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BukaMepas nmapsamMeHTJ/IM [JAaBJaT/iap/ia MapJjaMeHT HKOpH
najaTaCUHUHT TapUXUN KeJIMO YUKHUILM Ba POJIU

AHHOTALIUA

Kanwr cyznap: Y6y MakoJiaZia 3aMOHAaBUU Nap/iaMeHTapu3M (GeHOMeHH
}%”KaMepa””m cudpatuza 6GUKaMepaTU3MHUHI XYKYKUM acocjiapyd  TaxJInj

OpH MnmaJsiaTa

“oP KUJIMHraH. VKKM nasataau nap/aMeHT/IapHUHT GYHKIUSAIapH,
MoHoKkamMepaiu3M .
MapsamenT BakosiaTJapu Ba (GaOJMSTHUHUHT 3BOJIIOLUICA YpPraHUJITaH,
V4 masiaTasy napiamMeHT. XyCyCaH, IaBJIaT Ba XyKyKHAH KypUJIMIIHUHT TYPJId 60CKUYIapUia

NapJaMeHTHUHT OKOPU MNajlaTaJlapyuHU TallKWI STUIIHUHT
TapUXMU Ba CUECMU KOHTEKCTH KypcaTuiraH. UlyHUHrzek,
napJiaMeHTJ/Iap FKOPH MaJlaTaCUHUHT POJIK XaKUJaru Tapuxun Ba
Ha3apuM TaJAKUKOTJIAPHUHT KUECUH TaX/IUJIN aKC STTUPHUJITAH.
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HcTtopryeckoe MNpouCXoXKAeHHWe U POJib BepxHeW MaJaThl
napJiaMeHTa B rocyZilapcTBax C OMKaMepaJbHOU
apJlaMeHTCKOW CUCTEMOH

AHHOTALIUA
KrroveBsle croBa; B faHHOI cTaTbe aHAJIM3UPOBAHO OPHIUYECKOE UCCIIeJOBAHHE
Eggir:;’igﬁfa /IBYXMaJIATHOCTH KaK ABJIEHHUsA COBPEMEHHOrO MapJIaMeHTapH3Ma.
MoHokamepatuay W3ydeHo 3BosonMsl QYHKUUH, I[OJHOMOYMH ¥  METO/0B
Map/iaMeHT JIeITE/IbHOCTH  JIBYXMAJaTHbIX —MapJaMeHTOB, B YacCTHOCTH,
TpexnanaTHbBIN DapJaMeHT 0003HAYaeTC MUCTOPUYECKMA U  TOJUTHYECKUM  KOHTEKCT

CO3aHHUA BEPXHHUX MNaJIaT MApPJdMEHTa Ha PAa3/IMYHbIX 3TallaX
roCyaapCTBEHHOI'0O Y ITPpaBOBOI'O CTPOUTEJ/ILCTBA. Taxoke, IIpoBe/JicH
CpaBHHTeﬂbeIﬁ dHa/IN3 UCTOPHUYECKUX KW TeOpeTHUIEeCKUX
I/ICCJle,Z[OBaHI/Iﬁ poJin BerHefI MMaJ1aThbl IIapJIaMEHTOB.

Over the past few years, the proportion of unicameral parliaments has increased,
although in the 19th century almost all existing legislative institutions had a bicameral
structure. In general, in the last quarter of the XX century. There was a steady tendency
towards an increase in the proportion of unicameral parliaments among all national
parliaments of the world: in 1976 the share of bicameral parliaments was 46% (26 out of
56) [4],in 1986 - 34% (28 out of 83) [7], in October 1996 -33% (59 out of 178) [5]. At the
same time, in some countries at the turn of the XX and XXI centuries there was a transition
from uniqueness to bicameralism. So, in 1995 the parliament of Kazakhstan became
bicameral, in 1996, the parliaments of the Czech Republic and Belarus, as a result of the
reform of 2002-2004, the parliament of Uzbekistan and in some states during this period,
soon after the introduction of bicameralism, they are ready to abandon it. For example, in
Kyrgyzstan, from 1995 to 2005, a bicameral parliament, the Jogorku Kenesh, worked for
two convocations, and, in accordance with the results of the referendum of February 2,
2003, the Jogorku Kenesh became unicameral in 2005. [8]

Today, in 192 states of the world, according to the statistics of the Interparliamentary
Union, there are 80 bicameral (41.6%) and 112 one-chamber (58.3%) parliaments functioned.
[6] In this regard, it is inappropriate to talk about the trend of bicameralism, as well as "waves
of monocameralism", although the importance of the upper chambers in the context of different
types of parliamentarism is one of the areas of research.

In history, there are not only unicameral and bicameral parliaments, but also tricameral
parliaments. However, the presence of more than two chambers in parliament is an exception
to the general rule. An example of a three-chamber parliament is the Chinese three-chamber
parliament, which functioned since 1947. It consisted of the National Assembly, the Legislative
Yuan, and the Control of the Yuan. additionally, in history there were several examples of three-
chamber parliaments: South Africa's parliament, in accordance with the 1983 constitution,
included three chambers; The First French Empire or Yugoslavia - in accordance with the 1974
constitution, the parliaments of the republics that are part of the country were three-chamber.

Indeed, the structure of parliament (unique, bicameral, or even tricameral) affects the
order of its work, increasing or decreasing the efficiency of its activities, but also on the policy
pursued by the legislature, and on the nature of the institution's relationship with other public
authorities. Therefore, the issues of optimizing the structure of the parliament, including the
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establishment of the number of chambers in the parliament, are at the center of attention when
establishing any parliament. At the same time, the historically indicated issues appeared
simultaneously with the emergence of the parliaments themselves and, most likely, will exist as
long as modern parliaments exist.

The first substantiations of the need for the functioning of the upper chambers date back
to the era of the emergence of the theory of separation of powers. The need for such chambers
was due to the weakness of parliaments in the system of checks and balances due to the falling
of representative institutions into dependence on the executive branch or the risk of obtaining
a significant part of mandates by representatives of the ruling power. Representatives of the
liberal tradition (J.J. Rousseau, I. Bentham, B. Constant, ]. Locke, C. Montesquieu) considered
bicameralism as one of the institutional mechanisms to ensure the principle of separation of
powers [2].

Another important argument in favor of choosing a model of parliamentary structure
was the issue of the territorial structure of the state. It is believed that a multi-chamber structure
of parliament is most typical for federal states, and a single-chamber structure for unitary or
countries undergoing unstable or transitional periods.

If you look at history, the upper chamber in medieval estate-representative institutions
did not need to be created. It existed as if by virtue of the natural order of things. Persons who
were members of the upper chamber of the medieval estate-representative institution in terms
of their estate-social status and property status were not only entitled, but also obliged to help
the monarch in governing the state. This is what they did, and it was in this capacity that they
participated in the work of the estate-representative institution. This kind of sincerity of the
participation of these persons in the work of estate-representative institutions did not require
any explanation. All this fully corresponded to the basic values and basic ideas of the political
consciousness of the Middle Ages.

With the passage of time, entrepreneurs included in the growing market economy (in
some countries a part of the middle and small nobility was in their midst) increasingly
demanded legal and political changes. Naturally, the upper fees (in those countries where the
estate-representative institutions continued to convene), consisting of persons who formed the
feudal elite, were in opposition to bourgeois innovations. Therefore, by the natural-historical
course of events at the dawn of modern parliamentarism, the upper chambers began to play a
conservative role.

However, it is worth emphasizing: what was perceived as a natural and logical
phenomenon in the era of feudalism turned into unnatural for a significant part of the people of
modern times. The concept of popular sovereignty is replacing the concept of the concentration
of sovereignty in the monarch, and the proclamation of human rights and freedoms is replacing
the consolidation of privileges, liberties and encumbrances for a person as a member of an
estate group, as a bearer of individually bestowed advantages over others. In such conditions,
the upper chamber of the representative body already looks superfluous, because all people
participate on an equal footing in elections to the parliament, which acts on behalf of and on
behalf of the sovereign people.

In some countries, the preservation of the upper house has become a certain
compromise between the supporters of the new political and economic system and the forces
that sought to preserve at least some remnants of the old regime. This was the case, in particular,
in England, when, after the restoration of the Stewart rule, the bicameral structure of parliament
was restored. The upper house of the English parliament (and it became a model for many
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parliaments that appeared later) was a conservative body capable of restraining the initiatives
of the lower house, the creation of such chambers began to be seen as an effective way to curb
any unwanted transformations. In France, the first parliament, created under the Constitution
of 1791, was unicameral, and then, after a series of revolutionary and counter-revolutionary
coups, when the restoration of the Bourbon dynasty (1814 and 1815) took place, they passed
to a bicameral parliament.

Be that as it may, however in some countries the upper house was initially viewed as a
kind of restraining the democratic aspirations of the lower house in those cases when the
country's leadership was reluctant to include parliament in the system of state bodies and
perceived this as a certain concession under the pressure of the revolutionary movement if
impossible cope with such a movement by forceful methods. Therefore, some modern scholars
recognize that in unitary states the nature of the second house in some cases reflects the
conscious or unconscious desire of those who created the constitution to moderate the
democratic offensive spirit of the first house with the help of a more conservative part of the
representative body. [3] In other words, even in the XX-XXI centuries, when in Europe it is no
longer a question of preserving any political representation of any remnants of feudalism, the
upper house of parliament in a unitary state is viewed as a starting point that restrains
democratic aspirations. Guided by the approach according to which the second chamber, most
often called the upper one, is a constraining one for progressive transformations, in the XX
century many unitary states, consistently implementing the democratization of public
administration, abandoned bicameralism: for example, New Zealand in 1950, Denmark in 1953,
Sweden in 1969. The 1975 Greek Constitution provides for a unicameral parliament.

French liberal thinker of the 19th century B. Constant saw in the upper house a separate
branch of power, distinguishing it from the legislative power, which belongs to the lower house
of parliament [1]. He believed that such a chamber, expressing the interests of the landed
aristocracy, is a completely special type of representation, and therefore it finds its place in the
system of division of power. In addition, in the system of division of power, its individual
branches are not only independent, but also interact and interdependent.

B. Constant's idea of the importance of the upper house of parliament in the system of
separation of powers was continued by another French scientist A. Esmen. According to his
point of view, an important means of ensuring the balance of the branches of government is the
bicameral structure of parliaments, which allows the government to rely on one of the
chambers in case of conflict with the other [9]. However, if we continue such reasoning, then the
conclusion suggests itself that the bicameral structure of parliament strengthens the executive
branch, upsetting the balance of branches of government in favor of the executive branch.

So, as we can see, the bicameral system remains in the modern world and arouses
unflagging interest among both theorists and practitioners. The powers of the upper chambers
of today's parliaments have changed over time, as is the role in parliamentarism in general.
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