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Abstract 
International organisations and cross-border mobility are driving up civil conflicts 
involving foreigners in Kazakhstan, challenging the capacity, inclusiveness, and 
predictability of national civil justice. This article analyses the legal status and 
procedural rights of foreign citizens and stateless persons in civil actions under 
Kazakhstani law in the context of sustainable legal growth. The study uses a 
dialectical approach and normative and comparative legal analysis of the Civil 
Procedure Code, private international law rules, and relevant international 
instruments governing court access, judgement recognition and enforcement, and 
legal assistance. Persistent shortcomings in institutional resilience include 
fragmented jurisdictional regulations, inconsistent service standards abroad, 
language and cost constraints, and inadequate digital accessibility for cross-border 
litigants. Addressing these issues through improved connectivity, recognition 
procedures, translation and fee-waiver safeguards, e-justice tools, and treaty 
alignment would improve fairness, efficiency, and non-discrimination. 
Strengthening foreign people' procedural status can boost societal trust, investment 
climate, and the rule of law while complying with international responsibilities. A 
more resilient and sustainable civil justice system in Kazakhstan can be achieved by 
embedding principles of accessibility, transparency, equality before the law, and 
effective remedy into proceedings involving foreign persons. The article proposes 
incremental legislative and institutional reforms that are timely and necessary. 
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Introduction 

Civil law disputes with the presence of a so-called “foreign entity” have 
long ceased to be a rarity in almost any country in the world. However, this 
issue is currently receiving particular attention in the Central Asian region. 
The countries of the Central Asian region, considering their geographical 
location and tendency to develop in the economic, political dimension, 
constitute one of the most important geopolitical centres, with the Republic 
of Kazakhstan (RK) leading the way (Bharti, 2022). This pace of 
international relations has led to the active development of legal relations 
involving foreign persons, and directly to their judicial defence, as well as to 
the need for effective settlement of legal disputes under international law 
(Tsurkan-Saifulina et al., 2019; Zhanibekov et al., 2024). 

The RK, as a country interested in the active development of foreign 
economic relations and actively demonstrating this on the world market, 
pursues the goal of creating a justice system with the highest degree of 
protection not only for its citizens, but also for foreign persons. The principal 
issues that are acute today in the legal dimension are the legal status of 
foreigners and their powers in the judicial process, the principles of justice 
in civil proceedings involving foreigners, and the improvement of the 
procedure of consideration of civil cases with the introduction of an effective 
mechanism for protecting the rights and interests of citizens of other 
countries. 

This issue is not new in the legal science of the RK, although recently it 
has become particularly relevant. From a sustainability perspective, formal 
national treatment must be matched by functional equality – removal of de 
facto barriers that disproportionately burden foreigners (information 
asymmetries, translation, distant participation). A series of both national and 
foreign researchers have been engaged in the research of this subject, 
including Lisitsa and Moroz (2019), and Smashnikova (2018). A massive 
part of their research lies in the sphere of legal status and powers of foreign 
citizens residing in the territory of the RK. Sabitova (2016) focused on the 
aspect that foreign citizens in the RK enjoy the principle of national 
treatment, i.e., they enjoy the same rights and freedoms, as well as have 
identical obligations as citizens of the Republic itself, and therefore, in case 
of legal disputes, like all other participants of civil turnover, they are obliged 
to obey the applicable laws, including those that determine the civil 
procedural aspects. 

Shchukin (2018) analysed a series of international regulations, including 
the Hague Convention on Civil and Commercial Cases, the Minsk 
Convention on Legal Assistance and Legal Relations in Civil Matters, 
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reducing to the need to follow the principle of equality of all before the law 
and the court. Talzhanov (2014) made a special contribution to the study of 
the problems of representation of foreigners in civil proceedings, 
investigating in detail the issue of jurisdiction, as well as the problems of 
representation of foreigners directly in civil proceedings. Talzhanov also 
favours the idea of national treatment, which is in force in the national 
legislation of the Republic, based on the Constitution of the RK (1995) and 
other regulations. Furthermore, it is Talzhanov who raises the issue of proper 
execution of documents in Kazakh courts, which often become the reason 
for the closure of proceedings and proper notification of the parties to a civil 
case in other countries, emphasising that the Kazakh court should actively 
establish relationships with courts in other countries on this issue. 

In terms of the study of the issue of jurisdiction of courts in international 
civil law, it is worth mentioning the studies of Roper (2019) and Lavinbuk 
(2005). Their research is based on the principle of universal jurisdiction, 
which allows a state to exercise jurisdiction over cases with which the state 
has no connection, territorial, national, or otherwise, departing from the 
standard three-tier system of jurisdiction. Muidenova and Issayeva (2019), 
comparing legal proceedings in Kazakhstan with other Commonwealth of 
Independent States (CIS) countries, focused on the fact that in Kazakhstan 
such cases are considered by economic courts, while in a series of CIS 
countries (Belarus, Kyrgyzstan) – by arbitration courts. 

The purpose of this study is to investigate the specific features of civil 
proceedings involving foreign persons under the current legislation of the 
RK, directly analysing the legal status of foreign persons, their procedural 
powers, and the jurisdiction of the courts, alongside a comparative analysis 
with selected European jurisdictions. In addition, the study situates these 
issues within the framework of sustainable legal development, understood as 
fair, efficient, and non‑discriminatory access to justice consistent with 
SDG 16 (Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions), and evaluates how existing 
norms and institutional practices affect the institutional sustainability of the 
civil justice system. Furthermore, the study aims to identify current 
legislative and procedural problems and to outline evidence‑based avenues 
for their resolution, with a view to enhancing accessibility, transparency, 
predictability, and resilience in civil proceedings involving foreign persons. 

 
 

Materials and Methods 

The study employed the following general and special methods and 
techniques of scientific cognition: the dialectical method, the method of 
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synthesis and analysis, and comparative legal method. This study provided a 
detailed investigation and analysis of civil proceedings involving foreign 
persons, as well as their legal status and powers. The basis of the 
methodological research was the dialectical method, which was used to 
analyse the principles of justice implementation in civil cases involving 
foreign persons, focusing on their essence and features. This method is 
particularly useful in studying fundamental concepts such as national 
treatment and most-favoured-nation treatment, which underpin the legal 
status of foreign nationals. In practice, the dialectical method facilitated a 
comparative approach, allowing for the examination of the evolution of these 
principles within the context of civil proceedings. It involved contrasting 
different legal interpretations, tracing historical developments in their 
application, and synthesizing varying positions from both national and 
international legal frameworks. Furthermore, the specific features of the 
court proceedings themselves, namely the process of proper preparation of 
procedural documents, the process of court notices, the verification of 
procedural standing, and other aspects were examined. 

The analysis prioritized a comparative approach, focusing on the 
examination of national and international legal frameworks to understand the 
legal status and procedural rights of foreign persons in civil proceedings. 
Additionally, historical and practical aspects were emphasized to trace the 
evolution of key principles, such as national treatment and most-favoured-
nation treatment, and their application in practice. The method of synthesis 
and analysis were frequently used, which allowed analysing the legal status 
of foreign citizens both in general and directly in the context of their powers 
in legal proceedings. In addition, to investigate in detail the international 
treaties and bilateral treaties regulating the relations in the issue of 
consideration of civil cases in the presence of a foreign element. Considering 
the legal status of foreign persons, the study investigated its difference from 
the legal status directly in the context of the right to judicial defence in civil 
disputes. The formal legal method helped to study such categories as the right 
to defend one’s interests in court, the competence of the courts, as well as 
the structure of jurisdiction and the structure of the principles of justice. 

Using the comparative legal method, a comparativist analysis of national 
legislation and the legislation of individual countries (China, Great Britain) 
was performed, and the shortcomings and advantages of national legislation 
in this area were analysed. The study of the legislative experience of other 
countries helped to formulate a proposal to improve the existing laws 
regulating the legal status of foreign persons and the consideration of civil 
cases involving them. Based on this, and utilizing predictive legal modelling, 
a series of potential changes were proposed to address gaps in the legislative 
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framework. This modelling approach involved simulating different legal 
scenarios to identify the most effective measures for improving the handling 
of cases involving foreign persons and enhancing procedural efficiency in 
practice. 

The selection of specific European and CIS jurisdictions for comparison 
was guided by a combination of factors. These included the presence of 
similar legal systems, particularly in terms of civil procedure and the 
treatment of foreign persons, as well as contrasting models that highlight 
different approaches to judicial protection and procedural rights. 
Additionally, economic ties with Kazakhstan played a crucial role, as these 
jurisdictions represent key partners in international trade and legal 
cooperation, providing a relevant context for understanding the practical 
implications of civil proceedings involving foreign persons in Kazakhstan. 

The study is a perspective of development and reform of the existing Civil 
Procedural Code of the RK (2015) as well as laws regulating the legal status 
of foreigners and their powers directly in the field of civil proceedings. The 
materials that were used in this study formed the theoretical basis and 
included works of national, post-Soviet, and foreign scientists and 
practitioners, as well as the legal framework of the RK. The study examined 
the Civil Procedural Code of the RK (2015), the Law of Georgia No. 2045-
II “On the Legal Status of Aliens and Stateless Persons” (2014), as well as a 
series of international conventions ratified by the RK – Hague Convention 
on Civil Procedure (1954), Minsk Convention on Legal Assistance in Civil, 
Family and Criminal Matters (1993). In addition, the relevance of the study, 
the problematic, purpose, and objectives of the study were formed and 
highlighted, and the methods that contributed to the findings were explored. 
 
 
Results 

The emergence of legal relations with the participation of foreign persons 
is inevitable, considering the trend of growth of international cooperation in 
the RK, which, in turn, necessitates the sustainable development of civil 
justice – its resilience, predictability, and non‑discriminatory accessibility 
for cross‑border litigants (SDG 16). Accordingly, this refers to unambiguous 
contact of foreign persons with the judicial system of Kazakhstan, including 
civil proceedings. For many years, any dispute, the subject of which is a 
foreign person is defined as a special category of civil cases, which have their 
specific features of consideration (Khamzina et al., 2020). The first and main 
factor of distinction is the legal status and procedural position of a foreign 
person, which is generally regulated by the norms of national legislation, as 
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well as limited within the international legal treaties. The International 
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (1966) and the Hague Convention on 
Civil Procedure (1954) are among such treaties governing the legal position 
of foreigners and also enshrining their right of access to the judicial system, 
according to the latter of which it follows that “in civil and commercial 
matters, nationals of each of the Contracting States shall enjoy in all other 
Contracting States free legal aid as their own nationals of the latter States 
under the laws of the State where free legal aid is required”. 

Furthermore, the right to defence and access to the judicial system is also 
set out in the Minsk Convention on Legal Assistance in Civil, Family and 
Criminal Matters (1993), which provides that citizens of each Contracting 
Party, as well as other persons residing on its territory, are entitled to freely 
and without hindrance to apply to the courts, prosecutor’s offices, internal 
affairs bodies and other institutions of the other Contracting Parties whose 
competence includes civil, family, and criminal matters (institutions of 
justice), may appear before them, file petitions, commence suits, and carry 
out other procedural actions under the same conditions as nationals of the 
Contracting Party concerned. 

However, the primary document regulating the legal status of foreign 
citizens is the Constitution of the RK (1995) and the Law of the RK No. 2337 
“On the Legal Status of Foreigners” (1995). Thus, this regulation governs a 
series of issues related to the entry and stay of foreigners in the RK, 
education, and medical care, payment of taxes and family legal relations, as 
well as the issue of protection of foreigners and their access to the judicial 
system. According to Article 18 of the Law of the RK No. 2337 “On the 
Legal Status of Foreigners” (1995), foreign nationals in the RK are entitled 
to have their interests protected in court and also in other state bodies whose 
competence includes the protection of property and personal non-property 
rights. Therewith, the list of procedural rights of foreigners is equal to 
citizens of the Republic, without restrictions. Another regulation that covers 
the issue of procedural powers of foreign citizens is the Civil Procedural 
Code of the RK (2015), which states in Item 2 of Article 413 that foreign 
citizens, as well as stateless persons and international organisations for the 
protection of their rights, freedoms, and interests, enjoy procedural rights and 
perform procedural duties on an equal basis with citizens of the RK. It is this 
rule that is key to the representation of foreign persons in court proceedings. 
Notably, such a formulation is basic for almost all countries of the post-
Soviet space. For instance, the Law of Georgia No. 2045-II “On the Legal 
Status of Aliens and Stateless Persons” (2014), which governs the issue of 
protection of foreign citizens, almost identically establishes the equality of 
procedural rights of foreigners with Georgian citizens for the protection of 
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their personal non-property or property rights. Legal Status of Foreign 
Nationals in the Kyrgyz Republic (2011) has an analogous wording. The 
conducted analysis suggests that the legislation of Kazakhstan, as well as 
other post-Soviet republics, follows the principle of “national treatment” in 
the issue of the legal status of foreign citizens. 

The issue of principles of justice in proceedings involving foreign persons 
is one of the key points in the procedural law of any state, as well as in the 
science of the present time. It is the analysis of the principles of dispute 
resolution and the implementation of justice that determine the nature of the 
courts’ activity in this area, which, according to generally accepted norms, is 
usually identified as international civil procedure. The principles of 
international civil procedure are nothing but fundamental ideas that govern 
the transnational civil legal relations that have arisen, and their aim is the fair 
resolution of civil cases (Rexhepi and Murtezaj, 2024). 

Protection of the rights of foreign persons, as well as access to the judicial 
system and its effective functioning, are the key to building quality 
international relations, integration of Kazakhstan’s economy into the world 
economy, and, consequently, development of business activities and 
international investments within the country. The level of development and 
functioning of the judicial system in the RK directly affects the processes of 
strengthening political and economic relations in the international arena 
(Akimbekova et al., 2021; Apakhayev et al., 2017). That is why the issue of 
the legal status, as well as the consideration of civil cases, the principle of 
justice plays such a vital role in the system of national legislation. 

As mentioned above, in the RK, as well as in many other post-Soviet 
republics, the principle of national treatment in civil proceedings prevails, 
the essence of which is that all foreign citizens, as well as stateless persons, 
are equal to Kazakh citizens in terms of their rights and obligations. It is 
meant to equate such categories as procedural legal competence and legal 
capacity of foreign individuals and legal entities. However, despite this 
scientific formulation, the Civil Procedural Code of the RK (2015) clearly 
indicates the need to distinguish between the terms “legal capacity” and 
“subjective right” to understand the differences between objective reality and 
general legal possibility. This refers to Article 473 of the Civil Procedural 
Code of the RK, which states that the civil procedural capacity of stateless 
persons and foreigners is determined by their personal law, and if they have 
more than one nationality, their personal law is the law of the country with 
which they are most closely associated. However, Article 472 also indicates 
the right of foreigners to exercise procedural rights and perform procedural 
obligations on an equal footing with individuals and legal entities of the RK. 
Furthermore, the Kazakh legislator introduced a provision in the Civil 
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Procedural Code of the RK that “... a person of a foreign state recognised as 
procedurally incapable based on personal law may be procedurally capable 
in the territory of the RK if, according to the national legislation in force, 
they have legal capacity”. The existence of this Article suggests a real 
guarantee of access of foreign persons to judicial protection of their rights in 
the RK. As for the procedural capacity of a foreign and international 
organisation, it is also determined according to the law of the foreign state 
under which it is established. The legal capacity of an international 
organisation is established based on an international treaty. However, in 
practice, it is quite common to encounter problems with verification of legal 
capacity of foreign legal entities. The point is that when verifying the 
competence of the governing body of the respective legal entity to issue a 
power of attorney on behalf of the legal entity, the courts often do not pay 
due attention to the fact of the competence of the person who was issued the 
power of attorney to perform such actions. That is, the court scrutinises the 
competence of the person in whose name the power of attorney is issued but 
misses the point whether the power of attorney is properly issued and 
whether the person who issued it has the right to perform such actions 
(Talzhanov, 2014). A solution could be the adoption of a resolution of 
generalised judicial practice of the Supreme Court of Kazakhstan, which 
would regulate this issue. Such uniform guidance would enhance 
institutional sustainability by reducing adjudicative uncertainty, transaction 
costs, and delays in cross-border cases. 

Notably, the wording on legal capacity is characteristic not only for the 
RK. The lack of complete identity of rights, as in the RK, is also observed in 
the legislation of other CIS countries, namely Belarus and Kyrgyzstan. When 
applying the single principle of national treatment, in the RK, there is no 
equalisation of foreign nationals not only in rights and obligations, but also 
in granting them special rights (Fedorchenko et al., 2020). At the moment, 
the national legislation of Kazakhstan has gaps in the regulation of this issue, 
and therefore it is necessary to consider the possibility of introducing this 
norm either in the Civil Procedural Code of the RK (2015) or in the Law of 
the RK No. 488-V “On arbitrage” (2016).  

The legal position of foreign nationals in civil proceedings is detailed in 
a series of international and bilateral treaties (Shchukin, 2018). This 
treaty‑based safety net functions as a sustainability mechanism, cushioning 
vulnerable litigants and stabilising caseload management through 
predictable cooperation procedures. Thus, the Hague Convention (1954) and 
the Minsk Convention (1993) are universal ratified instruments. An 
important aspect enshrined in these international treaties is the fact that legal 
aid is provided free of charge, as well as exemption from payment and 
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reimbursement of court and notary fees, even though the latter is not 
mandated in the national legislation itself. However, this norm is prescribed 
individually in bilateral treaties on mutual legal assistance in civil, family, 
and criminal cases concluded with a series of countries in Europe (Georgia, 
Lithuania, Turkey), Asia (Vietnam, India, Mongolia, Korea, Pakistan, UAE), 
and the CIS (Azerbaijan, Kyrgyzstan, Turkmenistan, Uzbekistan) (Supreme 
Court..., 2022). These contracts have quite analogous content, prescribing 
the fundamental rights of citizens to access to the court system, provide legal 
aid without payment, and ensure benefits in the matter of court costs. The 
absence of such a treaty does not entail the RK’s refusal to follow the 
principle of national treatment in civil cases with citizens of other states, but 
signing treaties with other countries would contribute to a more effective 
settlement of this issue and rid the existing regulations of gaps. However, 
targeted expansion/modernisation of the treaty network is a 
sustainability‑oriented policy that closes protection gaps and streamlines 
recognition and service arrangements (Ospanova et al., 2024). 

Another principle is most-favoured-nation treatment, the essence of 
which is that foreign persons are accorded treatment as favourable in access 
to the judicial system and protection of their legal rights as that which will 
be accorded in the future to nationals of a third state. However, the 
manifestation of this principle is more characteristic of trade agreements of 
the RK (Liu, 2020). 

Civil proceedings involving foreign persons in the RK, as mentioned 
above, are governed by the Civil Procedural Code of the RK (2015). It 
follows that the activities of all courts, the procedural rights and obligations 
of foreign persons, the question of jurisdiction and jurisdiction and other 
aspects of civil proceedings are regulated within the limits of national law, 
unless otherwise prescribed by international treaties (Khamzin et al., 2015; 
2016). Thus, according to the Civil Procedural Code of the RK, the courts of 
the RK consider cases involving foreign persons if the defendant 
organisation or the defendant citizen has its seat in the territory of the RK. 
The competence of the courts of the RK is regulated by Article 466 and 
Article 467 of the Civil Procedural Code of the RK, as well as within the 
framework of ratified international treaties. That is, the national legislator 
states that the courts have jurisdiction over cases involving foreign citizens, 
organisations, as well as international organisations (Civil Procedure Code..., 
2015). 

However, the analysis of the exclusive competence of the RK with the 
participation of foreign nationals deserves special attention. Thus, according 
to Article 467 of the Civil Procedural Code of the RK (2015), the legislator 
refers to the exclusive competence of the courts: questions about the right to 
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immovable property in the RK; claims against carriers, if the latter is located 
in the territory of the RK; cases of special action proceedings; questions 
about the dissolution of marriage between foreigners and citizens of the RK. 
Exclusive jurisdiction contains the protection of areas such as national legal 
order and state sovereignty (Civil Procedure Code..., 2015). The first case 
involves the protection of personal non-property and property rights, i.e., 
dissolution of marriage and adoption. In the second one – cases related to the 
right to immovable property of the RK, as it is directly located on the land 
plots of the Republic itself. For this reason, only Kazakh courts can hear such 
civil disputes, even if there are foreign parties. However, the list of exclusive 
international jurisdiction can be expanded, centred on the China model. 
Thus, comparing the Civil Procedural Law of the People’s Republic of 
China, (2017), a draft to amend the Civil Procedural Law of the People’s 
Republic of China was passed on 30 December 2022, which considerably 
expands the issue of exclusive jurisdiction. Thus, according to the draft law, 
the Chinese legislators intend to subject to the exclusive jurisdiction of 
Chinese courts the enforcement of contracts of Sino-foreign enterprises; the 
establishment, reorganisation, and liquidation of legal entities established in 
China; and intellectual property law cases that extend into China (Yuxin and 
Chang, 2023). Admittedly, these disputes also fall within the realm of 
national order and state sovereignty. However, presently, international 
intellectual property disputes are most effectively and frequently dealt with 
by the UK courts, even if they are based on foreign intellectual property 
rights and neither party is located in the UK (Brownlow, 2021). This is 
explained by the effective long-standing procedures for resolving foreign law 
disputes in the English courts (Clifford, 2019). Properly framed exclusive 
jurisdiction supports sustainability by increasing legal certainty and reducing 
forum shopping; however, over‑expansion risks fragmentation, which 
should be weighed against efficiency and access considerations. 

The issue of parallel court proceedings should also be effectively 
regulated by national legislation. The aforementioned draft Civil Procedural 
Law of the People’s Republic of China (2017) proposes to allow a Chinese 
court to try the same case that is also tried in a foreign court. This is a 
situation in which one party files a lawsuit in a foreign court and the other 
party files a lawsuit in a Chinese court. In this case, if the Chinese court has 
jurisdiction, it can commence and conduct proceedings on the dispute. The 
only exception is where the parties have agreed in writing to choose a foreign 
court of exclusive jurisdiction, but where this does not violate sovereignty, 
security, or national interests (Yuxin and Chang, 2023). Kazakhstan’s 
legislation currently contains only a rule on contractual jurisdiction, which 
regulates the issue of consideration of a dispute in a foreign court, with the 
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exception of cases with exclusive jurisdiction under Article 31 of the Civil 
Procedural Code of the RK (2015). The issue of the so-called “parallelism of 
court proceedings” is currently absent from the national legislation. That is, 
if a civil dispute between the same parties and on the same claim is already 
being considered in a court of a foreign state, the court of the RK leaves the 
application without consideration and stops proceedings on the case, which 
indicates that there is no parallelism of court processes. However, its 
incorporation into the national legal system would be a major step towards 
the development of civil litigation, promoting procedural sustainability 
through caseload efficiency, avoidance of duplicative proceedings, and 
consistent outcomes across fora. 

The Civil Procedural Code of the RK (2015), as well as international legal 
treaties in force, regulate the issues of the trial process itself. The issue of 
obtaining ship’s notices to a foreign person deserves special attention. Under 
the general rules, countries that have ratified the Hague Convention are 
obliged to serve notices following its requirements. Since the RK is a 
signatory to the Convention, according to its rules, notices, court notices, and 
summonses may be served through the Central Authority of the State of 
which the defendant is a national, through international mail, or directly 
through the embassy located in the country of the defendant. Notably, under 
the Convention, failure to properly serve court notices on a party who resides 
outside the Republic cancels all subsequent proceedings against that person, 
except where the address of the defendant is unknown (Hague Convention, 
1954). In the current Code, the only reference to court orders for foreign 
citizens who reside in the territory of another country is the right to apply to 
foreign courts by a Kazakh court with an order to execute certain procedural 
actions. However, there is a complete absence of a process for this appeal, 
which can significantly affect the case from the moment it is opened, as well 
as during the preparation phase and at the trial itself. These norms should be 
included directly in the Civil Procedural Code of the RK (2015) in the section 
on consideration of disputes involving foreign persons, thereby aligning the 
Code with sustainability benchmarks of accessibility, transparency, and 
predictability. 
 
 
Discussion 

Judicial protection of rights and freedoms is one of the fundamental rights 
guaranteed by the Constitution of the RK (1995), which applies not only to 
citizens themselves but also to foreigners and stateless persons. Despite this, 
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problems in determining the legal status of a foreign person arise quite often, 
especially when taking part in court proceedings. 

According to Law of the RK No. 2337 “On the Legal Status of 
Foreigners” (1995), a foreign citizen is a natural person who is not a citizen 
of the RK and has proof of citizenship of another country. In the absence of 
such evidence, the person shall be recognised as stateless. According to this 
law, the national legislator guarantees all rights, freedoms, and obligations 
established by the Constitution of the RK (1995) and international treaties 
on an equal footing with citizens, with the exception of a series of 
constitutional rights (e.g., suffrage). Furthermore, the law includes the right 
to appeal to a court to protect one’s interests, indicating equality in the 
exercise of procedural rights. This applies not only to the protection of the 
rights of the individual, but also to the protection of the rights of foreign and 
international organisations, even though the Constitution of the RK (1995) 
explicitly mandates only the protection of human rights (Europen Justice, 
2022).  

Sabitova (2016) investigated the issue of the legal status of foreign 
nationals in the context of court proceedings. Thus, proceeding from 
Sabitova’s findings, Kazakhstan’s legislation is based on the following 
principles of the legal status of foreign nationals: 
1. Equality in the enjoyment of rights and freedoms, as well as the 

performance of obligations on an equal basis with the citizens of the RK, 
the initial principle of which is the principle of national treatment.  

2. Equality of aliens before the law regardless of origin, race, nationality, 
property, social status, faith, religion, language, descent, and other 
circumstances. 

3. The possibility of imposing reciprocal restrictions on citizens whose 
countries have special restrictions on the rights and freedoms of citizens 
of the Republic. 

4. Mandatory compliance with all applicable laws by foreigners as well as 
other participants in the civil turnover (Sabitova, 2016). 
It is worth agreeing with the arguments of Sabitova, since these principles 

are expressed not only in the current laws, but also in international treaties to 
which Kazakhstan is a signatory. The principle of national treatment is 
particularly evident in the issue of international civil procedure discussed 
above. 

Building on our results, Mahmutović and Alhamoudi (2024) 
conceptualise the rule of law as an enabling infrastructure for sustainable 
development; applied to Kazakhstan, formal national treatment for foreign 
litigants must be paired with effective access measures such as predictable 
remedies, language assistance, and proportionate costs to realise SDG 16. 
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Mills (2024) reframes sustainability as an internal constraint on jurisdictional 
design; for Kazakhstan this supports codifying coordination of parallel 
proceedings, clarifying connecting factors to limit opportunistic forum 
selection, and streamlining treaty‑compliant service and evidence taking to 
lower systemic costs and improve predictability. From a city level 
perspective, Fan (2025) demonstrates that access to justice design advances 
urban sustainable development; for Kazakh urban courts that implies 
electronic filing for cross border users, guaranteed interpreter services, and 
publicly monitored time standards that enhance trust and attract investment. 

According to the Civil Procedural Code of the RK (2015), foreign citizens 
enjoy the same procedural rights, and the rule on civil procedural legal and 
legal capacity of both a foreign citizen and an organisation, prescribed in 
Articles 473-474, speaks about the guarantee of its implementation. As 
Talzhanov (2014) points out, the existence of these norms contributes to the 
active growth of participation of foreign individuals and organisations in 
international economic life. In case of deprivation of the right to a free 
defence and a fair trial in the state, the conduct of business activities and, 
consequently, the integration of the RK into the world economy and socio-
political system will be suspended. However, there is still no full equation of 
foreign citizens with citizens of the Republic. An example of this is the 
granting of benefits in the arbitration process discussed earlier. This is 
exactly what Rachman (2021) points out in his study. Rachman states that 
despite the desire and obligation of each country to provide and ensure legal 
protection to the alien, it will still be provided within certain limitations, 
based on the lack of a close legal connection, namely nationality. 

As Shchukin (2018) points out, the Civil Procedural Code of the 
RK (2015) does not contain restrictions or conditions for applying to the 
court for protection of one’s rights and interests. This right is granted to both 
foreign individuals and organisations, regardless of their permanent 
residence in the territory of the Republic, or whether they are visiting the 
country as tourists or students. For instance, some legislators (Argentina, 
Venezuela) prescribe mandatory bail to cover court costs. Although the Civil 
Procedural Code of the RK does not directly contain this norm, this aspect is 
regulated by the Hague and Minsk Conventions, which the Republic has 
ratified. Thus Article 17 of the Convention mandates that no bond or security 
in any form may be demanded from nationals of a Contracting State residing 
in one of those States and appearing as plaintiffs or third parties before the 
courts of the other State on the ground that they are aliens or have no 
permanent or temporary residence in that country (Hague Convention, 1954). 
These conventions also make provision for access to free legal aid, although 
this issue is more fully expressed in bilateral treaties. 
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The issue of the jurisdiction of courts in civil proceedings is one of the 
key areas of discussion both in academia and among practitioners. The limits 
of jurisdiction of civil cases involving foreign persons are determined by 
Chapter 57 of the Civil Procedural Code of the RK (2015). International 
procedural science identifies three systems for determining jurisdiction: 
according to the nationality of the parties to the dispute, according to the 
“presence of the defendant”, and according to the rule of extending internal 
territorial jurisdiction to cases involving foreign nationals. Thus, in the first 
variant, it is a question of sufficient competence of the court to consider a 
civil dispute in case the dispute concerns legal relations to which a citizen of 
this country is a party, and, for example, the place of the transaction does not 
play a role. In the second case, the court has jurisdiction to hear the case if 
the defendant stayed in the state even for a brief period. However, Roper 
(2018) is inclined to the idea of the so-called principle of “universal 
jurisdiction”, which allows a state to exercise jurisdiction over cases with 
which the state has no ties, territorial, national, or otherwise. This is the type 
in which the English courts operate. The Civil Procedural Code of the RK 
(2015) clearly establishes the competence of the courts of the Republic, 
including the right to hear a case involving foreign persons if: 
1. The respondent organisation or the respondent citizen has a place of 

residence in the territory of the RK. 
2. The representative office of a foreign person is located in Kazakhstan. 
3. The Respondent owns property in Kazakhstan. 
4. In a case on establishment of paternity, collection of alimony, if the 

plaintiff has a place of residence in the RK. 
5. Regarding compensation for damage caused by injury or other damage to 

health, if the damage was caused in Kazakhstan or the claimant has a 
place of residence in Kazakhstan. 

6. In terms of compensation for damage to property that occurred on the 
territory of the RK. 

7. If the claim arises out of a contract the performance of which took place 
in Kazakhstan or was to be performed. 

8. Concerning unjust enrichment occurring in the territory of Kazakhstan. 
9. In a case on the dissolution of marriage, if one of the spouses is a citizen 

of the RK or one of the spouses has a place of residence in the territory of 
Kazakhstan.  

10. Concerning the protection of honour and dignity if the claimant resides in 
Kazakhstan. 

11. Regarding the protection of personal data rights or compensation for 
moral damages if the plaintiff resides in the territory of the RK (Civil 
Procedure Code of the RK, 2015). 
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Thus, having analysed this issue, all three systems of jurisdiction have 
been implemented in the national legislation of Kazakhstan. However, some 
researchers argue that the definition of jurisdiction based on nationality is 
quite controversial and needs to be reconsidered. The fact is that de jure, an 
individual may be a citizen of one country, but de facto reside in another 
country for a long time, conduct business activities there, and accordingly 
have a weak connection with the state of which they are a citizen. Agreeing 
with the opinion of Muidenova et al. (2020), it is worth noting that the most 
effective is jurisdiction in civil proceedings depending on the last place of 
residence, which is the most common in the Civil Procedural Code of the RK 
(2015). However, it would also be logical to establish a certain period of 
residence to understand the existence of a stable legal link between the 
foreign person and the state in which they reside. 

There are also debates around the judicial process itself. Thus, Talzhanov 
(2014) points out that there are problems with legal regulation regarding the 
proper execution of documents in consideration of civil disputes. Article 475 
regulates the recognition of documents issued by other states, but the Code 
does not regulate the proper execution of documents by the Republic itself, 
which may lead to doubts about the authenticity and reliability of the 
documents, as well as to the cancellation of the dispute due to improper 
notification of the defendant. The only way to eliminate the gap in this area 
is to amend the Code to clearly regulate this issue.  

Analogously, there is a problem with the very notification of defendants 
who do not reside in Kazakhstan, which is also pointed out by Talzhanov 
(2014). There is still no clear mechanism for notifying the parties to a civil 
action by the national legislator, although the regulation is based on 
international treaties. However, building a responsive notice structure could 
help avoid the problem of inadequate notice, which often leads to the closure 
of proceedings. 
 
 
Conclusions 

The findings of the study suggest that despite the existence of an 
extensive body of legislation in the field of settlement of civil proceedings 
involving foreign persons, there are still many gaps in the legal regulation of 
this issue. Admittedly, the national regime, which is the basis of the legal 
status of foreign nationals, assumes that legal proceedings are conducted 
identically to those involving exclusively Kazakh nationals, but it is still 
impossible to speak of an absolute equation. Sustainable legal development 
requires not only formal national treatment but also functional equality in 
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practice. Exceptions are such aspects as the procedural status of foreign 
persons, their procedural legal competence and legal capacity, jurisdiction of 
the courts of the RK in cases involving foreign individuals and organisations. 
The process of court orders, recognition of documents, in the courts of 
Kazakhstan, which are issued by other states, is also different. 

Thus, after studying the national legislative base, the legislative base of 
other countries, as well as a series of international treaties in the field of civil 
disputes involving foreign persons, it can be concluded that it is necessary to 
improve not only internal laws, but also to promote the conclusion of new 
bilateral treaties, the purpose of which is to regulate in detail the rights and 
freedoms of foreign persons in the sphere of their access to the judicial 
system. Expanding and updating the treaty network would advance 
sustainable legal development and stabilise cross border cooperation. As of 
today, the RK already has a series of bilateral agreements with such countries 
as Georgia, Latvia, Turkey, India, Mongolia, Pakistan, UAE. However, 
considering the transformation processes and the entry of Kazakhstan’s 
economy into the world market, as well as the establishment of transnational 
ties with European countries, this area should also be investigated.  

The study found that issue of the civil litigation process itself also requires 
improvement. It is a question of both expanding the jurisdiction of the courts, 
the basis of which may be the project of the Law of the Republic of China, 
and eliminating the most typical problems faced by the courts when 
considering a case. Such problems include the lack of regulation of the 
process of sending ship’s notices to foreign persons who live outside 
Kazakhstan. Furthermore, the process of proper execution of documents by 
the RK itself for sending to foreign persons, the verification of civil 
procedural capacity, and the need to check with the extract from the 
commercial register regarding the status of foreign organisations are also 
problems. In each of the mentioned cases, it is necessary to talk about 
amending the existing Civil Procedural Code of the RK (2015), namely 
Chapter 57, which regulates international civil procedure or adopting 
separate regulations with reference to them in the Code. Such amendments 
should be evaluated against sustainability criteria of accessibility, 
transparency, predictability, and resilience. 
 
 
References 

Akimbekova, M., Akimbekova, S., Moroz, S. (2021). Recognition and Enforcement 
of Decisions of Foreign Courts and Arbitrations in The Republic of Kazakhstan: 

Copyright © FrancoAngeli 
This work is released under Creative Commons Attribution - Non-Commercial – 

No Derivatives License. For terms and conditions of usage please see: http://creativecommons.org



25 

Current Status and Problems. Journal of Legal, Ethical and Regulatory Issues, 
24(SpecialIssue-1): 1-7. 

Apakhayev, N., Madiyarova, A.S., Aigarinova, G., Ryskaliyev, D.U., Buribayev, 
Y.A., Khamzina, Z.A. (2017). Current trends of legal regulation of relationships 
in the social protection sphere. Man in India, 97(11): 221-231. 

Bharti, S.S. (2022). Central Asia as a region in international relations. Reality of 
Politics, 20: 15-27.  

Brownlow, P., Hilton, M. (2021). Peter Brownlow and Mark Hilton look at the 
advantages of the English Courts as a forum for deciding International IP 
disputes. -- https://www.twobirds.com/en/insights/2021/uk/%20advantages-of-
the-english-courts-as-a-forum-for-deciding-international-ip-disputes. 

Butler, W.E. (2021). Proceeding on cases with the participation of foreign persons 
in international procedure law of Russia and Belarus. State and Law, 10: 173-
185. Doi: 10.31857/S102694520017271-9.  

Civil Procedure Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan (2015). -- 
https://adilet.zan.kz/rus/docs/K1500000377. 

Civil Procedure Law of the People’s Republic of China (2017). -- 
https://cicc.court.gov.cn/html/1/219/199/200/644.html. 

Clifford, M. (2019). Jurisdictional gateways – English court’s jurisdiction in breach 
of contract dispute. Hill Dickinson. -- 
https://www.hilldickinson.com/insights/articles/jurisdictional-gateways-
english-courts-jurisdiction-breach-contract-dispute. 

Constitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan (1995). -- 
https://www.akorda.kz/en/constitution-of-the-republic-of-kazakhstan-50912. 

European Justice (2022). How to bring a case to court? -- https://e-
justice.europa.eu/34/EN/how_to_bring_a_case_to_court?CZECH_REPUBLIC
&member=1. 

Fan, Z. (2025). Promoting Cities’ Sustainable Development via Access to Justice: 
Observations on the Jurisdiction of Chinese Mainland. Chinese Journal of 
Transnational Law. Doi: 10.1177/2753412X251351993. 

Fedorchenko, N.V., Shymon, S.I., Vyshnovetska, S.V., Mikhnevych, L.V., 
Bazhenov, M.I. (2020). Community Organisation as a Subject of Civil Relations 
According to Law of Ukraine and CIS Countries. Memoria e Ricerca, 1: 353-
370. Doi: 10.4478/98143. 

Hague Convention on Civil Procedure (1954). -- 
https://www.hcch.net/en/instruments/conventions/full-text/?cid=33. 

Hellner, M. (2002). The limits to judicial cooperation in civil matters: Taking 
legality seriously. Riga: Riga Graduate School of Law.  

International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (1966). -- 
https://www.ohchr.org/en/instruments-mechanisms/instruments/international-
covenant-civil-and-political-rights. 

Khamzin, A.S., Khamzina, Z.A., Buribayev, Y.A., Tileubergenov, Y.M., Ibraimov, 
D.A., Yermekov, A.T. (2016). International legal aspects of exercising refugees’ 
rights in Central Asia. Journal of Advanced Research in Law and Economics, 
7(4): 835-841. Doi: 10.14505/jarle.v7.4(18).15. 

Copyright © FrancoAngeli 
This work is released under Creative Commons Attribution - Non-Commercial – 

No Derivatives License. For terms and conditions of usage please see: http://creativecommons.org



26 

Khamzin, A.Sh., Khamzina, Zh.A., Buribayev, Y.A. (2015). The decent work 
programme of Kazakhstan: Social and labor rights protection from an 
institutional aspect of international law. Journal of East Asia and International 
Law, 8(2): 539-540. 

Khamzina, Z., Buribayev, Y., Almaganbetov, P., Tazhmagambet, A., Samaldykova, 
Z., Apakhayev, N. (2020). Labor disputes in Kazakhstan: Results of legal 
regulation and future prospects. Journal of Legal, Ethical and Regulatory Issues, 
23(1): 1-14. 

Lavinbuk, A. (2005). Rethinking early judicial involvement in foreign affairs: an 
empirical study of the Supreme Court’s Docket. Yale Law Journal, 114(4): 855-
904.  

Law of Georgia No. 2045-II “On the Legal Status of Aliens and Stateless Persons” 
(2014). -- https://matsne.gov.ge/en/document/view/2278806?publication=12. 

Law of the Republic of Kazakhstan No. 2337 “On the Legal Status of Foreigners” 
(1995). -- https://online.zakon.kz/Document/?doc_id=1003764&pos=2;-
90#pos=2;-90. 

Legal Status of Foreigners in the Kyrgyz Republic (2011). -- 
https://www.hg.org/legal-articles/legal-status-of-foreign-nationals-in-the-
kyrgyz-republic-4891. 

Lisitsa, V., Moroz, S. (2019). Legal regulation of public-private partnership in 
Russia and other countries of the Eurasian economic union. Russian Law 
Journal, 7(3): 53-81. Doi: 10.17589/2309-8678-2019-7-3-53-81. 

Liu, G. (2020). Principles of treatment and legal status of foreigners. In: Chinese 
Refugee Law (pp. 102-160). Leiden: Brill, Nijhof. Doi: 
10.1163/9789004412187_004.  

Mahmutovic, A., Alhamoudi, A. (2024). Understanding the Relationship between 
the Rule of Law and Sustainable Development. Access to Justice in Eastern 
Europe, 7(1): 170-197. Doi: 10.33327/AJEE-18-7.1-a000102. 

Mills, A. (2024). Sustainability and Jurisdiction in the International Civil Litigation 
Market. Journal of Private International Law, 20(1): 1-25. Doi: 
10.1080/17441048.2024.2347717. 

Minsk Convention on Legal Assistance in Civil, Family and Criminal Matters 
(1993). -- https://cisarbitration.com/2017/02/03/minsk-convention-on-legal-
assistance-and-legal-relations-in-civil-family-and-criminal-matters/. 

Muidenova, A., Issayeva, Z.А. (2019). Representation of foreign persons in civil 
proceeding. News of the National Academy of Science of the Republic of 
Kazakhstan. Series of Social and Human Sciences, 5(327): 229-233. Doi: 
10.32014/2019.2224-5294.193.  

Muidenova, A.K., Seriyev, B.A., Zhusupbekova, M.K. (2020). Comparative 
characteristics of some issues on proceeding of cases with participation of 
foreign persons in international civil procedure law of Kazakhstan and Russia. 
Reports of the National Academy of Sciences of the Republic of Kazakhstan, 
3(331): 37-45. Doi: 10.32014/2020.2518-1483.53.  

Okosa, C. (2022). Costs in Civil Proceedings. Geneva: Opinio Juris.  

Copyright © FrancoAngeli 
This work is released under Creative Commons Attribution - Non-Commercial – 

No Derivatives License. For terms and conditions of usage please see: http://creativecommons.org



27 

Ospanova, D., Moroz, S., Niyazova, A. (2024). Legal obligations of a lawyer and 
standards for the protection of minors in juvenile justice. Social and Legal 
Studios, 7(4): 231-239. Doi: 10.32518/sals4.2024.231. 

Prince, R., Usorova, G. (2019). Jurisdiction of the English Courts over foreign 
disputes: How wide will the net now be cast? -- 
https://www.shlegal.com/news/jurisdiction-of-the-english-courts-over-foreign-
disputes-how-wide-will-the-net-now-be-cast. 

Rachman, F. (2021). The protection of foreigners in international law. Journal La 
Sociale, 2(1): 18-24. Doi: 10.37899/journal-la-sociale.v2i1.264.  

Rexhepi, B.R., Murtezaj, I.M. (2024). Visa liberalisation and labour migration: 
Legal and economic implications for Kosovo. Social and Legal Studios, 7(2): 19-
27. Doi: 10.32518/sals2.2024.19. 

Roper, S. (2019). Applying universal jurisdiction to civil cases: Variations in state 
approaches to monetizing human rights violations. Global Governance, 24(1): 
103-118.  

Sabitova, A. (2016). Legal status of foreigners: International legal and domestic 
aspects. Bulletin of KazNPU named after Abai. Series of International Life and 
Politics, 2(45): 13-16.  

Shchukin, A.I. (2018). The principles of justice delivery in civil cases involving 
foreigners. Journal of Foreign Legislation and Comparative Law, 5: 94-107.  

Smashnikova, T.B. (2018). Features of administrative and legal status of foreigners 
in Japan. Actual Issues of Modern Science and Society, 4: 27-29.  

Supreme Court of the Republic of Kazakhstan (2023). Legal assistance in civil 
cases. -- https://sud.gov.kz/rus/content/pravovaya-pomoshch-po-grazhdanskim-
delam. 

Talzhanov, K. (2014). General problems of representing foreign persons in civil 
proceedings of the Republic of Kazakhstan. -- 
https://online.zakon.kz/Document/?doc_id=34613338&pos=1;-16#pos=1;-16. 

The Law of the Republic of Kazakhstan No.488-V “On arbitrage” (2016). -- 
https://adilet.zan.kz/eng/docs/Z1600000488. 

Tsurkan-Saifulina, Y.V., Vitman, K.M., Kolodin, D.A. (2019). Certain aspects of 
interaction between the state and civil law in CIS countries. Asia Life Sciences, 
2: 697-717. 

Yuxin, N., Chang, L. (2023). A major amendment to provisions on foreign-related 
civil procedures is planned in China. -- https://conflictoflaws.net/2023/a-major-
amendment-to-provisions-on-foreign-related-civil-procedures-is-planned-in-
china/. 

Zhanibekov, A.K., Burkitbekkyzy, B.S., Tursunovna, A.G., Dulatovich, K.M., Alua, 
M., Beaver, K.M. (2024). The utility of Moffitt’s developmental taxonomy in 
predicting being processed through the criminal justice system. Journal of Crime 
and Justice. Doi: 10.1080/0735648X.2024.2422505. 

Copyright © FrancoAngeli 
This work is released under Creative Commons Attribution - Non-Commercial – 

No Derivatives License. For terms and conditions of usage please see: http://creativecommons.org



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice




