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Abstract. This article examines the Kambar-Ata (Kambarata-1)
Hydroelectric Power Plant project as a case study of multilateral cooperation
in addressing transboundary water security challenges in Central Asia. The
research analyzes the trilateral partnership between Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, and
Uzbekistan in developing this 1,860 MW facility on the Naryn River. The study
traces the project’s evolution from Soviet-era origins through failed bilateral
attempts to the current multilateral framework established in 2023-2024. Using
qualitative analysis of international agreements, policy documents, and expert
assessments, the article demonstrates how multilateral cooperation mechanisms
can overcome traditional water-energy tensions in the region. The findings reveal
thatthe Kambar-Ata projectrepresents a paradigm shift from zero-sum competition
to shared benefits distribution, with equal ownership shares and proportional
electricity allocation among partners. The involvement of international financial
institutions, such as the World Bank and the EBRD, provides technical expertise
and legitimacy while helping to mobilize the estimated $4.2 billion required for
construction. The article concludes that this multilateral approach addresses both
upstream hydropower generation needs and downstream irrigation requirements,
offering a replicable model for managing transboundary water resources. The
success of this framework depends on sustained political commitment, transparent
governance structures, and equitable benefit-sharing mechanisms that balance
national interests with regional water security imperatives.

Keywords: Kambar-Ata hydroelectric power plant, multilateralism,
transboundary water cooperation, Central Asia, regional security, water-
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Introduction
Central Asia faces critical water security challenges stemming from the
complex interplay of transboundary river management, competing national
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interests, and increasing climate pressures. The region’s two major river systems,
the Amu Darya and Syr Darya, originate in the water-rich upstream countries of
Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan but flow through the water-scarce downstream nations
of Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan. This geographical reality creates fundamental
tensions between upstream hydropower generation priorities and downstream
agricultural irrigation needs. The collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991 dismantled
the centralized water-energy exchange system that had previously coordinated
these competing demands, leaving Central Asian states to navigate water
diplomacy through bilateral and multilateral frameworks of varying effectiveness.

The Kambar-Ata Hydroelectric Power Plant project, located on the Naryn
River in Kyrgyzstan, represents a significant departure from previous approaches
to transboundary water management in the region (Figure 1).
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Figure 1 — Location of the Kambar-Ata Hydroelectric Power Plant

First conceived during the Soviet era with construction beginning in
1986, the project was abandoned following the USSR’s dissolution. Subsequent
attempts at bilateral cooperation, including Russian involvement from 2008 to
2015, failed to materialize due to funding constraints and political complications.
The current trilateral framework, formalized through agreements signed in 2023-
2024 between Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, and Uzbekistan, marks a new chapter
in regional water cooperation characterized by shared ownership, proportional
benefit distribution, and extensive international institutional support.

Despite numerous bilateral and multilateral agreements since independence,
Central Asia continues to struggle with effective transboundary water governance.
Existing cooperative frameworks, including the Interstate Commission for Water
Coordination established by the 1992 Almaty Agreement, have proven largely
ineffective in resolving water-energy conflicts [1]. The region faces water losses
of'up to 40% due to outdated Soviet-era infrastructure and management practices,
while population growth and climate change intensify resource pressures [2].
Climate modelling studies further suggest that flows of the Amu Darya and Syr
Darya may decline by roughly 10-20% under warming scenarios, largely due to
glacier retreat and changing precipitation patterns [3].
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The primary objective of this research is to analyze how the Kambar-
Ata project’s multilateral framework addresses longstanding water security
challenges in Central Asia. Specific research questions include: How is the
trilateral partnership structured? What historical tensions are addressed? How
do international financial institutions contribute to project legitimacy and
sustainability? What implications does this model hold for future transboundary
water cooperation in the region? By examining these questions, this study aims
to identify the conditions under which multilateral cooperation can successfully
transform water from a source of regional tension into a platform for integration
and shared prosperity.

Description of Materials and Methods

Literature Review and Theoretical Framework

Scholarly literature on transboundary water management emphasizes
that cooperation among riparian states is essential for equitable and sustainable
resource governance [4]. International water law principles, including the duty to
cooperate, equitable utilization, and the obligation not to cause significant harm,
provide normative foundations for transboundary agreements [5]. However, the
effective implementation of these principles depends on political will, institutional
capacity, and power dynamics among states [6]. Research on Central Asian water
governance highlights the persistence of Soviet-era allocation systems despite
changed political and economic realities, creating structural obstacles to adaptive
management [5].

The water-energy nexus presents particular challenges in Central Asia, where
upstream countries rich in hydropower potential prioritize electricity generation
while downstream nations depend on coordinated water releases for irrigation-
intensive agriculture. This asymmetry generates what scholars characterize as a
hydro-hegemonic relationship, wherein downstream states with greater economic
and political power historically opposed upstream dam construction despite their
own energy security needs [4]. Recent diplomatic shifts, particularly following
political transitions in Uzbekistan and Kyrgyzstan, have created opportunities
for moving beyond zero-sum framings toward cooperative arrangements that
acknowledge interdependencies.

Multilateralism theory suggests that international cooperation institutions
can facilitate agreement by reducing transaction costs, providing information,
and creating credible commitment mechanisms. In the context of shared water
resources, multilateral frameworks potentially offer advantages over bilateral
approaches by enabling broader stakeholder participation, distributing costs and
benefits across multiple parties, and engaging international actors who can provide
technical expertise and financial resources. The involvement of international
development banks and multilateral organizations can enhance project
legitimacy while imposing governance standards that increase transparency and
accountability.

Theoretically, multilateralism is best understood not merely as cooperation
among several states but as a distinct institutional form that coordinates state
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behavior according to generalized principles of conduct rather than case-
by-case bargaining [7]. Neoliberal institutionalist scholarship further argues
that international regimes can sustain cooperation even in the absence of a
dominant hegemonic power, by lowering transaction costs, providing reliable
information, and enabling issue-linkage among participating states [8]. Applied
to transboundary rivers, this institutionalist logic underpins the benefit-sharing
paradigm, which reframes water negotiations away from zero-sum allocation
disputes toward the joint production and distribution of benefits to, from, through,
and beyond the river [9]. This shift from volumetric water-sharing to benefit-
sharing helps explain why the Kambar-Ata framework emphasizes proportional
electricity allocation and joint ownership rather than fixed water quotas.

The broader literature on transboundary water conflict and cooperation
similarly emphasizes that formal treaties and joint infrastructure, rather than
water scarcity per se, are among the strongest predictors of sustained cooperation
between riparian states [ 10]. Studies specific to Central Asia trace how the erosion
of the Soviet-era barter system generated recurring disputes over the operating
regime of upstream reservoirs, while noting that these disputes rarely escalated
into open conflict [ 11]. Case-study research on other regional hydropower projects,
notably the Rogun Dam in Tajikistan, illustrates how downstream opposition can
be softened through diplomatic engagement, donor involvement, and reframing
of large dams as regional public goods rather than unilateral national projects
[12]. More recent scholarship on the securitization of water in Central Asia
highlights how domestic political transitions and generational leadership change
have reshaped threat perceptions around upstream hydropower, opening space for
cooperative arrangements that would previously have been politically unfeasible
[13]. Comparative geopolitical analyses of Kyrgyz hydropower development
further suggest that the alignment of national energy strategies with international
project-finance logics, rather than water availability alone, ultimately determines
whether large dam projects move from proposal to construction [14]. Taken
together, this body of work indicates that the Kambar-Ata case both draws on
and extends existing theoretical models of transboundary cooperation, benefit-
sharing, and hydro-diplomacy in Central Asia.

Beyond this broader theoretical and regional literature, a smaller body of
scholarship has focused directly on the Kambar-Ata project itself, though largely
along disconnected disciplinary lines. Geopolitical analyses have examined the
involvement of non-regional powers, such as Russia, Iran, China, the United
States and the EU, in financing and negotiating Kambar-Ata and other Central
Asian hydropower projects, arguing that external actors have not consistently
played a stabilizing role and have at times used the water-energy nexus as a
geopolitical lever [15]. Legal and water-security-oriented studies have situated
the project within the broader framework of Soviet-era water allocation, the
1992 Almaty Agreement, and the unresolved disputes surrounding the Rogun
and Kambar-Ata dams, showing how shifting Russian and Chinese financing
commitments repeatedly stalled construction over the past two decades [16].
From an engineering and dam-safety perspective, geophysical monitoring and 3D
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geomechanical modelling of the neighboring Kambar-Ata-2 blast-fill dam have
demonstrated both the technical feasibility and the seismic vulnerabilities of blast-
fill dam construction in the Naryn river gorge, offering directly relevant technical
context for assessing the structural risks facing the still-unbuilt Kambarata-1
facility [17]. Most recently, GIS-based ecological impact assessments using
remote sensing and terrain analysis have quantified the environmental footprint
of the future Kambarata-1 reservoir, finding that its location within a confined
gorge limits the loss of floodplain and riparian ecosystems relative to steppe
habitats, and that downstream ecological effects are likely to be minor given
the reservoirk’s position immediately upstream of the already-modified Toktogul
reservoir [18]. Taken together, this project-specific literature underscores that
assessments of Kambar-Ata have so far proceeded largely in parallel along
geopolitical, legal, engineering and ecological lines, with comparatively little
cross-disciplinary synthesis — a gap that the multilateral-cooperation framing of
the present study aims to help bridge.

Research Methodology

This study employs qualitative research methods, combining document
analysis with systematic examination of policy statements, international
agreements, and expert assessments. Primary sources include the 2023 trilateral
roadmap agreement, ministerial statements from successive coordination
meetings, and technical documentation prepared by the World Bank and other
international financial institutions supporting the Kambar-Ata project. Secondary
sources encompass scholarly literature on transboundary water governance,
regional security analyses, and media coverage of diplomatic developments
related to the project.

The analytical framework draws on international relations theories of
multilateral cooperation and regime effectiveness, examining how institutional
design features influence outcomes in transboundary resource management.
Key variables studied include ownership structure, historical water distribution
tensions, and the role of third-party actors. The research traces the evolution
of cooperation frameworks from initial bilateral attempts through the current
trilateral arrangement, identifying critical junctures and enabling factors that
facilitated the transition to multilateral collaboration.

Data collection focused on publicly available documents from government
sources, international organizations, and academic publications. Content analysis
identified recurring themes related to cooperation mechanisms, stated interests
of participating countries, and anticipated challenges to project implementation.
The research limitations include reliance on official sources that may not fully
capture informal dynamics and the ongoing nature of project development, which
prevents definitive assessment of long-term outcomes.

Results and Discussion

The Trilateral Partnership Structure

The economic landscape of water management in Central Asia is
fundamentally shaped by resource disparity. As noted by Medeu et al. (2025),
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while Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan, and Turkmenistan act as energy exporters,
Tajikistan and Kyrgyzstan remain significantly dependent on energy imports.
This imbalance directly shapes their national strategies regarding transboundary
river management, often prioritizing national security over regional cooperation
[19]. Within this framework, the Syr Darya basin functions as a “regional
security complex” where conflicting national priorities can obstruct integrated
management efforts [19].

In this regard, the Kambar-Ata multilateral framework represents a
fundamental shift in Central Asian water cooperation through its emphasis
on shared ownership and equitable participation. The June 2024 ministerial
agreement established that Kyrgyzstan will hold a 34% ownership share in the
project, with Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan each receiving 33% [20] (Figure 2).

Uzbekistan Kazakhstan

Kyrgyzstan
Figure 2 — Ownership shares in the Kambar-Ata HPP project

This nearly equal distribution reflects political recognition that successful
project implementation requires balancing the interests of the host country with
meaningful participation from downstream partners. Electricity generation will
be allocated proportionally to ownership shares, with provisions for seasonal
adjustments and market-driven flexibility to accommodate varying demand
patterns [20].

The operational structure includes creation of a joint-stock company in
Kyrgyzstan responsible for project execution, with governance mechanisms
ensuring representation from all three countries. Decision-making regarding the
power plant’s operation mode requires consensus among parties, particularly
concerning agreed water release volumes. This arrangement addresses the core
tension in Central Asian water management by institutionalizing coordination
between electricity generation schedules and downstream irrigation needs. Rather
than leaving water releases to unilateral decisions by the upstream country, the
multilateral framework creates binding commitments to consider all parties’
requirements.

The estimated project cost of $4.2 billion significantly exceeds the financial
capacity of any single Central Asian state, making multilateral cost-sharing
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essential for feasibility. The establishment of a Coordination Donor Committee
including the World Bank, Asian Development Bank, European Bank for
Reconstruction and Development, Asian Infrastructure Investment Bank, OPEC
Fund, and European Investment Bank demonstrates the project’s integration
into the international development architecture [21]. These institutions provide
not only financial resources but also technical expertise in feasibility studies,
environmental and social impact assessments, and commercial structuring
according to international standards [20].

Addressing Historical Water-Energy Tensions

The Kambar-Ata-1 project addresses a “wicked problem” of post-Soviet
Central Asian geopolitics: the collapse of the integrated Central Asian Power
System (CAPS) (Figure 3). Under the USSR command economy, a seasonal
barter system existed where upstream republics (Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan)
released water in the summer for downstream irrigation in exchange for winter
energy deliveries (coal and gas) from Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan. The system
consisted of approximately 30% hydropower plants in upstream countries and
70% thermal power plants in downstream countries [22].
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The dissolution of the USSR replaced centralized coordination with
national sovereignty over natural resources, resulting in the fragmentation of
water and energy governance. Although the newly independent states attempted
to preserve cooperative arrangements, most notably through the 1998 Framework
Agreement on the Use of Water and Energy Resources of the Syr Darya Basin,
the agreement relied heavily on annually negotiated bilateral protocols that were
frequently disputed or only partially implemented [23]. As downstream states
transitioned toward market-based fuel pricing, the economic rationale for non-
monetized barter arrangements weakened substantially.
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By the early 2000s, Kyrgyzstan increasingly operated the Toktogul
reservoir in “energy mode,” prioritizing winter electricity production over
summer irrigation releases. This shift generated recurrent tensions, including
winter flooding risks in southern Kazakhstan and reduced summer flows affecting
Uzbekistan’s irrigation-dependent agriculture [24] [25].

Large upstream dam projects became particularly contentious. Uzbek
leadership under Islam Karimov framed such projects as threats to downstream
food security and regional stability, contributing to stalled attempts to advance
Kambar-Ata-1 during the late 2000s, including negotiations involving Russian
investment [23] [26]. A significant diplomatic shift occurred after 2016, when
Uzbekistan under Shavkat Mirziyoyev adopted a more regionally cooperative
foreign policy orientation [27].

However, Kazakhstan has also played a critical stabilizing role in reframing
Kambar-Ata-1 from a zero-sum upstream—downstream dispute into a shared
regional infrastructure initiative. In particular, Kazakhstan has consistently
advocated multilateral approaches within the framework of the International
Fund for Saving the Aral Sea (IFAS). By promoting the principle that water
should function as a mechanism of regional cooperation rather than confrontation,
Astana has supported basin-level dialogue and institutional confidence-building
[23]. Moreover, Kazakhstan’s decision to participate financially in Kambar-Ata-1
marks an important evolution from downstream complaint to shared governance.

Wegerich argues that joint ownership structures reduce the classical
hydro-hegemonic asymmetry described in Central Asian water scholarship [28].
By internalizing both costs and benefits, downstream countries gain influence
over operational regimes, including seasonal discharge coordination affecting
reservoirs such as Shardara.

Under President Kassym-Jomart Tokayev, Kazakhstan has emphasized
modernization of energy infrastructure and regional electricity trade integration.
Long-term power purchase agreements and cross-border transmission upgrades
enhance the financial viability of upstream hydropower while reducing incentives
for unilateral water releases. Market-based electricity trade mechanisms
increasingly substitute for the informal barter system of the 1990s, reflecting a
transition toward institutionalized regional energy markets [29].

The emerging trilateral framework effectively internalizes transboundary
externalities within a shared governance structure. Rather than framing water
allocation as a zero-sum security dilemma, participating states are embedding
cooperation within joint infrastructure ownership and commercial energy
exchange. This evolution corresponds with broader theoretical arguments that
economic interdependence and institutionalization reduce conflict risks within
regional security complexes [30].

International Institutional Support and Legitimacy

The involvement of international financial institutions, particularly the
World Bank, plays a critical role in enhancing technical feasibility, financial
credibility, and political legitimacy.
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Technically, international financial institutions provide updated feasibility
assessments, dam safety evaluations, environmental and social impactassessments,
and climate resilience modeling—areas that exceed the domestic capacity
of individual Central Asian states. Compliance with international safeguard
standards reduces investment risk and enhances long-term sustainability [20].

Politically, international financial institutions’ engagement serves as
a neutral platform for coordination among historically contentious partners.
Multilateral convenings in European diplomatic venues during 2023-2024
illustrate how external actors create structured spaces for high-level negotiation
and donor alignment. Such institutional scaffolding mitigates information
asymmetries, reduces mistrust, and strengthens governance transparency.

Beyond financial support, international involvement establishes
accountability mechanisms through procurement standards, environmental
safeguards, and monitoring frameworks. While these requirements increase
procedural complexity, they provide downstream stakeholders with assurances
regarding ecological impacts and water-flow management. For Kyrgyzstan,
external engagement brings not only capital but also implementation capacity
necessary for a large-scale hydropower project.

Regional Security Implications

The Kambar-Ata framework’s emphasis on multilateral cooperation extends
beyond water management to broader regional security dynamics. Central Asia’s
chronic energy deficits—particularly acute during winter months due to seasonal
hydropower dependence and aging thermal infrastructure—underscore the need
for new generation capacity [31] [32]. The projected 5.6 billion kWh annually
from Kambar-Ata-1 would contribute to reducing winter shortages and enhancing
system stability.

The project’s contribution to regional energy security may reduce
structural vulnerabilities linked to fuel import dependence and fragmented
grid management. Scholars have long argued that the breakdown of Soviet-
era coordination transformed technical interdependence into political leverage
[26]. By contrast, institutionalized infrastructure co-ownership can reduce
securitization of resource interdependence [30]. Success in this high-profile
initiative could therefore generate trust spillovers facilitating cooperation in other
sensitive domains, including border management and trade integration—areas
where functional cooperation has historically lagged behind political declarations
[33].

The timing of the Kambar-Ata agreement coincides with broader
geopolitical recalibration in Central Asia. Regional states have increasingly
pursued “multi-vector” foreign policies aimed at diversifying partnerships while
preserving sovereignty [28]. The trilateral Kambar-Ata framework represents
intra-regional institutionalization that, while dependent on international financial
support, maintains Central Asian ownership in governance design. This balance
reflects patterns identified in post-Soviet regionalism literature, where external
actors facilitate but do not fully determine institutional outcomes [34].
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Environmental considerations add urgency to regional cooperation on water
infrastructure. Climate change impacts in Central Asia include accelerated glacier
retreat in the Tien Shan and Pamir ranges, altered hydrological regimes, and
increased seasonal variability [24] [35]. These trends intensify uncertainty in the
Syr Darya basin and reinforce the importance of adaptive reservoir management.
The planned reservoir capacity of approximately 5.4 billion cubic meters would
expand storage flexibility, potentially mitigating interannual variability.

However, large dams also entail ecological and social trade-offs. Research
on Central Asian hydraulic infrastructure highlights risks including downstream
ecosystem alteration, sedimentation dynamics, and population displacement
[24] [28]. The incorporation of environmental and social impact assessments in
project preparation aligns with international safeguard norms that aim to mitigate
such risks through structured oversight and stakeholder consultation.

Challenges and Sustainability Considerations

Despite the promising framework, significant implementation challenges
remain. Large hydropower projects globally are associated with extended
construction timelines, cost overruns, and governance risks [36]. A projected
construction period of approximately ten years introduces exposure to political
turnover, macroeconomic volatility, and shifting regional alignments. Early
commissioning of initial generating units may provide symbolic and financial
momentum, but sustained intergovernmental coordination will be required.

Financial sustainability depends on both capital mobilization and long-term
revenue reliability. The project’s commercial logic partly rests on cross-border
electricity exports through the CASA-1000 transmission initiative, designed
to connect Central Asian producers (Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan) with South Asian
markets (Afghanistan, Pakistan) (Figure 4).

UZBEKISTAN :_ = R % =

Supplis Alghanigtan with 450
| MW of gleciricily por year

e e i b R m‘% X

;'"TUHKHEHISTM ; = o o
TAJIKISTAN —'_
?‘-:Ew::rlwtlml'r?:i?: E

| Supphes Afghanistan wih 180, [~ TURKMENISTAM
| 200 MW of eleciricity par yoar

s
Y § i a 1 .
L e | et

gt

i PN L T & 4 3
(RAN == * AFGHANISTAN  _ nowiial - CASA-1000
[ IRAN § u i S
S.Jppl":s.idrmllnanu Palistan & g = Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan wil
with 150 MW of Sleciricity par year [ PAKISTAN o BEPOT SUFPILS hyOropomed Do
A and Pakisisn
3 BOCALIRYG GGy SECUrily and
ragianal integraticn
P =& L Pakistan plans to import 1 GW
= o -4 ol elecincity, while Alghanistan
I will receve 300 MW
S I
i o Do T,

Figure 4 — Electricity integration in Central and South Asia after CASA-1000

Scholarly analyses note that CASA-1000’s viability depends on political
stability in transit states and consistent regulatory frameworks [31]. Instability in
Afghanistan and transmission security concerns represent structural uncertainties
affecting projected revenue flows.
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Governance arrangements present additional complexity. Joint-stock
hydropower structures in transboundary contexts often face tension between
host-state sovereignty and investor-state influence [28]. Concentration of formal
authority within a Kyrgyz legal entity may generate downstream concerns
regarding operational transparency, while strict consensus requirements could
impede timely decision-making. Comparative research on transboundary river
basin institutions suggests that durable cooperation depends on transparency,
monitoring mechanisms, and dispute-resolution procedures embedded in formal
agreements [37].

The broader regional context presents both opportunity and constraint for
institutional diffusion. Successful implementation could influence perceptions
surrounding other controversial hydropower projects, including Rogun Dam
in Tajikistan. Rogun has similarly generated downstream apprehension and
geopolitical contestation [24]. However, transboundary basins differ in hydrology,
political economy, and power asymmetries, limiting direct institutional
transferability.

Ultimately, the Kambar-Ata framework’s regional security significance
will depend not only on technical completion but on whether the cooperative
process consolidates norms of multilateral water governance. As regional security
complex theory suggests, shifts from securitized rivalry toward institutionalized
interdependence require sustained practice rather than singular agreements [30].

Conclusion

The Kambar-Ata Hydroelectric Power Plant project represents a significant
evolution in Central Asian transboundary water governance, moving from
historical patterns of bilateral conflict toward multilateral cooperation frameworks
emphasizing shared ownership and mutual benefit. The trilateral partnership
among Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, and Uzbekistan demonstrates that upstream
and downstream countries can overcome traditional water-energy tensions
through institutional designs that align incentives and distribute both costs and
returns equitably. The nearly equal ownership shares, proportional electricity
allocation, and consensus-based operational decision-making create structural
interdependencies that transform water from a source of regional competition
into a platform for integration.

International institutional involvement through the World Bank, European
Bank for Reconstruction and Development and other multilateral organizations
provides essential technical expertise, financial resources, and legitimacy that
enable project implementation while establishing accountability mechanisms
through environmental and social safeguards. This combination of regional
ownership and international partnership offers a potentially replicable model for
addressing transboundary resource management challenges in contexts where
historical mistrust and capacity constraints have impeded cooperation.

The research findings indicate that multilateralism serves as an effective tool
for regional water security when several conditions are met: political leadership
committed to cooperative rather than zero-sum approaches; institutional
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frameworks ensuring equitable participation and transparent governance;
international actors providing resources and neutral convening capacity;
and benefit-sharing mechanisms that distribute returns proportionally while
accommodating varying national priorities. The Kambar-Ata project’s success in
meeting these conditions remains contingent on sustained political commitment,
effective financial mobilization, and adaptive governance capable of managing
emerging challenges during the extended construction and operational periods
ahead.

Beyond immediate energy and water benefits, the Kambar-Ata
framework’s broader significance lies in its potential to establish new norms
and expectations for regional cooperation in Central Asia. Success could inspire
similar multilateral approaches to other infrastructure projects, environmental
challenges, and economic integration initiatives. The project thus represents both
a practical response to pressing energy deficits and water management needs,
and a diplomatic investment in building institutional capacity and trust that can
support broader regional stability and prosperity in an era of increasing global
uncertainty and climate change pressures.
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KAMBAP-ATA CY JIEKTP CTAHHUSACHI: KOIIKAKTBIJIBIK
AVMMAKTBIK CY KAYIIICI3IITTHIH K¥PAJIBI PETTH/IE
*3armna HOK!

*1 JI.H. I'ymunés arsingarsl Eypasust yITTbIK yHUBEPCUTETI
Actana, Kazakcrtan

Annoramusi. byn makanaga Opranbsik A3usiiarbl TpaHCHIEKAPaIbIK Cy
Kay1ICi3/11r1 MacesesepiH melrye KOIKaKThl bIHTHIMAKTaCThIKTBIH TIXKIpHOeTiK
Mmbicanbl perinae Kambap-Ara (Kambapara-1) cy amekTp cTaHIMSICHI K00aChl
3eprreneni. 3eprrey Hapoin eseninzeri 1,860 MBT KyarTel OyJ1 KypbUIBICTBI
nambityna Kazakcran, Kplprbi3cTan jxoHe O30€KCTaH apachlHIArbl YIDKAKThI
opinTecTikTi Tangaiabl. JKyMmbic jk00aHBIH KEHECTIK KE€3€HHEH OacTam coTci3
eKDKaKThl opekerTtep apKbutbl 2023-2024 xpuigapbl KadbllITacKaH Kas3ipri
KOIDKAKThl MICHOepre MeHiHT1 SBOJIONMSICHIH KapacThIpaabl. XaJIbIKapajIbIK
KeJiciMep, casiCu KyKaTTap KOHE capalllbUIbIK OaranaylapAblH carnabIK
TajJayblH TMaijjajlaHa OTBIPBIN, Makandala KeIDKAaKThl BIHTBIMAKTACTHIK
MEXaHU3MJIepl alMakTarbl JOCTYPJl Cy-dHEPreTHUKAJIbIK KaKTbIFbICTapIbl
KaJlail skeHe anarblHbl Kepceriieni. Hotmwxkenep Kambap-Ara xobacsl HeIAIK
KOCBIH/IbUIBI OJCEKEJNEeCTIKTEH OpTaK maiga Oenyre eTyal OUIIIPETiHIH,
CEpIKTeCTep apachlHIa TEH MEHILUIK YJeCTepl MEH DJEKTP DHEPIrUsiChiH
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MPOTIOPIUSIIBIK TYpAE Oeiry/ll KaMTHUTBIHBIH KepceTeni. JlyHuexxy3umk OaHK,
EK/Ib, T.c.c xampIKapaiblK Kapibl MHCTUTYTTAPBIHBIH KaTbICYbl TEXHHUKAJIBIK
capartaMa MeH 3aHAbUIBIKTBI KaMTaMachl3 €T€ OTBIPBIN, KYPbUIbICKA Ka)KETT1
maMaMmeH 4,2 MuIap 10JutapAbl )KYMBULABIpYFa KeMekTece1l. Makaiana Oy
KOIDKAKTBI TOCUI )KOFapFbI aFbICTAFbl Cy SHEPTUACHIH OHIIPY KaKETTUIIKTEP1 MEH
TOMEHI1 aFbICTarbl Cyapy TaJlaNTapblH KaHaraTTaHIBIPBII, TPaHCIIEKaPaJIbIK
Cy pecypcTapblH OacKapylblH KaWTajdaHAThIH MOJENIH YCBHIHATBIHBI TypaJibl
KOPBITBIHJIBI JKacana/ibl. by menoepaiH TaObIChl TYPAKTHI Casicu MiHAETTEMEre,
Meuaip Oackapy KypbUIBIMJIApblHA KOHE YJITTHIK My/AJelepAl allMakThIK Cy
Kay1iIci3airi UMnepaTUBTEpIMEH TEHECTIPETIH /U1 aiina 661y MeXaHUu3MIepiHe
OailIaHBICTHI.

Tipek ce3mep: Kambap-Ata THAPOAIIEKTp CTAHIUACH], KOIDKAKTHLIBIK,
TpaHCIIEKApaJIbIK CY  BIHTBIMAKTacTbiFbl, OpTanblk  A3us, alMaKTbhIK
Kayinci3lik, cy-sHepreTuka Oannanbichl, Kpipreictan, Kazakcran, O30ekcTaH,
TUIPO3HEPTETUKAHBI JAMBITY, XaJIbIKAPAJIbIK bIHTBIMAKTACTHIK

I'MAPOSJIEKTPOCTAHIUA KAMBAP-ATA:
MHOT'OCTOPOHHOCTb KAK HHCTPYMEHT PETMOHAJIBHOM
BOJHOM BE3OITACHOCTH
*3armna HOK. !

*IEBpasuiickuii HalMoHanbHbIN yHUBepcuTeT uMenu JIL.H. I'ymunéna
Acrtana, Ka3axcran

AHHOTauusi. B 1aHHOW cTarbe paccMarpuBaeTcsa NPOEKT THUJIPO-
anekrpoctaniuu Kambap-Ara (Kambapara-1) kak mnpakTHUecKuil mnpumep
MHOTOCTOPOHHEI0 COTPYAHHYECTBa B PELICHUH MpOoOJIeM TpaHCIPaHUYHOU
BoHOM OezomacHoctu B llentpanbHoii Aszuu. VccnenoBanue aHamuszupyer
TPEXCTOPOHHEE TmapTHepcTBO Mexay Kazaxcranom, KeipreisctanHom u
VY36ekuctaHoMm B pa3zpaboTke 3Toro oowekra MomiHocThio 1860 MBT Ha peke
Happia. PabGora mpocnexuBaeT SBOIIONUIO MPOEKTAa OT COBETCKHX HMCTOKOB
yepe3 HEyJauHble JBYCTOPOHHME IONBITKM K HBIHEIIHEW MHOTOCTOPOHHEHN
cTpykrype, chopmupoBanHoii B 2023-2024 rogax. Mcmonb3ys kaueCTBEHHBIH
aHaJIU3 MEXAYHApOIHBIX CONIAIICHUN, TOJUTUYECKHX JIOKYMEHTOB H
JKCIIEPTHBIX OLIEHOK, CTAThsl AEMOHCTPUPYET, KAK MEXaHU3Mbl MHOTOCTOPOHHETO
COTPYOHUYECTBA MOTYT IIPEOAOJETh TPATULHUOHHBIE BOJHO-IHEPIrEeTUYECKHE
MIPOTUBOpEeUHs B peruoHe. Pe3ynbrarel mokas3piBaloT, uto nmpoekt Kambap-Ara
MpeJCTaBIsieT co00l MapaAurMalibHbI CIBUT OT KOHKYPEHIUH C HYJIEBOU
CYMMOH K paclpeleleHHI0 OOIIMX BBITOJ C PaBHBIMHM JOJSIMU BIIAJICHUS U
MIPONOPLUMOHAIBHBIM PACIpPEACIICHUEM 3JIEKTPOIHEPIUN MEXKIy NapTHEpPaMHU.
VYyactue MeXIyHapoAHbIX (UHAHCOBBIX HHCTUTYTOB, BKJIto4as BcemupHbii
6ank, EBPP u np. obOecrieunBaer TEXHUUECKYIO HKCIEPTU3Y U JIETUTUMHOCTD,
nomorasi MoOWJIM30BaTh MPUMEPHO 4,2 MUUIMApAA J0JJIApOB, HEOOXOIUMBIX
JUIsL CTPOUTENBCTBA. B crarbe nenmaercs BBIBOA, YTO 3TOT MHOTOCTOPOHHHUI
MOJXOJ YUYUTHIBAET KaK MOTPEOHOCTH B THJPOIHEPTETUKE BEPXHUX CTPAH, TaK U
TpeOOBaHUS K UPPUTALlUU HIDKHUX CTPAaH, Mpejisiaras BOCIPOU3BOJUMYIO MOJIEIb
yHpaBiIeHUS] TPAHCTPAHUYHBIMU BOJIHBIMH peCypcaMiu. YCIIEX 3TOH CTPYKTYphbl
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3aBUCHUT OT yCTOMYUBOM MOJUTHYECKOU IPUBEPKEHHOCTH, IPO3PAUYHBIX CTPYKTYP
yHOpaBICHUS] U CIPaBEIJIUBBIX MEXaHU3MOB PACIIPENEICHUs BBITON, KOTOpbIE
YpaBHOBEUIMBAIOT HAllMOHAJIbHBIE MHTEPECHl C MMIIEpaTUBAMH PErHOHAIbHON
BOJIHOM 0€30I1aCHOCTH.

KuloueBble cioBa: rumaposnekrpoctanius Kambap-Ata, MHOTOCTO-
POHHOCTb, TpPAHCTPAHUYHOE BOAHOE COTPyAHUYECTBO, LleHTpanbHass A3swus,
peruoHanbHass 0€30IacCHOCTb, BOJIHO-dHEpreTudeckas cBsi3b, KbIpreiscTaH,
Kazaxcran, VY30ekucraH, pa3BUTHE THJPOIHEPreTHUKH, MEXKIYHAPOAHOE
COTPYIHUYECTBO
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