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Abstract. This article examines Kazakhstan’s evolving foreign policy
strategy following Russia’s 2022 invasion of Ukraine and China’s growing
assertiveness in Eurasia. Positioned at the crossroads of competing great power
interests, Kazakhstan has amplified its multi-vector policy into a strategic tool
of geopolitical maneuvering. While maintaining formal alliances — such as with
Russia through the Collective Security Treaty Organization (CSTO) — Kazakhstan
simultaneously deepens economic ties with China via the Belt and Road Initiative
and cultivates relationships with Western partners. This paper draws on critical
geopolitics and discourse analysis to assess how Kazakhstan reconfigures its role
from a peripheral actor to a regional norm entrepreneur.

Using a qualitative methodology grounded in the works of O Tuathail,
Agnew, and Miiller, the study analyzes official speeches, strategic documents,
and regional policy narratives to unpack Kazakhstan’s spatial imaginaries and
diplomatic signaling. It argues that Kazakhstan’s foreign policy reflects not
only pragmatic hedging but also a deliberate discursive strategy to preserve
sovereignty, recalibrate asymmetries, and assert agency in a contested multipolar
order.

By contextualizing recent statements by President Tokayev — especially
his vision of a self-sufficient and strategically cohesive Central Asia — the
paper illuminates how Kazakhstan reclaims geopolitical subjectivity. The study
contributes to understanding middle-power behavior under shifting global
hierarchies and highlights Kazakhstan’s pursuit of autonomy through critical
diplomatic balancing.

Key words: Kazakhstan, foreign policy, multi-vector diplomacy, critical
geopolitics, geopolitical maneuvering, strategic autonomy, middle power
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Introduction

Kazakhstan’s geopolitical environment presents both challenges and
strategic possibilities. Located at the intersection of major power interests, the
country finds itself navigating a delicate balance between its historical ties with
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Russia, its deepening economic partnership with China, and the shifting presence
of Western actors. The doctrine of multi-vector foreign policy, long central to
Kazakhstan’s external strategy, has evolved into a more deliberate mechanism of
geopolitical maneuvering in response to the post-2022 global context.

While maintaining formal alliances — such as its participation in the
Russia-led Collective Security Treaty Organization (CSTO) — Kazakhstan has
simultaneously sought to deepen ties with China through the Belt and Road
Initiative (BRI) and to retain constructive relations with Western states, including
the United States and European Union. This balancing act is becoming increasingly
nuanced as the regional order transforms, particularly following Russia’s large-
scale military engagement in Ukraine and China’s growing ambition to reshape
Eurasian connectivity and trade patterns.

In his recent article, «The renaissance of Central Asia: towards sustainable
development and prosperity», President Kassym-Jomart Tokayev outlined a vision
of Central Asia that emphasizes greater autonomy, enhanced regional cooperation
and diversified global partnerships [1]. This vision reflects Kazakhstan’s proactive
stance to transcending traditional alliances and solidifying its role beyond
external geopolitical influences. Tokayev emphasized the region’s potential to
serve as a bridge between Asia and Europe, highlighting Central Asia’s strategic
importance in global affairs. Thus, Kazakhstan seeks to enhance its sovereignty
while contributing to the stability and prosperity of the region.

However, despite these aspirations for self-determination and diversification,
Kazakhstan’s foreign policy remains constrained. Deeper integration into the
Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU) has strengthened political and economic ties
with Russia. At the same time, strong bilateral relations with China, particularly
in economic sphere, further complicate its strategic calculus. These dynamics
highlight the challenges Kazakhstan faces in managing its foreign policy amid
shifting regional and global power structures. Experts have interpreted these
developments in various ways: some highlight Kazakhstan’s capacity for strategic
autonomy, while others point to new forms of dependency emerging under a
multipolar order.

This paper contributes to the literature on critical geopolitics by analyzing
Kazakhstan’s foreign policy choices vis-a-vis Russia and China after 2022 through
the lens of geopolitical maneuvering. By examining how Kazakhstan’s elites
strategically reframe their country’s geopolitical position — both discursively and
practically — the paper challenges deterministic views of regional dependency.
Instead, it explores how Kazakhstan engages in subtle forms of agency to
recalibrate power asymmetries, maintain sovereignty, and secure favorable
outcomes in an increasingly contested Eurasian order.
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Materials and Methods

This study is based on qualitative content and discourse analysis grounded
in the tradition of critical geopolitics. A reference foundation is constructed using
peer-reviewed academic articles, official policy documents, government speeches,
and reports from leading international think tanks to establish a comprehensive
understanding of Kazakhstan’s evolving foreign policy positioning after 2022.
Drawing on the conceptual frameworks developed by scholars such as Gearéid
O Tuathail, John Agnew, and Martin Miiller [2], the paper treats geopolitics
not merely as a spatial reality but as a set of discursively constructed practices
that shape state behavior and international alignments. The research adopts a
critical lens to explore how Kazakhstan’s multi-vector foreign policy reflects
and reproduces spatial narratives and strategic identity formations in a contested
geopolitical context.

The methodological approach combines thematic coding of official rhetoric
with comparative content analysis, tracing the representations of Russia and
China in Kazakhstan’s strategic documents, public speeches by political elites,
and media discourse. Inspired by Miiller’s discourse-analytical tools, attention
is given to how certain geopolitical imaginaries — such as “bridge between East
and West” or “buffer state” — are constructed and mobilized by Kazakhstan’s
leadership to sustain autonomy and strategic flexibility. The critical geopolitics
perspective provides a suitable framework for understanding how Kazakhstan’s
foreign policy operates not only through formal alliances and economic
integration, but also through symbolic positioning, diplomatic signaling, and
selective engagement.

This methodological design enables the analysis of Kazakhstan’s
geopolitical maneuvering as a dynamic process shaped by both structural
constraints and discursive agency. The paper seeks to contribute to the broader
critical geopolitics literature by highlighting how a medium power like Kazakhstan
navigates overlapping spheres of influence and leverages discursive strategies to
resist hegemonic pressures while pursuing diversified international partnerships.

Results

Since 2022, Kazakhstan’s foreign policy has exhibited a marked evolution,
positioning the country more distinctly as a middle power adept at navigating an
increasingly fragmented global order. The war in Ukraine and the imposition of
sanctions on Russia have notably altered the diplomatic dynamics in Central Asia.
This segment synthesizes data from official diplomatic communications, public
opinion research, and foreign policy behavior to illustrate Kazakhstan’s growing
diplomatic independence from both Russia and China, alongside a reaffirmed
commitment to its multi-vector approach [3].

A pivotal moment in Kazakhstan’s recalibration came during the 2022
St. Petersburg International Economic Forum, where President Tokayev openly
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refused to endorse the legitimacy of the self-proclaimed Luhansk and Donetsk
People’s Republics [4]. This move, widely interpreted as an assertion of national
sovereignty, garnered both regional and international attention. In parallel,
Kazakhstan has deepened its engagement with China, Turkey, the European
Union, and the United States, demonstrating a deliberate effort to maintain
foreign policy diversification and reduce asymmetrical reliance on any one state.

In addition, Kazakhstan is emerging as a diplomatic agenda-setter in Central
Asia. President Tokayev’s addresses at the Sixth Consultative Meeting of Central
Asian Leaders (2024) underscored a vision of enhanced regional cohesion. He
advocated for shifting the role of Central Asia in global affairs—from a passive
geopolitical zone to an active, sovereign actor with a distinct voice on the world
stage [5]. These aspirations mirror strategies traditionally associated with middle
powers: using diplomacy, institutional engagement, and soft power to influence
regional outcomes [6].

Empirical evidence from public surveys further affirms this shift. A 2022
poll by Demoscope revealed that 43.6% of Kazakh respondents disapproved of
the CSTO’s military involvement during the January events, indicating rising
reservations about Russia-led security mechanisms [7]. Likewise, findings
from Central Asia Barometer surveys point to declining confidence in Russian
leadership and increased public preference for partnerships with actors such as
China, the EU, and Turkey [8].

This trajectory is not exclusive to Kazakhstan. Uzbekistan, for instance, has
similarly advocated for regionally-driven solutions in sectors like energy, water
management, and infrastructure—explicitly minimizing dependency on Moscow.
While Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan remain more closely tied to Russia economically
and militarily, they too have expressed interest in enhancing regional autonomy.
Declarations at recent regional forums increasingly emphasize shared principles
of Central Asian unity, resilience, and diversified diplomacy as the foundation for
collective foreign policy strategies [9].

Discussion

This study interprets Kazakhstan’s foreign policy not merely as a
mechanical application of multi-vectorism, but as a critical-discursive strategy
aimed at rearticulating the country’s peripheral position and asserting strategic
agency within an emerging bipolar global order. As the post-unipolar international
landscape becomes increasingly defined by systemic competition between
major powers, Kazakhstan seeks to reframe its role—not as a passive object of
influence, but as a middle power with the capacity to engage in norm-setting and
independent diplomatic action.

In this context, multi-vectorism functions not only as a pragmatic balancing
tool but also as a discursive resource through which a new state identity is
constructed—one that affirms Kazakhstan’s sovereign right to independent
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foreign policy decisions and active participation in global governance. President
Tokayev’s public refusal to recognize the self-proclaimed Donetsk and Luhansk
People’s Republics during the 2022 St. Petersburg International Economic Forum
signaled a shift from deferential alignment toward sovereign policy articulation,
challenging prior assumptions about Kazakhstan’s strategic dependence [4].

In a familiar display of geopolitical coercion, Russian leadership, including
President Putin, revived revisionist rhetoric by questioning the legitimacy of
Kazakhstan’s borders and sovereignty, portraying parts of Kazakh territory as
historically Russian. This tactic — invoking shared language and the presence
of ethnic Russians — has often been used by Moscow to assert influence over
neighboring states. In a pointed gesture of defiance, President Tokayev notably
declined Russia’s offer of the Alexander Nevsky Order — an act laden with
symbolic significance that underscored Kazakhstan’s refusal to acquiesce to
gestures implying hierarchical subordination to Moscow [4]. This move did not
occur in isolation; rather, it forms part of a broader pattern in which Kazakhstan,
alongside other Central Asian states, has adopted a careful yet assertive diplomatic
posture in the wake of Russia’s war in Ukraine.

Importantly, this posture —often manifested as formal neutrality and calculated
silence — should not be mistaken for passive alignment with Russian interests.
On the contrary, Kazakhstan’s persistently diplomatic but affirming references to
Ukraine’s territorial integrity suggest a deliberate attempt to distance itself from
Russian geopolitical pressure. This distancing has become increasingly visible in
the country’s public rhetoric, which has grown more direct in its response to both
official and unofficial Russian provocations. Parallel to this, other Central Asian
countries have also offered limited, non-military expressions of solidarity with
Ukraine, revealing a region-wide inclination to resist being drawn into Moscow’s
sphere of influence. Kazakhstan, in particular, has managed to parry some of
Russia’s more assertive demands by intensifying ties with alternative powers.
Expressions of support from leaders like Xi Jinping and Recep Tayyip Erdogan for
Kazakhstan’s sovereignty illustrate the strategic calculus behind this maneuvering
— where multi-vector diplomacy serves not only as a hedge but as a quiet assertion
of agency within a contested geopolitical space.

President Tokayev and his government have subtly embraced aspects of this
decolonization narrative — for example, accelerating policies to strengthen the use
of the Kazakh language and completing the transition of the Kazakh script from
Cyrillic to Latin. Such cultural policies are more than domestic reforms; they
send a diplomatic signal that Kazakhstan is a modern, post-Soviet nation charting
its own course. By foregrounding Kazakh ethnic and linguistic identity (while
still celebrating multi-ethnicity), the leadership frames Kazakhstan as neither an
appendage of the “Russian world” nor a passive bystander in China’s Eurasian
ambitions. Instead, official speeches increasingly highlight Kazakhstan’s legacy
as the land of the Great Steppe, invoking imagery of a proud, independent
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people with deep roots in Central Asia. This internal narrative of sovereignty and
resilience dovetails with the country’s external messaging.

Kazakhstan’s regional activism — particularly its efforts to institutionalize
Central Asian cooperation — further reflects its aspiration to serve as a normative
entrepreneur within the region. Through diplomatic initiatives emphasizing shared
sovereignty and regional cohesion, Kazakhstan positions itself as a facilitator of
collective agency in Central Asia, echoing the strategic logic of middle powers,
which often rely on diplomacy, soft power, and institutional engagement to exert
influence in asymmetrical international environments [6]

President Tokayev’s speeches at the UN General Assembly, particularly
the addresses at the 77th and 78th sessions, serve as pivotal discursive acts
reinforcing Kazakhstan’s redefinition of its geopolitical identity amid systemic
global upheavals [10]. His articulation of sovereignty, territorial integrity, and
multilateralism — delivered from the central podium of international diplomacy
— cannot be interpreted merely as normative affirmations. Instead, they must
be understood within the broader critical-discursive framework that this study
highlights: Kazakhstan’s use of multi-vectorism not only to navigate but to
reformulate its formerly peripheral status. Tokayev’s appeals for a new global
security paradigm, the rule of law in international affairs, and an equitable global
economic order position Kazakhstan as a normative agent — a middle power-
seeking strategic subjectivity under conditions of emerging bipolarity. These
speeches thus underscore a deliberate shift: from reactive diplomacy toward
proactive narrative construction, seeking to entrench Kazakhstan’s voice in
shaping the evolving architecture of global governance.

This performative role of Kazakhstan as a middle power is further
substantiated by President Tokayev’s address at the VI Consultative Meeting
and his strategic speech, The Renaissance of Central Asia: Towards Sustainable
Development and Prosperity (2024). In both, Tokayev articulates a bold
reconceptualization of Central Asia — not as a mere transit corridor or passive
geopolitical periphery, but as a self-sustaining and strategically pivotal
epicenter within the broader Eurasian transformation. His discursive framing
of the region as a cohesive civilizational entity reflects Kazakhstan’s ambition
to reconstitute regional subjectivity through the language of unity, shared
history, and synchronized development. This signals a transition from reactive
regionalism toward proactive regional norm-setting, wherein Kazakhstan seeks to
institutionalize cooperative sovereignty as a regional doctrine and operationalize
multi-vector diplomacy at the intra-regional level.

By invoking the historical and civilizational integrity of Central Asia,
Tokayev’s discourse aligns seamlessly with Kazakhstan’s broader critical-
discursive strategy: the transformation of its inherited peripheral identity into
a deliberate project of strategic centrality. The vision of a “Central Asian Five”
functioning as a politically stable, economically integrated, and diplomatically
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autonomous bloc represents a reframing of the region’s geopolitical ontology.
Rather than existing as an object of great power contestation, Central Asia is
reimagined as a regional subject with agency, capable of articulating and
implementing its own developmental agenda. Tokayev’s emphasis on water-
energy cooperation, shared infrastructure such as the Middle Corridor, and
youth-driven innovation further reinforces this normative ambition, positioning
the region not as a passive recipient of external agendas but as an originator of
globally resonant initiatives.

In this context, Kazakhstan’s multi-vector foreign policy transcends its
conventional interpretation as a balancing mechanism among external powers.
It emerges instead as a discursive and strategic project aimed at recalibrating
the region’s structural positioning in the international order. The conceptual
and institutional articulation of Central Asia as a «center of gravity» serves
as empirical evidence of Kazakhstan’s effort to shift the narrative from one of
marginal dependency to purposeful protagonism. This evolution reflects a form
of discursive sovereignty — a soft power modality through which Kazakhstan
advances a middle power identity grounded in norm advocacy, institutional
entrepreneurship, and regional coalition-building [11]. Through this lens,
Kazakhstan’s global positioning strategy is not merely adaptive but generative,
seeking to shape global and regional governance by exporting localized norms of
cooperative resilience and multilateral inclusivity.

This discursive reorientation reflects a growing emphasis on soft power
and diplomatic agency. Kazakhstan is not only adapting to external pressures
but also shaping its surroundings by promoting norms of regional cooperation,
institutional engagement, and strategic autonomy. The country’s integration
into China’s Belt and Road Initiative, launched in Astana in 2013, alongside
active participation in European and Middle Corridor infrastructure programs,
demonstrates this approach. These initiatives are framed not as concessions to
foreign powers, but as expressions of Kazakhstan’s sovereign role as a connector
between East and West.

Moreover, Kazakhstan’s foreign policy discourse increasingly draws
upon cultural and historical references to its Turkic and Central Asian identity.
Engagement with the Organization of Turkic States and long-term programs
such as “Vision 2040 allow Astana to construct an alternative geopolitical
narrative that does not center Russia or China. Simultaneously, Kazakhstan
promotes its international credentials by emphasizing its contributions to nuclear
disarmament, religious tolerance, and conflict mediation — further projecting
itself as a responsible and principled actor in global affairs.

These strategic narratives help legitimize Kazakhstan’s multi-directional
diplomacy both at home and abroad. By drawing on national history, regional
identity, and international credibility, the country’s leadership signals that its
partnerships stem from sovereign agency rather than dependence. This carefully
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constructed geopolitical narrative enables Kazakhstan to assert itself in a volatile
and polarized world without provoking confrontation. It exemplifies the principles
of critical geopolitics by demonstrating how discursive frameworks and historical
memory can be mobilized to defend national sovereignty and expand diplomatic
space.

The strategic balancing act between Russia and China continues to define
Kazakhstan’s foreign policy calculus. While Moscow retains a dominant role in
the domains of military infrastructure and energy transit — particularly through
its control over key pipelines and its influence via the Collective Security
Treaty Organization (CSTO) — Beijing has eclipsed it economically, emerging
as Central Asia’s foremost trade partner and infrastructure investor through the
Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) [12]. Yet Kazakhstan’s engagement with these
powers is far from passive or binary. Rather than succumbing to dependency,
Kazakhstan strategically navigates this dual influence through what can be termed
«institutional multiplicity with embedded autonomy».

Kazakhstan’s cooperation with China, particularly through the BRI and the
Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO), is guided by a conscious effort to
localize benefits and mitigate asymmetries. Kazakhstan’s leadership consistently
emphasizes principles of transparency, mutual benefit, and domestic stakeholder
involvement in BRI-linked projects, thereby asserting agency within structurally
asymmetrical partnerships [13]. This discursive framing is not abstract — it
is explicitly voiced in Tokayev’s July 2024 interview with Xinhua, where he
reaffirmed Kazakhstan’s support for the BRI while underscoring the importance of
local industrialization, trade diversification, and strategic transport development,
including use of the Lianyungang port and Khorgos SEZ [14]. Tokayev’s remarks
highlight a deeper logic: Astana seeks not only to benefit from Chinese capital
but also to embed its own development priorities within the BRI framework.

Furthermore, Tokayev’s emphasis on the SCO as a platform for dialogue,
ecological sustainability, and equitable security architecture — reiterated in his
role as chair during the 2024 Astana Summit — reinforces Kazakhstan’s strategic
aim to steer multilateral institutions toward inclusive regionalism. By declaring
2024 the SCO Year of Ecology and launching high-level UN-SCO environmental
initiatives, Tokayev advances a form of “eco-diplomacy” that simultaneously
elevates Kazakhstan’s regional status and deepens Sino-Kazakh cooperation on
normative grounds.

This dual-track diplomacy —engaging both the infrastructural and ideational
dimensions of China’s presence — epitomizes Kazakhstan’s strategic behavior as
a middle power. Rather than passively accommodating external pressures, Astana
operationalizes its multi-vector foreign policy to recalibrate power asymmetries,
embedding its national priorities into initiatives like the Belt and Road Initiative
and the Shanghai Cooperation Organization. In doing so, Kazakhstan transforms
structurally uneven partnerships into arenas of negotiated agency, asserting its
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role as a normative entrepreneur in an increasingly multipolar environment.

Concurrently, Kazakhstan’s efforts to counterbalance Russian political
and economic coercion are reflected in its diversification of strategic export
corridors. The development of the Trans-Caspian International Transport
Route and the deepening energy alliance with Azerbaijan signify more than
infrastructural pragmatism — they represent a deliberate geopolitical maneuver
to reduce dependency on Russian-controlled routes [15]. These infrastructural
recalibrations signal a conscious effort to reposition Kazakhstan as a logistically
autonomous and politically sovereign actor within Eurasia.

Taken together, these multidirectional engagements illustrate the strategic
hedging behavior typical of middle powers. By balancing great power relations
and maximizing policy flexibility, Kazakhstan reinforces its image as a regional
convener and institutional innovator, rather than a passive periphery state. Its
foreign policy architecture —underpinned by multi-vectorism — therefore becomes
a dynamic instrument of discursive sovereignty, enabling Astana to shape the
evolving norms and structures of Eurasian cooperation.

This strategic shift is further legitimized by domestic political sentiment.
Public disillusionment with Russian-led security institutions, particularly
following the CSTO’s controversial intervention during Kazakhstan’s
January 2022 unrest, has catalyzed broader societal support for foreign policy
diversification. In this context, Kazakhstan’s diplomacy functions not as a rigid
doctrinal framework but as an adaptive repertoire of geopolitical maneuvering
— one that expands the country’s decision-making space while mitigating the
vulnerabilities of asymmetric entanglements.

Conclusion

Kazakhstan’s foreign policy trajectory should be understood as a
sophisticated response to the evolving competitive-cooperative dynamic between
China and Russia in Central Asia. While these two powers often present a united
front in opposing Western hegemony, their interests in the region are increasingly
differentiated — China is solidifying its economic dominance through the Belt
and Road Initiative, whereas Russia clings to its traditional role as a security
guarantor. However, this tacit “division of labor” is not immune to shifts. Beijing’s
expanding footprint is increasingly viewed as encroaching upon Russia’s former
hegemony, even as both continue to navigate their uneasy coexistence.

In this context, Kazakhstan has not remained a passive bystander. On the
contrary, its diplomacy exemplifies what Cooley [16] and Collins describe as
strategic balancing by regional elites. Kazakhstan’s multi-vector foreign policy —
first articulated in the 1990s to prevent overdependence on Russia — has evolved
into a highly pragmatic and institutionalized model of international engagement.
It enables Astana to maintain productive ties with all major powers while
prioritizing national sovereignty and regional agency.
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The aftermath of Russia’s 2022 invasion of Ukraine further validated this
strategy. Rather than severing ties with Moscow, Kazakhstan diversified its
external partnerships, intensifying cooperation with China, the EU, Turkey, and
the United States. This pragmatic diplomacy reflects a broader regional shift in
which Central Asian states assert themselves as active participants — rather than
passive arenas — in shaping the strategic dynamics of a multipolar world.

Kazakhstan’s leadership, particularly through President Tokayev’s
discursive framing — at the UN, in the 2024 Xinhua interview, and in his
“Renaissance of Central Asia” speech — emphasizes the country’s commitment
to equal partnerships and regional ownership. By promoting intra-regional
mechanisms like the “Central Asian Five” and resisting asymmetric dependency,
Kazakhstan actively repositions itself as both a regional convener and a global
norm.

In sum, Kazakhstan exemplifies middle-power diplomacy in practice.
Through a combination of normative advocacy, infrastructural realignment, and
calibrated engagement with great powers, it is not merely maneuvering within a
multipolar world — it is helping shape the terms of that world’s reconfiguration.
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KOIIBEKTOPJIbI CASICAT 'EOCASICU BYJITAPBIC KYPAJIbI
PETIHJE: 2022 )KBIJIJAH KEUTHI'T KASAKCTAHHBIH,
PECEM ’)KOHE KbITAUMEH KATBIHACBIHJIAFbI
CBIH/IBIK TEOCASICHU BAFBITHI
‘KysembaeBa A.b.!, Kynbaes b.?, Uykyo6aes E.C.2
*13 Hapxo3 yauBepcuteti, Anmarsl, Kazakcran
2 on-Papabu aTeiHaarel Kazak YITTHIK yHUBEpCUTETI, AnMarel, KazakcTan

Annoranusi. byn makamana Peceiinin YkpanHamarbl ayKbIMIbI 9CKEpHU
omepanmsicel koHe KpitalaeiH Eypasus KeHicTirigaeri OelnceHaUTriHiH
apTybl ascbiHaa Ka3akCTaHHBIH CHIPTKBI CasiCH CTPATETUSACHIHBIH ©3repyi
KapacTeIpblaaabl. JKeTeKIn oleMIiK AepiKaBalaplblH MYIIENepi TOFBICKAH
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alimakTa opHasiackaH Ka3akcTaH KeIBEKTOpJIbl casicaTblH reocasicd OyJTapbiC
KypasibiHa aiiHaiabIpabl. Kazakctan peceimik ¥ KbIMABIK KayilCi3liK Typasbl
mapt yipiMbl (¥KIIY) menOepingeri ogakTacThIK KaThIHACTApbl CaKTai
OThIpHIMN, coHfail-ak, Keitaiimen «bip Oenney, 6ip »x0m» 6acTamachl asiChbIHIAFbI
SKOHOMMKAJIBIK BIHTBIMAKTACTBIKThl HBIFAliTa OTBHIPBHIN, baTbic enjepiMeH ne
OaillaHbICTapbIH KEHEUTY/IE.

Makanana ChIHIBIK reocascar *oHe IUCKYpPCUBTIK Tangay oamicrepi (I.
O’Tyareitn, k. Orabio xoHe M. MiomnepaiH TYKbIpbIMiaMajapbl HET131H]IE)
KoJ11aHblIbIN, KazakcTaHHBIH reocasicu peiHiH Nepu(epusblK MEMIEKETTEH
aliMaKTBhIK HOpMaJIap MEH CTaHAapTTapAbl KAJBINITACTHIPYILbI OEJICEH 11 aKTOpFa
e3repy yaepici 3epaeneneni. Pecmu 6assamamanap, cTpaTerusuiblK KY>KaTTap MEH
allMaKTBIK Casicl JAMCKypCTapra camajblK Tajujay *Ypridy apKbUIbl MEMJIEKET
OacCIIBUIBIFBIHBIH ~ KEHICTIK Typajibl Ke3KapacTapbl MEH JUIJIOMaTHSUIBIK
€CKepTysepi 3epTTene/i.

Makanana KasakcTaHHBIH CBIPTKBI CasicaThbl CHIPTKbI KYILI OPTaJIBIKTapbl
apachIH/aFbl UKEM/I TEHIepiM/ll CaKTay JKOHIHIET1 MparMaTuKajblK KO3KapacThl
FaHa €MeC, COHbIMEH KaTap €reéMEHJIIKTI CaKTayFa, aCUMMeETpHsulapibl KaiTa
Kapayfra oHEe KOITMOJIAPIbl kKoHE Oocekere KaOUIeTTI XaJbIKapasibIK TOPTINTE
CyObEKTUBTLIIKTI OekiTyre OaFpITTajJfaH CaHalbl JUCKYPCHUBTI TXipUOEH1
Olnmipesi aen KepCceTuIreH.

[Ipesunent Kaceim-Komapt TokaeBTIH COHFBI OasiHIaMaIapbiHa, ocipece
CTPATErUsUIbIK TYTACTBIKKA HEri3ENIeH >KOHE TOJIBIKKaHIbl OpTanblK A3us
KOHIHJIET1 Ke3KapachlHa CYHEHEe OTBIpbIN, Makajia Ka3zakcTaHHbBIH reocascu
CYOBEKTUIIIH KaJIlIbIHA KENTIPY *OHE HbIFAWTyFa JI€reH YMTBHUIBICHIH alllajibl.
Ocpunaiiia, 3eprrey Kasipri kahanablk uepapxus e3repic KarJalbIHIarbl
«opTalia aep:kaBajiap/ibIH» MIHE3-KYJIKbIH TaJljayFa yjiec Kocbln, KazakcTaHHbIH
CTPATErUsUIbIK ABTOHOMMSFA KETy >KOJIBIHJIAFbl ChIHAAPJIbI JUIIOMATHSUIBIK
TEHIepIMAUIITIH KOpceTe/i.

Tipek ce3nep: KaszakcraH, CBIPTKBI casicaT, KONBEKTOPJIbI JUIUIOMATHS,
CBIHJBIK TreocasicaT, IeOocasCu MAaHEeBp, CTPaTerusulblIK aBTOHOMMS, OpTa
JieprKaBaiapAblH MiHE3-KYJIKbI, Kay1lCi3/IiK

MHOTI'OBEKTOPHAS INIOJINTUKA KAK CTPATETUA
I'EOHOJIUTHYECKOI'O MAHEBPUPOBAHUSA: KPUTHYECKAS
TEONOJUTUKA KA3BAXCTAHA B OTHOIIEHUSAX C POCCUEM U
KHUTAEM INOCIIE 2022 T'OJA
*KysembOaeBa A.B.!, Kyns6aes b.2, Uykybaes E.C.?

*13 Vuuepcuter Hapxo3s, Anmarsl, Kazaxcran
2 Kazaxckuii HalMOHAJIBHBIA YHUBEPCUTET UM. Ab-Dapadu,
Anmarsl, Kazaxcran

AnHoranusi. B crarbe anammsupyercs TpaHcopmaius BHEIIHE-
noymmTHYecKkoi crparernn Kaszaxcrana B ycnoBusx mociie 2022 roma, Ha doHE
MoJTHOMAacIITabHOM BOoeHHOI omepanuu Poccun B YkpanHy W HapacTarolien
aktuBHOCTH Kutas B EBpasun. ['eorpaduuecku pacnonoxkeHHbIH Ha IEPEKPECTKE
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HMHTEPECOB BEelyIIUX MUPOBBIX JiepkaB, KazaxcraH npeBparuia MHOTOBEKTOPHYIO
MOJIUTUKY B MHCTPYMEHT CTPATETUUYECKOTO T€ONOTUTHYECKOTO MAaHEBPHUPOBAHUSI.
Coxpansisi popMaIbHbIE COIO3HUYECKHE 0053aTeIbCTBA - B YACTHOCTH, B paMKax
Opranmszanuu JloroBopa o xomtektuBHOM Oe3onacHocTH (OKB) ¢ Poccueii -
KazaxcTan omHOBpeMEeHHO YTy OlisieT 9KOHOMUYECKOE COTpYAHUYECTBO ¢ Kutaem
yepe3 nHUIMaTuBy «ONUH MOSIC, OJIMH MYTh» U YKPEIUISAET CBSA3H C 3alaJHbIMU
MapTHEPaMH.

B crarbe wucnomplyercss = TEOPETUKO-METOJOJOTHYECKUH  MOJIXO[
KPUTUYECKON T€OTOJIUTHKH U IUCKYPCUBHOTO aHAIH3a (B YaCTHOCTH, KOHIICTIIIUN
I. O’Tyareiina, /x. Orupto u M. Mronnepa) ns oueHku Toro, kak Kazaxcran
MIEPEOCMBICIIIET U KOHCTPYUPYET CBOIO pOJb — OT nepupepuiHOro cyonekra
K pPEruoHalbHOMY HOpMOOOpa3ymolieMy aktopy. Ha ocHOBe kauyecTBEHHOTO
aHanu3a o(pUIMATBHBIX PeYeil, CTPATETUYECKUX JTOKYMEHTOB U PETHOHAIBHBIX
MOJIMTUYECKUX HAappaTUBOB MCCIEAYIOTCS IPOCTPAHCTBEHHbIE IPECTaBICHUS
U AUIJIOMAaTHYECKUE CUTHAJIbI, TPAHCIUPYEMBbIE Ka3aXCTAHCKUM PYKOBOJICTBOM.

B pabore ytBepxmaercs, yto BHewHss nonutuka Kasaxcrana orpakaer
HE TOJIbKO MparMaTuyHyl CTPAaTEeTUI0 «XEIKUPOBAHUSI», HO U OCO3HAHHYIO
JUCKYPCUBHYIO IIPAaKTHKY, HAallpaBICHHYI0O Ha COXPAaHEHUE CYBEPEHUTETA,
[IEPEOCMBICIIEHUE aCUMMETPUN U YTBEp)KJIEHHE CYOBEKTHOCTH B YCJIOBHAX
MHOTOIIOJISIPHOTO ¥ KOHKYPEHTHOTO MEXKIYHApPOAHOIO MOpPsAKa.

Ananuszupys nocneanue BbicTymieHus llpesumnenta Kacwsim-XKomapra
TokaeBa — B 0COOCHHOCTHU €r0 KOHLIEIIIHIO CAMOIOCTATOYHOM U CTPATETHUECKU
KOHCOIMAMPOBaHHOM LleHTpanbHOI A3un — CTaThs pacKpbIBaeT, kak Kazaxcran
CTPEMUTCS BOCCTAHOBHUTH U YKPEMHUTh CBOIO T'€OMOJUTHUECKYIO CyObEKTHOCTb.
TeM cambIM HcceOBaHME BHOCUT BKJIAJ B M3Y4YEHHME IOBEICHHUS «CPEAHMX
JepKaB» B YCIOBUSAX MEHSIOUICHCS TII0OAIbHON HEepapXuM U aKLUEHTHPYET
BHMMaHue Ha cTpemieHuM Ka3zaxcTaHa K CTpaTernyeckoil aBTOHOMUHU 4epe3
KPUTHUYECKHU BBIBEPEHHOE TUILUIOMATHYECKOe OallaHCUPOBaHUE.

KuroueBbie cioBa: KaszaxcraH, BHEILIHsIA MOJUTHKA, MHOTOBEKTOpHAas
JUIUIOMATUs, KPUTUYECKAsI TE€ONOIIMTHKA, T€ONOJIUTUYECKOE MaHEBPUPOBAHUE,
CTpaTernyeckas aBTOHOMUSI, TOBE/ICHUE CPETHUX JiepKaB, 0€3011aCHOCTb
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