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Security issues in the region of Central Asia: challenges and prospects

The purpose of this article is to analyze the security challenges and prospects facing the states of Central Asia
after the collapse of the USSR. Three stages of formation and development of regional security systems of the
countries of the Central Asian region are presented. The authors characterize the steps taken by the independ-
ent states of Central Asia to maintain security in the face of new challenges and trends. The collapse of the
Soviet Union marked a major transformation in the political, economic, social and cultural fields in all the
former Soviet republics. For many decades, the Central Asian region as part of the USSR was the ideological
and political enemy of the West in the framework of the Cold War. Despite the previous historical experience
of confrontation between the USSR and NATO, the geopolitical importance of the Central Asian region has
always remained high. Significant changes were required in the creation and approaches to the issues of the
security system. New relations with the border states of the Central Asian region that have received inde-
pendent status, as well as foreign policy partners in the person of China, Western players (US and EU) and
the Russian Federation, have created a platform for both geopolitical challenges and prospects for creating
regional security. However, this process is not unambiguous and for more than thirty years of sovereignty of
the countries of the region has been going on within three historical periods. This article not only traces and
characterizes these three stages, but also assesses the current state of security systems in the region, offering
pragmatic solutions and recommendations for improvement.
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Introduction

Mid 1980s led not only to the end of the existence of the Warsaw Pact, the fall of the Berlin Wall, the
collapse of the Soviet Union, but also to the natural interest in Central Asia on the part of the big powers of
the NATO bloc. The 1990s for the states of Central Asia were clearly marked by two important events: the
collapse of the USSR with the further gaining of independence and sovereignty by the former subjects, and,
as a result, the emergence of new geopolitical forces in the region. At this stage, the newly appeared states
began to receive humerous investments from Western countries for gradual integration into the global eco-
nomic community in order to switch to a market economy model [1].

At the same time, new security measures were created around the Central Asian countries based on the
Western strategic vision of the region and domestic security initiatives, which could potentially be called a
“collective security” system. Therefore, in order to move into a new orbit of political development and secu-
rity, the countries of the region went through a transition period, which could be symbolically divided into
three main stages.

The first stage was characterized by great interest and the presence of American (and in some regions
European) influence in the political sphere and in security matters. The second stage faced a very dramatic
reorientation of the states of Central Asia due to significant geopolitical changes in the international arena,
including mutual rethinking of the strategies and priorities of Central Asia and the West. The third stage,
marked, as many experts believe, by a change in the world order and world structures, is currently taking
place, confronting world participants with the pandemic and its consequences, internal political crises, as
well as Russia's military actions in Ukraine. The latter directly affects the aspects and structures of the secu-
rity of the Central Asian countries, confronting them with a difficult choice of foreign policy strategy both
towards the Russian Federation and Western powers, and putting Central Asia in the most difficult geopoliti-
cal position since their independence.
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Justification of the choice of articles and goals and objectives

This article is aimed at tracking and analyzing the current challenges of the prospects for the security
system of the countries of Central Asia. The presence of foreign powers in the region during the entire period
of independence has played both a positive and a negative role in the creation and transformation of struc-
tures and strategies for the security of Central Asia. In the 1990s the influence of Western countries in the
region on the structures and concept of security was much higher (Partnership for Peace-NATO program,
military bases in the region, presence in Afghanistan), but in the last decade it began to noticeably decline,
yielding to Russia and China (CSTO, SCO). The latter substantiates the relevance of the chosen topic, as
well as the goals and objectives of the study:

- definition of three stages in the development of the security system of the Central Asian region;

- assessment of the role of the West (USA) in the security sphere of the CAR in the first period of inde-
pendence;

- analysis of new security platforms in Central Asia in the 2000s;

- assessment of modern challenges and new security strategies in the region in the context of the com-
plex geopolitical configuration of relations between the United States, China and Russia in the region.

Research methodology and literature review

This paper presents a qualitative study aimed at understanding and analyzing the nature of the region's
security problems, as well as assessing the complex factors that influence it. As a methodological basis, this
work uses content analysis of primary and secondary sources, historical retrospective, interviews with ex-
perts, SWAT analysis.

The literature review allows us to single out three groups of studies that consider security issues in the
Central Asian region, conditionally dividing the process into three periods of the formation of security strat-
egies and structures in these countries:

- the first stage (1990s);

- the second stage (2000s);

- the third stage (2019 — present).

The works of Matveeva N. [2], Erimbetova K. [3], Brill Olcott M. [4], Akkazieva G. [5], Bur-
nashev R. [6], Mavlanova D. [7] are devoted to the study of the first period. The young countries of Central
Asia had to look for reliable partners in order to survive among strong neighbors both in the North and in the
South. These partners for a number of Central Asian states were found among the big powers of the West.
The US and the EU took part in the development of political and economic structures for “lobbying” West-
ern regimes in the region and systems that support political reconstruction in a Western way [8]. Of course,
the process of political transformation was not uniform throughout the Central Asian region, and, for exam-
ple, the state building of Uzbekistan and Turkmenistan was characterized by authoritarian features in Turk-
menistan and a long-term civil war in Tajikistan in the 1990s [9]. US political intentions have gone so far as
to promote the landmark “Greater Central Asia” project, which saw the region as an object of long-term op-
erations. In order to be accepted by the leading states such as the United States, Great Britain and France, the
new states had to meet special conditions. For example, in the case of Kazakhstan, Ukraine and Belarus in
the 1990s, it was necessary to abandon the nuclear arsenal that was based on their territory, due to which Ka-
zakhstan hoped to receive reliable guarantees of its own and regional security from strong world pow-
ers [10].

The second group of authors focused on the study of the period of the 2000s, and geopolitical changes
that affected the foreign policy strategies of Western countries in relation to the Central Asian region, as well
as the transformation of the security system in it. The works of Naumkin and Linke [11], Matveeva N. [2],
Panfilova [12], Descalzi S. [13], Foust J. [14], Nichol J. [15], Cohen A. [16], Kaufman S. [17], Sady-
kov M. [18], Faisal J. et al [19] and others are devoted to this. The region during this period was also associ-
ated with the geographical proximity of the CA region to Afghanistan (the 2001 war). The region was con-
sidered by the US and other NATO countries as a military base and platform for military operations in both
Afghanistan and Irag [16]. NATO expansion to the East was supported by the strengthening of US anti-
terrorist operations under the auspices of the Partnership for Peace program. 2000s were marked by the de-
ployment of military bases at the airfields of Karshi-Khanabad (Uzbekistan) and Manas (Kyrgyzstan), and
then by active joint training of military personnel from NATO countries and local troops. Experts also noted
the monitoring of security [13] in the event of such internal unrest, as in the Fergana region (Uzbekistan) or
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Osh region (Kyrgyzstan), which could challenge the stability of border Kazakhstan. Researchers have also
studied the highly contentious border relations between Tajikistan and Uzbekistan [20]. After the withdrawal
of Russian troops from the Tajik-Afghan border, the United States effectively replaced Russian anti-drug and
anti-terrorist guarantees by using Tajik airspace for air flights over Afghanistan.

Experts note that the second stage also formulated new approaches and strategies for the CA re-
gion [13]. It began in 2007-2008, marked by a major financial crisis, the election of a new US president, the
emergence of V. Putin's foreign policy doctrine, the withdrawal of US troops from Afghanistan, and the Arab
Spring. In Central Asia in the 2000s political regimes evolved with their own paradigm, Eastern paternalism,
and the creation of stable political elites [15]. Also, some societies in the countries of Central Asia were
characterized by signs of the so-called comprador bourgeoisie with the peculiarities of local color and a
strong role of the government [21]. The Arab Spring, where the new political technologies of the West were
implemented, has become the least desirable scenario for local authorities in Central Asia. Also, here one
should not rule out the possibility of latent anti-American sentiments among marginal groups concerned
about the US's excessive involvement in global political events. Russia, on the contrary, was considered as a
partner, since it was not involved in the above events associated with a high risk in relation to the state secu-
rity of the Central Asian countries. The relations of the countries of the Central Asian region with the Rus-
sian Federation during this period are presented in the works of Descalzi G. [13].

One of the most difficult periods in the context of global and regional security was 2019-2022, marking
the beginning of the third period in the development of the Central Asian security system. It is marked by
several geopolitical events affecting both global and regional security. These include the following events:
the coming to power of the Taliban in Afghanistan in 2021, the January events in Kazakhstan in 2022, the
speeches in Uzbekistan in 2022, and the military actions of Russia on the territory of Ukraine in 2022.

This period is being actively studied by scientists, since the multi-level security threats that have
emerged today not only cause concern, but also require the development of new strategies and tactics for all
participants in the world and regional politics. Experts are actively studying the causes, nature and conse-
guences of the latter, and here we can note the works of such researchers as: Giyosov M. and Rizoen S. [22],
Abdurasulov A. [23], Ryskulova N. [24], Kari K. [25], Kaspe S. [26], Amueva U. [27], Mankoff J. [28],
Masters J.[29], Kavanagh J. [30], Kudaibergenova D., Laruelle M.I. [31] et al.

The presented work is also aimed at studying the present period and based on recent research, provides
an assessment analysis of the factors and challenges to the regional security system for the period 2019-2022.

Results and discussion

Western efforts in the 1990s yet failed to establish full-scale democratization in Central Asia. Already
at the second stage, there was some withdrawal of the United States from the region into the shadow and a
parallel establishment of cooperation between the Central Asian states with Russia and China. The year 2009
began with a gradual withdrawal of American troops from the region in the context of a new global and re-
gional geopolitical situation, when Russia and China competed to push the interests of the Western powers
out of Central Asia. Failing to do so in the 1990s, the re-emergence of Russia and China in the 2000s coin-
cided with the withdrawal of NATO troops from Afghanistan and Iraq. Some experts believe that the closure
of the military base in Manas occurred under some pressure from Beijing, which justifies the impossibility of
deploying military bases for states that are not SCO member states [12]. A new geopolitical situation has
emerged in Central Asia, where Russia and China are not interested in the implementation of Western politi-
cal values and can guarantee the preservation of political regimes in Central Asia.

Nevertheless, it can be said that for several years a fairly effective security structure was created around
the region, which was not financially expensive for the Central Asian region and led to the forced existence
of a regional security regime formalized by collective security agreements with neighboring Russia (CSTO)
and China (SCO). This dual alliance could effectively serve as a “security arch” for the entire region [17].

However, the events of the last two years have radically changed the security situation in Central Asia,
affecting both internal regional aspects and issues of the foreign policy of the Central Asian countries with
external players. The latter, in turn, have noticeably transformed in terms of their own ambitions of influence
and presence in the CA region. Let's dwell on these events in more detail.

Afghan Events 2021
The events in Afghanistan in August 2021 with the seizure of power by the Taliban shocked the world
community. In addition to numerous internal restrictions, the new government also affected foreign policy
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cooperation, which does not bypass the Central Asian countries. The latter are mainly concerned and wary of
what is happening in Afghanistan, but Uzbekistan has not turned away from cooperation with the Taliban,
and even sees Afghanistan as part of Central Asia. Although the government points to zero tolerance for the
creation of an Islamic caliphate, Uzbekistan sees no point in continuing military action to resolve the Afghan
crisis. Turkmenistan officially maintains relations with the Taliban.

Some CA countries fear the infiltration of Afghan refugees, such as Tajikistan. However, some experts
believe that refugees do not seek to settle in Central Asia, but see their future in Western countries [32]. Other
dangers that may threaten the Central Asian region include drug trafficking, terrorism, extremism and others.

Events in Kazakhstan in January 2022

Due to a sharp increase in prices for liquefied gas, protests began in Zhanaozen (Mangistau region) on
January 2 from (SUG), and a day later the protests spread to other cities of the country, in particular, to Al-
maty. At the first stage, there was a certain mixture of different interests, demands for a change of power, the
resignation of the first president, the seizure of strategic objects, arson and destruction of public and private
objects. Communication facilities were turned off for a week, an emergency situation was introduced in con-
nection with terrorist groups and the need to eliminate them. The CSTO defined the situation in Kazakhstan
as an invasion by foreign-trained terrorists (Ryskulova, 2022), but CSTO military units were in Kazakhstan
from 6 to 15 January. Kazakhstan is a member of this organization, and some experts noted that the partici-
pation of the CSTO in the January events in Kazakhstan was minimal. By the way, the CSTO, with the par-
ticipation of the Kazakh military, provided assistance to Tajikistan during the civil war of 1992-1993. Some
activists, on the contrary, believed that Kazakhstan needed to cope with the situation with internal resources.
For comparison, the political conflicts in Karakalpakstan in 2022 were resolved without the participation of
the CSTO, indicating that the CSTO is functioning but not used consistently [23].

Russian military operation in Ukraine in 2022

Although there is no direct threat of the conflict between Russia and Ukraine in 2022 for the region, the
Central Asian countries have to pursue a cautious policy in relations with the Russian Federation. For exam-
ple, Kazakhstan's non-recognition of the so-called Lugansk and Donetsk People's Republics expresses some
distancing from the Russian Federation. The issue of food security is quite significant, especially in the cur-
rent realities of an aggravated geopolitical background, layered as a result of the conflict. In this regard, the
main logistics routes for the Central Asian region, which runs through the territory of the Russian Federation,
seem difficult.

Both domestic political instability and limited economic security pose additional challenges for the re-
gion. The position of the President of Kazakhstan, Kassym-Zhomart Tokayev, at the St. Petersburg Econom-
ic Forum on the non-recognition of the Donetsk People's Republic (DPR) and the Lugansk People's Republic
(LPR) was positively assessed in the countries of the region. However, the Central Asian countries that re-
ceive Russian relocators as a result of the mobilization announced by Vladimir Putin do not want to fall un-
der sanctions and be identified with this conflict [33]. For current security institutions see the Table 1.

Table 1
Current security structures in the CA region

Name of the organization Mission of the organization Participating countries

CSTO (1992 - present) Ensyring the _collt_active _security of_the_ partigi- Russia, Belarus.,.A.rmenia, Kazakhstan,
pating countries, including territorial integrity |Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan

Strengthening the security and territorial integ- |India, Iran, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, China,

rity of the participating countries, combating  |Pakistan, Russia, Tajikistan and Uzbekistan

terrorism, extremism, drug trafficking, develop-

ing comprehensive cooperation

Training of the armed forces of the participat- |Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan and Kyrgyzstan

Centrazbat (1997 - 2000) |ing countries, joint military exercises, peace-

keeping, protection of territorial integrity

Training of own armed forces, protection of Kazakhstan

sovereignty and territorial integrity

SCO (2001 - present)

Kazbat (2000 - present)

Source: compiled by authors.

The position of the United States in Central Asia in the context of modern geopolitical changes
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For now, the US cannot afford to step up its influence in Central Asia. Unlike the Trump administra-
tions, the financial obligations of the Biden administration make it much more difficult to secure the region.
The countries of Central Asia have somewhat frozen cooperation within the framework of NATO PfP pro-
grams. And also in Central Asia they do not want the US military to have access to local bases. At the begin-
ning of the war in Ukraine, the Central Asian countries were especially cautious in matters of military coop-
eration between the US and NATO, maneuvering between China and Russia. Last year, the US State De-
partment, in meetings with Kazakh and Uzbek officials, requested access to the bases there, but to no avail.
Currently, the United States does not have a clear national security policy or doctrine that would have a sig-
nificant impact on Central Asia. Moreover, the US is more concerned about affairs in Europe, including
countries such as Poland, Romania, Bulgaria, etc., which are requesting US and NATO military forces to
provide a contingent of soldiers to be based in their countries.

In addition, the US is concerned about the Chinese invasion of Taiwan, which has seized large territory
in the South China Sea, as happened with the islands off the Philippines. In the Pacific, there is a big cold
war or influence going on between the US and China. China is now beginning to pose a threat to world secu-
rity, having seriously advanced technologically and in the military sphere. Just last year, China became the
largest fleet with the largest number of ships in the world. Shortly before that was the US Navy.

The United States also pays great attention to attempts to contain Iranian influence and their actions.
Iran is also a growing power every day and has good contacts with Russia. They have just sold a lot of their
military drones to Russia, drones that can make impressive swarm attacks [34].

The United States failed to implement Western value standards in the countries of the Middle East, in-
cluding Afghanistan and Irag, from which they wythdrew their military contingent. For example, by leaving
Afghanistan, the United States provided China and Russia with a field for vigorous activity and cooperation
with the new regime of the emirate declared by the Taliban. Moreover, during the Arab Spring, with the ac-
tive participation of NATO countries, local authoritarian regimes fell, which were replaced by authorities
hostile to the US and the EU.

The US military also has internal problems. The pandemic has led to a drop in military recruitment
where the U.S. military has fallen short of recruiting targets. Since President Biden became president, the US
has been rapidly fading economically and militarily. All this is happening against the backdrop of growing
confrontation between the West (USA, EU) and the East (Russia, China). Putin's recent speech, in which he
attempted to connect himself with Peter the Great, shows that he and Russia have clear irredentist goals [35].
China has the Belt and Road Initiative, all of which are policies that have a clear vision for Central Asia. At
the same time, Russia and China are pursuing a policy of crowding out US influence in the field of security
as both countries try to become superpowers. They are driving big economic changes that affect the global
economy. In addition, without China's large-scale cooperation, Russia would not have been able to survive
all Western sanctions and military losses.

The actions and influence of Russia and China have also created barriers to the US presence in the re-
gion. Russia has created a lot of tension over its refusal to diplomacy with NATO, which has created limiting
factors for the OSCE, as well as for some UN agencies and missions. Russian diplomacy is so tense with the
West that even the space sector has been affected.

But if India wanted a greater military presence in Central Asia, Russia would not see this as a threat, es-
pecially since it recently held joint military exercises with India.

There are two possible scenarios for the presence of the US and NATO in Central Asia today. The first
includes economic partnership; the second is aimed at the technological development of Central Asia. For
CA security monitoring there was made a SWOT analysis shown in Table 2.

Table 2
SWOT analysis of CA regional security

Strengths Weaknesses
participation in collective security organizations and pro-|dependence on strong powers, maneuvering between strong
grams, military exercises, peacekeeping operations (for{powers in moments of political, military and trade crises
example, the CSTO and NATO)

Opportunities Threats
possibility to choose between several alternative trajecto-|the risk of falling under sanctions in case of a careless reac-
ries West (USA and EU), China, Russia, Turkey tion to the positions of large countries

Source: compiled by authors.
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Conclusion

Central Asia continues to be isolated and most impacted by security and economic policies of its two
most powerful neighbors of Russia and China. Its geographic position lends to its unique situation. Perhaps,
if it was closer to Western European influences and political possibilities it would have suffered territorial
losses like Ukraine and Georgia and experienced more exerted security intrusions from Russia.

The OSCE founded from the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe (CSCE) in 1975 be-
tween the Western Block (NATO) and Eastern Block (Warsaw Pact) nations, have found itself more Western
with many of the Eastern Block nations becoming members of the European Union and NATO. It still oper-
ates small missions in Central Asia and has a minor role in security. However, it should be noted that Rus-
sia’s influence in the OSCE and the UN are still significant to the autonomy and strength of influence that
these international government organizations have, which was made apparent by Russia’s diplomatic actions
and veto’s that caused both the peacekeeping missions of the UN and OSCE to end in Georgia in 2009.

Geography also has great value to Central Asia’s location as according to Mackinder’s [36]. World Is-
land and Heartland theory that places half the world’s control of who controls this heartland. This was true in
the era of the Silk Road and may again make a resurgence in the future and are integral parts of Russia and
China’s foreign policies.

Central Asia is an important part of China’s global economic trade and transportation plan its Belt and
Road Initiative. In September of 2013 in Kazakhstan Chinese President Xi Jinping [37] called this economic
strategy the “Silk Road Economic Belt”. China further exemplifies Central Asia’s importance with the Chi-
nese partnered and Central Asia focused Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO), which is still a maturing
organization that officially included India and Pakistan in 2017. The Chinese diplomatic and economic soft
security power over Central Asia may also be noted with the Central Asian states complying with the Chi-
na’s request not to recognize Eastern Turkestan in Xinjiang [38].

Overall, the security situation in Central Asia for the present is predominantly influenced by Russia and
China. However ongoing political trends could still determine other outcomes. Security and economics are
inseparable and the economic blows from Western sanction on Russia, as well as the U.S. entering a reces-
sion under the Biden Administration, along with the economic setbacks of China will also affect the influ-
ence these major players can exert on Central Asia security. Russia and China have contributed positive ef-
fects such as economic commerce and development in Central Asia which is important to the region’s stabil-
ity, and the CSTO involvement in Kazakhstan earlier in 2022 displayed a quick and successful intervention
in Kazakhstan’s political stability.

Other Central Asian border regions may have smaller effects on Central Asia such as Pakistan, India,
Afghanistan, and Iran. The trends of competition between the West against Russia and China are present
there. Brian Carlson [39] stated: “Both China and Russia view the US withdrawal and the Taliban takeover
as an opportunity to weaken US prestige around the world, remove any possibility of a long-term US mili-
tary presence in the heart of Eurasia, and bolster their own regional influence.”
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OpragbIk A3us aliMarbIHAAFbI KayilNci3aik Macesesiepi:
KeJlelleriHeri CbIH-KaTepJiep

Maxananbie Makcatel — KCPO biibiparanHal keitin OpTaiblk A3ust MEMJICKETTEPiHIH alJIbIHAA TYPFaH Ka-
YIICI3MOIK calachlHAAFbl ChIH-KaTepiep MEH NepCleKTUBalapFa Taingay Kyprizy. Opraaslk A3us ailMarsl en-
JIepiHiH alMaKThIK KayilcCi3/AiK KyHeslepiHiH KaJblITacybl MEH JaMybIHbIH YII K€3€Hi YChIHBUIFaH. ABTOpJIap
Opranblk A3HSHBIH TOYyelci3 MEMIICKETTEPiHIH JKaHa ChIH-KaTepiiep MEH TCHICHUUSUIAp JKaFJalblHIa Kayil-
CI3IIKTI cakTay YIIiH jacaraH KaJamJapbelH cunartaiiasl. Kenec OmarblHBIH BLIBIpaybl OapibIK OYpBIHFBI
oJaKTac peciyOnmKanapIars! cascH, SKOHOMHKAIIBIK, dJIEyMETTIK KOHEe MOJCHH calalapiarbl eneyii e3re-
picrepmen epexmenenni. Kenreren omxsuinsikTap 60iiel KCPO kypameramarst OpranblK A3ust aiiMarb
«KBIPFH Ka0aK COFBIC)» asChIHNA BaThICTBIH UIESUTBIK skoHe casich Kapcebitacsl 6omapl. KCPO men HATO-HbIH
KapChUIAaCybIHBIH OYPBIHFBI TAPUXU TaXKipubeciHe KapamacTaH, OpTaibIK A3Us aiMarbIHBIH T'e0CasiCH MaHbI-
3B OpKallaH Xorapsl Ooibn Kama 6epni. Kayincisaik sxyieciH Kypy MeH OFaH JIereH Ke3Kapacrapja aifrap-
JBIKTal e3repicTep KaxeT Oonasl. Toyencis mapredere ne 6osnran OpTanslk A3us aiMarbIHBIH IEKapanac
MeMIIeKeTTepiMeH, CoHai-ak KpITail TyIFackIHIAFB! CHIPTKBI CasCH CEPIKTECTEPMEH, OATHICTBHIK OMBIHIIBIIAP
(AKIL xone EO) xone Peceit denepanusicbiMeH jkaHa KapbIM-KaTbIHACTap T€0CAsICH ChIH-KaTepiep YILIiH Ae,
aliMaKTBIK KayilCi3AiKTi Kypy MepCleKTHBaIapsl YIiliH miatdopma Kypasl. Jlereamen, Oy mpomecc Oipikak-
ThI €MeC KOHE aiiMak eJIZICPiHIH EreMEH/IITiHIH OThI3 JKbUIIAaH acTaM YaKBITBIHIA YII TApUXU Ke3eH iMIiHIe
JKaJIFachkll Keseni. Makanaza ochl yIII Ke3eH[l KaJarasar, CHIIaTTan KaHa KoWMai, COHBIMEH Karap mparma-
THKAJIbIK IIEeNTMAEp MEH JKEeTUIipy OOMBIHIIA YCBHIHBICTAP YChIHA OTHIPBIN, alfMaKTaFbl Kayinci3aik xKyiiene-
PiHIH Ka3ipri JKaFIalbIH Oarayiaiiibl.

Kinm coe30ep. Opransik Asus, eremenaik, AKI, Kerrait, HATO, kayinci3aik kypeuisimaapsr, ¥ KIITY.
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IIpodJembl 6e30nmacHocTH B pernone LleHTpanbHOW A3MH: BHI30BBI B IIEPCIIEKTHBE

lens manHOM CTaThU 3aKIIOYaeTCs B MPOBEICHHM aHAIM3a BBI30BOB U NEPCIEKTHB B chepe 6e30macHOCTH,
cTOsMUX Tepeq rocyaapcrBamu LlenTpansHoit Azum nocie pacnaga CCCP. [Ipencrasnens Tpu sTana ¢hop-
MHPOBAHUSI M Pa3BUTHS CHCTEM PETHOHAIBHON Oe30macHOCTH cTpaH LleHTpanbHO-A3HaTCKOTO perHoHa. AB-
TOPBI XapaKTepU3yIOT MPEANPUHATHIE HE3aBUCHMBIMU TrocyaapcTBaMu LleHTpansHOI A3um mIaru B pamKax
HoAJepsKaHust 0E30IIaCHOCTH B YCIIOBUSIX HOBBIX BBI30BOB M TeHAeHunH. Pacnan Coerckoro Coro3a o3HaMe-
HOBAJICS CEPbE3HBIMH TPAHC(HOPMALUSIMH B MOJUTHYECKOH, JKOHOMHUUECKOH, COIMATIBHON M KYJIBTYPHOIT 00-
JIACTAX BO BCeX OBIBIIMX COIO3HBIX pecnyOiukax. Ha mpoTshkeHHH MHOTHX AecsTuiieTHi pernoH LlenTpans-
Hoi Asum B cocraBe CCCP mpencranisii co00# uaeiHO-TOMUTHYECKOrO MPOTHBHIKA 3amajia B paMKax «Xo-
JOJHOH BoWHBEI. HecMoTps Ha mpenpiaymuii ucropuueckuit onblt koHGpoHTanuun CCCP u HATO, reormo-
IuTHYeCcKoe 3HaueHne LleHTpambHO-A3HaTCKOTO PEernoHa OCTaBaJIOCh Bceraa BeICOKHM. IToTpeGoBaiiics cy-
IIECTBEHHBIE N3MEHEHNUS B CO3/IaHMH M MOAXO0/aX K BOIMPOCaM CHCTeMbI Oe3omacHocTH. HoBble oTHOMmIEHNS C
NPUTPAaHUYIHBIMA TOCyIapcTBaMu pernoHa LleHTpanbHol A3uM, TONyIHBIINMU HE3aBUCHMBIH CTAaTyC, a TaK-
K€ BHEIIHENOIUTUYeCKUMH napTHepaMu B suile Kutasd, 3ananasix urpokos (CLUA u EC) u Poccuiickoit de-
JIepaliy Co3Jaiy IIaTGopMy Kak Ul TeONOIUTHYECKUX BBI30BOB, TaK M JUISl IIEPCIEKTHB CO3/IaHUS PErro-
HaJIbHOM Oe3omacHocTH. OHAKO AaHHBII Mpollece He SIBISETCs OJJHO3HAUYHBIM U 0oJiee 4eM 3a TPUALATH JIeT
CYBEpEHHUTETa CTPaH PErvoHa NMPOXOINT B PaMKaxX TPEX MCTOPHUYECKHX MepHOAO0B. [laHHAs CTaThsl HE TOJIBKO
MPOCIIEKUBACT M XapaKTePHU3yeT ITU TPH ITalla, HO U OIIEHUBAET TEKYIIee COCTOSHIE CHCTEM 0e30MacHOCTH B
peruoHe, npejyiaras IparMaTHIHBIE PEIICHNS 1 PEKOMEH/IANH 10 COBEPIIEHCTBOBAHUIO.

Knioueswvie crnosa: Uentpanpraas Asus, cyBepenuret, CILIA, KHP, HATO, ctpykrypa 6e3onacHocti, OAKB,
HPHUrPaHUYHBIE TOCYIaPCTBA.
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