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Abstract. This article aims to identify how Central Asian states have
been involved in peacekeeping operations highlighting the changing role of the
region, as a contributor to peace and security using Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan
and Uzbekistan’s participation as case studies. It defines the reasons, obstacles
and consequences of Asian countries participation in peacekeeping missions.
Addressing this topic allows you to identify dynamics of peacekeeping efforts,
regional security collaboration and the impact of Central Asian involvement in
stabilizing conflict prone areas.

This article looks at how Central Asian countries use peacekeeping not
just to support international stability, but also to raise their global profile, build
modern and capable armed forces, and develop stronger relationships with key
international partners. It explores these efforts through the lens of concepts like
niche diplomacy, regional cooperation, and the desire for international recognition.
Drawing on a close reading of official documents, regional agreements, and key
peacekeeping efforts such as the creation of CENTRASBAT, the development of
KazBAT, and the CSTO’s deployment to Kazakhstan in 2022, the article traces
how these states have approached peacekeeping in a strategic and selective way.
By comparing the Central Asian approach with examples from the African Union
and European Union, it argues that the region is beginning to shape its own path
as a security actor, balancing ambition with caution as it navigates a complex
geopolitical landscape.

Key words: peacekeeping forces, security, UN, Central Asia, CIS, CSTO,
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Introduction

In recent decades, the Central Asian region has become a crucial hub along
the Silk Road that has experienced significant geopolitical changes. Positioned
between Russia and China, and bordering Afghanistan and the Middle East,
Central Asia now serves as a strategic crossroads for global security interests.
As these newly independent states have navigated the post-Soviet international
landscape, they have increasingly sought to assert their presence on the global
stage, not only in economic and diplomatic spheres but also through active
participation in peacekeeping operations.
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This article contends that Central Asian states, particularly Kazakhstan,
are emerging as regional security players through their growing involvement
in international peacekeeping. While their operational contributions may be
limited, these efforts reflect a deliberate strategy of niche diplomacy aimed at
enhancing international prestige, fostering defense cooperation, and stabilizing
their immediate surroundings.

The involvement of Central Asian nations in peacekeeping operations is
therefore more than just symbolic; it represents a shift in foreign policy priorities
toward proactive engagement in global governance. This study analyzes
the historical origins, institutional frameworks, and strategic motivations of
Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, and Uzbekistan in their peacekeeping roles. By doing
so, it situates the region’s evolving security posture within broader discussions
of regionalism, soft power, and the changing landscape of post-Cold War peace
operations.

UN peacekeeping operations department defines that peacekeeping is a
strategy intended to uphold peace, even in situations where it is quite fragile,
in areas where hostilities have ceased, and to support the enforcement of
agreements made by those who are working to establish peace. Throughout time,
peacekeeping has transformed from a predominantly military approach, centered
on monitoring ceasefires and the separation of opposing forces following
interstate conflicts, into a multifaceted approach involving various components —
military, law enforcement, and civilian personnel- collaborating to establish the
groundwork for lasting peace.

The research on the topic “Peacekeeping Works” by Hegre and Hultman
examines the impact of UN peacekeeping operations on reducing violence
and preventing the recurrence of conflict. This research demonstrates that
peacekeeping operations are not just symbolic gestures but can have a tangible
impact on maintaining and building peace in conflict-affected regions, reinforcing
the importance of such operations in international relations [1].

Central Asia’s transition from an empire’s core to a prominent player in
global peacekeeping results from a mix of historical heritage, strategic concerns,
and changing geopolitical factors. As we further explore the involvement of
Central Asian states in peacekeeping, this article seeks to clarify the intricacies,
motivations, and results of their participation.

Materials and Methods

In order to identify the main directions of using peacekeeping forces and
its efficiency in resolving and preventing conflicts in international arena and the
region as well, following methods were used:

Conducting a review of academic and scientific articles, books, reports and
other sources related to peacekeeping forces of Central Asia and the dominating
influence of Russia and the US, China.
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The research is conducted by using primary and secondary data sources,
including government reports, scientific literature, and statistical analysis. By
taking a holistic approach, this study seeks to improve our understanding of the
role of Central Asian states in global peacekeeping efforts and contribute to the
broader discourse on regional security and international cooperation like CIS,
SCO, OSCE.

A qualitative research design to explore the post-soviet experience of using
peacekeeping forces in resolving international conflicts in the Eurasian space.
Qualitative methods are chosen to gain a nuanced understanding of the complex
dynamics, challenges, and prospects associated with peacekeeping in the region.
Primary sources include official documents, peace agreements, and policies
of post-Soviet states and international organizations involved in peacekeeping
efforts. Secondary sources encompass academic literature, reports, and media
coverage related to conflicts and peacekeeping in the region.

Results

Since the dissolution of the Soviet Union in 1991, Central Asian states have
navigated a complex international landscape. This period marked a significant
shift in their foreign policy and defense strategies, including their participation
in peacekeeping operations. Initially, these countries, including Kazakhstan,
Kyrgyzstan, and Uzbekistan, grappled with internal challenges and regional
instability. Central Asia faces a multifaceted set of security challenges that have
evolved considerably since the Soviet Union’s collapse. These challenges come
from a combination of internal dynamics and external geopolitical influences.
Additionally, the region’s rich energy resources, varied ethnic composition, and
strategic location add further complexity to the security landscape [2].

The security in Central Asia is influenced by the activities of numerous
international organizations, including the UN, OSCE, SCO, CSTO, EEU,
and NATO. These organizations play a crucial role in addressing the region’s
complex and multi-level security challenges. However, the effectiveness of these
multilateral efforts have difficulties with strained relations between major powers
and the lack of political will among Central Asian leaders to cooperate fully [3].

Unifying challenges in Central Asia including terrorism, border conflicts,
geopolitical competition, and socio-economic instability, have made countries in
the region to contribute to international realtons, conducting multilateral diplomacy
through entering to the world and regional organizations, mutual initiatives and
peacekeeping operations. Participation in peacekeeping operations attract states
to address internal vulnerabilities indirectly, enhance their international standing,
and strengthen military capabilities, as well as benefiting from partnerships with
global powers. Central Asian states due to their strategic location should be
actively engaged in international relations and to corresponded to international
norms of security. Their involvement in peacekeeping has been cautious.
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Being interested in participation in peacekeeping operations evolved in
the first decade after gaining independence. It was started from the Civil War in
Tajikistan in 1993. The Armed Forces of countries such as Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan
and Uzbekistan began participating in peacekeeping operations during the Tajik
Civil War in the 1990s. They joined the Russian led CIS Peacekeeping Force
at that time. Since that time interests in contributing to peacekeeping efforts
have shown from these nations. Moreover, NATO has offered security support
to assist them in establishing peacekeeping units. These units are currently
working towards aligning their operations with NATO forces with the goal of
taking part in peacekeeping missions. Analyzing how well they are doing helps
us to understand when and why Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, and Tajikistan joined
security partnerships and what it means for them [4].

Tajik civil war which was began in May 1992 led to the beginning of
involvement in peacekeeping operation of Central Asian states, especially
Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Uzbekistan’s troops deployed peacekeeping units to
support Russian forces. As many as 25,000 peacekeepers from Russia, Kazakhstan,
Kyrgyzstan, and Uzbekistan took part in Tajikistan’s civil war. According to
General Zavarzin, the CIS commander-in-chief, and this presence aligns with
the extent of military engagement in response to the casualty rate in the area.
The Republic of Kazakhstan, for instance, has shown increasing willingness to
participate in such missions, reflecting its growing role in international affairs.
This participation aligns with their broader objectives of enhancing international
cooperation and security [5].

This historical context is crucial to understand the current state and potential
future of Central Asian involvement in peacekeeping operations. Their journey
from post-Soviet restructuring to active participants in global peacekeeping
highlights a significant evolution in their foreign policy and international role.

The early involvement of Central Asian states in the application of
peacekeeping forces since states gained their independence represents a significant
evolution in their foreign policy and international engagement. Central Asian
states started actively participating in United Nations peacekeeping missions.

Moreover, preventing and resolving conflicts within the Commonwealth
of Independent States (CIS) member states has been a top priority since its
inception. The commitment of CIS member states to engage in peacekeeping
efforts is evident through key declarations such as the Alma-Ata Declaration in
1991, the 1992 Declaration on Non-Use of Force or Threat of Force, and the 1993
Ashgabat Declaration on Cooperation and Confidence Building. The CIS also
established Collective Peacekeeping Forces, which have successfully conducted
peacekeeping operations in various regions, including the Georgian-Abkhaz
conflict zone and Tajikistan over the years [6].

The military forces involved in the Tajikistan conflict in 1992. The 201st
Motor Rifle Division and border guards along the Tajik-Afghan border were
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among the main forces. The involvement of CIS troops, particularly the 201st
Motor Rifle Division, in supporting the Tajik government led to significant
confrontations and the eventual installation of Emomali Rahkmonov as the
Chairman of the Supreme Soviet in November 1992.

Moreover, the CIS peacekeeping force in Tajikistan provided valuable
peacekeeping experience to Central Asian units, although it remains unclear
how much of this experience has been incorporated into their training. Before
the end of the Tajik Civil War, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, and Uzbekistan
proposed the creation of a peacekeeping unit called the Central Asian Battalion
(CENTRASBAT) in December 1995. CENTRASBAT was officially formed
in 1996 with support from the United States and NATO, consisting of troops
from Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, and Uzbekistan. From 1997 to 2000, the battalion
participated in joint training exercises with North Carolina State and Germany.
However, it ceased operations due to the economic challenges of the member
states, misunderstandings, and the lack of a shared operational language [7].

After gaining valuable experience from CENTRASBAT, Kazakhstan
decided to create its own peacekeeping battalion, KazBAT, which was established
on January 31, 2000, with U.S. support. In September 2003, Kazakhstan signed a
five-year military cooperation agreement with the U.S. As part of this cooperation,
U.S. Special Forces trained KazBAT and conducted joint exercises. In 2002, U.S.
military assistance through the International Military Education and Training
Program amounted to $1,000,000 [8]. The U.S. focused on professionalizing
Kazakhstan’s armed forces, including developing a non-commissioned officer
corps and modernizing military education programs to enhance peacekeeping
capabilities.

Discussion

Goulding M. in his book “Peacemonger” which was published in 2002
claimed that regionalization in peace operations is typically viewed through
two lenses: empirical and normative. The empirical perspective highlights
the growing involvement of regional organizations in peacekeeping missions.
From a normative standpoint, it advocates for the principle that every global
region should manage its own peacekeeping and peacemaking efforts, supported
financially and technically by Western nations, but with minimal to no military or
police forces from outside the region [9].

To better understand the effectiveness of regional cooperation of Central
Asian countries, we contrast it with African Union and European Union regional
interventions into peacekeeping. Insights from the African Union and European
Union provide valuable context for understanding Central Asia’s emerging
peacekeeping model. The AU stands out as a regional organization that has
undertaken proactive, high-risk peace missions such as those in Burundi and
Liberia, conducting early deployment, political mediation, and coordination with

Series “INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS and REGIONAL STUDIES” Ne2 (60) 2025 69



Almaz M.A., Kadyrzhanov R.K., Jaksybai A.

the UN were crucial and successful [10]. These interventions demonstrate strong
regional ownership, supported by external funding but driven by internal
leadership.

In contrast, the EU’s Common Security and Defence Policy (CSDP) focuses
on civilian-led missions bolstered by military logistics, primarily functioning in
post-conflict stabilization environments. With over 37 operations since 2003,
the EU model showcases a rules-based, institutionalized approach guided by
normative foreign policy goals and significant bureaucratic capacity [11].

Central Asia, particularly Kazakhstan, has adopted a limited-scope,
capacity-constrained model of peacekeeping. While it has developed units
like KazBAT and participated in joint training with NATO and the US, its
operations remain largely symbolic, state-driven, and linked to broader status-
seeking diplomacy, rather than being grounded in robust multilateral institutions.
The CSTO’s deployment in Kazakhstan in 2022 exemplifies a security-first,
sovereignty-protective model of regional intervention, lacking the institutional
autonomy characteristic of AU or EU operations.

These distinctions highlight structural and political differences: while the
AU and EU have established mechanisms for conflict resolution and burden-
sharing, Central Asia’s efforts are still elite-driven and externally supported,
indicating that the region’s peacekeeping model is in a transitional phase.

At the same time, it is ought to mention The Collective Security Treaty
Organization (CSTO), an intergovernmental military alliance in Eurasia, which
consists of Russia, Armenia, Belarus, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, and Tajikistan.
Formed in 2002, the CSTO emerged from the disintegration of the USSR and
represents a shift from the initial goals of the Collective Security Treaty (CST)
signed in 1992, which aimed to address security concerns following the USSR’s
dissolution. In contrast, the CSTO was established to create a new political-
military alliance to face future challenges.

The CSTO maintains a peacekeeping force deployed to areas such as
Tajikistan and Kyrgyzstan, composed of troops from its member states. This
force aims to provide stability and security in the region. A significant decision
in 2007 expanded the CSTO, allowing the deployment of a peacekeeping force
under a United Nations mandate or independently within its member states.
This expansion also enabled member countries to purchase Russian weapons at
domestic prices.

The organization’s first substantial real-world mission occurred in January
2022 when it deployed 2,000 peacekeepers to Kazakhstan, in response to
escalating protests and violence. This mission marked a pivotal moment for
the CSTO, showcasing its capacity for rapid response and peacekeeping under
challenging circumstances [12].

The deployment in Kazakhstan was a critical test of the CSTO’s effectiveness
as a peacekeeping entity. The situation in Kazakhstan had rapidly deteriorated,
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with protests over economic and social conditions escalating into violence across
multiple cities. In this context, Kazakhstani President Kassym-Jomart Tokayev
requested CSTO intervention. The CSTO’s response was swift, with a primary
focus on stabilizing the situation and protecting critical infrastructure.

The CSTO operation in Kazakhstan was largely Russian-led, reflecting
the dominant role Russia plays within the organization. However, other member
states also contributed troops and resources to the mission. The mission’s
objectives were primarily to assist Kazakhstani authorities in controlling the
situation and protecting strategic sites, rather than direct combat or engagement
with protesters. This approach helped to quickly stabilize the situation without
escalating conflict.

This mission was significant for several reasons. It was the CSTO’s first
major deployment in response to an internal crisis within a member state,
highlighting its evolving role in regional security. The operation’s success
in quickly stabilizing the situation in Kazakhstan without becoming mired in
prolonged conflict represented a new model for CSTO peacekeeping. Additionally,
the operation illustrated the CSTO’s ability to act independently of Western or
UN-led peacekeeping initiatives.

The CSTO’s involvement in Kazakhstan also had broader geopolitical
implications, particularly in the context of Russian influence in Central Asia and
the organization’s role as a counterbalance to NATO. The mission underscored
the CSTO’s commitment to protecting the sovereignty and security of its member
states, even as it navigated complex internal and external political dynamics [13].

To conclude the CSTO’s peacekeeping mission in Kazakhstan was a
landmark event, demonstrating the organization’s capabilities and potential
as a regional peacekeeping force. It also highlighted the evolving nature of
peacekeeping in the post-Soviet space, where traditional models are being
adapted to meet new challenge.

Scholars Fortna and Howard in their work “Pitfalls and prospects in
the peacekeeping literature” observe that most peacekeeping research has
centered on United Nations-led operations, often overlooking regional or ad hoc
arrangements. This makes the Central Asian experience -particularly within the
framework of the CSTO- especially valuable. It presents a less-explored model
of peacekeeping shaped by post-Soviet political legacies, shifting alliances, and
the pressures of operating in a multipolar international environment.

Understanding why states choose to participate in peacekeeping missions is
central to any serious analysis. As Fortna and Howard point out, such decisions are
rarely driven by idealistic motives alone. In the case of Central Asia, involvement
in peacekeeping reflects a mix of strategic priorities: gaining international
recognition, strengthening ties with powerful states and organizations, and
building professional military capacity. These goals are deeply tied to the foreign
policy identities of states like Kazakhstan, which use peacekeeping not only to
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contribute to stability abroad, but also to project competence and sovereignty at
home.

Responding to Fortna and Howard’s call for more nuanced, comparative
approaches, this article contributes to the literature by examining how
peacekeeping allows smaller post-Soviet states to carve out diplomatic space,
pursue niche roles in international security, and cautiously assert themselves as
regional actors. As they rightly note, the political logic behind troop contributions-
especially from non-Western states has often been overlooked. Central Asia helps
fill that gap, offering insight into how peacekeeping can serve both as a soft
balancing strategy and a means of regime legitimation in an evolving geopolitical
landscape.

Conclusion

In conclusion, Central Asia’s contribution to international security extends
beyond its peacekeeping forces, reflecting a broader commitment to global
stability and conflict resolution. The region’s active participation in peacekeeping
missions, through initiatives like CENTRASBAT and KazBAT, demonstrates its
strategic importance and evolving role on the global stage. However, beyond
military contributions, Central Asian states, particularly Kazakhstan, have
embraced diplomatic efforts, multilateral cooperation, and niche diplomacy to
address security challenges both regionally and internationally. By leveraging their
unique geopolitical position, these states have contributed to non-proliferation,
counterterrorism, and regional stability efforts.

As Central Asian continues to develop its security architecture, the region’s
growing engagement in international forums and peacebuilding processes
underscores its potential to act as a bridge between East and West. Looking
ahead, Central Asia’s role in international security will likely expand further,
as these states continue to refine their diplomatic strategies and strengthen their
contributions to global peace and stability. While peacekeeping forces remain a
crucial component, the future of Central Asia’s security contributions will involve
a more comprehensive approach, integrating diplomacy, economic development,
and multilateral collaboration.
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OPTAJIBIK ABUSHBIH XAJIBIKAPAJIBIK KAYIIICI3AIKTEI'T POJII:
BITIMI'EPLIIJIIK APKbILJIbI
*Anmmvas M.A.!, Kageipxxanos P.K.2, XKakceiOait A.°
*1.23 AOputaii xaH areiHIaFbl Ka3ak XxanblKapaiblK KaTbIHACTAP JKOHE dJIeM
Tingepi yauBepcureti, Anmarsl, Kazakcran

Anparna. byn wMakamama Optanslk A3us MEMIICKETTEpiHIH, ararl
aiitkanma, Kaszakcran, KpIpFbi3cTan koHEe ©O30€KCTaH MEMIICKETTEPiHIH
OITIMIepIIUIIK OIepalysulapblHa KaTbIChIN, OEHOITIILIIK MEeH Kayilci3miKKe
CeNTIrH THUTI3eTIH alWMaKTBIH POJIIH alKbIHAay OOJbIm TaObLIagbpl. MyHAa
OPTaa3UsIIBIK MEMIICKETTEpIiH OITIMIepIIUIK MUCCHsJIApPbIHA KaThICYBIHBIH
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cebernrepi, KAUIIBUTBIKTaPhl MEH CAIIAPhl KOPCETIITeH. BYJT TaKBIPBITITHI 3EPTTEY
OITIMIepIITIKKE JIETeH TaJBIHBICTBIH JMHAMUKACHIH, aMaKThIK KayilcCi3Iik
MoceseNnepiHeri bIHTBIMAKTACTRIK TeH OpTanblKk A3USHBIH KaKTBIFBICTHI
ayJlaHJap/IaFbl )KaFaibIH PETTEY/IET] BIKMAIBIH aHBIKTAyFa CETTITH TUTI13E/I].

byn makanaga Opransik A3us enaepi OITIMIepPIIIIKTI TEK XaJIbIKApaIbIK
TYPaKTBUIBIKTHI KOJIJIAY YIIIiH FAaHA €MEC, COHBIMEH KaTap ©3/1ePiHIH XaJIbIKapaIbIK
OeeiH apTThIPY, 3aMaHay  )KOHE KaOIETT1 9CKEP KYPY KOHE HET 131 XaJIbIKapaJIbIK
apeHajga CepiKTeCTepMEH KapbIM-KaTbIHACTAPBIH HBIFAMTa TYCy YIIIH Kajai
naigananFadblH KapacTeipaabl. On OYJ1 KyHI-Kirepai KOIKaKThl TUTUIOMATHUS,
aliMaKTBIK BIHTBIMAKTACTHIK YKOHE XaJIBIKAPAJIBIK OCNeTiH HBIFAUTyFa YMTBLTY
CUSIKTBI TY)KbIpbIMIamallapbl apKbLIbl KapacTbipaabl. Kayincizmik OoibiHIIA
enipnik kemicimaep xone LIEHTPA3BAT-te kypy, KasbBAT-Tb1 nameITy *oHe
2022 xputel ¥YKIIY-vp1 KazakcTtanra OpHAIACTHIPY CHSIKTBI HETI3TT pPEeCMHU
KyKaTTapFa CyHeHe OTBIPBIN, MEMIJICKETTEP/IiH OITIMIepIITIKKE KeJIreH
KOJBIH, CBIH MEH Kayil-KarepliepiH, CTPATervsUIbIK >KOHE TaHAaylbl TYpHe
Kayail skakbIHAaraHblH Kepcereni. Adpuka Omarel MeH Eypomanbik Omax
MBbICAJIJaPBIMEH CaBICThIpa OTHIPBIN, OpTanblK A3USHBIH Kypaeni JaHamadT
aliMarbIH/Ia OpHAJIACKAHBIHA KapaMacTaH e3 Kayilci3/iK )KOJIbIH )KaHadaH Oacramn
KeJIe JKaTKAHIBIFBI TYPaJIbl AU THLUIAIBI.

Tipek ce3aep: OiTiMrepuIiTik Kymrepi, Kayincizmik, bY ¥, Opransik A3us,
TM/I, ¥YKIIY, IEHTPA3BAT, KA3BAT

POJIb HEHTPAJIBHOM A3UH B MEKJIYHAPOJIHOMN
BE3OITACHOCTMU: YEPE3 MUPOTBOPYECTBO
*Anmasz M.A.!, Kageipxxanos P.K.%, YKakcei0ait A}

*123 Ka3aXCKUil YHHBEPCUTET MEKTYHAPOIHBIX OTHOIICHHIM
Y MUPOBBIX SI3BIKOB UMeHU AObLTait xana, Anmarel, Kazaxcran

AHHOTanus. Llenpro TaHHON CTaThbU SIBISIETCS OINpPENENIEHHWE TOro, Kak
rocynapctBa llentpanbHoii Asum Ha npumepe Kaszaxcrana, Keipreizcrana
n ¥Y30ekucraHa ydacTBYIOT B MHUPOTBOPUECKHX ONEpALUAX, NOAUYEPKUBas
MEHSIOIIYIOCS POJIb peruoHa Kak ¢akTopa, CIOCOOCTBYIOIIETO MHUPY U
6e30macHOCTH. B HeM orpenensioTcss MpUYHHbI, TPENSITCTBUS U MOCIEACTBUS
y4acTus LEHTPaJIbHOA3UaTCKUX CTPaH B MUPOTBOpUECKHUX MUccusix. Obparienue
K 3TOH TeM€ IO3BOJISET ONPEACIUTh JUHAMUKY MHUPOTBOPUYECKUX YCUIIUH,
COTPYAHUYECTBO B 00JACTH PErHOHAIBHONW O€30MacHOCTU W BIMSHUE y4YacTHs
entpanbHoit A3un Ha CTAOUIU3AIMIO KOHPJIUKTHBIX PETHOHOB.

B »sroit crarbe paccMarpuBaeTcs, Kak cTpaHbl LleHTpansHON A3un
HCIOJB3YIOT MHUPOTBOPYECTBO HE TOJBKO U HMOJACPKKU MEKIYyHAPOJHOU
CTaOMIILHOCTH, HO U JJI51 TOBBILLIEHUS] CBOETO INI00AILHOTO aBTOPUTETA, CO3JaHUS
COBPEMEHHBIX U 00€CIIOCOOHBIX BOOPYKEHHBIX CHJI U Pa3BUTUA Ooliee KPermKUX
OTHOUICHUH C KJIFOUEBBIMU MEXAYHAPOIHBIMU MapTHepaMu. B Hell otu ycuins
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paccMaTpUBAIOTCS Yepe3 MPU3MY TaKUX KOHICTIIINMA, KaK HUIIEBAs TUTIIIOMATHS,
pEeruoHaNbHOE COTPYIHHUUECTBO U CTPEMIICHHE K MEXAYHAPOAHOMY MPU3HAHHUIO.
Onupasich Ha u3ydeHue o(PUIMaTBLHBIX JOKYMEHTOB, PETHOHATBHBIX COTTIAICHU T
M KITIOYEBBIX MUPOTBOpUECKUX ycmiuii, Takux kak co3nanune CENTRASBAT,
pasButne KazBAT u pazsepteiBanne OJIKb B Kazaxcrane B 2022 roay, B
CTaThe MPOCIEKHUBACTCS, KaK 3TU TOCYAapCTBA MOIXOAMIN K MHUPOTBOPUYECTBY
cTparerndecku M uszbuparenbHo. CpaBHuBas noaxop LlenTpanpHoil Azum ¢
npuMepamu AdpHukaHcKoro coro3a u EBporelickoro corosa, B Hell yTBepxKaaeTcs,
YTO PErHoH HayMHAeT (HOPMHUPOBATH CBOM COOCTBEHHBIH MyTh KaK CyOBEKTa
0e30macHOCTH, OaJaHCUPYST MEXITYy aMOUIMSAMHU B OCTOPOKHOCTBIO, TTOCKOJIBKY
OH TEepPEeMEIIAeTCs TI0 CI0KHOMY T'€OMOTUTHYECKOMY JIaHIIIa]Ty.
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