% increase from 2021. Additionally, a
2022 survey revealed that 72.1% of
entrepreneurs identified corruption among
officials during the permit issuance process

office. In 2023, following a directive
from the President, Kazakhstan's
prosecutor's  offices began providing

entrepreneurs [4]. This prosecutorial
support not only serves as an administrative
accelerator but also acts as an anti-
corruption mechanism.

The purpose of this article is to
examine the role of the prosecutor’s office in
preventing corruption in Kazakhstan's
private investment sector. To achieve this,
the article will explore the legislative
framework and analyze successful cases
where the prosecutor’s office has supported
the implementation of investment projects.

Prosecutorial oversight of investment
projects is a relatively new practice in
Kazakhstan, and as such, it has not been
extensively studied within the Kazakhstani
academic community. Internationally, there
is also a lack of theoretical and empirical
research specifically addressing the role of
prosecutorial — anti-corruption efforts in
investment  activites. However, some
international studies have explored the
broader  anti-corruption  activities  of
prosecutor’s offices in other countries where
such practices are in place.

First, the effectiveness of anti-
corruption efforts by prosecutor’s offices has
been a subject of study. For example,
Carausan (2009), in examining the National
Anti-Corruption Directorate within Romania’s
Prosecutor’s Office, notes that any entity with
absolute autonomy is vulnerable to external
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as a significant barrier to business
development [3].

Two of the most commonly recognized
factors contributing to corruption risk in
attracting private investment are flawed
legislation and complex bureaucratic
procedures. These issues often feed into one
another, creating a legislative environment
ripe for corruption at various stages of
investment project implementation. This
environment poses challenges for both
domestic and foreign investors. In this
context, one of the key mechanisms to
combat corruption is the oversight and
enforcement of legality in the regulation of
business activities and investment support at
all levels of government-business
interaction. In Kazakhstan, as in many other
countries, this role is filed by the
prosecutor’'s
oversight for investment projects to ensure
the safety and security of both foreign and
local
influences, including political ones, which
can undermine the principles of political
pluralism and the separation of powers [5].
This highlights the potential for corruption
within  the prosecutor's office itself.
Conversely, Van Aken et al. (2010) argue
that a prosecutor’s office dependent on the
executive branch is less motivated to
prosecute crimes committed by government
officials [6]. Similar conclusions were drawn
by Alberti (1995), who examined the external
and internal forces at play within Italy’s
prosecutor and court systems [7]. Amagnhya
and Akinlabi (2022) support these findings,
citing the example of Ghana, where political
interference in the anti-corruption
prosecutor’s office significantly diminished its
effectiveness [8].

Second, there has been debate over
the need for specialized anti-corruption
prosecutor's  offices. Hlusk  (2018),
examining the role of the prosecutor’s office
in combating corruption in Belarus, argues
for the establishment of specialized
prosecutor’s offices focused on overseeing
high-risk areas of corruption and enforcing
anti-corruption laws [9]. On the other hand,
Bulanova and Abramenko (2018), in their
study of Moldova and Ukraine, contend that
creating specialized prosecutor’s offices may
not be necessary, as the prosecutor’s office
can contribute to anti-corruption efforts in



less costly ways [10]. This raises questions
about the Ilegal framework and the
prosecutor’s office's competencies. Terziev
et al. (2020), discussing the powers of anti-
corruption bodies, point to Bulgaria as an
example where the interaction between the
prosecutor’s office and other anti-corruption
services is clearly regulated [11]. The legal
foundation for collaboration between the
prosecutor's  office and other law
enforcement agencies in fighting corruption
is essential, as Yuherawan et al. (2022) note
in their study of Indonesia, where the
absence of such a foundation weakens the
legal standing of any prosecutorial
investigation [12]. Nonetheless,
Darmawangsa (2024), in studying anti-
corruption efforts by the High Prosecutor’s
Office in one of Indonesia’s provinces,
highlights its effectiveness in implementing
preventive  programs, providing legal
consultations, and offering legal assistance
[13].

In Russia, the prosecutor’s office has
been recognized as an effective entity in
conducting anti-corruption reviews of legal
acts since 2009 (Borodina, 2021) [14].
Bachtina (2015) notes that the prosecutor’s
office stands out from other state bodies due
to its greater independence and the
obligation of developers to respond to its
recommendations [15]. Trofimov (2009),
analyzing  prosecutorial  oversight of
investment activities in Russia, identifies
several unique aspects of this practice. First,
the prosecutor’s priority is to ensure legality
rather than the feasibility of investment
projects. Second, the prosecutor’s office,
due to its authority and specific role, can
coordinate the efforts of oversight bodies at
all levels, from federal to local. Trofimov
suggests that the effectiveness of
prosecutorial oversight could be enhanced
through collaboration with other state
regulatory organizations [16]. Dolgacheva
(2020) observes that Russian prosecutor’'s
offices have been effective in reducing
administrative barriers for investors by
overturning illegal acts in the business sector
[17]. In addition to ensuring legal stability,
which is a key factor in providing guarantees
for investors, the Russian prosecutor’s office
is also authorized to implement the so-called
“regulatory guillotine,” a process of reviewing
and canceling regulatory acts that create an
unfavorable business environment
(Soloviev, 2020) [18]. In Kazakhstan, the
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regulatory guillotine is also a tool for reducing
administrative barriers, though it is generally
considered the purview of the executive
branch rather than the law enforcement
sector.

In any country, the prosecutor’s office,
as the body responsible for overseeing
legality, acts as a bureaucratic filter, thereby
directly or indirectly contributing to the
reduction of corruption. In some countries,
the prosecutor's office may also directly
engage in investigating corruption offenses
or serve as an anti-corruption agency.
However, studies on the role of the
prosecutor’s office in combating corruption,
particularly in the context of private
investments, remain relatively scarce. The
existing literature shows mixed conclusions
about the effectiveness of prosecutorial anti-
corruption efforts.

Given this context and the literature
review, the study discusses the issue of the
effectiveness of prosecutorial oversight as a
"filter" in preventing corruption during the
implementation of investment projects in
Kazakhstan.

Research Hypotheses:

(1) Prosecutorial  oversight  of
investment projects reduces corruption risks
among leaders and employees of executive
bodies.

(2)  Prosecutorial  oversight  of
investment projects introduces potential
corruption risks from within the prosecutor’s
office itself.

Materials and methods

Doctrinal analysis, recognized as a
source of knowledge of state legal
phenomena and institutions [19], was
employed to study, analyze, and synthesize
information concerning the legislative role of
the Prosecutor's Office in preventing
corruption within the realm of attracting
private investment. The data for this analysis
were sourced from the Information and Legal
System of Regulatory Legal Acts of the
Republic of Kazakhstan 'Adilet', the official
website of the President of the Republic of
Kazakhstan, and the website of the
Electronic Government of the Republic of
Kazakhstan. Regulatory legal documents
and other pertinent materials governing the
activities of the Prosecutor's Office, as well
as presidential directives pertaining to the
subject under investigation, were scrutinized.



Additionally, a qualitative content
analysis of textual reports detailing
successful instances of resolving investor
issues with the intervention of prosecutors in
news outlets was conducted. According to
Mayring and Fenzl (2019), content analysis
involved the process of generalization,
focusing on the thorough examination and
organization of text content [20]. This
research method was chosen due to the
absence of comprehensive reporting on
official government agency websites. The
search was performed using the Google
News platform with key queries such as
'‘prosecutor’s office helped the investor',
'‘prosecutor’s office to protect investors', and
'‘prosecutor’s office to support investors' (in
Kazakh and Russian languages). Relevant
reports were selected based on headline and
content examination. The primary selection
criterion was semantic correspondence,
ensuring that the report highlighted a
successful case in which the prosecutor’s
office resolved an investor-related issue
within the scope of the initiative under review.
However, it is acknowledged that the
complexity of objective text interpretation
and the potential for differing interpretations
by other researchers pose limitations on the
findings [21].

Results

According to the Constitution of the
Republic of Kazakhstan, one of the key
functions of the prosecutor’'s office is to
exercise supreme oversight of legal
compliance (Constitution of the Republic of
Kazakhstan, Article 83) [22]. As outlined in
the Constitutional Law of the Republic of
Kazakhstan "On the Prosecutor's Office", the
prosecutor’'s office is accountable solely to
the President (Article 3). Its duties include

ensuring legality within the territory of
Kazakhstan, protecting and restoring
violated rights and freedoms, and

coordinating the activities of state bodies in
matters of law enforcement, public order, and
crime prevention (Article 4) [23]. The Law of
the Republic of Kazakhstan "On Combating
Corruption” further specifies the prosecutor’s
office’s authority in identifying, preventing,
investigating, and prosecuting corruption
offenses, as well as holding those
responsible accountable (Article 22) [24].
Thus, the current legislation of Kazakhstan
grants the prosecutor’s office comprehensive
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oversight over legal compliance across
various sectors and empowers it to carry out
law enforcement and anti-corruption
activities.

The involvement of the prosecutor’s
office in overseeing investment projects
stems from a directive issued by the
President of Kazakhstan on April 19, 2023
[4], which mandates assigning prosecutors
to each significant investment project. The
President emphasized that this measure
would contribute to improving the investment
climate. The implementation of this directive
has been carried out in two formats:
administrative and legal.

The administrative format was realized
by establishing contacts between
prosecutors, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of
Kazakhstan, and Kazakh Invest, as well as
between regional prosecutor's offices and
local executive bodies. In all regions of
Kazakhstan, front offices (working groups for
addressing investors’ issues) have been
established within the prosecutor’s offices,
and call centers have been set up [25].

The legal format, in addition to existing
legislation, was implemented through the
adoption of several new regulatory legal
acts. For example, the powers of the
Investment Headquarters (Council for
Investment Attraction under the Ministry of
Foreign Affairs of Kazakhstan) were
strengthened by a Presidential Decree [26].
Following subsequent decisions by the
Investment Headquarters, the General
Prosecutor of Kazakhstan issued an order
(hereafter referred to as the Order) that
formalized the methodology for
implementing the “prosecutorial filter."
Although this order does not specify the
powers of front offices in supporting
investors, the methodology includes several
measures that restrict state bodies from
hindering entrepreneurial activities without
prior coordination of any restrictive measures
with the prosecutor’s office [27]. This Order
is mandatory for all levels of the prosecutor’s
office, state bodies (both central and local
executive), and quasi-governmental
organizations, and it is disseminated for
informational purposes.

Figure 1 illustrates the legal framework
for prosecutorial oversight of investors in the
Republic of Kazakhstan.



Figure 1. Mechanism of prosecutorial support for investors in the Republic of

Kazakhstan

Instruction of the President of the Republic of
Kazakhstan at an extended meeting on the socio-
economic development of the country dated April

19, 2023

Decree of the President of the Republic of
Kazakhstan dated December 4, 2023 No. 404 “On
measures to improve the efficiency of work to
attract investment into the country’s economy”

Order of the Prosecutor General of the Republic of
Kazakhstan dated February 14, 2024 No. 21 “On
approval of Methodological Recommendations for
the implementation of the “prosecutorial filter” for
the protection of investors”

Front offices and call centers at prosecutor's
offices in the regions of the Republic of

Kazakhstan
Note:
Legal support and protection of investors at every
stage of project implementation
The initiative for prosecutorial
oversight of investment projects,

introduced in 2023, effectively became
an alternative to the PBI (Protecting
Business and Investments) project led by
the Anti-Corruption Service. The PBI
project also aimed to support
entrepreneurs  and investors  in
overcoming bureaucratic delays and
administrative obstacles during their
ongoing activities and the
implementation of investment projects.
Despite the success of the PBI project,
the President decided to reformat this
effort. The likely reason for transferring
the responsibility for protecting investors
from bureaucratic hurdles to the
prosecutor's office was the office's larger
staff size (a total of 5,866 employees)
compared to the Anti-Corruption Service

(1,868 employees), including their
regional branches [28]. Moreover,
prosecutors possess greater legal

expertise in administrative matters,
whereas Anti-Corruption Service officers
primarily specialize in criminal offenses.
It is important to note that the
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“...for every significant investment project,
support from the prosecutor’s office is
assigned...”

Expanding the powers of the Council for
attracting investments (Investment
Headquarters) and personal responsibility for
the implementation of investment projects

1. The procedure for approval by the
prosecutor's office of measures of a
prohibitive and restrictive nature in relation to
investors
2. The procedure for approval by the
prosecutor's office of acts and decisions of
tax authorities on the appointment of
inspections in the activities of investors
3. The procedure for assessing the validity of
claims initiated by government bodies
affecting the rights and legitimate interests of
investors and submitted to the prosecutor's
office in the notification procedure

Anti-Corruption Service continues
to protect entrepreneurs who do not fall
into the category of investors.

Since the project's inception, the
Prosecutor's Office of the Republic of
Kazakhstan, in cooperation with the
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Republic
of Kazakhstan, has monitored a number
of ongoing investment projects. Through
monitoring the progress of these projects

and directly engaging with
entrepreneurs, several projects requiring
support due to delays in their

implementation stages have been taken
under protection. In total, between 2023
and 2024, approximately 100 cases of
practical assistance to investors were
provided within the framework of
prosecutorial oversight [25], with some of
these cases receiving media coverage
(see Table 1).

Table 1. Results of media content
analysis: successful cases of
prosecutorial support in investment
project implementation



Business entity, region

Problematic question

Publication

date
LLP "Munaykhim LTD" - _
(Aktobe region) Providing the required volumes of gas 09/19/2023
Erudite Bu§|ness LLP Lack of infrastructure on the allocated land plot 09/19/2023
(Aktobe region)
JSC "Vostokmashzavod"  Restrictions (seizure) on company accounts and property, 10/02/2023
(East Kazakhstan region) despite the completion of enforcement proceedings
B|g. e iCCEEkmola Obtaining permits for construction 10/09/2023
region)
Bagdar LTD LLP (Almaty) Obtammg_ permission to employ foreign citizens performing 12/19/2023
construction work
LLP "INDUSTRIAL - -
PLACE" (Almaty) Obtaining a certificate of absence of green spaces 12/09/2023
il Bu5|_ness alSCE Provision of land for construction 12/13/2023
(Akmola region)
Disagreements with peasant farms regarding the
(Kg;ﬂA;ﬁg;:?ep?:rz)LLP construction of power lines. Onerous obligations under the  12/23/2023
9 g memorandum with the akimat
TLC Zhetygen LLP Manipulations with cadastral numbers of land plots 01/18/2024
(Almaty region)
Rubber Technical Items . .
LLP Unreasonqble additional charges of customs duties, VAT 01/19/2024
. and penalties
(Akmola region)
Rainbow Logistics 2 LLP . . o
(Astana) Registration of a commissioned property 01/25/2024
LLP "Astana Green Agro Unreasonable arrest by a bailiff 01/31/2024
(Astana)
Algyr Aktau LI.‘P Delays in the issuance of land plots 02/02/2024
(Mangistau region)
LLP "Zhanarys" Initiating an unjustified inspection due to the lack of permits 02/02/2024
(Mangistau region) for construction (if any)
Ringo-Milk LLP (West Refusal to provide a state loan for the purchase of breeding 02/05/2024
Kazakhstan region) livestock in the absence of objective reasons
LLP "BM Sport" (Astana) Allocation of land plots for construction 03/07/2024
TOO "Black . : - _
Biotechnology" Obtaining an enwronmental_ report for obtalr_nng a license for 03/29/2024
: the extraction and use of mineral and chemical resources
(Almaty city)
: , Unreasonable blocking of bank accounts by the fiscal
?ﬂjelzglljt)jer Qushteri LLP authority, failure to issue an environmental permit due to  04/12/2024
Y discrepancies in legislation
LLP "EGMK" Obtaining permits for the transportation of large cargo and
: : 04/13/2024
(Pavlodar region) land for the construction of a temporary berth
ParkViewResidence LLP Extension of commissioning deadlines due to delays in 04/16/2024

(Turkestan region)

construction and installation work schedule

Note: compiled by the authors based on content analysis, chronologically
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The main issues addressed by the
prosecutor's office front offices include
delays in land registration procedures and
permit issuance (related to construction
projects or ongoing activities). Additionally,
individual cases demonstrate the
prosecutor's office assistance in coordinating
projects with local communities and private
investors.

Discussion and Conclusion

noted, the
President of

As previously
implementation of the
Kazakhstan’'s directive for prosecutorial
oversight of investment projects was
executed in two formats: legal and
administrative.

e The main document within the legal
framework is the Order. The provisions of
this document regulate the following
elements of the "prosecutorial filter" for
investors:

e Coordination of restrictive measures
(Chapter 2, Clauses 7-14 of the Order);

¢ Monitoring and reviewing the legality
of administrative offense cases (Chapter 3,
Clauses 15-19 of the Order);

e Approval of tax audit acts and
decisions (Chapter 4, Clauses 20-24 of the
Order);

e Evaluation of the validity of legal
claims (Chapter 5, Clauses 25-28 of the
Order).

These functions are preventive in
nature, reducing the likelihood of unjustified
claims by state bodies against investors. For
example, if a local executive body attempts
to revoke a previously issued decision to
allocate a land plot, according to subclause
5 of clause 6 in Chapter 2 of the Order, this
action must be coordinated with the
prosecutor's office. A similar requirement
applies to decisions by authorized bodies to
revoke or refuse to extend the validity of
previously issued permits (subclauses 2 and
3 of clause 2 in Chapter 2 of the Order),
among other cases. This reduces the
potential for unlawful or questionable acts
that could create corruption risks.

In the administrative implementation of
the directive, regional prosecutor’'s offices
have established front offices to support
investors. These front offices function as
advisory and consultative bodies. In this
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context, the role of the prosecutor’s office as
an oversight body transforms into that of a
"legal advisor" in resolving disputes. On one
hand, entrepreneurs who are more aware of
their rights are less likely to engage in corrupt
activities. On the other hand, the presence of
an administrative lever in the form of a
controlling body encourages more proactive
behavior among civil servants. Legal
awareness and improved legal literacy are
critical in combating corruption
(Zhussupbekova, 2016) [29]. However, the
constant evolution of legislation complicates
the task of comprehensive legal education
for citizens and entrepreneurs.

Additionally, the involvement of
prosecutors in the implementation of
investment  projects alleviates the

emotional burden on officials responsible
for making decisions on permit issuance
and approvals, ensuring legality and
correctness in their actions.

According to a survey conducted in
2023 by the research services center
"Amanat” (a private company) among
10,000 respondents in Kazakhstan,
74.8% of businesses expressed their
willingness to contribute personally to
reducing corruption [30]. This suggests
that investors will support the initiative of

prosecutorial oversight of investment
projects as an anti-corruption
mechanism.

Thus, Hypothesis 1 is confirmed, and
prosecutorial oversight of investment
projects is an effective measure for
reducing corruption risks.

The Prosecutor's Office of the
Republic of Kazakhstan operates in
accordance with the Constitutional Law
of the Republic of Kazakhstan No. 155-
VIl ZRK, dated November 5, 2022.
According to this Constitutional Law, the
prosecutor’s office exercises supreme
oversight over the legality of actions
taken by state bodies (Article 6) and acts
on behalf of the state (Article 1). The
activities of the prosecutor’s office do not
typically involve direct contact with
business entities, which likely makes
prosecutors  less  susceptible to
corruption compared to other state



officials. According to official legal
statistics, prosecutors are among those

who commit the fewest corruption-related
offenses (see Table 2).

Table 2. Individuals Convicted of Corruption Offenses in the Republic of Kazakhstan in 2023

Category of Public Officials CNum.be_r of
onvictions
Law Enforcement Officials 177
Officials of Akimats and Their Departments 168
Ministry of Finance Employees 38
Ministry of Emergency Situations Employees 30
Ministry of Defense Employees 27
Prosecutors 3
TOTAL: 916
Note: Compiled based on data from the "Legal Statistics" website
https://gamqor.gov.kz/crimestat/statistics
The legal framework for the prosecutor’s office is not a neutral participant

implementation of the prosecutorial shield,
as previously mentioned, is based on two
regulatory documents (Figure 1). In contrast,
the administrative framework lacks a legal
basis and involves ongoing interactions
between the prosecutor's office, local
executive bodies, and business entities.

An analysis of cases involving the
support  of  investors during the
implementation of investment projects
demonstrates the practical application of
legal assistance provided by the prosecutor’s
office to entrepreneurs (Table 1).
Additionally, it reveals the influence of the
administrative leverage wielded by an
independent state body. Upon closer
examination of individual cases, it becomes
evident that the prosecutor's office also
acted as an arbitrator between the investor
and the local community (including other
businesspeople, activists, or ordinary
citizens). For example, the case of Big Farm
was not related to delays in issuing
construction permits but to local residents'
dissatisfaction and a shortage of pasture
land where the farm was allegedly planned.
In this instance, the prosecutor’s office acted
as a negotiator, explaining to the local
community the benefits and advantages of
the future  production for regional
development. This suggests that the
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but is, instead, actively interested in the
investor's project.

Another case with similar circumstances
involves the implementation of the
KyzylArayCopper LLP project. With the
intervention of the Karaganda region
prosecutor's office, several issues were
resolved, including the allocation of land
plots under private use (such as farms) for
the investor’s infrastructure.

Given the significant administrative
influence the prosecutor’'s office exerts on
both the activities of executive bodies and
the decisions of local communities, potential
corruption risks may arise within the actions
of the prosecutors themselves. As Sumah
(2018) notes, the more economic activity is
regulated and restricted, the greater the
authority and decision-making power of
officials, and the higher the likelihood that
individuals will be willing to pay to bypass
these restrictions. In this scenario, it may be
more beneficial for the investor to secure full
support throughout the entire project
implementation process from the
prosecutor’s office, represented by specific
division heads, rather than paying at each
stage of approval. This supports Hypothesis
2. Another significant factor contributing to
corruption risk (also supporting Hypothesis
2) is the so-called "fusion" of independent



bodies operating within the same territory.
Although the prosecutor's office of the
Republic of Kazakhstan is an entirely
independent structure, its activities within a
region governed by the local akim (mayor)
and its close interaction with local authorities
do not rule out the possibility of a corrupt
symbiosis at the level of the corresponding
division heads. Furthermore, according to
the Law of the Republic of Kazakhstan "On
Counteracting Corruption" (Article 8), the
prosecutor’s office is not subject to external
analysis of corruption risks.

Thus, while the prosecutor's office
effectively reduces bureaucracy and
prevents corrupt "interference" by officials, at
this stage, this anti-corruption mechanism
can be considered effective but temporary.
However, the continued prosecutorial
oversight of investors in its current form could
lead to new corruption risks originating from
the prosecutor’s office itself.

In this regard, more fundamental issues
that necessitated the introduction of
prosecutorial oversight for investors must be
addressed in the future.

First, the improvement of legislation and
better synchronization of various regulatory
legal acts governing business activities in the
implementation of investment projects.

Second, streamlining the role of the
prosecutor’'s office in supporting investors
through the adoption of regulations for
interaction with businesses and local
executive bodies, as well as strengthening
control over potential corruption risks within
the prosecutor’s office.

Third, enhancing the legal awareness of
investors and local executive officials
involved in investment projects through the
creation of knowledge centers and
specialized digital platforms.

28



References

1. Crtpaterns «KasaxctaH-2050»: HOBbIA MOMUTUYECKUA KypC COCTOSIBLUErOCS rocydapcTBa.
Mocnanwne MpesnageHTa Pecnybnukn KasaxctaH - Jlugepa Hauun H.A. Hasapbaea Hapoay KasaxcTaHa,
r. Actana, 14 pekabpsa 2012 roga [OnekTpoHHbIA pecypc]. MHdopmaumoHHO-NpaBoBas cucteMa
HOPMaTUBHbIX npaBoBbIX aKToB Pecny6nuku KasaxcTaH «9paineT». URL:
https://adilet.zan.kz/rus/docs/K1200002050/links ([aTta o6pauieHusi: 06.04.2024).

2. O6 yTBepxaeHun KoHuenuumn passutmsa rocygapcTBeHHOro ynpaeneHus B Pecnybnuke KazaxcTtaH
0o 2030 roga. Ykas NpesungeHta Pecnybnukn KasaxcraH ot 26 dpespans 2021 roga Ne 522 [SnekTpoHHbIN
pecypc]. NHdopmaunoHHo-npaBoBas cnuctema HOPMAaTUBHbLIX NPaBOBbIX akToB Pecnybnukm KasaxcrtaH
«Ogainet». URL: https://adilet.zan.kz/rus/docs/U2100000522 (JaTa obpaiieHns: 06.04.2024).

3. AreHTtcTBO Pecnybnuku KasaxcrtaH no npoTMBoAeNCTBUIO KOpPYNuun. HaunoHansHbIn goknag o
nNpoOTUBOLENCTBUN Koppynuun 3a 2022 rog [OneKTpoHHbIN pecypc]. URL:
https://www.gov.kz/memleket/entities/anticorruption/documents/details/494573?lang=ru (Oata
obpauleHus: 06.04.2024).

4. Boictynnenue lNMpesngeHta Pecnybnuku KaszaxctaH TokaeBa K.K. Ha paclumpeHHOM coBeLLaHum
no BoMpocaM CcouManbHO-3KOHOMUYECKOro pasBuUTUS cTpaHbl oT 19 anpens 2023 roga [ONEKTPOHHbIN
pecypc]. URL: https://www.akorda.kz/ru/vystuplenie-glavy-gosudarstva-kasym-zhomarta-tokaeva-na-
rasshirennom-soveshchanii-po-voprosam-socialno-ekonomicheskogo-razvitiya-strany-1934439 (Oata
obpaweHuns: 03.09.2023).

5 Carausan M. V. Institutional Uncertainties of the Rule of Law-The Public Prosecutor’s Office
between the Executive and the Judiciary [Text] //Transylvanian Review of Administrative Sciences. — 2009.
—Ne. 28. - C. 104.

6. Van Aaken A., Feld L. P., Voigt S. Do independent prosecutors deter political corruption? An
empirical evaluation across seventy-eight countries [Text] //American law and economics review. — 2010.
—Vol. 12. — Ne. 1. — P. 204-244. https://doi.org/10.1093/aler/ahq002.

7. Alberti A. Political corruption and the role of public prosecutors in Italy [Text] //Crime, Law and
Social Change. — 1995. — Vol. 24. — P. 273-292. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01298351.

8. Amagnya M. A., Akinlabi O. M. Can We Truly Find a Solution to Ghana's Corruption Problem?:
Assessing the Fight Against Corruption and the Effectiveness of the Office of the Special Prosecutor [Text]
//Policing and the rule of law in Sub-saharan Africa. — Routledge, 2022. — P. 70-88.

9. Xnyc A. M. HanpaBneHusa aesTenbHOCTU MpOKypaTypbl MO NPOTUBOAEWCTBUIO KOPPYNUUU ©
packpbITuio B3aTOuHUYecTBa [TekcT] //CoBpemMeHHble Npobnembl npasa, 93KOHOMUKU 1 ynpaBneHus. — 2018.
—Ne. 2. - C. 113-120.

10. Bulanova, N. V., & Abramenko, A. A. (2018). Features of the Prosecutor's Participation in
Countering Corruption and the Problem of Optimizing its Criminal Procedure: the Experience of the Post-
Soviet States. Astra Salvensis, (12).

11. Terziev V., Georgiev M., Bankov S. M. Interaction of the Prosecutor’s office with the competent
state authorities for counteraction of corruption [Text] //The Essence and Functions of State Regulation of
the Educational Services Market//International Scientific Journal “Internauka. — 2020. — Ne. 12.

12. Yuherawan D. S. B. et al. The Prosecutor’s Investigation Authority towards Corruption Crime
Cases: The Indonesian Perspective [Text] //International Journal of Criminal Justice Sciences. — 2022. —
Vol. 17. — Ne. 2. — P. 286-298.

13. Darmawangsa, A., Rahman, S., & Hidjaz, K. (2024). The Nature of the Role of the Prosecutor's
Office in Preventing Corruption in Maluku Province. Revista de Gestdo Social e Ambiental, 18(7).
https://doi.org/10.24857/rgsa.v18n7-118

14. BopoamHa O. A. [MepcnekTuBHble HaMpaBneHUs OeATENbHOCTM OpraHoB MpPOKypaTypbl B
aKTMBM3aUUN MHCTUTYTa HE3aBNCUMOW aHTUKOPPYNUUOHHOW aKCcnepTuabl [TekcT] //AKTyanbHble Npobnembl
poccuiickoro npaea. — 2021. — Ne. 1 (122). — C. 136-146.

15. BaxtmHa M. C. AkTyanbHble npobnembl NPoOBeAEHUs aHTMKOPPYMNUMOHHOW 3KCMNepTU3bl
HOPMaTMBHbLIX MPaBOBLIX aKTOB oOpraHamu npokypaTypbl P® [Tekct] //AOMUHUCTpaATUBHOE W
MyHuUuMnanbHoe npaeo. — 2015. — T. 2. — C. 209.

16. TpocdmmoB B. A. llepBooyepeaHble 3agaun NPOKYPOPCKOrOo Hags3opa 3a WCMNOSHEHUEM
3aKkoHodaTenbCcTBa O MWHBECTMUMOHHOW GesonacHocTn B Poccuiickon Pepepaumm u  cogepxaHue
opraHudaumMm paboTbl MO KOHTPOM 3@ WCMNOMHEHMEM 3aKoHodaTenbCTBa O WHBECTULMOHHOW
BesonacHocTn //TpobneMbl 3KOHOMUKM 1 lopuanyeckon npaktukn. — 2009. — Ne. 5. — C. 252-255.

17. DonrayeBa A. B. AOMWHUCTPATMBHO-MPAaBOBbIE MEXaHW3Mbl 3allMTbl MHBECTOPOB B Poccum
//BecTHuk marnctpaTtypbl. — 2020. — Ne. 4-2 (103). — C. 66-70.

18. ComnosbeB A. A. Ponb opraHoB npokypaTypbl Poccuiickon ®depepauuy B 3awute npas
npeanpvHMMarenemn npu ocyLLeCcTBEHUN NHBECTULMOHHOW AesaTenbHocTn [TekeT] /MoaepHusaLumsa Hayku

29


https://doi.org/10.1093/aler/ahq002
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01298351

1 o6pasoBaHMsa B COBpeMEHHOM 0BLLecTBe: aTanbl pa3BuTus, pa3paboTkm U NpakTU4eckme BHeOPEHUS. —
2020. - C. 16-21.

19. KopaH C. B. [lokTpuHanbHbIN aHanuns B OpUANYECKOM UCTOYHUKOBEAEHUN: NOHUMaHWE, MECTO B
ropUaNYECKUX NpakTuKax, TexHonornyeckast mogens npoeseaeHus [Tekcet] //FOpuanyeckasa TexHuka. — 2023.
—Ne. 17. — C. 86-94.

20. Mayring, P., Fenzl, T. Qualitative Inhaltsanalyse [Text]. In: Baur, N., Blasius, J. (eds) Handbuch
Methoden der empirischen Sozialforschung. Springer VS, Wiesbaden. — 2019. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-
3-658-21308-4 42.

21. KnpnivkoB A. P. KayecTBeHHbI KOHTEHT-aHanM3 kak meton uccnenoanus [TekcT] //KynbTypa,
FNINYHOCTb, OOLLECTBO B COBPEMEHHOM MUpE: METOAOMOrus, OnblT 3MMUPUYECKOTO UCCNEOOBaHMSA. —
EkaTtepuHbypr, 2018. — 2018. — Ne. 21. — C. 67-74.

22. KoHctutyuna Pecnybnunkm KaszaxcraH. MNpuHaTta Ha pecnybnvkaHckom pedepeHayme 30 aBrycTa
1995 ropa [OnekTpoHHbIN pecypc]. MHopmaLmnMoHHO-NpaBoBasi CMCTEMa HOPMaTUBHBLIX NMPaBOBbIX aKTOB
«Ogainet». URL: https://adilet.zan.kz/rus/docs/K950001000_ (Jdata obpaLueHus: 24.04.2024).

23. KOoHCTUTYUMOHHBbIV 3akoH Pecnybnuku KasaxctaH ot 5 Hosi6psa 2022 roga Ne 155-VII 3PK «O
npokypatype» [ONeKTpoHHbIN pecypc]. NHpopmaumnoHHO-NpaBoBasi cMCTEMa HOPMATUBHBLIX MPaBOBbIX
akToB «9ainet». URL: https://adilet.zan.kz/rus/docs/Z22200000155 ([data obpaLieHus: 24.01.2024).

24. 3akoH Pecnybnuku KazaxctaH ot 18 Hos6psa 2015 roga Ne 410-V 3PK «O npotmBogencTamm
Koppynuum» [ONeKTpoHHbIV pecypc]. HdopmMaLuoHHO-NpaBoBas cCMcTeMa HoOpMaTKBHBIX MPaBOBbIX aKTOB
«9pinet». URL: https://adilet.zan.kz/rus/docs/Z21500000410 (OaTa obpaiieHus: 24.04.2024).

25. KasaxctaHckasi npaBaa. VIHBECTULMOHHBIV LUUT: MPOKYPOPbl Ha CTPaXe 3KOHOMWKU CTpaHbl
[OnekTpoHHbIi  pecypc]. URL:  https://kazpravda.kz/n/investitsionnyy-shchit-prokurory-na-strazhe-
ekonomiki-strany/ (Qata obpaiieHuns: 27.04.2024).

26. Ykas lpesvgeHta Pecnybnukmn KasaxctaH ot 4 pekabps 2023 ropga Ne 404 «O mepax no
NOBbILLIEHMIO 3P PEKTUBHOCTM paboThl MO NPUBNEYEHUIO MHBECTULNIN B SKOHOMUKY CTPaHbI» [ONEKTPOHHbIN
pecypc]. WHdopmaumoHHO-NpaBoBasg CcUCTEMa HOPMATMBHbIX MpaBOBbIX akTtoB «9ainet». URL:
https://adilet.zan.kz/rus/docs/U2300000404 (OJaTa obpaiueHus: 27.04.2024).

27. MNpukas NeHepanbHoro Mpokypopa Pecnybnukn KasaxcrtaH ot 14 cpespansa 2024 roga Ne 21 O6
yTBEepXaeHun MeToamyecknx pekoMeHZauui no peanusauumn «nNpoKypopcKoro dunbTpa» no 3awmre

WHBECTOPOB» [OneKTpoHHbIN pecypcl. WHpopmaLmoHHas 6asa «HpwucT». URL:
https://online.zakon.kz/Document/?doc_id=33963020&p0s=2;-73#p0os=2;-73 (Oarta obpalleHus:
27.04.2024).

28. Ykas lMpesugeHTta Pecnybnukn Kasaxctan ot 22 gaHBaps 1999 roga N 29. «O mepax no
JanbHenwen onTMMM3auMM CUCTEMbI TFOCyAapCTBEHHbIX opraHoB Pecny6nvku Kasaxctan». URL:
https://adilet.zan.kz/rus/docs/U990000029 _ (naTa obpalueHus: 03.08.2024)

29. XKycynbekoBa M. K. loBblleHWe NpaBoBOW KynbTypbl rpaxaaH Kak OAMH K3 (akTopoB
npotuBoaencTeua koppynuum [TekcT] //MexayHapoaHbIn XXypHan npuknagHblX U dyHOAMEHTanbHbIX
uccneposaHumn. — 2016. — Ne. 3-2. — C. 353-356.

30. AreHTcTBO Pecnybnukm KasaxctaH no npoTMBOAENCTBUIO Koppynuun. HalmoHanbHbeIM goknag o
npPoOTUBOAENCTBUN Koppynuuu 3a 2023 rog. URL:
https://lwww.gov.kz/memleket/entities/anticorruption/documents/details/695032?lang=ru (pata
ob6pauieHus: 03.08.2024)

31. Sumah S. Corruption, causes and consequences [Text] //Trade and global market. — IntechOpen,
2018.

References

1. Strategija «Kazahstan-2050»: novyj politicheskij kurs sostojavshegosja gosudarstva. Poslanie
Prezidenta Respubliki Kazahstan - Lidera Nacii N.A. Nazarbaeva narodu Kazahstana, g. Astana, 14
dekabrja 2012 goda [Strategy “Kazakhstan-2050": a new political course for an established state. Message
from the President of the Republic of Kazakhstan - Leader of the Nation N.A. Nazarbayev to the people of
Kazakhstan, Astana, December 14, 2012]. Informacionno-pravovaja sistema normativnyh pravovyh aktov
Respubliki Kazahstan «ddilet» [Information and legal system of regulatory legal acts of the Republic of
Kazakhstan “Adilet”]. URL: https://adilet.zan.kz/rus/docs/K1200002050/links [in Russian].

2. Ob utverzhdenii Koncepcii razvitija gosudarstvennogo upravlenija v Respublike Kazahstan do
2030 goda. Ukaz Prezidenta Respubliki Kazahstan ot 26 fevralja 2021 goda Ne 522 [On approval of the
Concept for the development of public administration in the Republic of Kazakhstan until 2030. Decree of
the President of the Republic of Kazakhstan dated February 26, 2021 No. 522]. Informacionno-pravovaja
sistema normativnyh pravovyh aktov Respubliki Kazahstan «9dilet» [Information and legal system of
regulatory legal acts of the Republic of Kazakhstan “Adilet™]. URL:
https://adilet.zan.kz/rus/docs/U2100000522 [in Russian].

30


https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-658-21308-4_42
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-658-21308-4_42
https://kazpravda.kz/n/investitsionnyy-shchit-prokurory-na-strazhe-ekonomiki-strany/
https://kazpravda.kz/n/investitsionnyy-shchit-prokurory-na-strazhe-ekonomiki-strany/
https://online.zakon.kz/Document/?doc_id=33963020&pos=2;-73#pos=2;-73

3. Agentstvo Respubliki Kazahstan po protivodejstviju korrupcii. Nacional'nyj doklad o protivodejstvii
korrupcii za 2022 god [Agency of the Republic of Kazakhstan for Anti-Corruption. National Anti-Corruption
Report 2022]. URL:
https://lwww.gov.kz/memleket/entities/anticorruption/documents/details/494573?lang=ru [in Russian].

4. Vystuplenie Prezidenta Respubliki Kazahstan Tokaeva K.K. na rasshirennom soveshhanii po
voprosam social'no-jekonomicheskogo razvitija strany ot 19 aprelja 2023 goda [Speech by the President of
the Republic of Kazakhstan K.K. Tokayev at an extended meeting on the socio-economic development of
the country on April 19, 2023]. URL: https://www.akorda.kz/ru/vystuplenie-glavy-gosudarstva-kasym-
zhomarta-tokaeva-na-rasshirennom-soveshchanii-po-voprosam-socialno-ekonomicheskogo-razvitiya-
strany-1934439 [in Russian].

5. Carausan M. V. Institutional Uncertainties of the Rule of Law-The Public Prosecutor’'s Office
between the Executive and the Judiciary [Text] //Transylvanian Review of Administrative Sciences. — 2009.
—Ne. 28. — P. 104.

6. Van Aaken A., Feld L. P., Voigt S. Do independent prosecutors deter political corruption? An
empirical evaluation across seventy-eight countries [Text] //American law and economics review. — 2010.
—Vol. 12. — Ne. 1. — P. 204-244. https://doi.org/10.1093/aler/ahg002.

7. Alberti A. Political corruption and the role of public prosecutors in ltaly [Text] //Crime, Law and
Social Change. — 1995. — Vol. 24. — P. 273-292. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01298351.

8. Amagnya M. A., Akinlabi O. M. Can We Truly Find a Solution to Ghana's Corruption Problem?:
Assessing the Fight Against Corruption and the Effectiveness of the Office of the Special Prosecutor [Text]
//Policing and the rule of law in Sub-saharan Africa. — Routledge, 2022. — P. 70-88.

9. Hlus A. M. Napravlenija dejatel'nosti prokuratury po protivodejstviju korrupcii i raskrytiju
vzjatochnichestva [Areas of activity of the prosecutor's office in combating corruption and uncovering
bribery] // Sovremennye problemy prava, jekonomiki i upravlenija [Modern problems of law, economics and
management]. — 2018. — Ne. 2. — P. 113-120 [in Russian].

10. Bulanova N. V., Abramenko A. A. Features of the Prosecutor's Participation in Countering
Corruption and the Problem of Optimizing its Criminal Procedure: the Experience of the Post-Soviet States
[Text] //Astra Salvensis. — 2018. — Ne. 12.

11. Terziev V., Georgiev M., Bankov S. M. Interaction of the Prosecutor’s office with the competent
state authorities for counteraction of corruption [Text] //The Essence and Functions of State Regulation of
the Educational Services Market//International Scientific Journal “Internauka. — 2020. — Ne. 12.

12. Yuherawan D. S. B. et al. The Prosecutor’s Investigation Authority towards Corruption Crime
Cases: The Indonesian Perspective [Text] //International Journal of Criminal Justice Sciences. — 2022. —
Vol. 17. — Ne. 2. — P. 286-298.

13. Darmawangsa A. et al. The Nature of the Role of the Prosecutor's Office in Preventing Corruption
in Maluku Province [Text] //Revista de Gestéo Social e Ambiental. — 2024. — V. 18. — Ne. 7. — P. e06466-
e06466.

14. Borodina O. A. Perspektivnye napravlenija dejatel'nosti organov prokuratury v aktivizacii instituta
nezavisimoj antikorrupcionnoj jekspertizy [Promising areas of activity of the prosecutor's office in enhancing
the institution of independent anti-corruption expertise] // Aktual'nye problemy rossijskogo prava [Current
problems of Russian law]. — 2021. — Ne 1 (122). — P.136-146 [in Russian].

15. Bahtina M. S. Aktual'nye problemy provedenija antikorrupcionnoj jekspertizy normativnyh
pravovyh aktov organami prokuratury RF [Current problems of conducting anti-corruption examination of
normative legal acts by the prosecutor's office of the Russian Federation] // Administrativnoe i municipal'noe
pravo [Administrative and municipal law]. — 2015. — Vol. 2. — P. 209 [in Russian].

16. Trofimov V. A. Pervoocherednye zadachi prokurorskogo nadzora za ispolneniem
zakonodatel'stva o investicionnoj bezopasnosti v Rossijskoj Federacii i soderzhanie organizacii raboty po
kontrolju za ispolneniem zakonodatel'stva o investicionnoj bezopasnosti [The primary tasks of prosecutorial
supervision over the implementation of legislation on investment security in the Russian Federation and the
content of the organization of work on monitoring the implementation of legislation on investment security]
/I Problemy jekonomiki i juridicheskoj praktiki [Problems of economics and legal practice]. — 2009. — Ne. 5.
— P. 252-255. [in Russian]

17. Dolgacheva A. V. Administrativno-pravovye mehanizmy zashhity investorov v Rossii
[Administrative and legal mechanisms for protecting investors in Russia]// Vestnik magistratury [Bulletin of
the Magistracy]. — 2020. — Ne. 4-2 (103). — P. 66-70 [in Russian].

18. Soloviev A. A. Rol' organov prokuratury Rossijskoj Federacii v zashhite prav predprinimatelej pri
osushhestvlenii investicionnoj dejatel'nosti [The role of the prosecutor's office of the Russian Federation in
protecting the rights of entrepreneurs when carrying out investment activities] / Modernizacija nauki i
obrazovanija v sovremennom obshhestve: jetapy razvitija, razrabotki i prakticheskie vnedrenija
[Modernization of science and education in modern society: stages of development, development and
practical implementation]. — 2020. — P. 16-21 [in Russian].

31


https://doi.org/10.1093/aler/ahq002
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01298351

19. Kodan S. V. Doktrinal'nyj analiz v juridicheskom istochnikovedenii: ponimanie, mesto v
juridicheskih praktikah, tehnologicheskaja model' provedenija [Doctrinal analysis in legal source study:
understanding, place in legal practices, technological model of implementation] // Juridicheskaja tehnika
[Legal technology]. — 2023. — Ne. 17. — P. 86-94 [in Russian].

20. Mayring, P., Fenzl, T. Qualitative Inhaltsanalyse [Text]. In: Baur, N., Blasius, J. (eds) Handbuch
Methoden der empirischen Sozialforschung. Springer VS, Wiesbaden. — 2019. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-
3-658-21308-4 42.

21. Kirpikov A. R. Kachestvennyj kontent-analiz kak metod issledovanija [Qualitative content analysis
as a research method] // Kul'tura, lichnost', obshhestvo v sovremennom mire: metodologija, opyt
jempiricheskogo issledovanija [Culture, personality, society in the modern world: methodology, experience
of empirical research] — 2018. — Ne. 21. — P. 67-74 [in Russian].

22. Konstitucija Respubliki Kazahstan. Prinjata na respublikanskom referendume 30 avgusta 1995
goda [Constitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan. Adopted by a republican referendum on August 30,
1995]. Informacionno-pravovaja sistema normativnyh pravovyh aktov Respubliki Kazahstan «3dilet»
[Information and legal system of regulatory legal acts of the Republic of Kazakhstan “Adilet”]. URL:
https://adilet.zan.kz/rus/docs/K950001000_ [in Russian].

23. Konstitucionnyj zakon Respubliki Kazahstan ot 5 nojabrja 2022 goda Ne 155-VIl ZRK «O
prokurature» [Constitutional Law of the Republic of Kazakhstan dated November 5, 2022 No. 155-VII ZRK
“On the Prosecutor’'s Office”]. Informacionno-pravovaja sistema normativnyh pravovyh aktov Respubliki
Kazahstan «9dilet» [Information and legal system of regulatory legal acts of the Republic of Kazakhstan
“Adilet”]. URL: https://adilet.zan.kz/rus/docs/Z2200000155 [in Russian].

24. Zakon Respubliki Kazahstan ot 18 nojabrja 2015 goda Ne 410-V ZRK «O protivodejstvii korrupcii»
[Law of the Republic of Kazakhstan dated November 18, 2015 No. 410-V ZRK “On combating corruption”].
Informacionno-pravovaja sistema normativnyh pravovyh aktov Respubliki Kazahstan «9dilet» [Information
and legal system of regulatory legal acts of the Republic of Kazakhstan “Adilet’]. URL:
https://adilet.zan.kz/rus/docs/Z1500000410 [in Russian].

25. Kazahstanskaja pravda. Investicionnyj shhit: prokurory na strazhe jekonomiki strany [Kazakhstan
truth. Investment shield: prosecutors guard the country's economyl]. URL:
https://kazpravda.kz/n/investitsionnyy-shchit-prokurory-na-strazhe-ekonomiki-strany/ [in Russian].

26. Ukaz Prezidenta Respubliki Kazahstan ot 4 dekabrja 2023 goda Ne 404 «O merah po povysheniju
jeffektivnosti raboty po privlecheniju investicij v jekonomiku strany» [Decree of the President of the Republic
of Kazakhstan dated December 4, 2023 No. 404 “On measures to improve the efficiency of work to attract
investment into the country’s economy”]. Informacionno-pravovaja sistema normativnyh pravovyh aktov
Respubliki Kazahstan «9dilet» [Information and legal system of regulatory legal acts of the Republic of
Kazakhstan “Adilet”]. URL: https://adilet.zan.kz/rus/docs/U2300000404 [in Russian].

27. Prikaz General'nogo Prokurora Respubliki Kazahstan ot 14 fevralja 2024 goda Ne 21 Ob
utverzhdenii Metodicheskih rekomendacij po realizacii «prokurorskogo fil'tra» po zashhite investorov»
[Order of the Prosecutor General of the Republic of Kazakhstan dated February 14, 2024 No. 21 On
approval of the Methodological Recommendations for the implementation of the “prosecutorial filter” for the
protection of investors". Informacionnaja baza «Jurist» [Information base "Lawyer"]. URL:
https://online.zakon.kz/Document/?doc_id=33963020&pos=2;-73#pos=2;-73 [in Russian].

28. Ukaz Prezidenta Respubliki Kazahstan ot 22 janvarja 1999 goda N 29 «O merah po dal'nejshej
optimizacii sistemy gosudarstvennyh organov Respubliki Kazahstan» [Decree of the President of the
Republic of Kazakhstan dated January 22, 1999 N 29 "On measures for further optimization of the system
of state bodies of the Republic of Kazakhstan".] URL: https://adilet.zan.kz/rus/docs/U990000029 [in
Russian].

29. Zhusupbekova M. K. Povyshenie pravovoj kul'tury grazhdan kak odin iz faktorov protivodejstvija
korrupcii [Increasing the legal culture of citizens as one of the factors in combating corruption] //
Mezhdunarodnyj zhurnal prikladnyh i fundamental'nyh issledovanij [International Journal of Applied and
Basic Research]. — 2016. — Ne. 3-2. — C. 353-356 [in Russian].

30. Agentstvo Respubliki Kazahstan po protivodejstviju korrupcii. Nacional'nyj doklad o
protivodejstvii korrupcii za 2023 god [Anti-Corruption Agency of the Republic of Kazakhstan. National Anti-
Corruption Report for 2023]. URL:
https://lwww.gov.kz/memleket/entities/anticorruption/documents/details/695032?lang=ru [in Russian]

31. Sumah S. Corruption, causes and consequences [Text] //Trade and global market. — IntechOpen,
2018.

KEKE WHBECTUIUAJIAP CAJACBIHJIAFBI CBIBAHJIAC KEMKOPJBIKTBIH AJIJbIH
AJIYIATBI IPOKYPATYPAHBIH POJIL: KASAKCTAH XKAFJIAMBI

32


https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-658-21308-4_42
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-658-21308-4_42
https://kazpravda.kz/n/investitsionnyy-shchit-prokurory-na-strazhe-ekonomiki-strany/
https://online.zakon.kz/Document/?doc_id=33963020&pos=2;-73#pos=2;-73

Anexcanop 3AI'PEBUH, Kaszaxcman Pecnybnukacol Ilpesudenminiy owcanvinoazel Memnekemmix 6backapy
axkademuscvinbly dokmopanmsl, Acmana x., Kazaxcman Pecnyonuxacwi, a.zagrebin@apa.kz, ORCID: 0000-0003-
2418-584X;

Kynowiz JJABJIETBAEBA, coy.ex., npogeccop, Kazaxcman Pecnybnuxacwt Ilpesudenminiy owcanvinOabl
Memnexemmix backapy aKaoemMusiCbIHbIH Memnexemmix cascammuly YAmmulK Mexmeoi,
zhuldyz.davletbayeva@apa.kz, ORCID: 0000-0002-2271-1570, Scopus ID: 57219902778

POJIb ITPOKYPATYPBI B IPEBEHIIMA KOPPYIIIIUH B COEPE YACTHBIX MHBECTHIIUI: KENC
KA3AXCTAHA

Anexcanop 3AI'PEBHH, ooxmopanm Hucmumyma ynpagnenus Axademuu 20CyO0apcmeeHHo20 YRpasieHus npu
Ipesuoenme Pecnybnuxu Kasaxcman, 2.Acmana, Pecnybnuxa Kazaxcman, a.zagrebin@apa.kz, ORCID: 0000-0003-
2418-584X;

Kynowiz JABJETBAEBA, k.coy.n., npogeccop, Hayuonanvhas wkona 2ocyoapcmeennol noiumuxu Axademuu
eocyoapcmeennozo ynpasnenus npu Ilpesudenme Pecnybonuku Kazaxcman, e.Acmana, Pecnybnuxa Kaszaxcman,

zhuldyz.davletbayeva@apa.kz, ORCID: 0000-0002-2271-1570, Scopus ID: 57219902778

33



