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Abstract. This article examines the participation of emerging states
in United Nations peacekeeping missions, with a focus on Kazakhstan in
comparative perspective. Using a qualitative comparative approach, the study
analyses Kazakhstan alongside Indonesia and South Korea to identify differences
in the scale of participation, strategic motivations, and foreign policy objectives.
The findings show that while Kazakhstan’s contribution remains limited in scale,
it demonstrates a steady upward trend and increasing institutionalization. The
comparison reveals that peacekeeping participation serves not only security
purposes but also broader diplomatic and strategic goals, including international
recognition and foreign policy positioning. The study also identifies key
challenges faced by emerging contributors, such as limited resources, institutional
coordination, and evolving operational requirements. The article contributes to
understanding how emerging states use peacekeeping as a tool of international
engagement and security governance.
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Introduction

United Nations peacekeeping missions play an important role in
maintaining international peace and security. Since the end of the Cold War, the
number of peacekeeping operations has increased significantly. These missions
are deployed in different regions of the world and aim to prevent conflicts,
monitor ceasefires, and support political stabilization in post-conflict societies.
Nowadays, peacekeeping operations remain a key instrument for addressing
international security challenges. [1],[2].

Participation in peacekeeping missions varies among states. Some countries
contribute large numbers of troops and police personnel, while others participate only
on a limited scale. Traditionally, the largest troop contributors have been countries
from South Asia and Africa, including Bangladesh, India, and Pakistan [3]. However,
in recent years a growing number of emerging states have begun to take part in
peacekeeping missions. For these states, participation in UN peacekeeping often
serves several purposes. It allows them to support international peace and security,
strengthen military experience, and increase their international visibility [4].
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Kazakhstan represents one of the states that has gradually developed its
participation in UN peacekeeping missions. Since gaining independence, the
country has sought to expand its engagement in international security initiatives
and multilateral cooperation. The establishment of the Kazbat peacekeeping unit
and Kazakhstan’s participation in missions such as the United Nations Interim
Force in Lebanon (UNIFIL) illustrate the country’s growing involvement in
international peacekeeping activities.

At the same time, emerging contributors differ in their approaches and
motivations for participation in peacekeeping missions. While some countries
deploy large military contingents, others participate more selectively and use
peacekeeping mainly as part of their foreign policy strategy. Scholars note
that peacekeeping participation can serve diplomatic purposes by enhancing
international reputation and strengthening a country’s position within multilateral
institutions [5].

This article therefore examines Kazakhstan’s participation in UN
peacekeeping missions in a comparative perspective. By analysing Kazakhstan
alongside other emerging contributors, the study aims to identify similarities and
differences in the scale of participation, motivations, and foreign policy objectives
behind peacekeeping engagement. However, despite the growing literature on
UN peacekeeping, limited attention has been paid to the comparative analysis of
emerging contributors from different regions, particularly Kazakhstan in relation
to Asian cases such as Indonesia and South Korea. This study aims to address this
gap by examining how emerging states use peacekeeping participation as part of
their broader foreign policy strategies.

Materials and Methods

This study employs a qualitative comparative approach to examine the
participation of emerging states in United Nations peacekeeping missions, with
particular focus on Kazakhstan. The research is based on a case study analysis
comparing Kazakhstan with selected emerging peacekeeping contributors,
including Indonesia and South Korea. These cases were selected because they
represent states that have expanded their participation in UN peacekeeping
operations while simultaneously pursuing broader foreign policy objectives
through multilateral engagement.

The analysis relies primarily on secondary data sources, including academic
literature, policy reports, and official United Nations peacekeeping statistics. In
addition, official statements and policy documents related to national peacekeeping
strategies were examined in order to better understand the motivations behind
state participation in peacekeeping missions.

The comparative approach makes it possible to identify similarities and
differences in the scale of participation, strategic motivations, and foreign policy
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objectives of emerging peacekeeping contributors. By examining Kazakhstan
alongside other states that have developed active participation in UN peacekeeping
operations, the study aims to provide a broader understanding of how emerging
states use peacekeeping engagement as part of their international security
and diplomatic strategies. The study also incorporates descriptive analysis of
peacekeeping deployments and institutional development in order to assess the
evolving role of Kazakhstan within UN peacekeeping frameworks.

Results

Development of Kazakhstan's participation in UN peacekeeping missions

Kazakhstan began to develop its participation in international peacekeeping
operations after gaining independence in 1991. In the early stages of its foreign
policy, the country prioritized regional stability and cooperation with international
organizations. Over time, participation in United Nations peacekeeping missions
became an important element of Kazakhstan’s international engagement and its
contribution to global security governance [6].

At first, Kazakhstan’s peacekeeping activity started with joining
CENTRASBAT (Central Asian Battalion), which included military units from
Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, and Uzbekistan. After dissolving the CENTRASBAT,
Kazakhstan developed its participation in peacekeeping missions broadly. One
of the key steps in the development of Kazakhstan’s peacekeeping capacity was
the creation of specialized military units prepared for international missions. In
particular, the Kazakhstan peacekeeping battalion (KAZBAT) was established
in the early 2000s to train military personnel for participation in peacekeeping
operations and humanitarian missions. The establishment of such units allowed
Kazakhstan to gradually integrate into international peacekeeping structures and
to improve the professional training of its armed forces [7].

Kazakhstan gained its first practical experience in international
peacekeeping activities during the stabilization mission in Iraq between 2003 and
2008. During this mission, Kazakh military engineers were primarily engaged
in demining operations and the disposal of unexploded ordnance, as well as
providing assistance to the civilian population. According to official reports,
Kazakh peacekeepers destroyed thousands of explosive devices and contributed
to improving the security environment in the region. This experience became an
important stage in the development of Kazakhstan’s peacekeeping capabilities and
strengthened its reputation as a responsible participant in international security
initiatives [8]. This experience not only enhanced operational capabilities but also
marked Kazakhstan’s first practical contribution to international peacekeeping
efforts.

In the following years, Kazakhstan expanded its participation in United
Nations peacekeeping missions. A significant step in this direction was the
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deployment of Kazakh peacekeepers to the United Nations Interim Force in
Lebanon (UNIFIL). Participation in this mission demonstrated Kazakhstan’s
readiness to contribute to international peacekeeping efforts and increased its
visibility within the UN peacekeeping system [9].

In addition to military participation, Kazakhstan has also focused on
the development of institutional mechanisms for peacekeeping. Specialized
training programs and peacekeeping preparation centers have been established
to ensure that Kazakh military personnel meet international standards required
for participation in UN missions. These initiatives reflect Kazakhstan’s broader
strategy of strengthening its role in international security cooperation and
expanding its diplomatic engagement through peacekeeping activities [10].

Overall, Kazakhstan’s participation in peacekeeping operations has evolved
from limited technical contributions to a more structured and institutionalized
form of engagement in international missions. Although the scale of Kazakhstan’s
deployments remains relatively modest compared with major troop-contributing
countries, the country increasingly views peacekeeping participation as an
important instrument of its foreign policy and international security strategy.
Another important aspect of institutional development is the gradual integration
of peacekeeping into Kazakhstan’s broader foreign policy strategy. Participation
in UN missions is increasingly viewed not only as a military activity but also as a
diplomatic tool that enhances the country’s international image and strengthens its
role in global security governance. This reflects a broader trend among emerging
states that use peacekeeping as an instrument for increasing their visibility and
influence in international affairs.

At the same time, Kazakhstan continues to face challenges in further
developing its peacekeeping capacity. These include the need to expand training
programs, increase the number of personnel prepared for international missions,
and improve coordination between state institutions involved in peacekeeping
activities[9]. Addressing these challenges is essential for ensuring the sustainability
and effectiveness of Kazakhstan’s participation in UN peacekeeping operations.

Comparison with other emerging peacekeeping contributors

In recent decades, several emerging states have increased their participation
in United Nations peacekeeping missions as part of their broader foreign
policy strategies. Countries such as Indonesia and South Korea have actively
expanded their peacekeeping activities and have become important contributors
to UN missions. Comparing Kazakhstan’s peacekeeping experience with these
countries allows for a better understanding of the role that peacekeeping plays in
the international engagement strategies of emerging states.

Indonesia is one of the most active peacekeeping contributors among
developing countries. The country has participated in UN peacekeeping
operations since the 1950s and has significantly increased its troop contributions
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in the past two decades. Indonesian peacekeepers are deployed in several UN
missions across Africa and the Middle East, including operations in Lebanon, the
Democratic Republic of Congo, and South Sudan. Participation in peacekeeping
missions has become an important element of Indonesia’s foreign policy and its
efforts to strengthen its international reputation as a responsible regional actor
[11].

South Korea has also expanded its role in UN peacekeeping operations
as part of its strategy of international engagement. Since the 1990s, South
Korea has gradually increased its contributions to peacekeeping missions by
deploying engineering units, medical teams, and military personnel to various
UN operations. These activities reflect the country’s commitment to international
security cooperation and its desire to strengthen diplomatic relations with partner
states and international organizations [12].

Compared with Indonesia and South Korea, Kazakhstan’s participation in
peacekeeping operations remains relatively modest in terms of troop numbers.
However, Kazakhstan has gradually expanded its involvement in UN missions
and has developed specialized peacekeeping units capable of participating
in international operations. Kazakhstan’s engagement in missions such as the
United Nations Interim Force in Lebanon demonstrates its intention to strengthen
its role within the UN peacekeeping system and to contribute to international
peace and security [9]. Despite differences in the scale of participation, all three
countries view peacekeeping missions as an important instrument of foreign
policy. Participation in UN missions allows emerging states to strengthen
diplomatic relations, gain international recognition, and contribute to global
security governance. For Kazakhstan, Indonesia, and South Korea, peacekeeping
operations also serve as an opportunity to enhance military professionalism and
strengthen cooperation with international partners.

Table 1. Comparison of emerging peacekeeping contributors

First
participation Level of Main regions of . .
Country in UN contribution deployment Strategic Motivation
peacekeeping
Kazakhstan 2000s Limited but Middle East International
increasing recognition, security
cooperation
Indonesia 1950s Large Africa, Middle | Global diplomatic
contributor East engagement
South Korea 1990s Moderate Africa, Middle |International
contributor East cooperation and
security diplomacy
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Table 1 demonstrates the differences and similarities in peacekeeping
participation among emerging contributors such as Kazakhstan, Indonesia,
and South Korea. Although these states differ in the scale and duration of their
involvement in UN peacekeeping operations, they share a common strategic
interest in strengthening their international engagement through multilateral
security initiatives. Indonesia represents one of the most active contributors
among the three countries, with a long history of participation in UN peacekeeping
missions since the 1950s. Its large troop contributions and deployments across
multiple regions demonstrate a strong institutional commitment to peacekeeping
as part of its foreign policy strategy. South Korea, while contributing fewer troops
compared with Indonesia, has steadily expanded its involvement since the 1990s
and views peacekeeping participation as an important instrument of international
cooperation and diplomatic engagement.

Kazakhstan’s participation in UN peacekeeping missions is more recent
and comparatively limited in scale. However, its gradual expansion reflects
broader efforts to strengthen international engagement and contribute to global
security initiatives.

Figure 1. UN peacekeeping troop contributions of selected emerging states
(2021-2026)

Peacekeeping troop contributions of selected emerging states
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Source: United Nations peacekeeping troop and police contributors
statistics[6].

Figure 1 illustrates the differences in troop contributions to United Nations
peacekeeping missions among selected emerging states. Indonesia remains the
largest contributor, maintaining consistently high troop levels despite a gradual
decline after 2024. South Korea shows a moderate but stable level of participation,
reflecting a more cautious and selective approach to peacekeeping engagement.
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In contrast, Kazakhstan’s contribution remains significantly lower in absolute
terms; however, it demonstrates a notable upward trend, particularly after 2023.

This pattern suggests that emerging peacekeeping contributors follow
different trajectories shaped by their foreign policy priorities, institutional
capacity, and strategic ambitions. While Indonesia emphasizes large-scale
participation, and South Korea adopts a balanced approach, Kazakhstan appears
to be in a phase of gradual expansion, using peacekeeping as a tool for increasing
its international presence.

Beyond troop numbers, the experience of Indonesia and South Korea
suggests that peacekeeping participation should also be understood as a form of
diplomatic positioning. In both cases, contributions to UN missions serve not only
security purposes but also broader foreign policy goals, including international
visibility, reputation building, and multilateral engagement[12], [13].

The expansion of peacekeeping participation among emerging states
is closely linked to the development of national institutional frameworks and
strategic policy orientation. Countries such as Indonesia and South Korea have
gradually established specialized training systems, legal mechanisms, and inter-
agency coordination structures to support their involvement in United Nations
peacekeeping missions. These institutional developments enable not only the
increase in troop contributions but also the diversification of roles within missions.

Indonesia, for instance, has invested significantly in peacekeeping training
centers and has developed a long-term strategy aimed at becoming one of the
leading troop-contributing countries. This institutional approach allows Indonesia
to maintain relatively high levels of participation and to expand its engagement
across multiple missions. Similarly, South Korea has focused on professionalizing
its peacekeeping units and aligning participation with broader foreign policy
objectives, including international cooperation and security partnerships.

In comparison, Kazakhstan’s institutional development in peacekeeping
remains in a formative stage. While the country has demonstrated a growing
commitment to international peacekeeping operations, its participation is still
limited in scale. However, recent increases in troop contributions suggest a
gradual strengthening of institutional capacity. Kazakhstan’s approach appears to
be cautious and incremental, reflecting both resource constraints and the strategic
prioritization of regional security commitments.

At the same time, the development of peacekeeping capabilities in emerging
states is not limited to military dimensions. Increasing attention is being paid to
the integration of civilian components, training in international humanitarian law,
and cooperation with international organizations. These elements are becoming
essential for effective participation in modern multidimensional peacekeeping
missions.

342 BULLETIN of Ablai Khan KazUIRandWL



Almaz M., Malimova A.

Overall, the comparison indicates that the level of peacekeeping
engagement is strongly influenced by the degree of institutional preparedness and
strategic planning. States that invest in long-term institutional development are
better positioned to sustain and expand their participation, while those with more
limited institutional frameworks tend to follow gradual and selective approaches.

Challenges of emerging peacekeeping contributors

Despite the growing involvement of emerging states in United Nations
peacekeeping operations, their participation is often accompanied by a range
of structural and strategic challenges. These challenges limit both the scale and
the effectiveness of their contributions and highlight the gap between political
ambition and operational capacity[14].

One of the primary constraints is the availability of resources, including
financial support, trained personnel, and technical equipment. While countries
such as Indonesia have managed to maintain relatively high levels of troop
deployment, sustaining such commitments requires significant long-term
investment. For states like Kazakhstan, limited resources necessitate a more
cautious and gradual approach, resulting in smaller but steadily increasing
contributions.

Another key challenge lies in institutional coordination. Effective
participation in peacekeeping missions requires cooperation between multiple
government bodies, including defense, foreign affairs, and specialized training
institutions. In many emerging states, these coordination mechanisms are still
developing, which can affect the efficiency of deployment and the integration of
peacekeeping into broader foreign policy strategies[15].

In addition, issues of international visibility and recognition play an
important role. While participation in peacekeeping operations is often intended
to enhance a country’s international profile, smaller contributors may struggle
to gain sufficient visibility within the global peacekeeping system. This creates
a paradox in which states invest in participation but do not always achieve
proportional diplomatic or reputational returns.

Another important dimension concerns the evolving nature of peacekeeping
itself. Modern missions increasingly require not only military capabilities but
also expertise in civilian protection, governance support, and post-conflict
reconstruction. This multidimensional character of peacekeeping places additional
demands on contributing states, particularly those that are still developing their
institutional and training capacities.

Finally, emerging contributors face strategic dilemmas regarding the
balance between international commitments and domestic or regional priorities.
For Kazakhstan, for example, participation in UN peacekeeping must be balanced
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with its role in regional security frameworks and its broader foreign policy
objectives[15]. This balancing act can influence both the scale and the direction
of its peacekeeping engagement.

Overall, these challenges suggest that the expansion of peacekeeping
participation among emerging states is not a linear process. Instead, it is shaped
by a combination of resource constraints, institutional development, strategic
considerations, and evolving international expectations. Understanding these
limitations is essential for a comprehensive assessment of the role of emerging
states in contemporary peacekeeping. This also highlights the need for further
research on how emerging states translate peacekeeping participation into long-
term strategic and diplomatic outcomes.

Discussion

The findings of this study highlight that the participation of emerging states
in peacekeeping operations should be understood not only in quantitative terms
but also in relation to broader political, institutional, and strategic dynamics. The
comparison between Kazakhstan, Indonesia, and South Korea demonstrates that
peacekeeping engagement is closely linked to foreign policy positioning and the
pursuit of international recognition.

From a realist perspective, the expansion of peacekeeping participation
reflects the strategic interests of states seeking to enhance their role within the
international system. For emerging states, contributing to UN missions provides
an opportunity to increase their visibility, strengthen diplomatic ties, and signal
their commitment to global security. In this sense, peacekeeping becomes
not only a tool of soft balancing but also a mechanism of international status
construction, through which states seek to redefine their role within the global
security architecture[16].

At the same time, the findings also support constructivist arguments that
emphasize the role of identity, norms, and legitimacy. The growing diversification
of public perceptions in Central Asia, as well as the increasing importance of
governance-related practices in peacekeeping missions, suggest that legitimacy
is no longer derived solely from institutional arrangements or historical ties.
Instead, it is increasingly shaped by societal attitudes, international norms, and
the perceived behavior of peacekeeping actors.

The comparative analysis further indicates that emerging states follow
different models of peacekeeping engagement. Indonesia represents a model
of large-scale participation, driven by long-term institutional investment and
strategic ambition. South Korea reflects a more selective and professionalized
approach, aligning peacekeeping with broader foreign policy and security
objectives. Kazakhstan, in contrast, appears to follow a gradual and adaptive
model, expanding its participation incrementally while balancing international
commitments with regional priorities.

344 BULLETIN of Ablai Khan KazUIRandWL



Almaz M., Malimova A.

Importantly, the results show that peacekeeping participation is not a linear
process of growth. Instead, it is shaped by a combination of constraints, including
institutional complexity and resource dependence, which significantly influence the
capacity of states to sustain peacekeeping commitments. These factors explain why
even politically committed states may expand their participation cautiously and
selectively [17].

Furthermore, the findings suggest that the nature of peacekeeping itself is
evolving. Modern missions increasingly combine military, political, and governance
functions, requiring contributing states to adapt to more complex operational
environments. This transformation reinforces the idea that effective peacekeeping is
no longer defined solely by troop contributions, but also by the ability to engage in
multidimensional stabilization efforts and to build local legitimacy.

Overall, the study demonstrates that the role of emerging states in peacekeeping
is becoming more complex and differentiated. Rather than simply increasing
participation, states are redefining how peacekeeping fits within their broader foreign
policy strategies. It reflects a shift toward more flexible and hybrid forms of security
engagement, where military contribution, diplomatic positioning, and normative
considerations are closely interconnected. These limitations confirm that participation
in peacekeeping is not determined solely by political will, but also by structural and
institutional conditions that shape the scope and sustainability of contributions [17].

Conclusion

This article examined the participation of emerging states in United Nations
peacekeeping missions, with a focus on Kazakhstan in comparative perspective. The
analysis demonstrated that while Kazakhstan’s contribution remains limited in scale, it
shows a consistent upward trajectory and increasing institutional development.

The comparison with Indonesia and South Korea revealed that peacekeeping
participation is not only a security practice but also an important instrument of foreign
policy. For emerging states, engagement in UN missions contributes to strengthening
international visibility, developing military and institutional capacities, and enhancing
diplomatic positioning within the global system.

At the same time, the study identified several challenges faced by emerging
contributors, including limited resources, coordination issues, and the growing
complexity of modern peacekeeping operations. These factors constrain the expansion
of participation and require long-term institutional investment and strategic planning.

Overall, the findings suggest that emerging states are not merely increasing
their presence in peacekeeping missions but are gradually redefining their role in
international security governance. Kazakhstan’s experience reflects a broader trend in
which peacekeeping participation becomes part ofa more flexible and multidimensional
foreign policy strategy.

Future research may further explore how emerging states translate
peacekeeping participation into long-term political, economic, and strategic
outcomes, as well as how these contributions influence their position within the
evolving global security architecture.
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BYY BITIMI'EPIILJIIK MUCCUSIJIAPBIHA KATBICYLIbI
JAMYUIBI MEMJUIEKETTEP: CAJIBICTBIPMAJIBI TAJIJIAY
*Anmasz M.A.!', Maimumosa A E.?

*12 AOpuTait XaH aThiHaarsl Kazak XaabIKapaliblK KaTbIHACTAp jKOHE
onem Tuiaepi yHuBepeurteti, Anmarel, Kazakcran

Anpatna. byn wmakamana bipikken Ynarrap YHBIMBIHBIH OITIMIEPIIUTIK
MUCCHsUTapblHA JaMyIIbl MeMJIEKeTTepiH Karbicybl KazakcraH MblcasblHAa
CANBICTBIPMANIBl  TYpAE TalAaHa[bl. 3epTTey canaibl CalbICTHIPMAJIbl  IIICKE
nerizaenin, Kazakcran men Munonesus »xone OHTyCTIK KopesHbIH OiTiMrepIiik
QJIleyeTi MEH OCKep KOHTHHICHTIHIH KeJeMl CalbICTBHIPMAJIbl TYpHAE TalTaHaIpbl.
MakcarbI-0iITIMIepIIiIK oneparysIapbiHa KaTbICy ayKbIMbI, CTPATETHSIIBIK, YOKICD
JKOHE €JIJIep/IiH CBHIPTKBI casich OaFbITTapbIHIAFbl albIPMAIIBLIBIKTAP/bl AHBIKTAY.
3eprrey HoTmkenepi KazakcTaHHBIH OITIMIEpIIUTIK KbI3METKE KaTbhICy KeJemi
CAJILICTBIPMAJIBI  TYp/€ IIEKTEYl OOJFaHBIMEH, OHBIH TYPAaKThl ©CIM KOpCETIll,
WHCTUTYILIMOHAJIBIK TYPFBIAH JAMBII Kelle )KaTKaHbIH kepceTei. CanbIcThipMalibl
Taygay OITIMIepIIUNIK MUCCHSUIApFa KAThICy TEK KayilCi3miKTI KaMTaMachl3 €Ty
Kypasbl FaHa €MeC, COHJal-aK MEMJICKETTEPIIIH XaJbIKapaIbIK OCICTiH apTThIPY
KOHE JMIUIOMATHSUIGIK TTO3MLIMSICBIH HBbIFAWTyFa OaFbITTaFaH CBHIPTKBI cascar
Kypasbl ekeHiH jomnenaeiai. CoHpIMEH Karap, Makaiaaa JaMyIibl MEMIIEKETTEP/IIH
OITIMTEpITIUTIK KbI3METKE KATBICYbIHJA KE3[ECETIH HEeTI3r KHUBIHIBIKTAp, arar
alTKaHAa pecypcTapblH MEKTEYIIUIIT, MHCTUTYITHOHAIIABIK YHIIECTIPY Mocenenepi
YKOHE Ka31pri 3aMaHFbl O1TIMI€PIILTIK OTIepaIisuIapbliH KypAeIeHY1 KapacThIPbLIaIbL.
3epTTey KOPBITBIHIBICHI JAaMYIIbl MEMJICKETTEPIIH XaJbIKAPAIbIK KayirCi3miK
JKYHECIHJIETI PONiH KaiTa KapacThIPHIM, OITIMIEPIILTIKTI KEHIPEK CHIPTKBI CasCH
CTparerusiHbIH Oip OeJiri peTiHae maiaaJaHaTbIHBIH KOPCETEI].

Tipek ce3nep: bYY Oirimrepriiiiri, gamymsl MemiekerTep, Kazakcra,
Nunonesns, OHrycTik Kopest, CBIPTKBI casicart, CalTbICThIPMAITBI TaJI/Iay, XaTbIKApaTbIK
KaTbIHACTap

PA3BUBAIOIIIUECSI YYACTHUKH MUPOTBOPUYECKUX MUCCHI
OOH: CPABHUTEJIbHBIV AHAJIN3
*Anmasz M.A.!', Maimumosa A E.?
*12 Ka3axXCKUil YHUBEPCUTET MEKIYHAPOIHBIX OTHOMICHHI U MUPOBBIX SI3BIKOB
nMeHn AObLai xaHa, AiMartsel, Kazaxcran

AHHOTanus. B 1aHHON cTarbe aHAIM3UPYETCs Y4YaCTUE PA3BUBAIOIIMXCS
TOCYZIapCTB B MUPOTBOpUECKUX oneparwsax Opraamzaiun O0bequHEHHBIX Harmit
Ha npuMepe Kazaxcrana B CpaBHUTENLHOM NEepCrieKTUBE. VCromnb3ysi KaueCTBEHHbIIN
CpaBHUTENbHBIN MOAXOM, aBTOPbI paccMarpuBatoT Kas3axcTaH B COMOCTaBICHUH C
Wunonesueit u PecryOnmukoit Kopest ¢ 11enbto BBISIBICHHS Pa3iMuvii B MacITadax
y4acTHs, CTPAaTerHueCKIX MOTUBALMAX U BHEIIHETIOIUTHUECKUX LiesiX. Pe3ynbrarst
WCCJIEOBAaHUS TIOKA3bIBAIOT, YTO, HECMOTPS HA OTHOCHTEIFHO OrpaHWYEHHBIN
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Macmtad ydactus, KazaxctaH JIeMOHCTPHpYET YCTONUMBYIO IOJOKUTEIbHYIO
JMHAMUKY U IIOCTENIEHHOE MHCTUTYLIMOHAJILHOE pa3BUTHE B cepe MUPOTBOPUYECTBA.
CpaBHUTENBHBINM aHAIN3 MOATBEPAK/IAET, YTO YYACTHE B MHUPOTBOPUECKHX MHUCCHUSIX
BBINOJIHACT HE TOJBKO (PYHKUMM oOecnedeHHs Oe30MacHOCTH, HO M CITYXKHUT
MHCTPYMEHTOM BHEUIHEH MOJUTUKH, CIIOCOOCTBYS YKPEIUICHHUIO MEXTyHAPOTHOIO
AMUDKA U JIAIUIOMAaTHYECKOrO MO3MIIMOHUPOBAaHUS TOCynapcTB. B craree Takxke
BBISIBJISIIOTCS KJIIOYEBBIE MPOOJIEMBI, C KOTOPHIMU CTAJKHUBAIOTCSl pa3BUBAIOILIUECS
YYaCTHUKH, BKJIFOYAsl OTPAHUYEHHOCTh PECYPCOB, MHCTUTYLIMOHAJIBHBIE CII0KHOCTH
1 YCIIOKHEHHE COBPEMEHHBIX MUPOTBOPUECKUX orepaiuii. CenaH BIBOJ O TOM, YTO
Pa3BHUBAIOIIUECS T'OCYNAPCTBa MOCTENCHHO NIEPEOCMBICIMBAIOT CBOIO POJIb B CUCTEME
MEKIyHapOJHON O€30MaCHOCTH, UCIOJIb3ysl MUPOTBOPYECTBO KaK 3JIEMEHT Oolee
IIMPOKOM BHEIIHEIIOJIMTUYECKON CTPATErvuu.

KnroueBbie cinoBa: muporBopuectBo OOH, pasBuBarolmecs: rocynapcrsa,
Kazaxcran, Wunonesus, FOxuas Kopes, BHEUIHsS NOJUTHKA, CPaBHUTEIbHBIN
aHaAJIN3, MEKTyHapOIHas OEe3011aCHOCTh
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