BULLETIN of Ablai Khan KazUIRandWL series “INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS and REGIONAL STUDIES” 1 (63) 2026. pp. 101-116

UDC 327.3
IRSTI 11.25.47
https://do1.0org/10.48371/ISM0O.2026.63.1.006

THE SCO AS AN ALTERNATIVE TO WESTERN MILITARY BLOCS:
A COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS WITH NATO
*Iskakov A.N.!
*1 Kazakh Ablai khan University of International Relations
and World Languages, Almaty, Kazakhstan

Abstract. This article examines the potential of the Shanghai Cooperation
Organization (SCO) to function as an alternative to Western military-political
blocs and provides a comparative analysis with the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization (NATO). The study is conducted within the broader context of the
transformation of the global order, the rise of multipolarity, and the diversification
of regional security architectures. It compares NATO as a highly institutionalized
military alliance based on legally binding collective defense commitments with
the SCO as a coordination-based security platform grounded in the principles of
sovereignty, consensus, and non-interference.

The analysis covers the degree of military institutionalization, strategic
orientation, enlargementpolicies, and normative foundations of both organizations.
It is argued that the absence of a binding collective defense clause within the SCO
framework limits its transformation into a traditional military alliance; however,
this structural flexibility allows member states to preserve strategic autonomy
and avoid rigid bloc confrontation.

The findings suggest that the SCO should not be viewed as a direct structural
analogue of NATO but rather as an alternative regional security model that
reflects the dynamics of the emerging multipolar world order and the evolving
geopolitical landscape of Eurasia.
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Introduction

In the 21st century, the global security environment is characterized by
profound geopolitical transformations and the reconfiguration of the international
system. The emergence of new centers of power, the erosion of the unipolar
order, and the intensification of regional conflicts have led to a reassessment of
traditional models of collective security. Military-political alliances and regional
organizations are increasingly compelled to adapt to the evolving balance of
power and to redefine their strategic roles in the context of a shifting world order.
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Within this changing geopolitical landscape, established Western military
alliances, particularly the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO), continue
to play a central role in shaping the Euro-Atlantic security architecture. At the
same time, alternative regional institutions have gained prominence, reflecting
the growing influence of non-Western actors. One of the most significant among
them is the Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO), which unites Belarus,
China, India, Iran, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Pakistan, Russia, Tajikistan, and
Uzbekistan. The SCO serves as an important platform for political, economic,
and security cooperation across Eurasia.

Against the backdrop of intensifying strategic competition and the
transformation of the global order toward multipolarity, the question arises
whether the SCO can be regarded as an alternative model to Western military
blocs. Unlike NATO, which is based on legally binding collective defense
obligations and an integrated military command structure, the SCO operates on
the principles of consensus, sovereignty, and non-interference. Nevertheless, its
expanding membership, growing geopolitical influence, and increasing military
cooperation activities raise important questions regarding its long-term strategic
trajectory.

The relevance of this article is determined by the ongoing restructuring
of the international security system and the search for new formats of interstate
military cooperation. As global power dynamics shift, comparative analysis
of different security models becomes essential for understanding the future of
international stability.

This article examines the institutional foundations, strategic objectives, and
mechanisms of military cooperation within the SCO and compares them with
those of NATO. It analyzes whether the SCO represents a competing military
bloc, a complementary security platform, or a fundamentally different model of
regional security governance in the emerging multipolar world order.

Materials and Methods

A growing body of scholarly literature emphasizes the increasing role of
regional security institutions in the context of a transforming global order. In
particular, the shift toward multipolarity has led to the emergence of new regional
organizations that complement or challenge traditional Western-led security
structures.

This transformation reflects deeper changes in the distribution of power,
where regional actors are gaining greater autonomy in addressing security
challenges within their respective areas.

According to B.Buzan, international security is increasingly organized
around regional security complexes, where threats are geographically clustered
and interdependent, making regional institutions essential for managing security

102 BULLETIN of Ablai Khan KazUIRandWL



THE SCO AS AN ALTERNATIVE TO WESTERN MILITARY BLOCS: ...

dynamics [1, p.6]. In such contexts, regional organizations are not merely
cooperative platforms but become key mechanisms for stabilizing security
environments and responding to transnational threats such as terrorism and
extremism.

Furthermore, A. Acharya argues that the contemporary international
system is evolving toward a “multiplex world order,” characterized by multiple
centers of power and diverse institutional frameworks, including non-Western
organizations such as the SCO. This perspective highlights the growing
importance of pluralism in global governance, where different regions develop
their own models of cooperation and security management [2, p.24].

From an institutionalist perspective, international organizations play a
crucial role in facilitating cooperation, reducing uncertainty, and creating norms
that structure state behavior, even in an anarchic system.

These institutions help states overcome collective action problems and
build trust through repeated interactions, which is particularly important in
regions facing persistent security threats.

At the same time, recent studies indicate that rising powers increasingly
rely on regional institutions as instruments of influence, using them to promote
their strategic interests and shape regional security agendas. This trend reflects
a broader reconfiguration of global governance, where authority is no longer
concentrated in a single center but distributed across multiple actors and
institutional frameworks [3, p.16].

Overall, the regional security organizations such as the SCO and NATO
should be understood not only as mechanisms of cooperation, but also as
instruments through which states - particularly emerging powers - contribute to the
construction of a multipolar security order. Their roles extend beyond traditional
security functions, encompassing political coordination, norm development, and
the management of complex regional security challenges.

The analysis of the role of the Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO)
as a potential alternative or complementary framework to Western military
alliances was conducted through a comprehensive methodological framework
combining qualitative analytical approaches widely applied in contemporary
studies of international relations and security governance.

At the conceptual level, the research is grounded in institutional and
systemic approaches to international security analysis, which allow international
organizations to be examined as dynamic political structures operating within
a changing global order. The study focuses on understanding how institutional
design, strategic culture, and geopolitical context influence the functioning and
effectiveness of collective security mechanisms.

First, systems analysis was employed to examine both the SCO and the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) as complex institutional entities
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characterized by interconnected political, military, and strategic components. This
approach enabled the assessment of organizational hierarchies, decision-making
procedures, coordination mechanisms, and operational capabilities within each
organization. Particular attention was paid to the degree of institutionalization,
distribution of authority among member states, and adaptability of institutional
structures to emerging security challenges.

Second, a comparative analytical method was applied in order to identify
similarities and differences between the Euro-Atlantic and Eurasian models
of security cooperation. The comparison covered legal foundations, strategic
objectives, organizational architecture, military coordination mechanisms,
enlargement policies, and approaches to collective defense and regional stability.
Such comparison made it possible to evaluate whether the SCO can be interpreted
as an institutional alternative to NATO or rather as a fundamentally different
model of multilateral security interaction.

To identify core principles, dominant narratives, and strategic priorities
guiding both organizations, qualitative content analysis of official documents
was conducted. The analyzed materials included founding charters, summit
declarations, strategic concepts, joint communiqués, policy statements, and
security cooperation agreements adopted within the SCO and NATO frameworks.
Content analysis allowed for the identification of recurring concepts such as
collective defense, sovereignty, non-interference, multipolarity, and cooperative
security.

Inductive and deductive reasoning methods were applied throughout
the research process. Inductive reasoning enabled the formulation of broader
theoretical conclusions based on empirical observations derived from
institutional practices and policy documents, while deductive analysis was used
to test the hypothesis that the SCO represents not a classical military alliance but
an alternative form of security cooperation emerging within the context of an
evolving multipolar international system.

In this regard, NATO was used as a comparative reference model
representing a traditional military alliance structure, which allowed for a clearer
conceptual distinction between alliance-based security and alternative forms of
regional cooperation.

This analytical approach is further complemented by engagement with key
theoretical perspectives in international relations. From a realist standpoint, the
SCO can be understood as a mechanism through which states respond to shared
security threats while preserving sovereignty and balancing regional power
dynamics. At the same time, an institutionalist perspective highlights the role of
the organization in facilitating cooperation, reducing uncertainty, and creating
stable patterns of interaction among member states.
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Additionally, theregional dimension of security isreflected in the recognition
that threats such as terrorism and extremism are inherently transnational and
geographically interconnected. This makes regional cooperation frameworks
particularly relevant, as security challenges in one part of the region tend to affect
neighboring states, thereby necessitating coordinated responses.

The combination of these approaches allows for a more comprehensive
interpretation of the SCO as both a pragmatic security arrangement and a
reflection of broader structural transformations in the international system.

The empirical base of the study includes both primary and secondary
sources. At the initial stage, primary materials consisting of official SCO
regulatory and strategic documents were examined, including summit
declarations, regional security agreements, and counterterrorism cooperation
frameworks. Subsequently, NATO strategic concepts, official communiqués, and
institutional policy documents were analyzed in order to assess the alliance’s
collective defense commitments, integrated command structure, and operational
doctrine.

In addition, analytical reports and assessments produced by international
organizations such as the United Nations and the Organization for Security
and Co-operation in Europe were reviewed to situate both institutions within
the broader framework of international law, regional stability mechanisms, and
global security governance processes.

Finally, peer-reviewed academic articles, analytical reports, and scholarly
monographs in the fields of geopolitics, military integration, regionalism, and
international security studies were examined to ensure theoretical grounding
and analytical balance. The combination of multiple methodological approaches
and diverse source categories ensured the reliability, consistency, and analytical
validity of the research findings.

At the same time, the study primarily relies on qualitative institutional
analysis and therefore does not aim to provide quantitative measurement of
military capabilities or operational effectiveness, which constitutes a potential
limitation but remains consistent with the research objective focused on
comparative institutional and strategic evaluation.

Results

The conducted analysis demonstrates that the Shanghai Cooperation
Organization (SCO) and the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) represent
fundamentally different institutional models of security governance, shaped by
distinct historical trajectories, geopolitical contexts, and normative foundations.

While both organizations operate within the broader framework of collective
security and military cooperation, their structural design, legal commitments,
operational mechanisms, and strategic orientations diverge significantly [4, p.14].
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Institutionalization of Military Cooperation. NATO functions as a highly
institutionalized military alliance with a centralized and permanent command
structure. Its institutional framework includes the North Atlantic Council,
the Military Committee, Allied Command Operations (ACO), and Allied
Command Transformation (ACT). The Alliance maintains standing forces, joint
operational planning mechanisms, unified military standards, and well-developed
interoperability among member states. These features enable rapid collective
response and coordinated military action under unified leadership.

For comparison, NATO conducts regular large-scale military exercises
aimed at improving interoperability, readiness, and collective defense capabilities.
One of the most recent examples is the “Steadfast Defender 2025 exercise, which
involved approximately 90,000 troops and became the largest NATO exercise
since the Cold War.

These exercises are designed to test rapid deployment, coordination among
allied forces, and responses to complex security threats, including terrorism and
hybrid warfare. In addition, NATO regularly conducts multinational exercises
such as “Joint Warrior,” involving thousands of personnel and focusing on joint
maritime, air, and land operations

NATO’s counterterrorism efforts are also supported by operational
experience, including missions such as Operation Active Endeavour in the
Mediterranean, which aimed to deter terrorist activity and enhance maritime
security.

Overall, NATO emphasizes expeditionary capabilities, large-scale force
projection, and collective defense, which contrasts with the SCO’s focus on
regional stability, sovereignty, and internal counterterrorism coordination [5].

In contrast, the SCO does not establish supranational military authority or
integrated command structures. Military cooperation within the SCO is organized
primarily through periodic joint exercises, coordination meetings of defense
ministers, and cooperation under the Regional Anti-Terrorist Structure (RATS).
Decision-making is based on consensus, and no binding collective defense clause
comparable to Article 5 exists within the SCO framework.

For instance, SCO joint counterterrorism exercises ‘“Sahand-2025,”
conducted under the framework of the SCO Regional Anti-Terrorist Structure
(RATS), took place in December 2025 in Iran and involved military and security
forces from multiple SCO member states.

The drills focused on coordinated counterterrorism operations, including
the neutralization of simulated terrorist groups, joint command coordination, and
the use of modern military and special equipment. The exercise lasted several
days and included both planning and live operational phases [6].

Moreover, ‘“Sahand-2025” was part of a broader pattern of SCO
counterterrorism cooperation, following earlier joint drills such as
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“Interaction-2024,” and reflects the organization’s continued emphasis on
combating the so-called “three evils” - terrorism, extremism, and separatism.

Finally, these exercises serve as an important platform for strengthening
practical cooperation, exchanging operational experience, and improving
interoperability among member states in the fight against terrorism and extremism
[7,p-18].

Asaresult, thisdistinctionindicates that NATO represents amodel of deep military
integration, whereas the SCO demonstrates a lower degree of institutionalization in
strictly military terms, but retains flexibility and respect for national sovereignty

Strategic Orientation and Security Doctrine. NATO’s strategic doctrine
historically evolved from Cold War deterrence to crisis management, cooperative
security, and more recently, renewed emphasis on collective defense and strategic
competition. The Alliance has engaged in operations beyond its traditional geographical
scope, including in the Balkans, Afghanistan, and Libya. This demonstrates NATO’s
capacity for power projection and expeditionary operations.

The SCO, by contrast, was initially formed to address regional security
challenges, particularly terrorism, separatism, and extremism within the Eurasian space.
Its security agenda emphasizes internal stability, border security, counterterrorism
cooperation, and prevention of destabilization [8, pp.1249-1267].

The organization’s official documents stress non-interference in domestic
affairs and rejection of unilateral military interventions.

Therefore, NATO operates within a deterrence-based and, at times,
intervention-capable framework, while the SCO adheres to a sovereignty-
centered and regionally focused security paradigm.

Expansion Policy and Geopolitical Implications. NATO enlargement
has historically entailed deep institutional integration. New member states are
required to align defense policies, modernize armed forces according to NATO
standards, and integrate into the Alliance’s command structure. Enlargement thus
reinforces NATO’s military cohesion and extends its collective defense perimeter.

The SCO’s expansion, in contrast, primarily enhances geopolitical
representation rather than military integration. The inclusion of major regional
powers such as India and Iran increases the organization’s demographic,
economic, and strategic weight. However, enlargement does not automatically
result in harmonization of defense doctrines or integration of armed forces. Given
the diverse geopolitical interests of its members, the SCO prioritizes political
dialogue and coordination rather than structural military unification [9, pp.7-28].

This difference highlights NATO’s identity as a consolidated military bloc,
whereas the SCO functions as a broad security platform with heterogeneous
actors.

Normative and Ideological Foundations. NATO’s normative framework is
explicitly linked to Euro-Atlantic values, including liberal democracy, rule of
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law, and political solidarity among member states. Political compatibility and
shared strategic outlook are considered prerequisites for membership.

The SCO promotes principles of sovereignty, territorial integrity, non-
interference, equality among states, and respect for different political systems. Its
normative orientation reflects a pluralistic and multipolar vision of international
relations, where diversity of governance models is acknowledged rather than
standardized.

Thus, while NATO’s cohesion is reinforced by shared ideological
foundations, the SCO’s cohesion derives from pragmatic cooperation and mutual
strategic interests rather than value-based alignment [10, p. 45].

Degree of Collective Commitment. A central distinction lies in the nature
of collective obligations. NATO’s Article 5 establishes a legally binding
commitment to collective defense, forming the core of its deterrence credibility.
The presence of such a clause significantly enhances strategic predictability and
alliance solidarity.

The SCO does not contain an equivalent collective defense provision.
Security cooperation remains primarily consultative and coordinated, without
automatic military assistance obligations. This limits the SCO’s transformation
into a formal military bloc but simultaneously reduces the risk of entrapment in
interstate conflicts [11, p.312].

General Findings. Overall, the findings of the study indicate that the
Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO) represents not a structural analogue of
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO), but rather an alternative model
of regional security governance shaped by distinct geopolitical, institutional,
and strategic conditions. While NATO functions as a highly integrated military
alliance based on legally binding collective defense obligations, centralized
command structures, and operational interoperability, the SCO operates as a
flexible, sovereignty-oriented, and regionally focused framework of multilateral
security cooperation.

The comparative analysis demonstrates that the fundamental differences
between the two organizations stem from divergent historical experiences, security
perceptions, and strategic cultures of their member states. NATO emerged within
the context of bipolar confrontation and institutionalized deterrence, whereas
the SCO developed in response to post-Cold War regional challenges, including
terrorism, separatism, extremism, and the need for stability across Eurasia.
Consequently, the SCO prioritizes political coordination, confidence-building,
and cooperative security mechanisms rather than formalized military integration.

The results further reveal that the effectiveness of the SCO should not be
evaluated through the criteria traditionally applied to Western military alliances.
Its institutional strength lies in adaptability, consensus-based decision-making,
and the ability to accommodate states with diverse political systems and strategic
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interests. This flexibility enables member states to maintain strategic autonomy
while engaging in coordinated responses to shared regional threats.

Moreover, the research indicates that the SCO contributes to the gradual
transformation of the international security environment by promoting principles
associated with multipolarity and non-bloc cooperation. Instead of reinforcing
rigid alliance divisions, the organization facilitates dialogue, regional stabilization
efforts, and pragmatic security interaction among major and middle powers. In
this sense, the SCO reflects broader shifts in global governance toward pluralistic
and decentralized security arrangements.

At the same time, the findings highlight existing structural limitations
within the organization, including uneven levels of military capability among
member states, differing geopolitical priorities, and the absence of binding
collective defense mechanisms. These factors constrain the SCO’s capacity to
function as a unified military actor but simultaneously preserve its role as an
inclusive platform for political and strategic coordination.

Thus, the study confirms that the SCO’s significance lies not in competing
directly with NATO, but in representing a distinct institutional pathway for
managing regional security challenges. The organization illustrates how
cooperative security frameworks can evolve outside traditional alliance models,
contributing to stability within Eurasia while reflecting the broader transition
toward a more complex and multipolar international order.

Discussion

The analysis revealed that in the context of a transforming global order,
there is a clear and measurable shift toward multipolarity and diversification
of global and regional security architectures. The relative decline of unipolar
dominance and the simultaneous rise of emerging powers have stimulated
the formation of alternative institutional platforms capable of reflecting new
distributions of power and influence. In this environment, security governance
is no longer monopolized by Western-led institutions but increasingly shaped by
regional arrangements with distinct normative and strategic orientations.

Anumber of scholars argue that the strengthening of non-Western institutions
such as the Shanghai Cooperation Organization reflects structural changes in the
international system. From a realist perspective, the SCO can be interpreted as
a balancing mechanism within Eurasia, facilitating coordination among major
regional actors in response to perceived Western dominance. According to
balance-of-power theory, the emergence of parallel institutional structures often
accompanies systemic transitions, particularly when rising powers seek to secure
their interests without integrating into existing Western frameworks [12, p.84].

From a constructivist viewpoint, the SCO represents not merely a
geopolitical counterweight but an expression of alternative normative principles.
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Its emphasis on sovereignty, non-interference, and pluralism of political systems
challenges the value-based conditionality embedded in Western alliances such as
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO). In this sense, the SCO may be
viewed as contributing to the institutionalization of a multipolar normative order.

Some researchers suggest that the SCO could gradually evolve into a
core element of a Eurasian security architecture, particularly given the growing
strategic coordination between China and Russia and the organization’s
expanding membership. The inclusion of major regional actors such as India
and Iran significantly increases the organization’s geopolitical weight, economic
potential, and strategic reach. In theory, this accumulation of capabilities could
form the foundation for deeper institutionalization [13, p.56].

However, the SCO’s potential transformation into a formal military alliance
remains constrained by several structural limitations. Most notably, the absence
of binding collective defense commitments distinguishes it fundamentally from
NATO. Without a legally codified mutual defense clause comparable to Article 5,
the credibility of collective deterrence within the SCO framework remains limited.
This institutional design reflects deliberate political choices by member states,
which seek to preserve strategic autonomy and avoid automatic entanglement in
interstate conflicts.

Other scholars emphasize that this flexible and non-bloc character may
constitute a strategic advantage rather than a structural weakness. Unlike
NATO’s rigid alliance commitments, the SCO’s consensus-based model allows
for pragmatic cooperation without imposing uniform strategic obligations. This
reduces the risk of internal fragmentation and provides space for maneuvering
among states with diverse geopolitical alignments. In a multipolar system
characterized by fluid partnerships, such flexibility may enhance resilience [14,
pp.22-34].

From a military cooperation perspective, regular joint exercises among SCO
member states often conducted under counterterrorism scenarios demonstrate
increasing operational coordination and confidence-building. These exercises
enhance interoperability at a tactical level and foster mutual trust among armed
forces. Nevertheless, the absence of unified command structures, standardized
military doctrines, permanent joint forces, and harmonized procurement systems
limits the depth of military integration. As a result, the SCO remains a coordination
platform rather than a fully institutionalized military alliance.

Another significant factor shaping the SCO’s trajectory is the diversity of
political systems, security priorities, and strategic cultures among its member
states. While NATO members share relatively homogeneous political models and
institutional standards, the SCO encompasses states with differing governance
systems and foreign policy orientations. India’s strategic autonomy, China’s
global ambitions, Russia’s security posture, and Central Asian states’ regional
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concerns do not always fully converge [15, p.70]. This heterogeneity complicates
the development of a unified defense doctrine and long-term military integration.

Moreover, internal geopolitical dynamics such as Sino-Indian rivalry or
varying threat perceptions among members further constrain deeper institutional
consolidation. These divergences highlight the structural challenge of transforming
a broad geopolitical coalition into a cohesive military bloc.

Thus, the central debate concerns whether the SCO should pursue deeper
institutionalization similar to NATO or whether its strategic value lies precisely in
its alternative, sovereignty-centered model of cooperation. The former path would
require significant political will, doctrinal harmonization, and partial delegation
of sovereign authority steps that may contradict the organization’s foundational
principles. The latter path preserves flexibility and strategic autonomy but limits
the organization’s deterrence credibility and global military influence [16, p.18].

Ultimately, the discussion reflects a broader theoretical dilemma in
international relations: whether emerging powers seek to replicate existing
Western institutional models or to construct alternative frameworks better aligned
with their strategic preferences. The SCO appears, at least for now, to embody
the second approach favoring coordination over integration and multipolar
coexistence over bloc confrontation.

Conclusion

In conclusion of the article, I would like to note that the Shanghai
Cooperation Organization does not represent a direct structural analogue of the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization and does not seek to replicate the Western
model of a highly institutionalized military alliance founded upon legally binding
collective defense obligations. Rather than functioning as a traditional military
bloc, the SCO has developed a distinctive security paradigm grounded in the
principles of multipolarity, consensus-based decision-making, sovereign equality
of states, and strict non-interference in domestic affairs.

This institutional configuration reflects the geopolitical realities of
Eurasia, where historical sensitivities, strategic diversity, and differing threat
perceptions encourage flexible cooperation mechanisms instead of rigid alliance
commitments. The SCO’s approach allows its member states to pursue collective
stability while simultaneously preserving national autonomy and strategic
maneuverability — factors that remain particularly important for middle powers
pursuing multivector foreign policies.

In the contemporary international environment characterized by
redistribution of global power, intensifying strategic competition, and the
gradual fragmentation of the liberal international order, the SCO is increasingly
positioned as an important platform for coordinating regional security responses
across Eurasia. Its growing agenda, which includes counterterrorism cooperation,
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regional stability initiatives, economic connectivity, and dialogue on emerging
security challenges, demonstrates the organization’s evolution beyond a narrowly
defined security forum toward a broader mechanism of regional governance.

Nevertheless, the long-term effectiveness and international credibility
of the SCO will depend on its ability to move from predominantly declarative
cooperation toward deeper practical coordination. This includes strengthening
mechanisms of military and strategic planning, enhancing intelligence
and information exchange, improving interoperability through regular and
technologically advanced joint exercises, and fostering higher levels of political
trust among its heterogeneous membership. Addressing internal asymmetries of
power and differing strategic priorities among member states will also remain a
critical challenge for institutional consolidation.

At the same time, expanding constructive engagement with external
actors and regional organizations — including dialogue mechanisms with Euro-
Atlantic and Asia-Pacific institutions — could contribute to greater transparency,
confidence-building, and systemic stability within the broader international
security architecture. Such interaction does not imply institutional convergence
with Western alliances but rather reflects the increasing necessity of cooperative
security management in an interdependent world.

Ultimately, the SCO’s future relevance will depend on its capacity for
gradual institutional adaptation, strategic coherence, and balanced cooperation
among major and middle powers. By maintaining its consensus-driven character
while incrementally enhancing operational effectiveness, the organization may
reinforce its role as a stable and meaningful actor within the emerging multipolar
world order, offering an alternative model of regional security cooperation that
complements rather than directly competes with existing alliance systems.

In this regard, the findings of the study have direct implications for the
future configuration of the Eurasian security architecture. Rather than evolving
toward a single, unified security system, Eurasia is likely to develop as a pluralistic
and multilayered security space characterized by the coexistence of multiple
institutional frameworks with overlapping functions and flexible interaction
mechanisms.

Within this emerging architecture, the SCO may serve as one of the central
regional platforms for coordinating security policies, particularly in addressing
transnational threats such as terrorism, extremism, and instability in neighboring
regions. Its emphasis on sovereignty, non-alignment, and consensus-based
cooperation suggests that future Eurasian security arrangements will prioritize
adaptability and political inclusiveness over rigid alliance structures.

At the same time, the evolution of Eurasian security will depend on
the ability of regional actors to balance competition and cooperation, prevent
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fragmentation into isolated security blocs, and maintain channels of dialogue
across different institutional systems. In this context, the SCO’s role may extend
beyond internal coordination toward acting as a bridge between regional and
global security processes.
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HIbIY BATBIC OCKEPU BJIOKTAPBIHA BAJIAMA PETIH/JE:
HATO-MEH CAJIBICTBIPMAUJIBI TAJIIAY
*WckakoB A.H.!
*1 AObuTaii XaH ateiHAarsl Kazak xaibIKapablK KaTbIHACTAp KOHE
oneMm Tuiaepl yauBepeurteti, Anmarsl, Kazakcran

Angarna. Makanana s;xahanibIK TOPTINTIH TpaHC()OPMALIUACHI KaFJalibIH-
na Ilanxail piHTBIMaKTacThIK YHbIMBIHBIH (LLIBIY) batbic ockepu-cascu
OnokTapbiHa OajlaMa peTiHAE KajbllTacy MYMKIHAII koHE OHbIH CoNTyCTiK
Arnantukaneik Ilapr  ¥Yiieimpiven (HATO) canbicThipMansl — Tajjaysbl
KapacThIPbUIAAbl. 3€pPTTey KOMIOAPIbl OJIEMAIK JKYHEHIH KaJbINTacyshl,
KYLITepAIH KaiTa OesiiHyl >KoHE alMaKTBIK KayllCI3[IIK apXUTEKTYyPachIHbIH
opTapanTaHIbIpbUTYbl  KarmaWbiHAa okyprizuieni. HATO-HBIH — YKBIMABIK
KOpPFaHbICKa HET13/IeJIeH JKOFapbl WHCTUTYLMOHAJJAHFAH OCKEPHU aJIbSHC
petingeri moneni MeH IIIBI¥-HBIH ereMeH/IK, KOHCEHCYC XOHE IIIKI icTepre
apanacnay KarujaTrTapblHa CYHEHETIH YyilecTipylll Kayilci3aik miargopmachl
PETIH/ET] epeKILEeTIKTEP] CaTbICThIPbLUIAIbI.

Tangay ockepu BIHTBIMAKTACTHIKTBIH HMHCTUTYLHOHAJIJAHY JEHIEeHiH,
CTpaTETUSIIBIK OarapiiapblH, KCHEIO CasCaThIH JKOHE HOPMATUBTIK HETI3ICpiH
KamTuapl. [IBI¥-HBIH YKBIMABIK KOPFaHBIC Typajibl MIHAETTI €pekelepiHIH
0oiMaybl OHBIH ockepu OJIOKKa alHaly MYMKIHJITIH I[IEKTeHTiHI, anaiijaa
Oyl MKEeMAUIIK MYILIE MEMJEKETTEp/IH CTpaTerusUIbIK JepOecTiriH cakrayfra
MYMKIHJIK OepeTiHl aHbIKTAJbI.

3eprrey Hotmxkenepi IIbIY-ueiH HATO kypbutbIMasiK OanmaMachkl emec,
Kayinci3aikTiH Oanamaisl yirici ekeHiH kepcereai. byn moxnens Eypasusinars
TYPaKTbUIBIKTHI KAMTaMachl3 €Tyre OarbITTaIFaH JKOHE KaJIbIIITACKII KeJIe )KaTKaH
KOTIITOJISIPIIBI 9JIEM TOPTiIO1HI€ MaHBI3IbI POJT aTKAPAIbI.

Tipexk ce3nep: LLIBIY, HATO, ackepu anbsiHC, KONIOJIAPIIBIK, KAYINCI3IIK
apXUTEKTypachl, YKbIMJIBIK KOpFaHbIc, Eypa3us, reocascar
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HIOC KAK AJIBTEPHATUBA 3AIIA/IHBIM BOEHHBIM BJIOKAM:
CPABHUTEJIbHBIN AHAJIN3 C HATO
*UckakoB A.H.!
*1 KazaXxCKUil YHUBEPCUTET MEKIYHAPOIHBIX OTHOIICHHUIH U MUPOBBIX SI3bIKOB
nMeHn AObLai xaHa, AnMartsel, Kazaxcran

AHHoTanusi. B crarbe paccmarpuBaeTcsi BO3MOXHOCTb (POPMHUPOBAHUS
[[Tanxatickoit opranuzanuu corpyaaudectsa (ILIOC) B kauecTBe anbTepHATHBBI
3araHbIM BOCHHO-TIOJIUTUYECKUM OJI0KaM U TPOBOIUTCS CPAaBHUTEIHHBIN aHATTN3
¢ Opranmzanueii Ceepoatrnantudeckoro aorosopa (HATO). HccnenoBanme
OCYUIIECTBIIIETCA B  KOHTEKCTe TpaHCc(opMmalnud MHUPOBOTO  MOPSIKA,
YCUJIEHUS MHOTOIIOJIAPHOCTH U JUBEPCU(PUKAIIMHM PETHMOHANBHBIX apXUTEKTYP
6e3omacHocTH.  COINOCTAaBISIIOTCS ~ MHCTUTYLIMOHANbHBIE  OCOOCHHOCTH
HATO kak BBICOKO HMHTETPUPOBAHHOTO BOEHHOIO COKO3a, OCHOBAHHOIO Ha
00s13aTenbeTBaxX KOJUIEKTHUBHOM 000poHBl, M IIIOC kak KOOpAMHAIMOHHOM
mw1atopmbl, PyHKIMOHUPYIOIIEH HAa MPUHIMIIAX KOHCEHCYca, CYBEepEeHUTETa U
HEBMeNIaTeIbCTBA BO BHYTPEHHUE JIe1a roCyaapCTB.

AHanM3  OXBaThIBa€T YPOBEHb HMHCTUTYLIMOHAJIMU3AIMM  BOEHHOTO
COTPYIHUYECTBa, CTPATETMYECKUE OPUEHTHUPDI, MOJIUTHKY pACIIUPEHUS U
HOpMaTHBHbIE OCHOBAHMS O0EMX OpraHU3aluil. YCTaHOBIIEHO, YTO OTCYTCTBHE
y HIOC ropuaudeckn 3aKperyiEHHOTO MEXaHW3Ma KOJUIEKTUBHON OOOPOHBI
orpaHnyuBaeT e€ TpaHchOopMalri0 B KIAaCCHMYECKH BOCHHBIH OJIOK, OAHAKO
OJTHOBpEMEHHO o0ecreuynBaeT THUOKOCTh M COXpaHEHUE CTpaTeruuyecKkoi
ABTOHOMMUHU TOCYIAPCTB-YYaCTHUKOB.

Cneman BweiBOn 0 ToMm, uto HIOC He sBISeTCAd NPSMBIM aHAIOTOM
HATO, a dbopmupyeT ansTepHATUBHYIO MOJENbh PETHOHATBHON O€30MacHOCTH,
OPUEHTHUPOBAHHYIO Ha MPHUHILMUIIBI MHOTOIOJIIPHOCTH M OallaHC WHTEPECOB B
EBpazun.

Kuarwuesbie ciaoBa: [IIOC, HATO, BoeHHBIN albsSHC, MHOTOINOISPHOCTb,
apxuTeKTypa 0e301macHOCTH, KOJIEeKTHBHas 000poHa, EBpasus, reonoautrka
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