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In given article be given retrospective analysis to theories of division 
of the powers. Emphases is spared that, what role has played the ideas 
of the antique thinkers in shaping the modern understanding given to concepts 
that is particularly actual in aspect of the understanding the nature and essence 
of parliamentarianism. 
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This article explores the contribution of N. E. Tchizhov's to the theory 
of codifi cation, the ratio of codifi cation and science, as well as the basic 
requirements that apply to codifi cation. 
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