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Abstract. This paper critically reassesses the concept of middle powers in the context of
evolving global dynamics, including the recent recognition of Kazakhstan as a middle power.
Traditionally associated with specific behavioral traits such as seeking multilateral resolutions and
adopting compromise positions, middle powers face a disconnect between theoretical frameworks
and their dynamic behaviors. The waning influence of the U.S.-led order and the persistence of
outdated descriptors underscore the imperative for reconceptualizing middle power theory.
Analysis of traditional and emerging middle powers, including Canada, Australia, Japan, South
Korea, Brazil, India, and Kazakhstan, exposes a disparity challenging current perspectives. The
UAE, with its strategic location and growing influence in regional and global affairs, also presents
anintriguing case study in the evolving landscape of middle power dynamics. Despite its relatively
small size and recent emergence on the global stage, the UAE has rapidly established itself as a
significant player in various spheres, including diplomacy, trade, security, and development
assistance. Drawing on theoretical frameworks of middle-power diplomacy from the UAE's
foreign policy initiatives, this study highlights the unique characteristics and contributions of the
UAE as a middle power in shaping regional and global dynamics. By analysing its strategic
alliances, economic diversification efforts, and soft power projection, this article provides insights
into the evolving role of middle powers in contemporary international relations.

The paper advocates for a comprehensive revision that embraces modern realities, dynamic
assessment, inclusive perspectives, global cooperation, and contextual sensitivity. By
incorporating the experiences and actions of diverse middle powers into a revised framework,
scholars and policymakers can better understand the nuanced roles and contributions of middle
powers in shaping international relations. This reconceptualization aims to capture the
complexities of contemporary international relations, providing a valuable analytical tool for
understanding the roles and contributions of middle powers in an ever-changing world.

Keywords: middle power, reconceptualization, multilateralism, global changes, regional
influence, international relations, Kazakhstan, security

Basic provisions

This study delves into a diverse array of states self-identifying as middle
powers and uncovers a disparity, challenging the utility of middle power theory in
interpreting their actions, prompting a reconsideration of the concept. Shifting global
dynamics, notably the weakening of the US-led order, highlight the need for a
revised conceptual framework. In the realm of international political theory,
reconceptualization emerges as a crucial process, acknowledging the historical
contingency of concepts. Some geographic descriptors such as Far East, Horn of
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Africa, Levant are still used but may be considered somewhat outdated or carry
historical connotations or even deemed obsolete [1]. These descriptors, while still in
use, may be viewed as lacking the descriptive precision or relevance to current
affairs.

This paper advocates for the reconceptualization of the middle power,
emphasizing its historical inseparability from its mid-20th-century origins. There is
a need for a theoretical shift to align perspectives with the contemporary
international structure [2]. Middle-sized states, in adapting to evolving dynamics,
must continually reassess the middle power concept. Unlike great powers, middle-
sized states lack the capacity to establish global frameworks and must navigate the
changing system accordingly [3].

Introduction

The dynamics of global concepts necessitate periodic reassessment to align
with contemporary realities. While there is a degree of conceptual ambiguity
associated with the term middle power, these nations are most commonly recognized
by their international conduct, often referredto as middle power states. T his involves
a proclivity for seeking multilateral resolutions to global challenges, a willingness
to adopt compromise positions in international conflicts, and an inclination to adhere
to principles of good international citizenship to inform their diplomatic endeavors
[4]. Despite attempts at reform, these assumptions strongly persist, creating a
disconnection between the theoretical framework and the evolving behavior of
middle power states.

The call for reconceptualization is rooted in the concept's observed limitations
in distinguishing or interpreting contemporary middle power states. By analyzing
cases of various representative middle powers, including traditional ones like
Canada, Australia, and Japan, the paper arrives at the conclusion that a
reconceptualization is necessary for a more dynamic framework. The deliberate
selection of representative states serves the purpose of assessing the analytical utility
of the middle power concept. Furthermore, by including states such as South Korea,
Brazil, India, and the recently recognized Kazakhstan, the paper aims to present a
diverse range of cases that collectively illustrate the concept's applicability across
different regions.

The UAE's journey towards becoming a middle-power state can be traced
back to its formation in 1971. Initially reliant on oil revenues, the country has
diversified its economy and pursued a proactive foreign policy aimed at fostering
stability, economic development, and cooperation within the Gulf region and
beyond. Over the years, the UAE has cultivated strategic partnerships with both
Western powers and emerging economies, positioning itself as a bridge between
East and West.

The paper concludes by pointing out that the middle power concept falls short
in explaining the behavior of mid-sized states effectively. It suggests a need to
rethink and redefine this concept. This process not only challenges existing ideas but



also opens opportunities for fresh and creative theoretical connections. The aim is to
better understand how mid-sized states operate on the global stage by breaking away
from traditional perspectives and embracing innovative approaches.

Description of materials and methods

The qualitative component of this study involved a thorough review of
existing academic literature and policy documents to trace the evolution of the
middle power concept in international relations theory and practice. This extensive
literature review targeted peer-reviewed journal articles, books, conference
proceedings, and white papers from both governmental and authoritative non-
governmental organizations. Focus was placed on identifying shifts in the perception
and strategic behaviors of traditional middle powers like Canada and Australia, as
well as emerging middle powers such as Kazakhstan and India.

Additionally, the study analyzed archival material including speeches, official
foreign policy statements, and international agreements to gauge how states
themselves articulate their middle power status and strategies. Media sources, such
as reputable international news outlets and official press releases from international
bodies (e.g., the United Nations, World Trade Organization), provided
contemporary insights into the actions and global engagements of middle powers.
This content analysis helped in understanding the alignment or disparity between
theoretical frameworks and actual state behaviors on the international stage.

For the quantitative aspect, this research employed statistical analysis to
objectively measure and compare the capabilities and global influence of states
classified as middle powers. Key indicators included economic metrics (GDP, trade
volumes), military expenditures, demographic data (population size), and diplomatic
activity (number of embassies, participation in international organizations, and
treaty signings). Data were sourced from verified international databases such as the
International Monetary Fund (IMF), World Bank, United Nations databases, and
global military expenditure databases maintained by SIPRI (Stockholm International
Peace Research Institute).

Data were analyzed using statistical software to identify patterns and
correlations between a state’s resources and its international behaviors and roles.
Cluster analysis was particularly utilized to group countries into categories based on
similar characteristics and capabilities, providing a statistical basis for redefining
middle power criteria in contemporary geopolitical terms.

As such, the research adopted an integrative approach, combining both
qualitative and quantitative data to form a comprehensive understanding of the
middle power phenomenon. This mixed-methods approach allowed for
triangulation, enhancing the reliability and validity of findings by corroborating
evidence from multiple sources and methods. Italso facilitated a deeper exploration
of how middle powers adapt their strategies within the shifting dynamics of global
politics, highlighting the nuances and complexities that purely quantitative or
qualitative methods might overlook. Together, these methodologies enabled a



critical examination of the middle power concept, challenging traditional views and
proposing a revised framework that reflects the complexities of contemporary
international relations.

All research methods were conducted under strict academic ethical guidelines.
Care was taken to ensure the confidentiality and anonymity of sources where
necessary, and all secondary data used were properly cited to acknowledge original
authors and sources.

Results

Within the realm of International Relations (IR) theory, defining the
characteristics of a middle power has been a subject of ongoing debate. Despite the
lack of consensus, the prevailing theoretical approaches can be categorized into three
perspectives: functional, behavioral, and hierarchical. The functional perspective
contends that a nation qualifies as a middle power if it possesses the capacity to
influence specific areas and functions in global affairs. For instance, Canadian
diplomat Hume Wrong in 1942 outlined three functional criteria—extent of
involvement, interest, and ability—that underscored Canada's middle power status

[5].

The behavioral perspective, on the other hand, defines a country as a middle
power based on the roles it plays or self-identifies with in international relations.
According to Cooper and his colleagues, characteristics such as prioritizing
multilateral solutions, adopting compromise positions in disputes, and embodying
principles of good international citizenship typify the behavior of a middle power

[6].

The third approach, the hierarchical perspective, employs standards related to
a state's capabilities to rank and categorize nations. Medium-range capabilities
become the defining criterion for middle powers, while great and weak powers
undergo similar categorization based on this perspective. This approach often
utilizes statistical indices, including territorial size, GDP, trade volume, foreign
currency reserves, population, and military personnel count, to categorize countries
hierarchically.

In examining the various types of middle powers, a distinction emerges
between traditional and emerging middle powers. Traditional middle powers,
represented by nations such as Canada, Australia, and Japan, have historically held
significant roles in international affairs, wielding established global influence.
Conversely, emerging middle powers, exemplified by South Korea, Brazil, UAE and
India, are gaining prominence due to factors like rapid economic growth and shifting
geopolitical dynamics [7].

Regional middle powers concentrate their influence within specific
geographic spheres, actively shaping regional dynamics and contributing
significantly to stability and development. Functional middle powers showcase
excellence in particular domains, be it diplomacy, peacekeeping, or economic
cooperation, thereby exerting influence within specialized areas. Adaptive middle



powers, characterized by flexibility and responsiveness to changing global
circumstances, engage actively in addressing emerging challenges and contribute to
the evolution of international norms.

As the theoretical landscape continues to evolve, there is a heightened
emphasis on the role of middle powers in multilateralism, where they make
significant contributions to cooperative approaches in addressing global challenges.
This includes their active participation in global governance structures and
institutions, reflecting a growing recognition of their vital role in shaping the
international order [8].

Distinguishing states within the middle power category has proven to be a
complex task. Scholars from the late 1960s onward revamped their methods,
embracing new quantitative approaches to define middle powers hierarchically. The
goal was to incorporate the study of middle powers into realist and liberal theoretical
frameworks, expanding coverage geographically and thematically, although
Eurocentric perspectives persisted.

Traditional middle powers like Canada and Australia consistently ranked in
the top 10 or 20 in global lists, making the term "middle" puzzling in a world with
195 states in 2024. Additionally, states closely ranked to these middle powers, such
as Russia, Brazil, or Iran, were rarely acknowledged as middle powers by
policymakers or academics.

Similarly, states with strong quantitative claims, like Saudi Arabia or Pakistan
and Nigeria, were frequently excluded. Subsequently, the behavioral definition
emerged as the predominant approach to identifying middle powers and remains so
today, despite facing significant criticism for its empirical utility [9].

Limitations of existing theoretical perspectives. While the concept of middle
power proves instrumental for comprehending phenomena in international relations
(IR), the current theoretical perspectives on middle power approaches display
limitations in their explanatory capacity.

Critiques of the three prevailing perspectives—functional, behavioral, and
hierarchical—highlight inherent theoretical weaknesses. T obegin, these viewpoints
face censure for their narrow concentration on specific facets and issues within
international relations, particularly within the liberal-leaning political contexts of
Western nations. These contexts accentuate the potential for cooperation among
states, aiming to elucidate the roles of middle powers within this cooperative
framework. For instance, behaviors ascribed to middle powers by the behavioral
perspective encompass servingas catalysts, facilitators, and managers in diplomatic
initiatives, collaborative activities, and institution-building, respectively. Notably,
the functional and behavioral perspectives disregard realist concerns such as
survival, security, and conflict, deeming them less decisive in defining the middle
power concept.

Furthermore, despite their distinctive approaches, all three perspectives
presume that individual state-level factors—ranging from a country's performance
in specific functional areas to its behavior and quantifiable capabilities—stand as the



primary determinants of middle power status. This suggests that the established
middle power perspectives presuppose individual-level features as the sole criteria
for ascertaining whether a country meets the conditions of a middle power.

Discussion

Contemporary states no longer reflect the core theoretical propositions of the
middle power concept. Looking at the traditional types of middle powers, such as
Canada, Australia, and Japan, the conventional classification as middle powers may
not entirely capture the nuanced nature of their global roles. These three countries
challenge this categorization in several aspects. Economically, Canada and
Australia's resource-rich economies, fuelled by natural wealth, transcend the typical
economic strength associated with middle powers. Their considerable global
influence challenges conventional perceptions. Additionally, in terms of military
capabilities, both nations actively participate in international operations, surpassing
the anticipated role of middle powers and showcasing a level of engagement
typically associated with larger nations. Moreover, diplomatically, their involvement
in global forums like the G7 and G20 demonstrates a proactive approach that
exceeds the more passive roles traditionally ascribed to middle powers. Furthermore,
their diversified partnerships challenge the idea of middle powers relying solely on
alliances for global influence.

Japan, in a similar vein, provides another example where a nation's economic
and military capabilities extend beyond the conventional middle power framework.
The Global Firepower (GFP) index, which provides a unique analytical display of
data concerning modern military powers, denotes Japanasa Top 10 global military
power (2024 Military Strength Ranking). Finally, their regional leadership roles in
North America, the Asia-Pacific, and Europe add another layer to their global
impact, further complicating the conventional understanding of middle power
dynamics.

South Korea, Brazil, and India present multifaceted challenges to the
conventional concept of middle power, exhibiting characteristics that align with both
great powers and smaller nations.

Starting with South Korea, its advanced and technologically driven economy
places it closer to great power status. The nation's global economic influence,
particularly in industries like electronics and automobiles, challenges the typical
profile associated with middle powers. Simultaneously, South Korea's smaller
geopolitical footprintand limited military assertiveness position it more in line with
the characteristics of smaller nations.

In the case of Brazil, its sheer size and abundant natural resources defy the
expectations of a middle power. The country's expansive geography and significant
agricultural and mineral wealth align it more closely with the scale typically
associated with great powers. However, challenges such as internal economic
disparities and institutional weaknesses also place Brazil in the realm of smaller
powers, revealing a complex positioning that transcends traditional categories.



India, with its massive population and growing economy, showcases attributes
of both great and middle powers. While its demographic and economic strength
suggest a trajectory towards great power status, India's regional and global influence
is still evolving. The nation's nuanced role in international affairs places it in a
transitional phase between middle and great power status, with certain elements
resembling characteristics of both.

As for the UAE, one of the its key pillars of the middle-power strategy is its
active engagement in diplomatic initiatives aimed at resolving regional conflicts and
promoting peace and security. The UAE has played a constructive role in mediating
disputes in the Middle East, including the Yemeni civil war and the rift within the
Gulf Cooperation Council. Furthermore, the UAE's participation in international
peacekeeping missions and its support for humanitarian efforts have bolstered its
reputation as a responsible and proactive global actor. In addition to its diplomatic
endeavors, the UAE has emerged as a major economic hub with a diverse and robust
economy. The country's strategic investments in sectors such as finance, tourism,
aviation, and renewable energy have not only fueled its own growth but have also
positioned the UAE as a key player in global commerce. Through initiatives like the
Dubai Expo 2020 and the Abu Dhabi Economic Vision 2030, the UAE aims to
further solidify its position as a center for innovation and trade in the 21st century.
Central to the UAE's middle-power strategy is its utilization of soft power to enhance
its global influence. The country has invested heavily in cultural diplomacy, hosting
world-class events such as the Louvre Abu Dhabi and the Abu Dhabi Film Festival,
which showecase its rich heritage and cultural diversity. Moreover, the UAE's
emphasis on education, healthcare, and sustainable development has earned it
admiration and respect on the international stage, bolstering its soft power
credentials.

In summary, South Korea, Brazil, the UAE and India challenge the middle
power concept through their economic strength and global influence, bringing them
closer to the realm of great powers. Simultaneously, various factors, such as limited
military assertiveness or internal challenges, also place them in proximity to the
characteristics associated with smaller nations. The complex positioning of these
countries underscores the evolving nature of global power dynamics, defying neat
categorizations.

Kazakhstan's recent recognition as a middle power has positioned it as a
notable subject for examining contemporary diplomatic practices. The country has
entered the category of middle powers alongside Turkey, Israel, Egypt, Saudi
Arabia, Kazakhstan, India, Indonesia, Ethiopia, Kenya, South Africa, Mexico, and
Brazil, as highlighted in a compilation of articles published by the German Institute
for International and Security Affairs (SWP) on January 23. According to the
authors, middle powers are influential players in international politics. Experts argue
that, despite the diverse nature of these nations, they share three commonalities: 1)
primary focus on economic development; 2) a strong emphasis on security and
stability, 3) an aspiration for strategicautonomy.



According to SWP experts, Kazakhstan meets the criteria of a middle power
by prioritizing economic development and strategically utilizing its position between
East and West. Andrea Schmitz, an expert on Central Asia from SWP, emphasizes
Kazakhstan's attention to security, particularly in the context of instability in its
southern neighbors. The country's well-known strategy of multi-vectorism,
characterized by friendly relationships with various nations, is viewed as essential
for achieving strategic autonomy. Despite the influence exerted by China and Russia
due to geographical proximity, Kazakhstan maintains a diplomatic balance, actively
cooperating with both Eastern and Western partners. The article underscores
Kazakhstan's diplomatic significance, highlighting its collaboration with the United
States, European countries, and participation in regional initiatives such as the
EAEU, "One Belt, One Road," and the Global Gate initiative. Schmitz also notes the
challenges and opportunities presented by the conflict in Ukraine, emphasizing its
role in encouraging Kazakhstan to diversify its economy.

While the German Institute for International and Security Affairs positions
Kazakhstan as a middle power, it is essential to recognize that the conventional
understanding of middle power might need further revision, and Kazakhstan may
not neatly align with the standard concept. The SWP acknowledges Kazakhstan's
strategic positioning, economic aspirations, and diplomatic engagements, yet some
complexities challenge the traditional criteria.

Firstly, Kazakhstan's dependence on oil production for its economy, as
highlighted by Andrea Schmitz, reveals a significant vulnerability. This reliance on
"easy money" poses challenges for economic diversification, and the country's
ability to transition to a more sustainable economic model might impact its
classification as a middle power. Additionally, while Kazakhstan actively engages
with both Eastern and Western powers, the depth of its influence in major
international decisions, such as its stance on the conflict in Ukraine, might be
perceived as less assertive compared to conventional middle powers. T hese nuances
indicate that the standard criteria for middle powers might require refinement.
Kazakhstan's unique challenges and strategies underscore the need for a more
nuanced and flexible understanding of middle power dynamics. As global
geopolitics evolve, acknowledging the diverse ways in which nations exert influence
and navigate international relations is crucial for an accurate classification of
countries within the middle power framework.

Advocating for the reconsideration of the middle power concept does not seek
to diminish the substantial contributions of those who have played a pivotal role in
developing and maintaining the concept over the years. The term “middle power”
authentically captured a vital dimension of the behaviors and perspectives exhibited
by various states. To enhance the middle power concept and ensure its relevance in
contemporary global dynamics, a comprehensive revision is essential. T his revision
may rely on:

Incorporating modern realities: Updating the criteria for middle power status
to reflect the current geopolitical landscape and considering factors such as



economic influence, technological prowess, and diplomatic agility in addition to
traditional metrics.

Dynamic assessment: Recognizing the fluid nature of international relations
and acknowledging that states may transition between different power categories
over time, which would lead to developing a framework that allows for flexibility in
classification.

Inclusive perspectives: Broadening the scope of middle power attributes to
encompass a more diverse range of behaviors and roles played by states in
addressing global challenges. Emphasizing adaptability and collaboration in
addition to historical criteria.

Global cooperation: Emphasizing the role of middle powers in fostering
international cooperation, peacekeeping, and addressing transnational issues, as well
as highlighting their contributions to global governance structures and institutions.

Contextual sensitivity: Taking into account the distinct regional and global
environments within which states function, customize the middle power concept to
be responsive to the particular challenges and opportunities encountered by
individual nations.

By undertaking such a comprehensive revision, the middle power concept can
be revitalized to better capture the complexities of contemporary international
relations and the diverse ways in which states exert influence on the global stage.
This approach ensures that the concept remains a valuable analytical tool for
understanding the roles and contributions of states in an ever-changing world.

Conclusion

In conclusion, the evolving dynamics of global concepts, particularly the
concept of middle powers, necessitate a critical reassessment to align theoretical
frameworks with contemporary realities. The term "middle power diplomacy" has
long been associated with nations demonstrating a proclivity for seeking multilateral
resolutions, adopting compromise positions, and adhering to principles of 'good
international citizenship' in their diplomatic endeavors. However, despite attempts
at reform, these assumptions persist, resulting in a disconnection between theoretical
frameworks and the dynamic behaviors of middle power states.

This study has undertaken a comprehensive exploration of states that are
identified as middle powers, revealing a significant disparity that challenges the
utility of current middle power theory in interpreting their actions. The shifting
global dynamics, particularly the weakening of the US-led order, emphasize the
urgent need for a revised conceptual framework. The process of reconceptualization
is acknowledged as crucial, recognizing the historical contingency of concepts and
the inadequacy of some geographic descriptors that may be considered outdated or
obsolete. Advocating for the reconceptualization of the middle power concept, this
research emphasizes its historical inseparability from its mid-20th-century origins.
The call for a theoretical shift is underlined by the necessity for middle-sized states
to continually reassess their roles in the evolving global system. Unlike great powers,



middle-sized states lack the capacity to establish global frameworks and must
navigate the changing systemaccordingly.

The limitations of existing theoretical perspectives, namely the functional,
behavioral, and hierarchical approaches, are evident. Critiques highlight their
narrow concentration on specific facets within international relations, particularly
within the liberal-leaning political contexts of Western nations. The paper argues
that the established perspectives presuppose individual-level features as the sole
criteria for determining middle power status, neglecting realist concerns such as
survival, security, and conflict.

Examining various types of middle powers, including traditional and
emerging middle powers, as well as regional, functional, and adaptive middle
powers, this study reveals the complex and multifaceted nature of these
categorizations. The evolving theoretical landscape emphasizes the crucial role of
middle powers in multilateralism, where they contribute significantly to cooperative
approaches in addressing global challenges. The examination of traditional middle
powers such as Canada, Australia, and Japan challenge conventional classifications,
particularly in terms of economic strength, global influence, military capabilities,
and diplomatic roles. Similarly, South Korea, Brazil, the UAE and India present
multifaceted challenges to the traditional concept of middle power, defying neat
categorizations and showcasing attributes of both great and smaller nations. The
inclusion of Kazakhstan in the list of middle power nations, as recognized by the
German Institute for International and Security Affairs (SWP), adds a nuanced
perspective to the discussion. While Kazakhstan meets certain criteria for middle
power status, such as prioritizing economic development and strategically utilizing
its geopolitical position, unique challenges and strategies suggest that the standard
criteria for middle powers might require refinement.

The conclusion underscores the need for a more nuanced and flexible
understanding of middle power dynamics. As global geopolitics evolve,
acknowledging the diverse ways in which nations exert influence and navigate
international relations is crucial for an accurate classification of countries within the
middle power framework. The imperative for conceptual revision is clear, urging
scholars and policymakers to embrace fresh and creative theoretical connections that
better capture the intricate realities of mid-sized states on the global stage. In doing
so, a more dynamic and adaptable framework for comprehending middle powers in
the contemporary geopolitical landscape can be developed.
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Anparna. byn makanmana xahaHoblK JIHHAMUKAHBIH JaMyIIbl KOHTEKCTIHAE OpTa
JeprkaBaliap TYKbIPbIMAaMachl ChIHU TYPFBIJIaH KaiiTa OaranaHajbl, OHIH imiHae Ka3zakcTaHHBIH
KaKpIHIa OpTa JeplkaBa PETIHIE TaHBUTYybl KapalacThIppUEaH. JlocTypii Typle KeIDKakT bl
mennMaepal BASYMEH JKOHE KOMIPOMUCCTIK YCTaHbIMIApAbl KAaObUIIayMEeH OailllaHbICTRI OpTa
JieprkaBajiap TEOPUSUIBIK KYpbUIBIMAAP MEH OJap/blH JUHAMUKAJBIK MIHE3-KYJKbl apachbIHIAFrbl
ammakTeikka Tam O0omaasl. AKII GacTtaraH pekKMMHIH BIKNAJBIHBIH QJICIpEyl KOHE eCKIpreH
JIECKPUNTOPJIAP/ABbIH CaKTaTybl OpTa OWIK TEOPUSICHIH KalTa KapacThIpy KAKETTUIIH KOpceTe/Il.
Kanananel, ABctpamusiael, Kanonwsinel, OHrycTik Kopesinbl, bpaswmsiubl, YHIICTaHIBI JKOHE
Kazakcrtannel Koca amraHma, AOCTYpil JKOHE J>KaHA oOpTa JepkaBajapibl Taigay Kasipri
MepCTICKTUBAJIApFa KYMOH KENTIPETIH TEHCBIIKTepai kepcereni. bipikkeH Apald OMIipiikTepi
©31HIH CTpaTErMsIbIK OpHAJACYBIMEH >KOHE alMaKTBIK JKoHE JkahaHIBIK iCTepmeri ecim Kele
KATKaH BIKNAJIBIMEH, COHBIMEH KaTap OpTa KyaT JWHAMUKACBHIHBIH ©3TepeTiH JaHIma(ThIHIAF bI
KBI3BIKTBI YKaFIalIbl 3epTTeYal YChiHA Al CanbICTHIPMAIIbl TYP/E MIAFBIH KOJIEMIHE KOHE QJIEMTIK
apeHaJa XKakbIHIA Taita OoyFaHbiHA KapaMmacTaH, BAO e3iH mumiomatwsi, cayna, Kayirncis ik
KOHE JaMyFa KOMEKTi KOoca ajFaHia, opTypii canajapaa MaHbI3Abl OMBIHIIBI peTiHae Te3
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TaHpITTHhl. OpTalia Kyll JUIUIOMATHSCHIHBIH TEOPWSJIBIK HeriBaepiHe >koHe BAO-HIH CBIPTKBI
casicu 6acTamaapbIHbIH AMIIMPUKAIIBIK J9JICJIepIHEe CYHEHE OTHIPBIMN, OYJI3epTTey eniH Oipere it
CUMaTTaMayapbl MEH alMaKTBIK JKOHE J>KahaHIBIK IMHAMUKACHIH KaJBIITACTBIPYJAFbl OpTa
IepkaBa periHmeri yleciH kepcerell. CTpaTerwsulbIK — aJbSHCTApPAbl, HSKOHOMHKAHBI
oprapanTaHablpy OOHMBIHINA KYII-XKIrepil jKOHEe >KYMCaK KYIITi OODKayabl TaJdaid OTHIPBII, Oy
Makajia Kasipri XaJbIKapaJblK KaTbIHACTApIarbl OpTa JepikaBajapAblH ©3TePETIH ol Typaibl
TYCHIK Oepeni.

OpTYpl oOpTa JepkaBajlapblH TOXIPpHOETIepl MEH OpeKeTTepiH Kaira KapalFaH
KYpPBUIBIMFa KOCY apKbUIbl FaJbIMJap MEH cascaTKepliep opTa Jep)KaBajlap/IblH XaJbIKapaybIK
KaThIHACTAP/IbI KaJBIITACTHIPYIaFbl HIOAHCTHI POJJIEpl MEH YJIECTEPIH KAKCHIPaK TYCIHE ajlajIbl.
Maxkanana 3aMaHayu HIBIHABIKTAP/bI, JIMHAM HKaJTbIK Oaranaysl, WHKITIO3UBT1
MepCTieKTHBAIAP/IbI, KahaHIBIK BIHTBIMAKTACTHIKTHI )KOHE KOHTEKCTIK C€3IMTAIIBIKTHI KAMTUTHIH
KaH-KaKThl MIONy KakeT. by Kaifra KOHUeNTyaim3anus Kas3ipri 3aMaHFbl XaJIbIKapaibIK
KaTblHACTAPJbIH KYPACIUINH KaMTyFa OarbITTajFaH, YHEMI e3Trepil OTBHIPATBhIH dJEeMJE OpTa
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AHHOTanMs. B [aHHON CTaTbe KPUTUUECKH MEPEOLEHMBAECTCS KOHLCMIMS CPEIHUX
JIep’kaB B KOHTEKCTE pa3BUBAONICHCS TI00abHOM IUHAMUKY, BKIIOYash HeJaBHEE NpHU3HAHHE
Kazaxcrana B KadecTBe CpenHedl JAepxkaBbl. TpaJulMOHHO  CBSI3aHHBIE C TOMCKOM
MHOTOCTOPOHHUX pEUICHHMHA W TMpPUHATHEM KOMIPOMHCCHBIX TMO3WIMHA, CpEeIHUE JepiKaBbl
CTAJIKUBAIOTCSL C pa3pblBOM MEXAY TEOPETUUECKUMU paMKaMM MU CBOMM JIMHAMUYECKUM
noBeieareM. Ocmabienre BIusiHUS peknma, BosriasisieMoro CIIA, v coxpaHeHHe yCcTapeBIIUX
JIECKPUIITOPOB  TIOMYEPKHUBAIOT HEOOXOIMMOCTh TEPEOCMBICIICHUSI TEOpPUM CpelHell BIACTH.
AHanmm3 TpaJuIMOHHBIX M HOBBIX CPeHMX Jep)kaB, Bkmoudas Kanamy, ABcTpammo, SAnonuto,
HOxnyro Kopero, bpazumimo, Moo u KazaxcrtaH, BBISBISIET HEPaBEHCTBO, Opocaroliee BHI30B
HBIHEeITHAM TiepcriekTuBaM. OAD, ¢ MX CTpAaTETUUECKUM PACTIONOKEHHEM U PACTYIIUM BIMSTHAC M
B PErMOHAJIbHBIX U IIO0AJbHBIX JleflaX, TAKXkKe MPEeJCTaBISIOT COOOW MHTPUTYIONMA TpuUMep B
MEHSIoUIeMcsl JaHnmadgre OUHAMUKH CpeJHuX JepkaB. HecMoTpss HA CBOM OTHOCHUTENHHO
HeOoIbIIMe pa3Mephl U HeJlaBHEee MOsIBJICHHE Ha MUpOBOM apeHe, OAD ObICTPO 3apeKOMEeHI0BATIN
ce0st KaK BaKHBI UIPOK B pas3iMUHBIX cdepax, BKIOYas IUIUIOMATHIO, TOPrOBIIIO, 0€30MacHOCTh
Y TOMOIIIb BIEJITX pa3BuTus. Onmpasch HA TEOPETUUECKUE OCHOBBI JUIUIOMATHHA CPEIHUX JICPIKaB
W OMIMPUYECKHE JIaHHbIE BHEIIHENOMUTMUECKNX uHMMaTuB OAD, 3TO HCClieI0BaHUE
MOUEPKMBAET YHUKAJIbHbIE XapaKTepUCTHKM M BKJIaJ CTpaHbl KaK CpelHed JepikaBbl B
(hopMHUpPOBaHHE PETHOHAJIBHON U TJI00AIBLHON JUHAMUKA. AHAJM3UPYS CTPATETHICCKUC aJTbsSHCHI,
yCWIMs TIO JMBEPCU(PUKAIIMM HSKOHOMHUKM M TPOCKIMIO MSTKOM CWIbI, 3Ta CTaThsl JAe€T
MPEACTABICHAE O MEHSIOMICHCS POJIM CPEHHX JIepKaB B COBPEMEHHBIX MEXKIYHAPOTHBIX
OTHOIIICHUSX.
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BKITIOYHMB ONBIT M IEWCTBUS pa3iMIHBIX CPEHHUX JEPKaB B IEPECMOTPEHHYIO CTPYKTYPY,
YUCHbIC W TOJMTHKHA CMOTYT JIydIlle TOHATh HIOAHCHI POJMM W BKJIaJa CPSJAHUX JICPKAaB B
(hopMHUpOBaHHE MEXKTYHAPOIHBIX OTHOIICHHWH. B cTaThe COMEepKUTCS MPU3BIB K BCECTOPOHHEM Y
MIepeCcMOTPY, OXBATHIBAIOIIEMY COBPEMEHHBIC Pealliy, JHHAMHYCCKYIO OICHKY, WHKITIO3WBHEIC
MePCTIEKTHBBI, TJI00AIBHOE COTPYJHAYECTBO W KOHTEKCTYaJbHYIO YYBCTBHTEIBHOCTH. OTa
PEKOHIICTITYaM3allis  TPH3BaHA  OXBATUTh  CJIOKHOCTH  COBPEMEHHBIX  MEXKITYHAPOIHBIX
OTHOIIICHUA, TPEIOCTABIIS NICHHBI aHAMTUISCKUI MHCTPYMEHT JJIS TIOHUMAHKS POJIM U BKJIAJ[a
CPeITHHX JIePKaB B TIOCTOSTHHO MEHSIOIIEMCS MHUPE.
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