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On the issue of the “ecological corridor” concept

The following scientific paper explores the issue of defining the concept of ecological corridor as a means of
protecting Special Protected Natural Areas (SPNA) and objects of the State Nature Reserve Fund (SNRF).
The statutory definition given in Paragraph 22 of Article 1 of the Law of the Republic of Kazakhstan “On
Special Protected Natural Areas” (hereinafter referred to as the SPNA Law) does not accurately reflect the es-
sence and features of ecological corridors, or their main purpose. A number of legislative rules on environ-
mental corridors contained in Article 81 of the SPNA Law and relevant resolutions of the Government of the
Republic of Kazakhstan require adjustments as well. The paper gives a brief historical overview of the devel-
opment of rules on ecological corridors within the environmental legislation of the Republic of Kazakhstan,
as well as the process of establishing ecological corridors. The study has revealed very little attention paid
both in Kazakhstan’s legislation and legal science to the definition of the concept of ecological corridor.
Meanwhile internationally, based on the spatial culture model Patch-Corridor-Matrix by scientists R. Forman
and M. Gaudron, they are explored in a whole multitude of scientific papers and separate regulatory legal acts
(e.g., in the Kyrgyz Republic). The issues of establishing ecological corridors have been elaborated only in a
few studies by landscape ecology and geoecology reps. Based on the analysis of the provisions of the EC RK,
the SPNA Law, and other sources of Kazakhstan and foreign law, as well as scientific approaches to the is-
sues of defining and establishing ecological corridors, terminology of landscape ecology and recommenda-
tions have been developed to improve Paragraph 22 of Article 1, Paragraphs 1 and 2 of Article 81 of the
SPNA Law, as well as to develop new regulatory legal acts.

Keywords: reserve core, landscape ecology, matrix, objects of the State Nature Reserve Fund, special protect-
ed natural areas, natural complexes, patch, Ecological Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan, ecological net-
work, ecological corridor.

Introduction

Both the state and society have been ordered legislative and regulatory protection of national parks and
other natural resources of Kazakhstan in the Message of the Head of State K. Tokayev to the people of Ka-
zakhstan “Kazakhstan in a New Reality: Time for Action” (September 1%, 2020) [1].

However, long before that, an appropriate regulatory framework has been formed in Kazakhstan and
certain experience in protection of SPNAs and SNRF was accumulated, starting with the development of the
first acts on nature reserves and ending with a more extensive list of SPNAs of various types and categories
and highlighting the concepts of State Nature Reserve Fund and objects of State Nature Reserve Fund.

Concurrently, the conceptual apparatus of the SPNA and SNRF Institute requires amendments in con-
nection with the transformation of relations for the protection of natural objects and complexes as in transi-
tioning from conservative nature protection with the establishment of a special protection regime for individ-
ual natural complexes to multidimensional, spatial, and network type of protection.

The emergence of the concepts of ecological network and ecological corridor in the environmental leg-
islation of the Republic of Kazakhstan requires their careful study, since the specialized literature shows an
ambiguous approach to their interpretation.

This issue has practically not been addressed in domestic legal literature unless within the framework of
landscape ecology and geoecology, while there are few comprehensive monographic studies [2; 112]. Disser-
tation studies on jurisprudence only mention the concept of ecological corridor [3; 71] and do not describe its
legal essence, features, and legal regime. Incidentally, we see a gap in Kazakhstan’s legal research [4; 112—
113].

The post-Soviet countries pay more attention to this issue, although again within the framework of natu-
ral sciences. [5; 18].

*Corresponding author’s e-mail: aminad13@yandex.ru

68 BecTHuk KaparaHgmMHCKOro yHusepcureTa



On the issue of the «ecological corridor» concept

Consequently, the selected issue appears relevant and is caused by insufficiency of elaboration in re-

search or schools of lawyer theory, or in the legislative provisions.

The purpose of this study is to analyze legislation regulating the concept of ecological corridor, to identi-
fy problematic issues of its legal regulation, to develop corresponding recommendations and proposals.

The following tasks serve to achieve the goal:

- Analyze national legislation on legal regulation of ecological corridors,

- Define the concept of ecological corridor, and

- Develop recommendations and proposals for improving the legislation of the Republic of Kazakhstan
in this part.

The object of the study is the concept of ecological corridor.

The subject of the study is the legislation regulating the relations arising in the process of a network ap-
proach to the protection of SPNA and SNRF, as well as scientific research in the studied area.

Methods and Materials

The following general scientific methods were used for the study: analysis, synthesis, comparative le-
gal, logical, systemic, historical, and legal methods.

Most notably, the method of legal analysis has been applied to the normative legal acts of the Republic
of Kazakhstan and the norms of law; comparative legal analysis has been used to compare the concept of
ecological corridor under the legislation of the post-Soviet countries (Russia, Belarus, Kyrgyzstan and Tajik-
istan); analysis and synthesis have been used to determine the relationship between the concepts of ecologi-
cal network and ecological corridor; and historical and legal method proved successful in highlighting the
process of legislative consolidation and establishing of ecological corridors in the Republic of Kazakhstan.

The research used the following materials:

- Scientific literature: dissertations and abstracts (D.T. Niyazgulov, Zh.K. Rysbekova, A.S. Tabelinova),
articles (O.V. Ruleva, A.S. Rulev, E.M. Panchenko, A.G. Dyukarev, etc.), both in jurisprudence and in geo-
graphical, environmental sciences,

- Landscape textbooks (G.A. Demidenko, A.l. Safonov),

- Mass media articles and reviews, and

- Laws and subordinate regulatory legal acts.

Results and discussion

The results of the study are as follows:

- The conclusion on insufficient legal support of the institute of ecological network in terms of its ele-
ment, the ecological corridor,

- Identification of a gap in legal research and theoretical schools of law on the definition of ecological
corridor,

- Author’s revision of the definition of ecological corridor,

- A proposal to make additions and amendments to Paragraph 22 of Article 1, Paragraphs 1 and 2 of Ar-
ticle 81 of the SPNA Law, and

- Recommendations on expanding the content of resolutions of the Government of the Republic of Ka-
zakhstan and local executive bodies on ecological corridors or adopting independent provisions on them fol-
lowing the examples set by other states.

The definition of ecological corridor has been first enshrined at the legislative level in the Law of the
Republic of Kazakhstan “On Special Protected Natural Territories” of July 7", 2006 (hereinafter referred to
as the SPNA Law); however, the Kazakhstan legislation would mention it even earlier.

Indicatively, the Concept of Development and Placement of Special Protected Natural Areas of the Re-
public of Kazakhstan until 2030 has stated that the development of a network of protected areas is imple-
mented on the basis of one of the theoretical provisions of landscape ecology, namely, the one about nodes
(cores) and corridors. However, this regulatory legal act does not list the corridors as green.

More specific on the issue was the Program for the Development of the System of Specially Protected
Natural Areas of the Republic of Kazakhstan for 2007—2009. It indicates nature reserves and national parks
as “protected cores” “interconnected by areas with less strict protection (nature sanctuaries, conservation ar-
eas), as well as with elements of ecological network: ecological corridors, forests, water protection zones and
strips, and other protected natural areas”.
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We commend the state bodies of the Republic of Kazakhstan and the subjects of Kazakhstan’s regula-
tion-making for the following: After the adoption of the SPNA Law and the promulgation of provisions on
ecological corridors in it, the first ecological corridor, the Yrgyz-Torgai-Zhylanshyk, was created in the
Kostanay region to restore and increase the saiga population in the Republic of Kazakhstan [6]. Next off, two
more: one to ensure migration of the Karatau argali on the ridges of the Karatau mountains (the Turkestan
region) [7] and Kapshagai-Balkhash corridor in the Almaty region [8].

Even though there is a total of four ecological corridors currently operational [9], it is still clearly not
enough to ensure biological diversity. Construction of communications (roads and railways, oil and gas pipe-
line systems) ignored conditions of animal habitats and their migration routes entirely, which ultimately had
detrimental impact. Case in point, the Astana-Shchuchinsk highway has blocked migration routes of marals,
the Western Europe-Western China highway has blocked migration routes of all large artiodactyls, and the
construction of the Shalkar-Beineu railway has likely led to a sharp reduction of the Ustyurtsaiga population.
Currently, this population is struggling to reach its previous number (over 500,000 animal units in 1970, cur-
rently 28,000), has lost fertility, and seized its winter migration to Uzbekistan and Turkmenistan, since the
migration routes are now blocked by an active railway track.

Accordingly, we need new ecological corridors and appropriate regulatory legal acts describing the
place, time, and process of their creation in sufficient detail.

Having analyzed the existing resolutions of local executive bodies on ecological corridors, we can
acknowledge that, with the exception of the very first one, they are low-informative and are limited to indi-
cating the adoption of such a decision, the purpose of creation, area, and region. The resolution on creation
of Kapshagai-Balkhash also contains an appendix indicating space coordinates. Most certainly, legal acts on
ecological corridors must go into much greater depth.

We would like to reiterate on a comparative novelty of the ecological network’s key concepts. Prior to the
inclusion of concepts of ecological network and ecological corridor in Kazakhstan legislation, similar concepts
would be developed in landscape ecology based on the concept of spatial structure Patch-Corridor- Matrix by
the American ecologist R. Forman and the French forestry scientist M. Gaudron (1986, 1997) [5; 18].

Intriguingly, any significant objects can be matrices, or “common and closely related types of landscape
elements that play a dominant role in the landscape’s functioning”, while the patch is “a nonlinear surface
that differs in its appearance from the surrounding one”. The corridor is “a narrow strip that separates the
matrices from each other”.

It is assumed that the SPNA network consists of key SPNA objects or other large natural formations,
the so-called nodes (cores) connected by spatial corridors also representing areas of nature. These can be
natural ways of animal migration, plant propagation, both land and water (e.g., riverbeds). If necessary, in
places of close contact with the artificial environment (railway tracks, highways, bridges, viaducts), nature
can be supplemented with structures of non-natural origin disguised as objects of the natural environment).

Ecologists usually refer to the above nodes (or cores) as ecological cores, biocenters, natural core, or
regional center of biodiversity. Ecological corridors are designated as transit territories (they provide the re-
quired connection between key territories), linear structures (axes or corridors), linearly elongated elements
(biocorridors connecting cores) [10].

The above terms have been widely discussed and applied in theory in landscape ecology first and
emerged in environmental legislation long after. The beginning of landscape ecology dates back to 1939
when C. Troll introduced the term “landscape ecology” (the ecology of landscapes) while the revival and
active development took place in the 70-80s [11; 26-29]. Accordingly, the concepts of matrix, patch, and
corridor have been actively discussed in scientific circles since 1986. As indicated above, in the legislation of
the Republic of Kazakhstan, the concept of corridor appeared in 2000.

Few points should be stressed here.

Firstly, landscape ecology focuses a lot on the optimal combination of both natural and natural-
anthropogenic complexes as indicated by a multitude of textbooks. For instance, V.A. Bakarasov argues that
“the object of landscape ecology research is landscapes considered as polystructural and multicomponent
natural (and natural-anthropogenic) formations” [12; 5].

Furthermore, we believe that the development of environmental sciences will lead to the active devel-
opment of the institute of protected areas in settlements, the creation of so-called ecological frameworks that
cover both natural and artificial objects. The concept of ecological framework is broader than that of the eco-
logical network precisely due to the inclusion of anthropogenic objects in the first one.
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Secondly, the science in question pays particular attention to human and human ways to “fit” into the
natural environment. Scientists emphasize that “human economic activity in relation to natural conditions™ is
one of the “main directions of landscape ecology”.

For these reasons, unlike environmental law, this science puts human interests before nature’s. Some-
times this disregards the fact that a human health and life expectancy rather depend on natural and climatic
conditions than on the level of comfort in immediate environment.

Thirdly, the conceptual construct of natural sciences and jurisprudence may differ significantly and
sometimes the same phenomenon could be described and denoted by different terms. To name few, biota and
wildlife objects are “plant and animal life”, flora is “plant life”, and fauna is “animal life”. Laws and subor-
dinate acts must use legal terminology.

These points must be taken into account when drafting regulatory legal acts and various concept defini-
tions particularly.

Thus wise, since 2000, Kazakhstan has been implementing a network approach to the development of
protected areas, i.e., considered them not as separate, isolated territorial objects but as interconnected ones,
as part of a single network. The so-called ecological corridors have been playing the role of connecting links.

The SPNA Law gives the following definition: “Ecological corridor is a part of the ecological network
represented by protected areas of land and water bodies connecting special protected natural are as to each
other and to other types of protected natural areas to ensure natural migration (distribution) of wildlife and
conservation of biological diversity” (Paragraph 22 of Article 1 of the SPNA Law).

The ecological network is understood as “a complex of special protected natural areas of various cate-
gories and types connected to each other and to other types of protected natural areas by ecological corridors,
organized according to the natural, historical, cultural, and socio-economic features of the region” (Para-
graph 23 of Article 1 of the SPNA Law).

Evidently, both definitions fulfill their task through each other: the definition ecological corridor indi-
cates belonging to an ecological network while the latter concept is defined through the mention of ecologi-
cal corridors’ connecting function. This hinders understanding the rule of law and forces the search for other
concepts.

The disadvantages of the ecological corridor’s definition are as follows.

Firstly, the initial focus on the fact that it is part of the ecological network is not a requirement. Such an
indication would be appropriate in the educational literature, but the rule of law must be concise.

Secondly, the definition specifies both main cores of protected areas and other types of protected natural
areas. It is unclear what the latter are. Those might just as well be both individual objects of the State Nature
Reserve Fund (SNRF) or not areas at all, e.g., a small pond, a relict tree or a natural monument. Or these could
be recreational lands; however, they are usually not referred to as protected natural areas. Most likely, these are
natural complexes that do not fall under the concept of protected areas. We believe that some SNRF objects
(geological, landscape objects and their complexes, wetlands, unique natural water bodies or their sites) and
natural complexes that do not fall under the concept of protected areas can act as so-called nodes (cores).

Thirdly, an ecological corridor’s task of preserving other parts of the ecological network needs to be
written in the law as well. Specifically, by ensuring the transit of wild animals, ecological corridors (migra-
tion routes of saigas, marals, fish spawning waterways, etc.) thereby preserve their numbers. Therefore,
when including some SNRF objects as cores, ecological corridors should be fixed as also ensuring their safe-
ty. There is all the more reason for this as Paragraph 1 of Article 81 Ecological Corridors of the SPNA Law
indicates this directly.

Fourthly, in its current definition, the ecological corridor is represented by protected areas of land and
water bodies. However, based on the landscape ecology logic, such a corridor is not just linear, but rather a
spatially linear object, i.e., it is a three-dimensional space that includes airspace. That is exactly where birds
are migrating.

Additionally, the environmental legislation also presents protected areas as a 3D model: Paragraph 3 of
Avrticle 1 of the SPNA Law states that they include plots of land, water bodies, and airspace above them with
natural complexes and objects of the state nature reserve fund provided with a special protection regime [6].
We believe that 3D holographic environment models are the future. Planning and coordination of environ-
mental protection activities begins and will be built on such a basis, especially in the conditions of intensive
digitalization of Kazakhstan.

Fifthly, the definition of ecological corridor uses the non-legal term “wildlife objects” as lawyers use
the different term “objects of plant and animal life”.
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Sixthly, here we are talking only about the conservation of biological diversity while ignoring landscape
diversity. Cite one example, the Law of the Republic of Belarus “On Environmental Protection” of Novem-
ber 26", 1992, No. 1982-XII specifies “preservation of natural ecological systems, biological, and landscape
diversity” as the goal in the definition of the national ecological network. We believe that this could be used
to form an updated definition of ecological corridor, but not limited to objects of the animal world.

We see the definition of an ecological corridor as follows: “ecological corridor is a plot of land and (or)
water bodies, and airspace above them connecting other parts of the ecological network (special protected natu-
ral areas, objects of the state nature reserve fund, or other natural complexes) and ensuring their preservation,
biological and landscape diversity, protection of natural ways of animal migration and plant propagation”.

The analysis of Article 81 Ecological Corridors of the SPNA Law has also shown some drawbacks as
we see them.

Case in point, when specifying the goals of creating ecological corridors Paragraph 1 states that protec-
tion and arrangement of natural migration routes of animals and distribution of plants applies only to those
that live and grow in special protected natural areas. But what about other objects of the plant and animal
world? Saigas, to name a few, move and live not only in protected areas, but also outside them.

Even more so, the same paragraph states that “ecological corridors are created on land plots of all cate-
gories” even though the current definition of an ecological corridor stipulates that it is also represented by
protected areas of water bodies.

Paragraph 2 does not mention water bodies as well.

This issue can be solved by introducing the following amendments and additions:

1. Supplement Paragraph 1 of Article 81 of the SPNA Law with “and landscape” after “biological”.

2. Exclude the following text snippet from Paragraph 1 of Article 81 of the SPNA Law: “living and
growing in special protected natural areas”.

3. In paragraph 2 of Article 81 of the SPNA Law, replace “use of these lands” with “their use”.

In general, an analysis of Kazakhstan’s legislation on ecological corridors has shown that establishment
of uniformity in creation of ecological corridors requires a detailed procedure. For one, the Republic of Kyr-
gyzstan has adopted the Procedure for Organizing Ecological Corridors that is currently in effect.

The result of the discussion of this is sueis identification of insufficient elaboration in the norms of the
Kazakhstan legislation on ecological corridors.

Conclusion

The aforementioned issue can be solved by introducing appropriate amendments and additions to the
SPNA Law, accompanying resolutions of the Government of the Republic of Kazakhstan and local executive
bodies.

Supposedly, there is a second option: instead of expanding the content of Akimat resolutions on ecolog-
ical corridors, appropriate is adoption of a separate subordinate normative legal act, a regulation or a proce-
dure for organizing ecological corridors in the Republic of Kazakhstan, at the level of the Government of the
Republic of Kazakhstan.

The key here is the definition of an ecological corridor (the author’s definition is proposed above),
which should reflect the following features:

- It is a spatially linear object,

- It connects not only protected areas, but other types of protected natural objects (SNRF) as well,

- It preserves other parts of the ecological network, and

- It provides both biological and landscape diversity.

Speaking of the definition itself, the text of the norm must be corrected in terms of legal technique and
use legal terminology.

We believe that the proposed results will expand the theory of environmental law and have practical value
as they contribute to further development of ecological network and creation of new ecological corridors.
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A.J1. XanTacoBa

«IKOJOTHSIIBIK 13J1i3» YFBIMBIHBIH KelOIp Maceesiepi

Makana epekme KopranatblH Taburu aymakrapasl (EKTA) xoHe MeMIIEKeTTiK TaOUFH-KOPBIK KOPBIHBIH 00b-
exrinepin (MTKKO) xopFay Kypasel peTiHe «3KOJIOTHSUIIBIK JI9JIi3» YFBIMBIH aHBIKTay MOCEJICCIHE apHaJFaH.
«Epexme KopranaTeln TabuFn aymakrap Typaib» Kasakcran PecryOmukacer 3ansHblH (Oynan opi — EKTA
Typansl 3aH) 1-0a0bIHBIH 22-TapMarbIHAa OCKITUITEH aHBIKTaMa SKOJIOTHSUIBIK JQMi3Aep/IiH MOHI MEH CHIIat-
TaMaJbIK OeNriliepiH, oJapHAblH Heri3ri makcatbiH ngon kepcertmneiini. EKTA typansr 3anubiH 81-6a0biHna
KaMTBUIFaH 9KOJOTHSUIBIK JdJTi3Aep Typaisl Oipkarap Hopmanap MeH KP YkiMeTiHiH THiCTI KayJibuiapsl 1a
TY3€TyJep eHrisyai Tajam eredi. ABTop Makanana Kasaxcran PecmyOnMkachIHBIH 3KOJIOTHSUIBIK 3aHHAMa-
CBIHJAFbl SKOJIOTHSIIBIK JOJIi3/1epre KaTBICTHI HOpPMaJapblH KaJbIITacyblHA, COHAAl-aK ic XKy3iHIE IKOJIO-
THSJIBIK, TOJI3AepAl KYpy YAepiciHe KbICKallla TapuXW ILIONTy >KacaraH. 3epTrey OapsichiHAa KazakcTaHHBIH
3aHHAMAaCBIH/A J1a, 3aH FBUIBIMBIHAA 13 «IKOJOTHSUIBIK JJIi3) TYCIHIriHIH aHBIKTaMacklHa HAKTHI TYCIHIK Oe-
pinmerenniriy, an merenaik Fansivaap P. @opman MmeH M. ['oqpoHHBIH KenTereH FhUIBIMU €HOCKTepi «Mat-
pHILa-1aK-1aJ1i3» KYPbUIBIMBIHBIH TYXKBIPBIMIAMachIHA HETI3/IeNTeH] JKoHe NIeTeIIIK JKeKeJIereH HOpMaTHBTIK
KYKBIKTBIK akTinepzae (Mmbicansl, Keiprbi3 PecryOnmukacsinga) TYXKbIppIMaaMa OepiireHi aHbikTanraH. JlaH-
A TTHIK YKOIOTHS JKOHE Te€03KOJIOTHs FRUTBIMIAPHI OKUIACPIHIH Keibip 3epTTeyepiHie FaHa SKOTOTHSIIBIK
nmomizaepai Kypy mocenenepi neicsikranrad. KP OK nopmanape, EKTA Typaisl 3aHIbI 5KoHE Ka3aKCTaHABIK
JKOHE MIeTENJIK KYKBIKTHIH 0acKa ja Ke3mepiH, COHAai-aK SKOJOTHSIBIK IOMi3Aepli aHBIKTAY KOHE KYPY
npoOiieManapbiHa FRUIBIMHE KO3KapacTapAbl, JaHMMA(QTTHIK SKOJOTHS TEPMHHOJIOTUSICHH Tajljgay Heri3iHie
EKTA typansr 3anubiy 81-6a0bHbIH 1, 1 jkoHe 2-TapMakTapbIHBIH 22-TapMaKTapblH JKETIIIpY, COHmaii-aK
JKaHa HOPMATHUBTIK KYKBIKTBIK aKTUIep/ii 93ipJiey OOMbIHIIA YCBIHBIMIAP 3ipIIeH .

Kinm ce30ep: KopranaThlH ©3€K, JAHIIAPTTHIK SKOJOTHS, MaTPHIA, MEMJICKETTIK TaOUFH-KOPBIK KOPBIHBIH
00BEKTIIEPi, epeKIlie KOPFATIaThIH TAOUFU ayMaKTap, TaOUFU KelIeHep, AaK, Kasakctan PecrnyOmukachbiHbIH
DKOJIOIMSIIBIK KOJEKC1, DKOJOTUSIILIK JK€EJIl, DKOJIOTHSUIIBIK 9113,

A.Jl. IxanTacoBa

K Bompocy 0 noHSITHH «3KOJOTHYEeCKHMH KOPUAOP»

CraThsl TIOCBAIIEHAa PACCMOTPEHUIO BOIPOCA OMPEIETCHHS MOHITHS «OKOJOTHIECKHH KOPUAOP» Kak Cpef-
CTBa OXpaHBI 0c000 OxpaHseMbIX NpupoaHbIX Tepputopuit (OOIIT) 1 06BEKTOB rocy1apCTBEHHOTO IPHPOJI-
Ho-3aroBeHOro ouma (OI'TI3®). Onpenenenue, 3akperieHnoe B 1. 22 cr. 1 3akona PK «O6 oco6o oxpa-
HSEMBIX HIPHPOAHBIX TeppUTOpHX» (naiee — 3axoH 00 OOIIT), HenOCTaTOYHO TOYHO OTPAXKAET CYIIIHOCTD
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U XapaKTepHbIe MPU3HAKH SKOJIOTHYECKUX KOPHIOPOB, OCHOBHOE UX INpeAHa3HaueHue. Psg HopM 06 »xoio-
TMYECKUX KOpHIOopax, coneprkanmxcs B cT. 81 3akona 06 OOIIT, u cooTBeTcTBYIOIINE TOCTaHOBIeHMs [Ipa-
ButenbeTBa PK Takoke TpeOyroT BHECEHHUS] KOPPEKTHUB. B cTaThe NaH KpaTKHil HCTOPUYECKHUI 3KCKypC B Gop-
MHpPOBaHHE HOPM 00 SKOJOTMYECKMX KOPHIOpaxX B AKOJIOTMYECKOM 3aKoHonarenbcTBe PecrryOmkn Kazax-
CTaH, a TaKKe MPOLECcC CO3/IaHMs Ha IIPAKTHKE IKOJIOTHIECKUX KOPHIOPOB. B Xoze mccienoBaHus BEISBIEHO,
YTO KaK B 3aKOHOJATEIbCTBE, TaK W B IOpHIWYECKOil Hayke Kasaxcrana BoIpocaM ONpeereHHs MOHSITHS
«OKOJIOTHYECKUH KOPUIOP» YAEISIIOCh KpaiiHe Majo BHHIMaHMS, TOT/Ia Kak 3a py0ex oM, Ha OCHOBE KOHIIETI-
LMY IPOCTPAHCTBEHHOM KYyJIbTYPBl «MaTpHLA—TISATHO—KOpUAOp» yueHblx P. ®opmana u M. ['ogpona, onu
MpeICTaBICHBl BO MHOTUX Hay4HBIX paboTax M B OTAENBHBIX HOPMATHUBHBIX MPABOBBIX aKTax (HAampUMeED, B
Keipresckoit Pecriybnuke). JIump B HEKOTOPBHIX MCCIIEAOBAHUAX MpPEACTaBUTENCH HAyK JaHAMA(GTHON KO-
JIOTUHM U TEO03KOJIOTHU NpopaboTaHbl MPOOIEMBI CO3/IaHUS SKOJIOTHUECKUX KopuaopoB. Ha ocHoBe anHammsa
HopM Dxonormdeckoro koxekca PK, 3akona 06 OOIIT u npyrux HCTOYHUKOB Ka3aXCTaHCKOTO U 3apyOeKHO-
TO TIpaBa, a TaKKe HayYHBIX IOAXOJOB K IpoOiIeMaM ONpe/eleHHs] H CO3aHUs SKOJIOTHIECKIX KOPHIOpPOB,
TEePMHHOJIOTHH JIaHAIIAGTHON SKOJOTHH pa3paboTaHBl peKOMEHANH 0 COBEPIICHCTBOBAHMIO 1. 22 cT. 1,
n. 1 u 2 cr. 81 3akona 06 OOIIT, a Taxxke 110 pa3pabOTKe HOBBIX HOPMAaTHBHBIX MPAaBOBBIX aKTOB.

Kniouesvie crosa: 3amoBenHoe spo, aHgmadTHAS KOJOTHS, MAaTPUNA, OOBEKTH TOCYJapCTBEHHOTO MPH-
ponHO-3anoBeqHOr0 (oHma, 0c000 OXpaHseMble NPUPOIHBIC TEPPUTOPHUH, MPUPOIHBIC KOMIUIEKCHI, MSATHO,
Okonoruueckuil kogexe Pecmy6nuku Kasaxcras, skogoruueckast CeTh, SKONOTHYECKHHA KOPUAOP.
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