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ABSTRACT
The report 30, 71 sources, 2 applications

NEW TRENDS IN GLOBAL AND REGIONAL INTEGRATION: INTEGRATION POLICY OF KAZAKHSTAN AS AN INTEGRAL PART OF THE STATE'S FOREIGN POLICY

The object of the research is the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan in the context of the development of new trends in global and regional integration.

The aim of the work is based on the analysis of new trends in global and regional integration

to identify the degree of adaptation of the integration policy of Kazakhstan to these trends and its correlation with the conservation of the multi-vector nature of foreign policy, protect national interests and security of the Republic of Kazakhstan.

Results: based on the analysis of the stated problems were identified theoretical and methodological base of the research; identified new trends in the global and regional integration; identified the correlation of the integration policy of Kazakhstan's foreign policy with the conservation of a multivector foreign policy; analyzed the degree of adaptation of the integration policy of Kazakhstan to the geo-economic and geo-political interests of global and regional powers involved in the formation of neo-Eurasian cooperation and security.

Degree of implementation: the results of the research are presented in scientific publications of presentations at scientific seminars and conferences, can be implemented in the educational process in higher educational institutions of Kazakhstan; it can be used in research works devoted to the theoretical and practical development of geo-political problems in modern conditions.

Effectiveness: the results obtained as the result of research allow us to develop and provide recommendations for improving the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan in accordance with new trends in global and regional integration for state and non-state structures of the Republic of Kazakhstan.

Scope: the results and recommendations of the study can be used by state, primarily foreign policy structures of the Republic of Kazakhstan.

РЕФЕРАТ
Есеп беру  30 бет, 71 дереккөз, 2 қосымша

ЖАҺАНДЫҚ ЖӘНЕ АЙМАҚТЫҚ ИНТЕГРАЦИЯНЫҢ ЖАҢА ҮРДІСТЕРІ: МЕМЛЕКЕТТІҢ СЫРТҚЫ САЯСАТЫНЫҢ ҚҰРАМДАС БӨЛІГІ РЕТІНДЕ ҚАЗАҚСТАННЫҢ ИНТЕГРАЦИЯЛЫҚ САЯСАТЫ

Зерттеу обьектісі жаһандық және аймақтық интеграцияның жаңа үрдістерінің дамуы жағдайындағы ҚР-ның интеграциялық саясаты болып табылады.

Жұмыс мақсаты - жаһандық және аймақтық интеграцияның жаңа үрдістерін талдау негізінде осы үрдістерге қатысты ҚР-ның интеграциялық саясатының бейімделу деңгейін, және оның (үрдістердің) ҚР-ның қауіпсіздігі мен ұлттық мүдделерін қорғау, сыртқы саясатының көпвекторлық сипатын сақтау міндеттерімен өзара байланысын анықтау. 

Зерттеу әдістері: Жоба авторларымен теориялық-әдістемелік база - неореализм, неолиберализм және конструктивизм позициясымен кешенді әдіс анықталды. Бұл теориялар мемлекеттің сыртқы саясатының бөлігі ретінде ҚР-ның интеграциялық саясатын зерттеуге қажетті база құрады.

Жұмыс нәтижелері: мәлімделген мәселенама талдауы негізінде зерттеудің теориялық-әдістемелік базасы анықталды; жаһандық және аймақтық интеграцияның жаңа үрдістері айқындалды; жаңа үрдістерге ҚР-ның интеграциялық саясатының бейімделу деңгейі зерттелді; ҚР-ның сыртқы саясатының интеграциялық саясатының, сыртқы саясатының көпвекторлық сипатын сақтау міндеттерімен өзара байланысы анықталды; нео-еуразиялық ынтымақтастық пен қауіпсіздік кеңістігін құрауда қатысатын ҚР-ның интеграциялық саясатын дамыту мен бастамашылық етуде Тұңғыш Президент - Елбасының рөлі көрсетілді.
Еңгізу деңгейі: Зерттеу нәтижелері конференциялар мен ғылыми семинарлардағы сөз сөйлеу, атқарушылардың ғылыми мақалаларында баяндалған, Қазақстанның жоғарғы оқу орындарында оқу барысына енгізілуі мүмкін; қазіргі кезеңдегі геосаяси мәселелердің тәжірибелік және теориялық өңдеуіне бағытталған ғылыми-зерттеу жұмыстарында қолдануға болады.

Тиімділік. Шығарылған нәтижелер жаһандық және аймақтық қауіпсіздік саласындағы жаңа үрдістер жайлы ҚР мемлекеттік құрылымдары үшін ұсыныстар жасауға мүмкіндік береді.
Қолдану саласы: зерттеудің нәтижелері мен ұсыныстары ҚР мемлекеттік, ең алдымен сыртқы саяси құрылымдарымен қолданылуы мүмкін.
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 Introduction
The relevance of the project topic is determined by the need for an objective comprehensive study of the participation of the Republic of Kazakhstan in integration structures. Integration is a critical factor in the foreign policy strategy of Kazakhstan, contributing to stable and sustainable development of the country's economic growth, security at national and regional levels. One of the main tasks of effective membership of the Republic of Kazakhstan is to form its own agenda in integration and preserve the multi-vector nature of foreign policy, taking into account the geo-economic and geopolitical interests of the leading world powers that construct the neo-Eurasian space.

In the context of the changing geopolitical and geo-economic situation and the formation of new integration spaces, developing countries face the problem of effective use of membership in associations for their political and socio-economic development. For Kazakhstan, these issues are of particular importance, since the republic's participation in international integration is a condition for creating the basis of sovereignty and ensuring sustained economic growth. Joining the top 30 developed countries of the world implies deep modernization, creating a knowledge-based model of the economy, increasing the level of investment, scientific research, labor productivity, developing small and medium-sized businesses, and improving the quality of life of the population. One of the important mechanisms for achieving this ambitious goal is to deepen the integration of Kazakhstan's economy into the regional and global systems. In the concept of foreign policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan for 2020-2030 one of the main goals is defined as "further integration into the system of regional and international trade and economic relations» [1].

The main goal of the project is to identify the degree of adaptation of Kazakhstan's integration policy to these trends and correlation with the tasks of preserving the multi - vector nature of foreign policy, protecting national interests and security of the Republic of Kazakhstan based on the analysis of new trends in global and regional integration.

Project objectives: identifying the theoretical and methodological bases necessary for the study of the integration policy of Kazakhstan, as a part of foreign policy; a study of new trends in global and regional integration; the determination of the degree of correlation of the integration policy of Kazakhstan with the conservation of the multi-vector nature of Kazakhstan's foreign policy and ensuring the sovereignty, national interests and national security of the Republic of Kazakhstan; study of the effect of the integration policy of Kazakhstan in the economic growth of the state; analysis of the degree of adaptation of the integration policy of Kazakhstan to the geoeconomic and geopolitical interests of global and regional powers involved in the formation of neo-Eurasian cooperation and security; identify benefits and risks for implementation of the integration policy; explain the role of the First President -Elbasy in the initiation and promotion of the integration policy of Kazakhstan; analysis of the role of Kazakhstan as a unique example of participation in the construction of the neo-Eurasian cooperation and security; research of the current state of regional integration in Central Asia; development of practical recommendations on the directions of Kazakhstan's participation in the processes of global and regional integration.

The study identified theoretical and methodological approaches and theories that create the necessary basis for studying the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan as part of the state's foreign policy. It was revealed that not all the proposed theories can be used in the analysis of integration processes, especially in regions with different civilizational values, levels of economic development and cultural interaction. Therefore, it is proposed to analyze the problems set in the study from the perspective of "new regionalism". Identifying the opportunities of Kazakhstan's "new regionalism" in the project is associated with methodological problems of interaction between States and regions on the world stage in the context of globalization and regionalization.

The authors consider the project topic through the prism of a number of issues (regional trends, integration measurement units, the role of integration institutions, the influence of external factors on inetgration, etc.).

The scientific novelty of the research is to study the integration policy of Kazakhstan through its adaptation to new regional and global integration trends. The possibilities and problems of this process are identified and recommendations are made to improve the effectiveness of the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan. Having studied possible theoretical and methodological approaches to the study of the subject of prekta, the authors propose to analyze this issue from the perspective of "new regionalism". Identifying the opportunities of Kazakhstan's "new regionalism" in the project is associated with methodological problems of interaction between states and regions on the world stage in the context of globalization and regionalization. The scientific novelty should also include an analysis of the opportunities and risks of Kazakhstan's participation in such integrations as the Eurasian Economic Union and the Shanghai Cooperation Organization, as well as the prospects for Central Asian integration in the Central Asia 2.0 format. As a result of the analysis, the authors of the project came to the conclusion that Kazakhstan, using its unique geopolitical location, can more effectively initiate the creation of a neo-Eurasian space, which should be viewed through the prism of the modern trend "new regionalism".
1. THE NEW TRENDS IN GLOBAL AND REGIONAL INTEGRATION: THEORY AND PRACTICE
1.1 Theory and methodology of integration and integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan
In the course of the research, the theoretical and methodological basis of the research was determined. An integrated approach from the positions of neorealism, neoliberalism, constructivism, pluralism and interstate interaction.

When analyzing modern integration, one should refer to the theory of realism/neorealism. The main thesis of realism about the role of the state as a key unit of foreign policy analysis, regardless of what historical period and what type of state we are talking about, has not lost its relevance (E. Carr and G. Morgenthau) [2]. Special attention should be paid to the thesis that as a result of building relations between states ("zero-sum game"), weaker and smaller countries join stronger ones, which leads to a certain "balance of power" in the international arena. [3]
The analysis of integration procSearch esses is impossible without using the main theses of the theory of federalism, functionalism, and pluralism, which justify the need to institutionalize economic and, above all, political relations, which should result in the creation of supranational institutions to protect the national interests and security of member countries. The founders of neo-federalism (A. Etzioni) and others believe that the goal of integration is to create a "political community" aimed at forming appropriate identification guidelines in citizens. Pinders considering federalism as a concept of integration, and A. Sbraj sees it as a philosophy, scientific orientation [4].  Theorists of functionalism (D. Mitrani, J. Wolf), which are considered the first scientific direction that explained the need for integration, consider integration as the beginning of the transition to a new world order based on the normative regulation of international relations, without the use of force. In contrast to realism, functionalism focuses on non-military forms of development of interstate cooperation. They suggest considering integration as a two-stage process consisting of a low level (pragmatic goals: economic growth, social stability, etc.) and a high level (promotion of the country's foreign policy interests) [5].   According to the pluralistic model (K. Deutsch), integration can take place in two ways: the first (amalgam) - by combining a number of countries into one state entity, and the second (pluralistic) - by creating a community while preserving the political independence of other states [6].
According to the representatives of the theory of interstate approach, a modern version of the theory of pluralistic integration model (S. Hoffman), emphasize that state interest can cause contradictions between national states and supranational institutions. In order to prevent these contradictions from being destructive, D. Puchal suggests integration based on the "concordance system", which assumes the consent of the member states.Particular interest is the thesis about the leading role of one state, which determines the solution of common problems [7]. In the context of relations between national and supranational levels of integration, E. Moravchik's liberal-intergovernmental approach is worth to consider. The intergovernmental school generally emphasizes the ability of national governments to play the integration "game" by their own rules [8].
New integration trends should be analyzed based on the main theses of the theory of constructivism, the main idea of which is that national interest alone does not explain the integration process and is not the only regulatory function. Modern realities of international relations create a common social world that interprets the meaning of international behavior. [9]
Classification of integration processes is an important part of theoretical approaches to studying the issues stated in the project. It is generally accepted to classify integration by field of activity, scale of distribution, and degree of formalization. This classification allows you to determine the key properties and features of integration as an object of scientific research. Integration is divided into political, economic, socio-cultural, and international spheres of activity. Consequently, the integration processes taking place in the world are considered both as an integral phenomenon and as separate aspects of the spheres of activity. According to the scale of distribution, integration is divided into global, regional and sub-regional level. Global integration is described as taking place all over the world, and it is currently being implemented in the activities of international institutions and organizations [10]. Regional integration, which, in fact, is the object of general theories, includes mostly interstate associations, their appearance is due to civilizational, geographical, economic and political factors and is limited to a specific territory. Sub-regional integrations include the level of inter-state cooperation that includes countries from two or more regions of the world. [11]. According to the degree of formalization of integration, they are divided into formal and informal ones and are aimed at identifying the levels of cooperation between states initiated by the conclusion of treaties or without them. Informal integration is associated with separate forms of economic and social interaction that are conducted without a special political decision. However, this form of integration can be quite deep and effective. Formal integration mainly covers the sphere of building supranational institutions by involving the political forces of interning etates. Since these institutions are instruments of power and express the will of the peoples of all the countries that make up the association, their creation is confirmed by treaties and agreement [11].
Thus, the analysis of theoretical approaches to the study of integration showed: integration is a natural process and a reflection of the objective state of the current stage of world development; integration is defined as a high level of interaction between states, the highest manifestation of which is the creation of supranational institutions as a result of the transfer of part of their powers (sovereignty) by participants in this political process); integration is a voluntary choice of the state, which pre-analyzes the various alternatives and the benefits and costs associated with them, correlating the choice made with both maximizing benefits and acceptable opportunities.
All these theories and concepts create the necessary basis for studying the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan as part of the state's foreign policy, but they do not fully explain the latest integration trends.

The authors of the project propose is to consider the stated problems through the prism of the following questions.

First, to what extent existing integration theories can explain new trends of a global and regional nature that affect the integration policy of individual States. Integration trends differ significantly in regions that have different civilizational values, levels of economic development, and cultural interaction. Therefore, the formation of the state's integration policy largely depends on the trends that prevail in the region (emphasis on economic, military or cultural components, the format of integration, its scale, etc.).

Thus, the identification of regional integration trends was identified by the authors of the project as the most important point of the theoretical component of the study. The criterion for evaluating the state's integration policy was its degree of correlation with regional integration trends. Applying this construction to the research problem will help answer questions about what integration trends are in Central Asia (a narrow regional segment) and the neo-Eurasian space as a whole (a broad regional segment), as well as how Kazakhstan's foreign policy correlates with these trends.

Second, the extent to which integration components can serve as units of measurement for specific scientific and applied research. The mere presence of such integration components (supranational structures, dispute resolution tools, and mechanisms of inter-state interaction) does not guarantee the effectiveness of the association's work and, accordingly, cannot serve as the main criterion or unit of measurement. Participation of the state in a particular integration institutions, i.e. a certain need, which in the end, with the availability of appropriate resources (economic, military, political), is transformed into a state interest. Therefore, we can say that the effectiveness of a state's participation in integration is assessed not by its membership, but by how the state interest is realized, with/without and loss/restriction of part of state sovereignty as a result of its delegation to supranational structures. The most measurable and important indicator of the effectiveness of the integration process is the fact as part the national interests of states (economic development, strengthening national security) at a specific stage of historical development; real multiplies and strengthens the economic capability, military and political resources of its members; potential of the relative freedom of the state in shaping domestic and foreign policy course.

Thus, returning to the problem of research, it is necessary to understand how effective the integration policy of Kazakhstan is, taking into account the current membership in such integration associations as the EEU, SCO and CSTO, as well as how Kazakhstan's participation in integration associations corresponds to its national interests.

Third, whether integration institutions can fully replace the state or fully represent the functions of the state as the main subject of international relations. The continuation of the dispute among theorists about the possibility of transferring state sovereignty to supranational structures and, subsequently, the implementation of state functions by integration institutions in their entirety, suggests that there is not and cannot be a single correct answer to this question. The arguments of both supporters of the transfer of all state functions to the supranational bodies of the integration Association (which the European integration project still strives for), who believe that full and comprehensive integration is possible only at the supranational level, and supporters of preserving a strong state, who view participation in integration processes through the prism of national interests and strengthening state sovereignty. [12].
Given that there is no real example in the world of replacing the state with integration institutions or, at least, integration institutions capable of fully performing the functions of the state, each integrative institute will represent a set of views of its participants on that very integration, since in most cases there is no ideal integration model. In addition, relatively young states, which is Kazakhstan, have not yet passed the stage of saturation with state sovereignty, and therefore they are quite scrupulous about the transfer of sovereignty to supranational institutions.

Fourth, can the integration guideline be imposed on the Republic of Kazakhstan from the outside? Traditionally, Central Asian States tend to adopt a partner type of foreign policy behavior that is typical of small states. With this type of behavior, small states tend to distance themselves from all powerful actors, while simultaneously trying to maintain good relations with them, while maintaining a certain space for foreign policy maneuver. Regional specifics orient small states to pursue policies that are characterized by pragmatism, flexibility, maneuvering, avoiding burdensome external obligations, and seeking to attract the help of richer powers [13]. The competitive foreign policy environment in Central Asia has allowed Kazakhstan to form a convincing multi-vector foreign policy concept that is particularly pragmatic and flexible. Kazakhstan's participation in integration projects promoted by China (the Belt and Road initiative, the SCO), Russia (the EEU, the CSTO), and the United States (the New silk road) fully corresponds to the multi-vector nature of its foreign policy. Given the external orientation of Kazakhstan's foreign policy, the most important task is to maintain the foreign policy and integration balance.
Fifth, whether modern integration is linear or irreversible in the context of Kazakhstan's foreign policy is very important. According to most theorists, common is the linear model of integration (assuming one-way movement like the EU), the primary stages of which are the free trade zone and the customs union, focused on optimizing trade relations between countries, which are successively replaced by a common economic market, and then a political union [14-15]. Integration is not only a linear forward movement, but also a multi-dimensional and multi-layered process. In the context of the development of a new regionalism, integration can develop not only within the framework of institutionalization, but also take other forms.

The authors of the project analyze the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan, based on new regional and global trends.
1.2 New trends in global and regional integration
Based on the analysis of global and regional processes of modern international relations, the authors of the project identified new trends, the main of which are "economization of politics and diplomacy" and "new regionalism".With the changing political structure of the world and the formation of a new system of international relations, the density of economic relationships increases, especially at the regional level.

Therefore, an open economy is becoming an important new trend. An open economy is becoming a new trend. The closed economy of the command type gives way to the course of forming an open economy. The opening of the national market for the free promotion of goods, capital, services and labor (WTO, EU), the openness of society to the free exchange of ideas, achievements of science, culture, art and language (EU) come to the fore. At the same time, the degree of openness of the national economy should be the higher, the more developed its productive forces are and the less it is provided with its own natural resources.

However, these opportunities do not automatically arise in the economy of developing countries, but are realized gradually as certain quantitative and qualitative characteristics are achieved in the process of integrating the country into the world economy. The role of developing countries in integration processes can be enhanced by the availability of rich natural resources, especially energy raw materials, which allows them to defend their national interests in a dialogue with industrialized countries. For example, the interdependence of energy resources between the parties is one of the most important factors for regional and global integration.

A new trend should be considered the informal model of integration, which develops as a result of conflicting results of the activities of large classical economic unions. The European model has shown that along with positive effects, there are also negative consequences (social, economic, cultural, etc.). Thus, along with the EU migration problem, the deep polarization of the economic situation of national economies is also increasing. There are not only some peripheral underdeveloped countries, but also entire backward regions that are not able to carry out simple reproduction based on traditional economic activities due to high competition within the Union - the Baltic states are partly an example [16].
Thus, the desire of states to interact without conditions for transferring part of their economic and political sovereignty to supranational institutions, but on the basis of mutual agreement and equality, is manifested. This type of integration is characterized by the absence of clear recognized leaders, in contrast to classical unions, where the dominant countries often do not have a clear political will aimed at fulfilling the role of a donor to regional structures.

As a new trend, we should consider the characteristic of modern integration - "risk sharing", which is expressed not only in the economic, but also in the socio-political interdependence of States participating in integration structures. Thus, the financial crisis in Greece (2010) was a manifestation of the weak side of European monetary integration, which led to the destabilization of the economies of less developed member states. Another example is the EEU, where "risk sharing" is related to the current situation in Russia, which has always occupied a large part of Eurasia. The growing isolation of the Russian Federation, with its economic turmoil, social instability, and residual military power, may become a new threat not only to its allies and partners, but to all democratic countries.

Thus, it can be argued that the higher the level of integration, the higher the probability of spreading the crisis that occurs in one country to others, related to its economic, financial, trade and political obligations.

The factor of democracy is becoming increasingly important in matters of integration, as politics and political regimes have an extremely important influence on these processes. Integration is possible and even necessary if the state has democratic regimes. Democracy creates conditions for integration, as it gives new opportunities to the population of the country, provides economic freedoms, ensures freedom of work and protects the interests of the individual. Non-democratic regimes can hinder integration processes. For example, Turkmenistan, pursuing a policy of neutrality, does not integrate into regional integration of trade and economic, military and political, cultural and humanitarian character, which negatively affects the situation of ordinary citizens. Thus, states with a democratic regime can take an active part in the integration process, both in the region and in the whole world. The European Union is an example. In all European countries, there are democratic regimes that protect freedoms and human rights, ensure a liberal economy and free market, and freedom of labor, which are the economic basis of political freedoms.

New forms of integration in Eurasia, which can be called neo-Eurasian, are gaining strength. Eurasian integration, which is a key force for economic development, interaction in the field of trade in energy resources and other goods, cooperation in the transport sector, integration of capital and labor flows, tourism, and the fight against drug trafficking and epidemiological threats, is acquiring new characteristics. First, the processes of integration between states in individual macro-regions of Eurasia are increasingly complemented by the continental format of integration. Second, "bottom-up integration"is rapidly developing. Intergovernmental cooperation often lags behind the development of economic ties between business and civil societies. Third, cooperation between the states of the Eurasian continent is based on the principle of overlapping membership organizations, blocks, "clubs" focused on solving specific problems. Fourth, a key prerequisite for neo-Eurasian integration is the understanding that regional cooperation projects should be complementary rather than mutually exclusive. Eurasian post - Soviet and Eurasian continental integration are two interrelated processes. The Eurasian post-Soviet integration must necessarily be supplemented by the Eurasian continental integration, which is understood as the process of development of open regionalism in Eurasia. Central Asia can be considered as a "laboratory of Eurasian integration". At the same time, integration in the neo-Eurasian space is hampered by a number of factors. A large number of states that differ greatly from each other in economic, political and cultural terms. Accordingly, the search for compromise solutions to problems in Eurasia is extremely difficult. The problem of integration between democratic and authoritarian states are large-scale asymmetry of economic development and interdependence of countries.

A new trend should be called "integration of integrations", due to the high dynamics of the world economy, which came close to the fourth industrial revolution. Thus, in the long term, an Agreement was projected between the comprehensive and progressive agreement for the TRANS-Pacific partnership (TPP) and the TRANS-Pacific partnership (TTIP), which was to lead to the creation of a closed trade bloc between the two economic centers of modern Europe and Pacific Asia.

The trend of "economization of diplomacy." The authors of the project, analyzing new integration trends (open economy, new regionalism, informal integration model, risk sharing, democracy factor, etc.), focused on trade and economic trends that define modern bilateral and multilateral interstate relations. In the context of economization of foreign policy and diplomacy, the economy acts as a binding element for the countries participating in various integration projects. Economic integration leads to the interdependence of member states, which encourages the development of a particular association.

Analysis of new trends has shown that, first, economic integration is developing more effectively at the regional level than at the global level, despite the presence of organizations such as the WTO. Reaching consensus on global issues is complicated by the different strategies of regional associations and the complexity of integration policies. Under these conditions, even powerful universal trends (for example, economic globalization) are inevitably segmented, with great success achieving transnational effects within regional associations, in comparison with the global level [17]. Secondly, regional integration does not call into question the role of states as the main actors in the IR system, since the degree of consolidation of the participants ' positions, even in such an advanced integration Association approaching a quasi-state format as the European Union, is not yet comparable to that generated in the political structure of a sovereign state. Regional integration can aggregate the interests of states, embrace them in a common outline, but it does not make them completely identical. [17]. 
The "economization of diplomacy" trend is closely linked to the new "new regionalism". "New regionalism", the main characteristic of which is the use of integration opportunities by developing countries to strengthen their positions in the world economic arena and protect national interests in the context of globalization. Regional structures are better equipped to cooperate in sensitive areas such as migration/ labor migration, environmental protection, telecommunications development, etc. Regional blocks open access to their market in exchange for certain concessions from external partners. Especially if these external partners are large associations such as the EU. In this case, integration allows you to protect your own interests more effectively. For example, ASEAN, MERCOSUR, NAFTA, CIS. Their practice of creating a kind of free trade zones and liberal foreign trade regimes, with the exception of the CIS, gives positive dynamics to the national development.

The authors of the project believe that the concept of "new regionalism" implies the creation of associations not only on a geographical basis, but also on a functional approach. These integrations have common goals, interests and create mechanisms for solving cross-border problems. The analysis showed that in the XXI century, "new regionalism" is an integral part of globalization and global regionalization. New characteristics of the region suggest that regional integration means cooperation between countries of a particular geographical or functional region in order to develop and strengthen economic, socio - political, military and other ties based on the principle of voluntariness, in the process of which there is mutual recognition of national interests, as well as convergence of various structures of states. Generally accepted regionalism had a narrow focus (politics, security, economy, culture). "New regionalism" has such characteristics as broad areas of cooperation (ecology, terrorism, energy, etc.); multitasking (different levels); multi-format (summits, forums, programs, initiatives); multi-vector (a state can be a member of several integration associations that differ both in their fields of activity and goals of creation. at the same time, organizations can represent competing players in the international arena).

These and other characteristics of the "new regionalism" indicate not only the geographical, but also the functional basis of modern integration. Examples are mega-projects: the Transatlantic partnership, the Asia-Pacific space, the idea of creating Arab unity between the Middle East and North Africa, the processes for creating a Pacific Union, etc. [18]. Based on this definition, we can talk about a global change in the region. A "global region" is a structured space whose main characteristics are both traditional factors (geographical, historical, civilizational, and cultural) and new factors of the postmodern era (network, communication, virtual, etc.) [19].
During the analysis of the issues stated in the project, the main components of the "new regionalism"trend were identified.

TNK. TNCs are a prime example of how production affects regional and global integration. The authors of the project identified some positive and negative consequences of TNC activities in developing countries. The first should include the creation of new production facilities and jobs in the countries where subsidiaries are located; the development of new technologies and the possibility of integration into the global economic space. Negative consequences can be expressed in the exploitation of the natural and labor resources of developing countries that are willing to sacrifice humanitarian and environmental values for profit.

The active introduction of TNCs into the economy of Kazakhstan began in 1994-1997, when the country's leadership focused on attracting foreign investors-large multinational corporations. There are more than 40 projects involving TNCs in Kazakhstan, and companies such as Danone, Lotte Group, BTM, and Coca-Cola have opened new production facilities. Companies such as Samsung, LG Electronics, General Electric, Volkswagen and others have opened their representative offices and production facilities, but mainly so far in terms of supporting the development of local society through various programs of initiatives, large - or small-node corporations, without localizing the production of finished products or any components in Kazakhstan [20].
Kazakhstan is interesting for foreign TNCs not only for its natural resources, but also for its geopolitical location. Despite its lack of access to the sea, Kazakhstan borders on major markets such as China and Russia and is located on the "Silk road" between China and Europe. However, the interest of TNCs in Kazakhstan at the present stage is mainly due to the extraction of raw materials. The presence of large foreign companies contributed to the implementation of such major oil projects as Karachaganak, Tengiz and Kashagan. More than half of the investments in the oil and gas sector of Kazakhstan over the past 10 years have been made by multinational corporations, where 60% of the 107 billion US dollars invested in the oil and gas sector of Kazakhstan is accounted for by TNCs, as well as the volume of oil produced. In addition, the share of TNCs in the country's mining and metallurgical industry is also high. [20].
Despite the fact that the main investments are spent on exploration, production and transportation of raw materials, TNCs are also interested in the development of industrial production in Kazakhstan. But external factors of technological development are not yet sufficiently involved. In this regard, there are a number of priorities for the technological policy of using external sources of technology: transfer of foreign technologies, the arrival of non-resource TNCs in the country, the use of the "raw materials in exchange for technologies" scheme, and R & d outsourcing. In Kazakhstan, these areas are in the process of formation [21].
There are practically no production divisions of non-resource TNCs in the country. If they are present in the national economy, they are no more than sales links. The main interests of TNCs are concentrated around the raw materials sector and lower-grade industries. Under these conditions, it is necessary to launch the mechanism "raw materials in exchange for technology» [22].
Kazakhstan is particularly interested in using the experience of oil-producing countries in the field of innovative and technological development. For example, many TNCs locate their offshore innovation centers in Saudi Arabia [24].
The most famous example of a joint innovation project is the plastic materials technology development park. It is a joint venture between the local oil monopoly Saudi Aramco and the Japanese Corporation Sumitomo. Such a triple partnership of large national businesses, TNCs and local scientific and technological structures is useful to focus on when creating petrochemical clusters in Western Kazakhstan [25].
Global technological development. The interaction of globalization and technology has led to the formation of a global technological space, within which the role of external factors in the technological development of any national economy is increasing. Inter-country technology transfer is becoming an important element of global economic relations. There is a widespread practice of cooperation, in which research and development can be located in one country, production – in another, sales – in a third, and the management company – in a fourth. This practice is complemented by increased internationalization of research and development, often with the participation of foreign partners or even carried out outside national borders. The production and promotion of new products to global markets now requires the construction of global networks that include specialized suppliers, major manufacturers and consumers connected by the technological chain [25].
The construction of global technological chains, the global migration of industrial production centers and the subsequent movement of R & d centers determine the development of the global innovation and technology sector. Transnational corporations are the main driving force behind these changes. At first, the relocation of production affected low – tech industries-extraction and primary processing of natural resources. In recent years, shifts in the location of global industry have also affected more technological industries. Developing countries are increasingly becoming outsourcing and offshoring zones in the automotive, ship and aircraft, precision engineering, electronics and IT industries. For example, Apple has created 41,000 jobs for iPod manufacturing, of which only 14,000 are in the United States [26].
Changes in the location of industry are accompanied by the relocation of innovation and technology centers. The global innovation strategies of large TNCs now include the transfer of research and development programs to developing countries. A new phenomenon in the activities of TNCs in developing countries is their focus on developing new types of products intended for the domestic markets of these countries. In doing so, Western TNCs are promoting a new type of innovation – inclusive innovation that is accessible to a wide range of consumers in low-income developing countries. The development of inclusive innovations can be considered a new direction of the sustainable development strategy, since these are environmental innovations, innovative technologies, products and services available to socially vulnerable groups of the population.

In a number of technological areas (space, nuclear power) Kazakhstan already has achievements typical for the most developed countries. At the same time, the country is dominated by technologies of the raw materials sector and lower processing, characterized by reduced technical and economic dynamics. The country needs serious efforts to take advantage of all the advantages of modern technologies.

Kazakhstan can also use the path of integration into the global technological space described above. It can start with the arrival of world leaders in domestic markets - equipment suppliers and service companies that usually seek to place their service centers closer to the markets. For example, these may be major suppliers of oil and mining equipment. A number of foreign companies are already working in drilling in the West of Kazakhstan [27]. At the next stage, with the growth of the market for consumption of technologically complex products, we should expect the placement of high-tech industries in Kazakhstan as outsourcing. We are talking about industries that use domestic labor and foreign technology platforms. Further, research centers that develop high-tech products may appear in these markets. Kazakhstan already has such experience. This is the center in the field of metallurgy in East Kazakhstan (Kazakh-French center for technology transfer), the center for digital engineering (CICA), created by the Fraunhofer society (Germany) on the basis of the Caspian University of technology and mechanical Engineering in Aktau [26]
Special measures are also needed to increase the attractiveness of Kazakhstan as an international platform for implementing research programs of foreign companies. For example, the introduction of a special economic zone around Nazarbayev University, which could include research and production centers of national companies and small innovative enterprises, could play an important role. Along with the emerging infrastructure and qualified personnel, this may become a serious motivation for the creation of laboratories for a number of large TNCs in the information and communication sphere, biotechnology and other industries [28]
market, which can be located not only in neighboring countries, but also in remote regions of the globe. The market is growing from national to regional and global scales, becoming a factor that largely contributes to the integration process. The lessons of the Asian financial crisis of 1997-1998 and the global financial crisis of 2008-2009 have strengthened the desire of integrating states to provide more capacious common markets and greater stability in relation to the crisis phenomena of the world economy.

In this regard, the application of more stringent protectionist measures to protect regional markets and the transition to building regional monetary and financial systems are not excluded. As part of regional integration, the less developed members of the bloc receive significantly more dividends. The report of the Asian development Bank notes that these countries are Growing at a higher rate than the developed countries of one particular Association [29]. The study also notes that within the framework of integration, countries that are not rich in resources benefit most from reducing trade tariffs, while states that are rich in resources, on the contrary, in some sense lose out in economic terms [29]. Against this background, within regional blocs, wealthier countries are beginning to reconsider their position on trade liberalization. In other words, individual countries are trying to close their market from foreign competitors. The Trump administration's foreign trade policy is a good example

Within the framework of the "new regionalism", developing countries with natural resources have the opportunity to use the opportunities of integration to strengthen their positions in the global economic arena and protect national interests in the context of globalization. The relationship between developed and developing countries, based on the use of natural resources, is one of the most important factors of integration in the world. The availability of minerals in developing countries, especially energy resources, contributes significantly to their rapprochement with developed countries. Examples are the CEE-EU economic ties, Mexico-NAFTA, Vietnam and Cambodia -ASEAN [16].
The new trend makes it possible to create an effective integration model for the Republic of Kazakhstan, which would form modern system integration links that allow us to quickly overcome crisis phenomena, increase competitiveness, and form an open economy of the state. New technologies, digitalization, logistics, and other components of the modern economic order have led most countries in the world to reconsider the possibilities of integration within the region, preferring to use resource, social, and political factors to integrate into global technology chains. Analysis and systematization of new trends has shown that in the XXI century, "new regionalism" is an integral part of globalization and global regionalization. New characteristics of the region suggest that regional integration means cooperation between countries of a particular geographical or functional region.

"New regionalism" is an attempt to find relevant concepts, new terms and approaches that researchers use to scientifically understand the ongoing global processes of international relations. The concept of "new regionalism" interprets regionalism in a broad, interdisciplinary sense, as an ideology, a certain view of the world, according to which the main subject of global historical development is the region, as well as regional States that form integration not only within geographical, but also functional and spatial.

It should be noted that Kazakhstan's participation in the process of "new regionalism" in no way implies abandoning traditional regional ties within the framework of the EEU, the SCO, cooperation within the framework of the "Belt and Road" initiative, as well as active activities to create Central Asian integration. "New regionalism" should be considered as an opportunity for further development of Kazakhstan in the rapidly changing realities of the modern world.

Pandemic COVID-19 is forming a new integration trend, the main characteristics of which are only being revealed. But today we can already say that in the whole world there is a very low level of mutual assistance, cooperation, development of common recommendations to combat the epidemic, and coordination of preventive measures. Thus, the pandemic is testing the strength of not only national States, but also regional associations like the EEU. The macroeconomics of the Union has taken a back seat, and the need for a coordinated approach in the fight against coronavirus infection has led to the formation of a separate area of work of the Eurasian economic Commission. SCO included the topic of combating coronaviruses among the global challenge. The Organization will focus on the pandemic and its consequences, including socio-economic ones [30]. At the same time, the SCO, as a regional organization, has not yet given a collective response to this challenge. However, no international organization, including the specialized world health organization, was able to respond to the new challenge. The thesis that the epidemic unites and the pandemic divides is updated. The nation state becomes the dominant subject and instinctively acts in a "selfish" way. In this regard, there are problems in the European Union. At the same time, China is emerging from this crisis first, with increased confidence, which will allow it to behave more actively at the regional and global level. In General, there is no strategy for developing a joint plan for rebuilding the world after the epidemic in the framework of integration entities by mid-2020.

The pandemic has exacerbated integration problems. In a state of emergency, states can demonstrate a desire for cooperation within the region. In the post-coronavirus period, cooperation in the field of healthcare, ecology, IT technology, etc. should be developed. On the other hand, it is likely that countries will emerge from the crisis alone, which will lead to fragmentation of existing integrations. The example of the behavior of some EU member States confirms this thesis.
The consequences of the COVID-19 pandemic have had a negative impact on the economies of all countries of the world, especially on developing countries (capital outflows, increased credit costs, currency depreciation and loss of export revenue due to the collapse of commodity prices, etc.).  Current situation will also affect integration processes. The rules and mechanisms familiar to classical integration (traditional regionalism) will be violated. In these conditions, more and more States are turning to the "new regionalism", the characteristics of which are more in line with the realities of the modern world. The economies of developing countries have begun to experience the negative effects of the COVID-19 pandemic, which also affects their integration policies. The challenges of the post-pandemic period will require new approaches from States and integration structures to the formation of regional policy. One option could be a "new regionalism" that would allow countries like Kazakhstan to integrate into the global economic and trade space.
1.3 Сentral Asian and foreign experts on Kazakhstan's interests in the EAEU and SCO
As part of the project, a series of interviews with Central Asian and foreign experts was conducted in order to use them in developing recommendations for improving the effectiveness of Kazakhstan's interaction with integration structures. The first series of questions related to the EEU.

In an interview, experts gave their vision of the reasons for the creation of the EEU. Abigal Householder (USA) believes that it was Putin who long sought to form this union, which in his idea should become a kind of "Eastern" counterweight to such economic and political powers as the United States and the EU. Svante Cornell (Sweden): "The creation of the Eastern Partnership was an important factor that accelerated the forced promotion of the Eurasian Union project. The Eurasian Customs Union did not come into force until 2010, and until 2011 Putin did not pay serious attention to the project of the Eurasian Union. Thus, the EU initiative was not a response to the creation of the EEU, but became a trigger for its formation." Kirill Koktysh (Russia): "The Eurasian Economic Union emerged as a result of the fact that it was not possible to agree on a wide range of issues within the CIS (Commonwealth of Independent states) due to the number of participants and the lack of mutual trust within it. In view of the sanctions imposed against Russia, the task of the Eurasian Union is protectionism and import substitution".
Experts from the member states of the union agree that despite the criticism, there is simply no ideological and practical alternative. However, policy coordination in the most sensitive areas can cause controversy, which can lead to serious criticism of the idea itself. And you should be prepared for this (Murat Laumulin, RK). The expert has high hopes for the common market of oil and petroleum products, which should be formed by 2025. First, it provides for the non-application of export customs duties and restrictions in mutual trade. And secondly, equal access to Russia's gas transportation infrastructure in 2025. Naturally, along with Russian companies.

The main thing - is that the Eurasian economic integration has taken place and formed well, says Sergey Karaganov (Russia). He noted that the flow of criticism is quite strong. Some of this criticism is objective. The weakness of the union is the inability or unwillingness of the elites to explain to themselves and each other its obvious benefits. The formation of public support for integration is very slow.


Most interviewees note the geopolitical nature of the EAEU. Dosym Satpayev (Kazakhstan) notes that the Eurasian economic Union was created by states that see the goals of this integration change differently. Recent events have shown the inefficiency of this project, which has become a hostage to geopolitical games. For Russia, the creation of this integration project is primarily of geopolitical significance. In other words, the formation of a single economic space with the participation of loyal states. According to Pavel Dyatlenko (Kyrgyzstan) Kyrgyzstan joined the economic union in the context of the growing geopolitical crisis, the deterioration of the economic situation in its economy and in the economies of its main partners (Kazakhstan and Russia). Already there are more Russian and Kazakh products in Kyrgyzstan, and there are noticeably more Belarusian goods. It has become a little easier for migrants and entrepreneurs from the Kyrgyz Republic to operate in Kazakhstan and Russia. Official Bishkek understands the strategic importance of the EAEU for the them and its prospects. This was repeatedly stated by the country's leadership, including the President, before and after Kyrgyzstan's accession to the EEU. Farhad Tolipov (Uzbekistan) believes that, first of all, the EEU is a geopolitical union, rather than  economic project. In its current form, it is an incomplete integration structure without clear contours and mechanisms of interaction. This geopolitical project is full of internal contradictions and does not correspond to the General laws and trends of the evolution of the post-Soviet republics of Central Asia, as well as the principles and laws of the integration process. Such large-scale integration processes require serious preparatory work and involve public opinion research. 

From the point of view of official Tashkent, the so-called integration structures in the post-Soviet space are too politicized, and decisions on their expansion are made very hastily. Such unions are associated with the loss of a certain share of sovereignty. Referring to the "revolutionary" events in Armenia in the spring of last year, the authors of the study note that "people came to power in this republic for whom the alliance with Russia is more of a geopolitical necessity than a conscious choice" (Alexander Iskandaryan (Armenia)).
 Experts did not ignore the problematic aspects of the EAEU's activities. Alexey Malashenko (Russia) expresses an extreme point of view: "I do not believe that the Eurasian economic Union can open the door for modernization. This is a very important issue, because without modernization and real economic reforms, I do not see the point in this union." Foreign authors have a more constructive view. Frederick Starr (USA) notes that the accelerated implementation of the Eurasian Union project actually means that Moscow is fully aware that if it does not act quickly, it will lose its influence in the West to Europe, and in the East to China. Putin's task is complicated by strong centrifugal forces on the territory of the former Soviet Union, and by the fact that a quarter of a century has passed since the collapse of the USSR. Denis Krivosheev (Kazakhstan) outlined the country positions: "from the economic side, Kazakhstan and Russia are competitors for each other. Russia, from an innovative position, is not a partner of Kazakhstan. Sanctions against Russia affect Kazakhstan. The devaluation also occurred due to the depreciation of the ruble. Kazakhstan also cannot stop the price increase. This is also the damage caused to the economy of Kazakhstan due to the EEU." Arkady Dubnov (Russia): "The Eurasian Union is alive at least because labor migrants from Kyrgyzstan have the right to work in Russia without a patent and registration, and this distinguishes them from the same labor migrants from Tajikistan. In this sense, the Kyrgyz people understand that it is profitable for them. So that the Union in some of its incarnation is valid. However, mutual trade between the EAEU countries became a victim of Russian policy, which was carried out without any coordination with the EAEU partners. And the main victim of Russia's foreign policy in the Ukrainian conflict, the Syrian campaign and the quarrel with Turkey was Kazakhstan. The EEU is not a reincarnation of the USSR. It cannot be such for various reasons: there is no ideology, there is no strict dictate, there is no cold war, the world is not divided into two camps." Alexander Iskandaryan (Armenia): "The EEU is a form of interaction between other countries and Russia, but not among themselves, since the common interests of the participating countries are very few. As for the interests in the Armenian-Russian relations, they primarily concern the sphere of gas supply and military security. When countries are connected to Russia, but not connected to each other, it's like a wheel without a rim." Alexander Bolshakov (Minsk, Belarus): "The EAEU will have to go through difficult times because of the position of Belarus. The more Minsk is aware of its economic dependence on Russia — more significant than that of other countries in the bloc-the more noticeable are its attempts to reduce Russian influence. Minsk will not break integration ties with Russia, but will continue to distance itself from it in political and cultural terms, expanding contacts with the EU, the US and China". Answering the question about the opportunities offered by Kazakhstan's membership in the SCO, most domestic experts note that this is, first of all, a guarantee of peaceful and stable development of our country. Thus, Professor of KIMEP University (Almaty, Kazakhstan) Zh. Kembayev believes that membership in the SCO will allow Kazakhstan to become a powerful and responsible global player and thus convert its potential into a real influence on world processes. Izimov, a leading IMEP expert, notes the need for Kazakhstan's active participation in the Organization, which is becoming a factor in ensuring international security and developing economic, social and cultural cooperation both at the global and regional levels. Almost all interviewees support the idea of Elbasy that economic cooperation is still a weak link in the SCO's activities, and therefore it is necessary to "significantly expand mutual trade turnover, create new markets, give a new impetus to regional development and diversify transport corridors between Europe and Asia on equal terms" /5/. M. Naribayev, Professor at the Kazakh-German University (Almaty, Kazakhstan) notes the achievements of Kazakhstan as a result of membership in the SCO. However, the expert notes that the Organization has problems and unresolved issues that hinder the development of foreign relations and hinder the foreign economic activity of the Republic. A. Bugaenko, an expert on foreign policy at the Institute of world economy and politics (IMEP, Nur-Sultan, Kazakhstan), points to the gradual transformation of accumulated political capital in the direction of economic cooperation in the SCO. China, faced with political problems with Western countries, is currently determined to expand the presence of companies from its SCO allies in its market. In turn, the SCO countries expect to diversify their economic ties by opening up new markets. According to the expert, it is important for the member States of the Organization to develop common programs of economic cooperation that can ensure sustainable development and the interests of the participating countries.






A. Kaukenov, Director of the center for Chinese studies (Almaty, Kazakhstan), speaking about the inefficiency of some SCO mechanisms, gives an example of the problems of cross-border rivers, which are not solved either in a bilateral or trilateral format. Kazakhstan is experiencing negative consequences of disintegration processes in the region. Moreover, due to its geographical location, Kazakhstan is literally in the center of the SCO, and therefore in the center of interests in issues of border, water resources, ensuring the security of infrastructure facilities, fighting drug trafficking and extremists. The expert notes that in these conditions, it is important for Kazakhstan's diplomacy to actively implement all new mechanisms and, which is of particular importance, use the emerging potential of the SCO to implement its projects in such areas as transport and energy infrastructure, educational, scientific projects, high technologies, and others.
The authors of the project could not ignore the opinion of the famous sinologist K. Syroezhkin when analysing Kazakhstan's membership in the SCO. In numerous interviews, he pointed to the fact that Kazakhstan's interests in the organization are not so much related to ensuring regional security, but rather to the desire to participate in economic projects and receive investments. However, the expert emphasizes that all these interests are partially realized. Due to the underdeveloped economic component of the SCO, little happens in the economy. Indirectly within the organization, the development of bilateral relations between Kazakhstan and China going well.

2. INTEGRATION POLICY OF THE REPUBLIC OF KAZAKHSTAN AS PART OF FOREIGN POLICY
2.1 The Role of the First President - Elbasy in initiating and promoting the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan
President N. Nazarbayev created the basis for a pragmatic and peaceful integration policy of Kazakhstan. Based on the analysis of the works and speeches of Elbasy, the authors of the project have identified the main stages of the formation of the integration strategy of the Republic of Kazakhstan since independence. The factor of President N. Nazarbayev is crucial in the formation and promotion of the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan, the purpose of which is to preserve the subjectivity of the state in the conditions of integration, protect national interests and receive economic and political dividends.

From the very beginning of declaring independence, Kazakhstan began actively integrate into the world community. In this issue, the main initiative came from the Kazakh leadership, since integration was primarily in the interests of the new independent Republic. For the recognition of independent Kazakhstan, an important step was membership in the UN in March 1992. In the future, the government of the Republic on a systematic basis began to work on joining other associations, including various regional projects.

Over the years of independence, Kazakhstan has put forward regional and global initiatives on the world stage. The country's anti-nuclear and "green" initiatives, as well as representation in reputable organizations and regional structures, today define Kazakhstan as an established state. Kazakhstan often acts as a mediator in solving complex international problems and conflicts (stabilization of Afghanistan, the Iranian nuclear program, the Astana format for the settlement of the Syrian conflict, etc.). Among the initiatives put forward by our country, the G-Global principles – the principles of the new world in the XXI century-attracted special attention abroad. They became a real intellectual sensation. The fact that such an idea appeared indicates that Kazakhstan has gained geopolitical weight not only as a regional player, but also as a significant participant in global world politics.

In all these international events, the role of President Nursultan Nazarbayev is crucial. President N. Nazarbayev is known as a great integrator of the post-Soviet space. The authority of Kazakhstan in the international arena is to a large extent the personal merit of the Kazakh leader. For example, The conference on interaction and confidence-building measures in Asia (CICA), which was created thanks to the personal efforts of the First President of Kazakhstan, should be named among the most influential associations functioning today.

Another important structure, the formation of which would not have been possible without the initiative of the Kazakh leader, is the Eurasian economic Union (EAEU). After the collapse of the USSR, N. Nazarbayev became an active advocate for maintaining economic ties between the former Soviet republics. He argued that it was necessary to preserve the economic, infrastructural, social and cultural ties of the post-Soviet republics. In the early 1990s, when the need to enter international markets and search for importers for Kazakh goods (mainly energy resources) was on the agenda, President N. A. Nazarbayev put forward the idea of Eurasian integration within the post-Soviet space. One of the main objectives of the proposed integration was to "open" Kazakhstan and all of Central Asia to the modern world. Economic cooperation with the Russian Federation was supposed to help solve this problem. The Russian territory was supposed to act as a transit territory in conditions when China had not yet acquired the status of an economic power.

Back in 1994, the President proposed the idea of forming a new integration project - the Eurasian Union. Two decades later, the idea was implemented. The analysis of N. Nazarbayev's Eurasian idea showed that he managed to strengthen the Eurasian theory by political practice, thereby making its concept more viable and effective. Thus, the Eurasian integration strategy proposed by the President of Kazakhstan was based on world examples of regional integration implemented in the twentieth century.

The creation of the EEU according to the idea of N. Nazarbayev fully met the strategic interests of Kazakhstan. Based on the multi-vector principle, the country's leadership advocated the diversification of economic relations. Kazakhstan's entry into the EEU took place against the background of discussions about the feasibility of such a step. Opponents of Eurasian integration viewed this association as a geopolitical project of Russia, which in this way seeks to strengthen its role in the territories of the former USSR and keep the post-Soviet republics in the orbit of its influence. In 2014 a number of Kazakhstani public figures and experts suggested holding a referendum on Kazakhstan's membership in this Union, as they saw certain risks for Kazakhstan. civil activist Rasul Zhumaly regarded the EEU "as a project that will become the basis for the revival of the Soviet Union» [31]. Another point of contention was the economic perspective of the new regionalism. Critics focused on the negative aspects of the customs union: the import of inflation from Russia, non-tariff barriers from Moscow, aggressive expansionist policies of large Russian companies in the Kazakh market, and Moscow's promotion of the political agenda within the EAEU.

Statements by Elbasy and other Kazakh politicians indicate an understanding of the risks of deepening integration within the EEU. The issue of economic independence, which is directly related to the problem of state security, comes to the fore. N. Nazarbayev has repeatedly spoken about the right of Kazakhstan to withdraw from the Union in case of infringement of the national interests of the country. So, in an interview with Khabar TV channel, he directly stated that "If the rules described in the agreement are not fulfilled, Kazakhstan has the right to withdraw from the EEU. I have already said and I repeat again that Kazakhstan will not join organizations that threaten our independence» [32].  
The authors of the project showed that in the context of the changing geopolitical situation around Kazakhstan, the EAEU generally corresponds to the course of developing pragmatism in the country's foreign policy. This course was defined by N. Nazarbayev as a task set for all participants of the Eurasian integration, which was supposed to develop a clear strategy of actions with the ultimate goal of creating an innovative economy. The main goal is to get out of the status of "peripheral exporters of raw materials "and take a more worthy place in the global"division of labor". And since this task is fundamentally impossible on the path of "catch-up modernization", the national strategies of the "technological revolution" put forward by the member countries of the emerging Eurasian Union are of great importance [33].
In the context of today's global processes, it is fundamentally important that the EEU is conceived by N. Nazarbayev as an open project in the context of broad interaction with the European Union and other significant associations. The study proved that the Kazakh leader considered the creation of the EEU as an element of Greater Eurasia. According to the head of Kazakhstan, the EAC will not be in any way directed against the so-called "Chinese economic expansion", since strategic partnership with China is determined among the priorities of Kazakhstan's foreign policy [34].   The latter implies intensive political dialogue and close economic cooperation, as well as interaction within the SCO and CICA.

The authors of the project identified the evolution of N. Nazarbayev's views on the role of the EAEU in the development of Kazakhstan, which is primarily due to factors that isolate the Union from cooperation with the outside world (the confrontation between Russia and the West), the fragmentation of the global economic model, etc. Supporting Kazakhstan's membership in the EEU, the Kazakh leader believes that Eurasian integration can no longer be considered as the main, and even more so as an alternative vector for the implementation of Kazakhstan's geopolitical status and its personal status as a global geopolitical player. This is due to the crisis of the Eurasian institutionality, which is largely due to the transformation of Kazakhstan's foreign policy and economic orientation.

Given the "Nazarbayev factor" in the development of the EAEU, the question of the consequences of Elbasy's departure from the post of President remains open. President K.Tokayev assured that "the course for Eurasian economic integration within the EAEU will continue» [35]. On the one hand, we should not expect serious changes in Kazakhstan's foreign policy priorities due to the resignation of N. Nazarbayev. On the other hand, Kazakhstan will pursue a more diversified foreign and trade and economic policy. Criticism of the Eurasian economic integration will also grow louder. Both of these factors will increase with the arrival of a new generation of managers, more focused on the West or China.

Russia intends to remain the main partner based on a common vision, but with increasing tension. President Tokayev is seen as a leader who can provide guarantees of political continuity for Moscow, which is symbolically the goal of the new leader's first visit abroad.

Taking into account the overall positive background underlying Russian-Kazakh relations, at the same time, there are also a number of factors that, in the context of a political transition, can play a negative role in the development of these important bilateral relations. Related to this is the fact that, in General, the broad coordination of the two countries ' positions was largely due to the personal interest of the two presidents, Putin and Nazarbayev, who often encountered all possible problems as they arose. Also, the attractiveness of the EAEU was associated with the figure of Nazarbayev. In the absence of this personal factor, achieving smooth solutions can be difficult.
2.2 Correlation of the multi-vector nature of Kazakhstan's foreign policy with the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan
Active integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan should be correlated with the task of preserving the main principle of the country's foreign policy strategy. Given the fact that multi-vector relations can function in conditions of at least a relative will of States to preserve peace and cooperation, the high polarization of international relations is a challenge for Kazakhstan's foreign policy. Compliance of the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan with the principles of multi-vector policy should be studied from the perspective of neorealism. The neorealist theory of international relations assumes that second-row countries caught between strong powers choose strategies of balancing or joining the strong (bandwagoning) in order to ensure their economic development and security [36]. If there is an external threat, then a balancing strategy is chosen to avoid losses, if the background is more positive, then joining a strong camp is chosen in order to gain benefits. In the case of Kazakhstan's integration policy, the second option is relevant.

The main concept of Kazakhstan's foreign policy, multi-vector, allows the country to solve a whole range of issues. As a member of organizations such as the SCO and the EEU, Kazakhstan aims to ensure national security and maintain its sovereignty and independence; reduce external pressure on state policy; diversify buyers of natural resources; promote socio-economic development of the state through the diversification of infrastructure and integration into global transport routes.

In the foreign policy concept of the Republic of Kazakhstan 2014 - 2020 and 202-2030 destabilizing processes (the development of nationalist sentiments, xenophobia, separatism and violent extremism, including under the slogans of religious radicalism) that pose risks, challenges and threats to the stability of the state and the Central Asia region are indicated. Hence the need to strengthen the CSTO and the SCO and develop multilateral cooperation in the military and political sphere [37].
As a result of the analysis of the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan, the authors of the project came to the conclusion that Kazakhstan's active integration policy meets the national interests of the state. Despite the high level of competition between various integration projects involving Central Asian countries, the competing concepts have overlapping fields – transport communications, energy and regional trade development. In addition, the projects are designed for the entire region, not for one country. As a result, Kazakhstan can solve its problems if it develops the economic bloc and does not participate in geopolitical competition.

Thus, multi-vector approach makes it possible to cooperate and co-exist with all regional powers. However, different interests of global and regional powers, including in integration, expose smaller countries to various conflicting and competing external pressures. External circumstances change or worsen due to the aggravation of geopolitical rivalry between the powers, which affects their interests in integration associations. This fact may narrow the possibilities for diplomatic maneuvering by the Kazakh side. First, within the framework of the EAEU, Kazakhstan is reaching a new level in relations with the Russian Federation, which may negatively affect the observance of a reasonable balance in relations with foreign policy partners. Second, the strengthening of the PRC in the region may constrain the influence of non-regional actors in Kazakhstan and in Central Asia as a whole. Third, Russia and China agreed to achieve cooperation between two integration projects - the Eurasian economic Union and the Belt and Road initiative. But the alignment of interests does not exclude competition.

In these circumstances, Kazakhstan will not only have to maintain the balance of power, but also strive to achieve effective participation in integration through the formation of the agenda.

The effectiveness of Kazakhstan's participation lies in the coincidence of the goals and objectives of the organization and Kazakhstan's national interests. So, Kazakhstan has a vital interest in establishing in their environment areas of good neighborliness, security and stability based on universally recognized principles of international law and, in particular, such as the sovereign equality of States and their territorial integrity, nonuse of force or threat of force from international relations, non-interference in the internal Affairs of States and peaceful settlement of international disputes and conflicts. Therefore, the foreign policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan is aimed at solving these problems, both at the global (UN) and regional (SCO) levels. 

The Chinese vector of integration of Kazakhstan's foreign policy is connected with the SCO, which is considered as a successful model of peaceful and economically mutually beneficial interaction between two different poles of world politics: the United Eurasia and China, which is at the stage of formation. Speaking for strengthening cooperation with the PRC, Kazakhstan hopes to achieve even greater mutual cohesion of the Eurasian countries and turn the SCO into an equal Eurasian-Chinese Alliance as one of the main factors in the formation of the neo-Eurasian space.

According to the authors of the project, Kazakhstan's participation in the SCO also has a positive effect on preserving the principles of foreign policy. However, at the present stage, the economic component of the SCO is covered by the rapidly growing influence of the Belt and Road initiative. This initiative acts as an integrating factor for the Eurasian space. Recognizing the great opportunities from participation in the Organization, it is necessary to analyze the risks for the Republic of Kazakhstan. This is primarily the growth of China's influence in the context of the SCO expansion. Beijing's claim to be the main regional player in Eurasia may make it more difficult for Nur-Sultan to maintain a balance and pursue a multi-vector foreign policy.

Analysis of the russian vector has shown that Kazakhstan has developed a unique experience of relations with Russia over the years of independence, namely, maintaining a distance that allows us to develop close cooperation and at the same time not fall into dependence on Moscow. The latest evidence of this was the introduction of the Latin alphabet and the successful visit of Nazarbayev to the United States in January 2018, which caused obvious dissatisfaction in Moscow. It only worsened when, during the last vote on the Russian resolution on Syria in the UN security Council, Kazakhstan abstained from voting. Kazakhstan is a non-permanent member of the Council, and also provided its platform for negotiations on Syria, initiating the "Astana process", which probably explains its neutral position.

As K. K. Tokayev writes in his book "Light and shadow", "the Multilateral and multi-vector nature of Kazakhstan's foreign policy is most consistent with its strategic interests. But the world is not in constant stagnation, it is changing all the time. There are new aspects and nuances in the international situation that should be studied and taken into account when implementing "practical diplomacy". We must have a clear opinion about the current processes in the world and try to predict the future» [38]. One of these moments was Kazakhstan's accession to the EEU in 2014. A number of experts decided that this fact was the beginning of the end of Kazakhstan's multi-vector foreign policy [39]. However, the steps taken by Kazakhstan outside the Union indicate the intention of Nur-Sultan to maintain its multi-vector nature. Thus, Kazakhstan signed the "enhanced partnership and cooperation agreement" with the European Union (2015), became an active participant in the Chinese "Belt and Road initiative", and continues to deepen the dialogue with the United States within the "C5+1". Regional dialogues with the EU and Japan have helped Kazakhstan to enter the international system, which has facilitated the flow of foreign direct investment (FDI) and strengthened business and trade ties. The European Union ranks 1st among our country's trade and investment partners. The volume of foreign trade turnover with the EU in 2019 amounted to $ 31.3 billion (more than a third of the total volume of trade turnover in Kazakhstan) [40].  In 2018, the gross inflow of investment from the "Land of the rising Sun" was $ 403 million. The trade turnover between the two countries reached $2 billion, including exports – $ 1.5 billion, imports – $ 497 million. There are more than 70 enterprises with Japanese capital in Kazakhstan [41].
Kazakhstan's multi-vector strategy primarily dictates avoiding polarization, given its own strategic situation and close ties with Moscow, which Kazakhstan cannot afford to ignore. Abandoning choice in a situation of "Russia against the West", the ROK will have the opportunity for political maneuver in multidirectional. At the same time, Russia cannot afford to lose the support of Kazakhstan in the current Eurasian context, and Kazakhstan cannot afford to deal with a negative Moscow [42].
After analyzing the participation of Kazakhstan in the EAEU and the SCO, the authors of the project came to the conclusion that the multi-vector foreign policy of Kazakhstan in terms of integration remains relevant, being an objective necessity. The preservation and development of the multi-vector theory and tactics is being updated in connection with the need to implement specific economic and political interests, in response to emerging challenges and threats in the international environment, which are taking on new forms and outlines in various fields.

Central Asian integration. Within the framework of the "new regionalism", Central Asian integration should be viewed from the perspective of inclusiveness in global and regional processes.

The first assumes finding its place in the developed, science-intensive late capitalist system of the XXI century. The second requires the development of a common regional strategy, which is complicated by the small internal markets of the region's countries, a resource-oriented economy, and the lack of export-oriented production that requires strategic investment, an effective education system, and so on. No less important is integration within the framework of not just the region, but the entire Eurasian space.

According to one of the main indicators of the "new regionalism", the participation of Central Asian countries in the process of new technological chains and in world trade is still insignificant and is limited to the export of raw materials.

As for regional integration, in 2018-2019, there is a tendency for Central Asian countries to search for new ways of cooperation in order to strengthen their own positions in international and regional processes. This is evidenced by the launch of new formats and regional consultations aimed at strengthening cooperation between the countries of the region. A significant event was the meeting of the leaders of the five republics in Nur-Sultan in March 2018. The initiative to hold the summit was announced by President of Uzbekistan Mirzeyev during a speech at the 72nd session of the UN General Assembly in September 2017 [43].  In the capital of Kazakhstan, representatives of the region agreed to make such a format of dialogue regular.

Experts started talking about regional cooperation. As a result, there is a renewed scientific and practical interest in the problem of regional integration and the prospect of a new Association of the region's countries, which launches a process that could be conventionally referred to as "Central Asia-2.0" or regionalization of Central Asia. First, the new leader of Uzbekistan seeks to rebuild both the foreign policy concept and the economic model of his country's development. Uzbekistan's foreign policy has begun to take on regional characteristics. Under Karimov, the Republic's foreign strategy was defined as a pendulum strategy. Depending on the circumstances, the Uzbek leadership constantly changed external allies. Secondly, the process of liberalizing the country's economy has begun. Tashkent's previously chosen economic model actually copied the closed Soviet system. In such circumstances, the formation of any economic Union was impossible. From the very beginning, President Mirziyoyev demonstrated a desire to transform the development model of his state, developing an open economy and weakening the role and control of the state in economic processes. Thus, the Uzbek sum has recently become a convertible currency, an important condition of a market economy. The Republic gradually removes a number of barriers to imported goods, which increases the country's turnover in international trade [45]. Despite the difficulties of liberalizing the economy, Uzbekistan's policy will promote economic integration in Central Asia. Third, the request to develop more sustainable mechanisms of interaction can be met by strengthening relations between the key countries of the region, Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan. It is not surprising that President Mirziyoyev began to build close ties with his Northern neighbor. Nur-Sultan could not but welcome such a step on the part of Tashkent. As a result, in 2018, the bilateral trade turnover increased by 50% and amounted to $3 billion [45].2018was officially declared the year of Uzbekistan in Kazakhstan, and 2019 became the year of Kazakhstan in Uzbekistan. This has significantly strengthened the people-to-people relationship, which is also necessary for successful integration.

Regional integration largely depends on the relations between States. From the very beginning, the former Uzbek leadership had strained relations with some of its regional neighbors, such as Tajikistan and Kyrgyzstan. The peculiarity of Uzbek-Tajik relations is determined by a number of factors: bilingualism (Tajik and Turkic languages of the region); the presence of large diasporas in these neighboring States (the Tajik Diaspora in Uzbekistan and the Uzbek Diaspora in Tajikistan); the two States play the most prominent role in resolving the Afghan conflict. However, the difficulties that have Arisen in bilateral relations (disputes over the Rogun hydroelectric power station, issues of transport independence, etc.). in Tajik-Uzbek relations, almost all the main problems of the region have found their expression in a concentrated and most complete form. The reset of relations began with the September 2016 visit of the President of Tajikistan to Uzbekistan, and continued with the first visit of President Mirziyoyev to Tajikistan in 20 years (2018). During the visit, 27 documents were signed on cooperation in industry, standardization and certification, border crossing, recognition of documents on education, geodesy and Geology, agriculture, culture and other fields. The two leaders agreed to jointly build two hydroelectric power plants in Tajikistan on mutually beneficial terms [45].
In 2017 President of Kyrgyzstan Almazbek Atambayev paid a state visit to Uzbekistan. Among the documents signed, the presidents of the two countries signed an unprecedented document – "Declaration on strategic partnership, strengthening friendship, good-neighborliness and trust between the Republic of Uzbekistan and the Kyrgyz Republic". Now Uzbekistan has achieved strategic partnership relations with almost all neighboring States. This is indeed evidence of significant progress in Uzbekistan's bilateral relations with its regional neighbors, achieved in just one year [46].
The authors of the project believe that, unlike the first integration stage, Central Asia 2.0 does not involve the institutionalization of multilateral relations, but rather the deepening of economic cooperation, synchronization of logistics potentials, modernization of transport communications, and reduction of barriers to mutual trade and movement of people.

To the assets of the formation of the region-wide format "Central Asia-2.0" should include: the summit of Turkic-speaking States, the development of strategic partnership between the countries of the region and the United States, bilateral and multilateral formats for meetings of leaders and politicians in Central Asia.

However, there are certain obstacles on the way to integration into Central Asia, the main of which are attempts by external forces (China, Russia, the United States) to promote either their own versions of regional organizations, or the formation of Central Asian regional frameworks that correspond more to their geostrategic structures (the Shanghai cooperation organization, the Eurasian economic Union, and various projects related to the concepts of "Greater Central Asia "and"Central Eurasia"). A special place is occupied by the Russian Federation, which is a strategic partner of all Central Asian States in the field of security, economy, and socio-cultural development. Moscow, because of its geopolitical ambitions, has little interest in Central Asia as a more independent entity. The disunity of the region's countries allowed Moscow to play the role of an arbiter, thereby preserving its influence in Central Asia.

Based on the externally oriented nature of the foreign policy of the Central Asian countries, the authors of the project believe that the Central Asia 2.0 process implies a weakening of dependence on Russia, and in relation to other global actors, a desire to join them (bandwagoning). The position of Kazakhstan, which is building a Eurasian model of cooperation, may also slow down regional integration. After 2005, the Kazakh leadership increasingly began to position Kazakhstan not as a part of Central Asia, but as a "Eurasian state". If we briefly describe the current situation in the region, it represents a kind of state of positive expectations. However, whether these expectations can develop into real integration projects at the official level, it is not yet possible to say for sure. At the same time, if the Central Asian countries do decide to launch a regional integration project, they will first need to identify and analyze the reasons for the failure of the first integration in the 1990s and early 2000s, as well as more clearly formulate the basic integration goals that will fill the project with long-term semantic and practical content.
2.3 Neo-Eurasian space of cooperation and security – a new trend of integration
The study revealed that the special role of Kazakhstan in the region is determined not only by geopolitics, but also by the internal economic and political development of the country. Integration initiatives of the Republic of Kazakhstan are aimed not so much at solving the problem of economic growth of the country, but at ensuring sustainable development of the region as a whole.

As a result of the analysis, the authors of the project came to the conclusion that the modern trend "new regionalism" under the influence of transnational processes takes on new outlines of the non-Eurasian space. Integration and cooperation are no longer an internal mechanism of interaction between the former Soviet republics, but a tool for constructing a qualitatively new space in which not only post-Soviet States, but also other States, business structures and civil societies, governmental and non-governmental organizations participate. The neo-Eurasian space can become a global project that reflects a new trend of modern development - the transformation of the spatial coordinates of world politics.

The change in the geopolitical landscape of the world system of the XXI century occurs as a result of two processes: globalization and regionalization. A new concept of "global regionalization" (regional globalization) has appeared in scientific discourse, where local and global integration coexist as mutually exclusive, but rather complementary processes. In the modern conditions of the globalizing restructuring of the world system, a "new architecture of spaces that will determine the life and development of the world in the coming decades is actually being created: global both in terms of territorial coverage and in terms of the organization within this architecture of all previously emerged and formed main spaces [19].
Thus, global regionalization is considered as one of the main trends of modern world development, which results in the formation of global regions. New regional forms are spaces that involve various types of interaction between state and non-state actors in various spheres and at various levels. In this context, it is necessary to consider the neo-Eurasian space as a form of cooperation of a new generation, corresponding to the trend of global regionalization in the XXI century.

To study the possibility of forming a neo-Eurasian space, it is necessary to study the use of terms and their operationalization. The term "space" in the context of cooperation and security should be considered as a qualitative change in the category of "region". Over the past decades, in the context of unprecedented activation and acceleration of global processes that cover all spheres of world society, the concept of "region" has undergone a significant transformation, which is reflected in its transition from the territorial dimension to the spatial one [47].
Thus, the modern realities of geopolitics and geo-Economics allow us to operate with the concept of "space", which does not have pronounced territorial constants and can absorb new characteristics of the region that are not tied to the geographical map. Space is a complex territorial-economic and national-cultural complex, characterized by the intensity and diversity of relationships. The neo-Eurasian space presupposes a large number of different integration structures that will not be considered as competing, but as the basis for network integration. The EEU, for example, can act as one of the poles of the neo-Eurasian space. The role of the Asia-Pacific region may consist in the development of so-called "open regionalism", which actively uses the model of the Asia-Pacific States.

The neo-Eurasian space is viewed by domestic and foreign experts through the prism of geopolitics. Thus, ZB. Brzezinski believes that it is on this continent that the game is played, the winner of which will dominate the world [48]. To date, the image of the most important geopolitical position of the Eurasian region is analyzed in the works of the classics of geopolitics S. Huntington, W. Cohen, F. Fukuyama, and others. Western experts believe that the ideological content, geographical landmarks and ultimate goals of "Eurasianism" and "neo-Eurasianism" at the present stage of international relations development differ from each other [49].
The concept of "neo-Eurasian" space, in terms of a terminological vacuum, allows you to adapt it to changing conditions and different realities. It can Express: a geopolitical principle (claims to the leadership of one country, such as Russia, or the search for equality of the participating countries); a socio-cultural principle (the difference in the civilizational approach to integration processes, such as the East and the West); finally, in a new reading, the term can mean interaction and cooperation based on a pragmatic approach that contributes to the harmonization of the interests of the participating countries.

The last definition of Eurasianism /neo-Eurasian integration became the main principle of N. A. Nazarbayev's Eurasian idea. Unlike Russian scientists of the XX century, the First President of Kazakhstan created his concept in the new geopolitical and geo-economic conditions of the globalizing world. In his opinion, an important condition for integration is the recognition of "interaction of States as a priority of foreign policy, which should be expressed in practical integration actions» [50].
The project's analysis of Kazakhstan's foreign policy has shown that the idea of Eurasian integration can serve as a basis for constructing a new neo-Eurasian space, the main characteristic of which is the intersection of post-Soviet, Eurasian and continental integration.

When forming the neo-Eurasian space of cooperation and security, it is necessary to highlight the special position of Kazakhstan as a state that combines Asian and European roots, which is a crucial factor for constructive interaction between East and West. The phenomenon of Kazakhstan is that it is both a member of European and Asian regional international organizations. The level characteristics of modern Kazakhstan's Eurasianism can play a role in favor of neo-Eurasian integration. The first level is national-state, where Kazakhstan is understood as an Asian and European country at the same time. The second level is regional, where the emphasis is on mutually beneficial Eurasian integration. The third level is global, where Kazakhstan is considered as a state that occupies a "middle" position between East and West [51].
When forming the theoretical foundations of the neo-Eurasian space, it is necessary to use existing models of integration, since the theoretical provisions related to the development of the integration process are almost universal. You can use the experience of the EU and the EEU. In the first case, the main role is played by the economic factor, in the second - by the geopolitical factor. But both integration entities are based on both pragmatic goals and shared values.

The authors of the project identified differences in the interpretations of Eurasianism/neo-Eurasianism by Russian (hegemony and alternative to Euro-Atlanticism), Chinese (inclusiveness of the Chinese agenda in the Eurasian strategic context) and American (against Russian domination and for the openness of the region) experts and politicians. It is obvious that the different interpretation of the neo-Eurasian space by the world centers will create problems for Kazakhstan in maintaining the diplomatic balance and the desire to become a crossroads between East and West.

The idea of Eurasian integration proposed by President N. Nazarbayev can serve as the basis for a new construction of the neo-Eurasian space, the main characteristic of which is the intersection of post-Soviet, Eurasian and continental integration. The Eurasian Union may serve as the "core of integration" around which the neo-Eurasian space will be formed. The neo-Eurasian model assumes the construction of the region through close interaction with Europe. However, Kazakhstan can only do this together with Russia. Therefore, the neo-Eurasian idea of Nazarbayev implies the creation of a Eurasian-European Union, which would link the most partnership and constructive relations with the participation of Russia.

Kazakhstan's multi-vector policy makes it possible to use other external vectors that unite individual macro-regions of Eurasia. An important vector is China, which has already seized leadership and initiative in the Central Asian region and is strengthening its influence and hegemony there.

After analyzing the stated issues, the authors of the project came to the conclusion that a number of factors (geopolitical location, natural resources, integration initiatives, transit potential, etc.) allow us to consider Kazakhstan as a state capable of implementing the neo-Eurasian integration project in practice. A multi-vector foreign policy can become the basis for Nur-Sultan's initiation of the process of rapprochement of Eurasian States that have different interests and are United in organizations, blocs and unions aimed at solving specific tasks.

The analysis of the possibilities of the structuring of the neo-Eurasian region due to the lack of systematic contradictions between Kazakhstan and the Eurasian States, a unique experience of partnership with Russia and other countries, involving the preservation of the race developed, which allows, developing economic integration, not to be in the position of the dependent partner. The potential of Kazakhstan to advance such integration initiatives due to the fact that the progressive establishment of a peaceful space around us is a necessary condition of survival for States in force as of its geographical position and abundance of natural resources, where the interests of the geopolitical power centers.

Thus, the involvement of the Eurasian States in the neo-Eurasian space makes their relations more stable and predictable. Today, it is clear that economic development is inextricably linked to security issues. The ultimate goal of diversification of the Kazakh economy (not to turn into a raw material appendage) is to preserve the country's subjectivity in the face of increasing influence of external actors (the"New big game" in Central Asia). In this regard, the creation of a regional security complex in Central Asia should be complemented by active interaction with other organizations operating in the Eurasian space. Therefore, security issues should be considered not only in the regional, but also in the whole neo-Eurasian space, the construction of which involves the formation of a complex system of overlapping security organizations.

Each of its components plays a role in maintaining and protecting against threats and challenges. The CSTO, OSCE, and NATO help solve problems of a military-political nature, which is one of the guarantees for preventing military threats. Within the framework of the activities of the Shanghai cooperation organization, it was possible to remove the problems of delimitation and demarcation of borders. The CICA initiative is an extremely important measure in terms of ensuring security and stability in Asia. This forum, largely due to the efforts of Kazakhstan, has become a promising international structure for coordinating joint approaches to solving regional problems.
3 INTEGRATION POLICY OF THE REPUBLIC OF KAZAKHSTAN IN THE NEW GEOPOLITICAL CONDITIONS
3.1 Geo-economic and geopolitical interests of global and regional powers and integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan
The integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan has been influenced by several factors of a geopolitical and geo-economic nature. In the changing geopolitical conditions, the foreign policy of the Central Asian States has become poly-dependent, i.e., in the presence of a neighboring integrating center in the face of Russia, the States of the region actively develop relations with external geopolitical players. As a result, the geographical factor, together with the common history and culture and religious proximity, has been replaced by more pragmatic economic, transport, logistics, and infrastructure relations, where the geo-economic factor is decisive.

The analysis of the interests of regional and global powers showed the direct interest and opportunities of Russia and China for the "arrangement" of the neighboring Eurasian space in the face of the Central Asian States. In the competition between China and Russia, the advantages are on the side of the former, which, in addition to its economic and demographic advantages, is fully integrated into the world economic processes and is focused on traditional global leaders. The "Eurasian" direction of geo-economic activity is still secondary for Beijing. All post - Soviet countries account for only 3.1% of Chinese imports and 2.5% of all exports from China, while only the United States and Japan account for a total of 17 and 24 %, respectively [52].
However, the implementation of the global Belt and Road initiative has repeatedly strengthened the Eurasian vector of China's foreign policy. China already dominates the markets of Pakistan, Tajikistan, Kyrgyzstan, Iran, and Mongolia and has stable interests in Russia, India, and the Persian Gulf countries; transcontinental transit is growing; and major infrastructure projects are being implemented. In this regard, the Initiative is of a General Eurasian nature. Beijing is also increasing its influence through investment opportunities. For example, in 2018, investments from China to the EAEU countries amounted to 14.7 billion rubles. dollars, and more than 90% came from Kazakhstan [53].
Against this background, Moscow's desire to expand the boundaries of its geostrategic interests is complicated by real opportunities, for example, the lack of opportunities for Russia to actively invest in the short and medium term in the economic development of Central Asian countries.

But in the case of the influence of China and Russia on the integration policy of Kazakhstan, the project authors came to the conclusion that we should focus on the role of Russia, which is due to geopolitical, historical and economic reasons is the main centre of integration processes for Kazakhstan. It is Russia that is associated with the concept of neo-Eurasianism, within which new blocs and alliances are formed.

Another equally important factor affecting the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan is the lack of clear competition in the actions of Beijing and Moscow. So, the military-political component is in the area of responsibility of the Russian Federation, and the economic and investment component is in the sphere of influence of the PRC. In the medium term, it makes no sense for Russia to compete with China in the face of sanctions from Western countries. We should not expect competition in economic terms either, as "representatives of the main sectors of Russian investment expansion are able to find niches where their competitive advantages are more significant than those of competitors... first of all, Western European and East Asian ones» [54].
The authors of the project believe that in the medium term, competition between the Russian Federation and China for influence on Kazakhstan is generally excluded due to the absence of a conflict of interests. However, this is possible in the long term, when geo-economic interests develop into hepolitical ones. The study of this issue has shown that Beijing's political ambitions will increase if the existing trends continue, which are expressed in Russia's insufficient economic influence on Kazakhstan and the Central Asian region as a whole. This gap will be filled by the growth of China's economic influence. It should also be borne in mind that China's political and economic influence on Kazakhstan will become very visible, but not decisive.

Western countries also do not reduce their "soft power" potential, striving to implement the Western model of organizing the Eurasian space, despite the lack of financial support for their geopolitical goals. For example, solving water, energy, transport, production and other problems will require significant financial investments and political agreements with Russia and China. However, the United States is not on the best of terms with both of these countries. At the same time, the United States continues to be one of the main investors in the economy of Kazakhstan. Thus, being an important strategic investor, in 2018 the United States invested $ 2.8 billion (a year earlier, $ 2.3 billion) in projects in Kazakhstan [55].
No threats of multi-vector RK from the US and the EU who are interested through constructive relations to maintain their position in the Republic, despite its participation in the Eurasian integration process together with Russia. And China's policy towards Kazakhstan does not depend on the level of "conflict of interests" between Russia and the West. Kazakhstan, participating in integration, seeks to preserve the multi-vector nature of its foreign policy. Nur-Sultan is one of the initiators and active participants of the Eurasian integration process, developing relations with the West and the East. Despite the statements of some political figures, Russia does not exert any obvious pressure on its partner to change its international guidelines in the face of growing confrontation with the West. Nevertheless, the official Nur-Sultan must maintain a balance in order to develop a certain model of integration that would not lose relations with either the West or the Russian Federation. Not only the economic situation of Kazakhstan, but also the political image of the country will depend on the solution of this dilemma.

In the course of the study, the authors of the project found that the trend of increasing contradictions between the United States and China after D. trump came to power cannot but affect the interests of Kazakhstan. Once again, the topic of multi-vector foreign policy is on the agenda. A clear example is the voting in the UN security Council on the most pressing issues of international relations. Every such vote is a big test both for the MFA and the foreign policies of the state. Today, economic disputes between Beijing and Washington affect the Republic of Kazakhstan only indirectly. For example, a decrease in demand for energy resources leads to a drop in the price of oil, Kazakhstan's main export commodity. In the future, the escalation of the conflict may jeopardize the implementation of various Chinese economic projects in Central Asia and Kazakhstan, in particular

Thus, the analysis of the degree of adaptation of the iterative policy of Kazakhstan to the interests of the leading global and regional neo-Eurasia revealed that geopolitical and geo-economic instability in the world and the integration of Kazakhstan into the regional and global system directly affect the interests of the state and narrow the field for political maneuvering Nur-Sultan. Each time it becomes more and more difficult to defend and maintain the principle of multi-vector approach. This factor is seen as an additional risk in modern conditions for the Kazakh leadership.

The authors of the project point out that the problem of lack of a team of high-quality negotiators from the Kazakh side is also a negative factor, which increases the ability of partners to promote their interests within the framework of integration. The lack of high-quality analytical support, the lack of think tanks for the study of Russia and China, and the lack of expert research do not contribute to the promotion of interests and the possibility of forming their own agenda in the EEU or SCO. Kazakh experts and politicians need to develop an integration strategy that meets both the interests of Kazakhstan and the conditions for the transformation of the Eurasian integration landscape.
3.2 Advantages and risks for the implementation of Kazakhstan's integration policy
Russian Federation and Republics of Kazakhstan. Currently, there are eight state programs in Kazakhstan. There are two umbrella ones that include the main goals, objectives and indicators in the political, economic and social spheres until 2020 and 2050: Strategy-2050, Strategic development plan of the Republic of Kazakhstan until 2020 — as well as six sectoral ones. It is noteworthy that the planning horizon - 2025, outlined in the strategic plan, is synchronized with the stages of creating common markets of the EAEU. These strategies set the General direction of the country's development, outline priorities, and formulate forecast indicators [56]. Thus, the message sets a goal to double non-resource exports by 2025. It is obvious that the EAEU is primarily considered as a market for the products of Kazakhstan's manufacturing industry

The analysis of official and expert discourse has shown Kazakhstan's perception of Eurasian integration in the medium term through the prism of the following factors: expanding opportunities for exporting Kazakh products; the EAEU's assistance in realizing Kazakhstan's foreign trade potential in trade with non – EAEU member States; the EAEU's ability to promote the implementation of Kazakhstan's transit potential; the development of macroeconomic regulation in the EAEU; the creation of conditions for business growth and investment attractiveness in the EAEU; formation of the single financial market of the EAEU and the formation of the financial center of the EAEU in Kazakhstan, etc.

In particular, Kazakhstan is interested in: having no access to the sea, reducing high transport costs through equal access to the Russian and Belarusian transport systems; getting access to energy infrastructure on the basis of the single market of oil and gas of the EAEU. If the EAEU effectively enters the world market, Kazakhstan, as a member state, will receive dividends in the form of investors and new technologies. Kazakhstan seeks to become more attractive for investors working in the Russian and Belarusian markets. The possibility of technical modernization of production is also one of the main reasons for Kazakhstan's membership in the EAEU. Within the framework of the Union, Kazakhstan can use the integration potential of the Union in modernization and industrialization, by involving R & d of member States, and exchanging the latest technologies. These and other factors will allow Kazakhstan to actively integrate into the structure of transnational corporations (TNCs) and get guaranteed access to foreign markets through them.

In practice, the following trends of Kazakhstan's participation in the EAEU are emerging. The main one is the so-called "risk sharing". Western sanctions against Russia affect many sectors of the economy in which Kazakhstan operates. Another factor should be called the weakening ruble also negatively affects the tenge exchange rate, since the Russian Federation is the largest trading partner of Kazakhstan. It is noteworthy that since the creation of the EAEU, the share of Russia in the total import of Kazakhstan has been growing steadily. So, if in the first six months of 2017 this figure reached 40%, in 2019 – 42.7 %. In turn, the share of Russia in exports from Kazakhstan has not actually changed, and is within ten percent [57-58]. 
Based on the above figures, it can be concluded that the Kazakh authorities are extremely unprofitable for a strong weakening of the ruble against the tenge, which can increase the negative balance in trade with Russia. As a result, there is a decline in exports to Russia and an increase in imports from Russia. Objectively, at the moment there are no individuals who would benefit from the strengthening of the ruble against the tenge. [59]. The devaluation of the ruble may give an additional advantage to Russian producers.
The authors of the project concluded that this situation negatively affects the economic indicators of Kazakhstan. First, the country's inflation indicators are growing, which in turn leads to the preservation of the high interest rate of the National Bank. The latter factor hinders the growth of economic activity, as the amount of liquidity in the market is reduced. Secondly, foreign currency loans to the population are sharply becoming more expensive, which also increases social tension in society [60].
Despite the fact that Kazakhstan's raw materials with low added value (non-ferrous metal ores, oil, inorganic chemical products, various types of rolled products) are constantly competitive in the EAEU market, a slow growth in the percentage of Kazakhstan's highly processed goods that are sold in Russia can be called a positive trend. In particular, Nur-Sultan managed to increase exports To Russia of a number of manufacturing products. In January-September 2019 exports of flour milling products (+160.9 %), finished products from cereals and milk (+16.6 %), food products (+383.4 %), pharmaceutical products (+112.2 %), paints and varnishes (+140.4 %), chemical fibers (+264.3 %), knitted fabrics (+143.9 %), knitwear (+54.8 %), hats (+1,461.5 %), nuclear reactors and boilers (+10.3 %), locomotives and trams (+515.3 %), land transport (+302.3 %), ships (+675 %), clocks (+378.6%), etc. At the same time, the decrease in imports is observed for raw materials: products of inorganic chemistry, oil and petroleum products, ferrous metals, aluminum, copper, etc. [61].
The next trend is related to discrimination of Kazakhstani goods in the Russian market. This trend contradicts the principle of equal opportunities for trade relations between the member States of the Union declared by the EAEU. For example, Russian legislation does not allow importing the entire range of goods from Kazakhstan: alcoholic beverages, confectionery, etc. Analysis of this trend has shown that Kazakhstan's business is not able to compete with Russian and Belarusian entrepreneurs. Kazakh entrepreneurs complain about unfair competition and many existing administrative and technical barriers. To achieve the goals of Kazakhstan's membership in the Union, it is necessary to conquer the EAEU market. This is an area with a population of 180 million people, where only the volume of public procurement is estimated at $123 billion [62]. It [According to the director of the regional chamber of entrepreneurs Igor Shatsky, it is not so easy to do this "the share of East Kazakhstan exports in the trade balance with the Russian Federation is only 17%. The rest – 83% – is Russian imports. Domestic products are simply becoming uncompetitive. One of the reasons is the difference in value added tax. Our companies operate on the domestic market with a VAT of 12%, and Russian entrepreneurs import their products to the territory of Kazakhstan at a zero rate, initially winning in price." According to statistics, Kazakhstan is not among the leaders in exports, since from January to September 2019 Kazakhstan exported $4.4 billion worth of products to the EEU countries and imported $10.3 billion. As for the export of Kazakh products to countries outside the Eurasian economic Union, there is also a decrease compared to the same period last year. Most of all, Kazakhstan in 2019 sent its goods to China (by $5.9 billion) and Italy (by $6.2 billion), from the CIS countries – to Uzbekistan (by $1.5 billion) [62].It should also be mentioned the influence of the geopolitical factor in Russia's Eurasian policy. It is obvious that Kazakhstan is independent in its diplomatic and foreign economic activity, but is limited in cases where its position contradicts the views of the Russian ruling circles. Moscow is ready to block any transport route that does not meet the interests of its largest companies. For example, the conflict with Georgia in August 2008 allowed to stop the development of the Baku-Tbilisi-Ceyhan (BTC) pipeline, although it was in the interests of not only Georgia, but also Kazakhstan and Azerbaijan. Or the requirement of the Russian Federation (and Iran) not to allow warships of non-Caspian countries to enter the Caspian sea, although initially Kazakhstan allowed their presence at sea... When Akorda expressed its position on the annexation of Crimea, which did not fully support the actions of the Russian Federation, it caused considerable irritation in Russian political circles [54].

This implies the following factor – Russia's desire to consider the EEU as not only an economic, but also a political Union. However, for Kazakhstan, the EEU is purely an economy. Thus, President of Kazakhstan Tokayev criticized the idea to expand the powers of the Eurasian economic Commission (EEC) and strengthen supranational regulation within the EAEU, which was included in the strategy of Eurasian integration from 2020 to 2025. [63].
The post-pandemic world may become a new trend. The coronavirus pandemic has shown that States will have to solve many problems on their own, so in the near future it is unlikely to expect strengthening of supranational bodies within the EEU. This is despite the fact that countering the threat of the emergence and cross-border spread of outbreaks of dangerous infectious diseases is one of the priorities of cooperation between Russia and Kazakhstan, both on a bilateral basis and within the framework of international associations such as the CIS, the EAEU, and the SCO. The basis for cooperation within the EAEU in this area should be: the presence of a single epidemiological space; joint experience in the fight against infectious diseases, during which a set of sanitary and anti-epidemic (preventive) measures was developed; a unified approach to the organization of public health, etc.

Kazakhstan and the SCO. Analysis of Kazakhstan's integration policy has shown that Kazakhstan, with its largest economy in the region and open to investment, as well as a proactive international position that supports all integration formats in Eurasia, is interested in expanding partnership not only with the Russian Federation, but also with China. The SCO is a convenient platform for Kazakhstan to find its place in the geopolitical dialogue between Moscow and Beijing

For example, in the 2017 presidential address, China, rather than the EAEU member States, is indicated as the benchmark for technological development and the main partner in the production and investment sphere. "It is necessary to effectively implement a joint investment program with China to create production facilities in Kazakhstan. Agreements have been reached with the Chinese side. Objects are marked. You need to work specifically. These will be modern production facilities with the creation of about 20 thousand new jobs for Kazakhstanis. To date, six projects have been launched, and two projects have already been launched»

[64]. According to the political discourse, Kazakhstan regards Chinese technologies as more competitive, and investments are more promising.

Within the framework of the SCO, Kazakhstan is building relations with China, one of the world's largest economies, to seek mutual understanding, establish cooperation and combine interests and areas of interaction. The priority tasks of Kazakhstan's membership in the SCO and cooperation with China in General are strategic interaction and search for its place in the Chinese market and the opportunity to develop due to geographical proximity with China.

In the context of the changing geo-economy around Kazakhstan and Central Asia as a whole, intensive sales of raw materials without deep processing do not fully meet the interests of the national economy. To further modernize the economy, Kazakhstan needs to fully use the opportunities of integration, including in the SCO.

According to N. Nazarbayev, "the growth of mutual trade can contribute to the creation of the SCO free trade zone in the future." "Here, our countries can move forward step by step," he said, " starting with the study of projects that are of interest to them in the areas of economic cooperation» [65].
The key priority for Kazakhstan is to create a network of free trade agreements that are an effective tool for obtaining preferential conditions for access to foreign markets, expanding exports and attracting investment. This will allow the SCO to integrate into the world's technological chains, which is a new trend in regional and global integration.

The analysis of the issues showed that in the context of the "national technology initiative", through membership in the SCO, Kazakhstan seeks to "integrate into the global chains of production and sale of goods and services. This should be done primarily by attracting multinational companies." Kazakhstan will have diversified cooperation in water resources, energy, agriculture, and other areas with various countries (other Central Asian countries, China, Russia, the European Union, and the United States).

All these expectations are directly related to the development of the SCO's economic component. However, the Shanghai Cooperation Organization remains largely a "geopolitical showcase" designed to demonstrate the effectiveness of "non-Western" approaches to multilateral interaction and the world order as a whole. From the very beginning, the organization was perceived as a platform directed against the West. Because it is headed by Russia and China.

The absence of multilateral economic projects indicates that the SCO is a kind of geopolitical construct. The projects implemented within the Association are bilateral in nature. For example, "China-Kazakhstan", "China-Kyrgyzstan", "China-Tajikistan" or China-another SCO country". Experts criticize the organization for its imperfect mechanism for making decisions based on consensus. This model of interaction is ineffective because of the differences in the economic, political systems, beliefs and civilizational approaches of the member States. This significantly complicates the dialogue, the search for common ground and the ability to find mutually beneficial solutions to problems based on a common vision, as well as the fact that the level of internal disagreements only increases and leads to the accumulation of unresolved problems [66].
At a certain stage, Beijing is trying to strengthen the economic dimension of the SCO's activities, up to the forced formation of a free trade zone and deep economic integration of the participating countries. At the SCO summit in Astana, Chinese President XI Jinping called for "step-by-step formation of regional economic cooperation institutions" and proposed signing an agreement on trade facilitation within the SCO. [67].Despite the appeal of this idea, member States were predictably unprepared for such aurn. The main reason was that countries had serious concerns about possible Chinese economic expansion and the risk of becoming economic appendages of the PRC.

Experts note that in practice, the economic role of the SCO has been reduced mainly to the fact that individual sub-regional economic projects at the bilateral or trilateral level have been brought under the organization's roof. Probably, such a multi-sided "roof" helped somehow disguise China's economic dominance in the region, but it did not change the essence of the ongoing processes [68].
In connection with the activities of the EAEU, Russian authors Express concerns about Chinese proposals. The intensification of economic cooperation through the SCO with an eye to the free trade zone will eventually lead to the fact that the Organization will replace the EEU as the main instrument of Eurasian integration and thus deprive Russia of a Central role in this process. Given the different degree of development of production in different SCO countries, concerns about the creation of an FTA are justified. A number of countries openly fear that the FTA could lead to an uncontrolled influx of low-cost Chinese goods, which could undermine the national economy. For example, the entire unified market of the EAEU contains about 180 million people - less than the average Chinese province or administrative region and roughly comparable to the population of Pakistan. Meanwhile, some experts believe in the future of the SCO and believe that, on the contrary, this organization will protect the region from Western pressure [69]. As a result, the idea of a free trade zone was actively supported only by Kazakhstan, and, as far as we know, it has not yet received any detailed study at the expert level.

Thus, there is still no economy in the SCO, as well as no mechanism for its implementation. The SCO is not a classic example of economic integration, in which maximum integration is achieved by delegating a significant part of sovereign prerogatives to supranational bureaucratic institutions (Alimov, 2017).

An important factor that weakens Kazakhstan's economic cooperation with the SCO countries is the different level of their development. China has the highest average annual economic growth rate of more than 11%. Then there are Kazakhstan and Russia, which have 10% and 8%, respectively. Tajikistan, Uzbekistan and Kyrgyzstan have the lowest rates — 7%, 6% and 5%. This causes a shortage of goods in the markets, which negatively affects the interaction of countries in the field of trade. This situation hinders integration processes within the SCO. Therefore, the experts, considering the necessary acceleration of development of infrastructure component, noted that "the efforts of such regional powers as Russia and China in the infrastructure development expand the domestic markets and the markets of neighboring Central Asian countries (including landlocked) experiencing obvious difficulties in adapting to globalization [70].  
Large national companies and banks in Russia, Central Asia and China can significantly enrich the interaction of the three parties. This requires the initiation and implementation of large-scale collective economic projects. The SCO development Bank and the joint investment Committee have already been proposed for this purpose.

Within the framework of the SCO, China is pursuing an active policy of liberalizing trade relations with the countries of the region. The Central Asian regional economic cooperation (CAREC) program is being implemented, which, in addition to China and Central Asian countries, includes Mongolia, Afghanistan, Pakistan and Azerbaijan (all of them are part of the "SCO family"). The plans call for accelerating the implementation of the CAREC strategy in areas of cooperation such as trade policy, energy, and the formation of an "economic corridor" in Central Asia based on the China-Kyrgyzstan-Uzbekistan railway project [71].
However, an obstacle to the development of economic relations between Kazakhstan and the SCO member States is the unsatisfactory situation in such areas as the state of customs procedures, environmental protection, uniformity of standards and business mobility.

As a result of the analysis, the authors of the project came to the conclusion that in order to strengthen the SCO, it is necessary to improve the image of the organization. First of all, successful economic projects can do this. However, with the Declaration Of the Belt and Road initiative, Beijing is shifting the focus of its economic strategy in Eurasia from the SCO to this multifunctional project. The idea of a free trade zone is hardly mentioned in recent SCO documents. That is why today the SCO is of little interest to China from an economic point of view.

CONCLUSION
The authors of the project developed recommendations that are more based on theoretical and methodological approaches related to the concept of "new regionalism". The "new regionalism", which is characterized by a combination of geographical and functional factors, development in a multipolar environment, formation from below, openness, multidimensionality, and participation of non-state and subnational actors, is more in line with modern ideas about the functioning of regional systems in international relations. At the same time, the "new regionalism" does not contradict globalism and regional cooperation.

Identification of opportunities for Kazakhstan's "new regionalism" in the project is associated with methodological problems of interaction between States and regions on the world stage in the context of globalization and regionalization. According to the authors of the project, "new regionalism" is one of the most effective forms of practice of spatial and functional forms of interaction and integration of States in the context of globalization and economization of international relations. Kazakhstan should follow an open regionalism, the essence of which is to ensure an international and regional environment that is favorable for further economic development and sustainable growth of the Republic of Kazakhstan.

Kazakhstan's membership in the largest projects in the Eurasian space of the EAEU and the SCO is aimed at implementing its own program of socio-economic development and foreign economic cooperation. Therefore, Kazakhstan considers participation in integration projects exclusively in relation to its own national priorities and tasks.

The main effects of Kazakhstan's participation in the EEU in the medium term is to double non-resource exports by 2025. the economic modernization of the Republic of Kazakhstan in the strategic plan is also synchronized with the stages of creating common markets of the EEU. These and other facts suggest that the EAEU will help solve specific economic problems.

Based on the main task - moving away from the raw materials and export economy, in the medium term should be to increase the competitiveness of national businesses and national goods; increase investment attractiveness; implementation of transit potential and development of transport and logistics infrastructure; reindustrialization and development of industrial cooperation; elimination of remaining barriers and restrictions in trade; formation of human resources for the single labor market.

During the analysis of the issues, the risks of Kazakhstan's participation in the EAEU were identified.

The fall in world energy prices resulted in the weakening of the national currencies of the member countries, which meant a significant reduction in the cost of industrial products produced in the Union countries in dollar terms. In this regard, the import substitution policy is being updated to meet the demand of the Union's members. However, the raw materials orientation of most member States does not allow them to compete with world leaders in the quality of their products or do not have their own resources to fully create the final product (pharmaceuticals or production requiring a high level of technological development). However, all the EAEU countries have the potential for non-resource economic development through such a form of cooperation as international specialization and production cooperation. This means, in particular, the possibility of implementing joint investment projects, the largest of which is space.

The problem of shared risks as a result of Western sanctions against Russia remains relevant. In addition to economic problems, including within the framework of the EEU, researchers note that Moscow is concerned about the strengthening of the Pro-Western vector of Kazakhstan's foreign policy, as well as the growth of nationalist sentiment within society.

Foreign policy structures should also take into account the changing nature of the EEU, which is aimed not only at preserving economic ties in the post-Soviet space, but also at finding ways of interaction and cooperation between member States and Russia. This means that there is still a fear for their subjectivity. Russia is a traditional partner for Central Asian countries. The Russian leadership supports the vision of a multipolar world, in which it sees itself as a regional leader who promotes its leadership, including through integration. The allies are invited to recognize Moscow's sphere of influence.

Within the framework of the EAEU, there is a request to coordinate foreign policy and foreign economic decisions. Member States expect to expand the list of countries with which preferential and non-preferential trade agreements will be concluded. Supporters of the EAEU believe that in the medium term, the integration Association will be able to increase the attractiveness of the single market for external partners and the importance of the Union in the foreign policy and foreign economic sphere.
The authors of the project believe that the transit of power in Kazakhstan can also affect the policy of Kazakhstan in the EAEU. In General, the broad coordination of the two countries ' positions was largely due to the personal interest of the two presidents, Putin and Nazarbayev, who often met all possible problems as they arose. Also, most of the internal appeal of the EEU was strictly related to the figure of Nazarbayev. In the absence of this personal factor, achieving smooth solutions can become more difficult.Also, the EAEU should not be blamed for all the problems of Kazakhstan (unemployment, lack of export offers, except for resources, etc.). in General, these and other problems are the result of the domestic economy and its management. When forming the goals and objectives of Kazakhstan's participation in the EAEU until 2025, foreign policy structures should proceed from the relationship between the tasks of internal economic development and membership in the Union. It should be understood that differences in the priorities and expectations of member States for integration may lead to a slowdown in the pace of integration.To develop an effective strategy, in addition to comparing positive and negative factors of a trade and economic nature, it is necessary to take into account such a factor as the image of the EAEU among the civil societies of the member States. To achieve the goals of the EAEU, the trust of the member States and their civil societies is necessary. At the level of public opinion and expert assessments in almost all countries of the Union, there is a decrease in expectations from the Eurasian economic integration, which is recorded by both opinion polls and expert interviews.In order to reduce the level of criticism of the EAEU, the authors of the project propose to popularize the activities of the Union among the civil societies of the member States. Otherwise, the Eurasian Union will remain a matter for leaders and elites.

The authors of the project believe that managing the above-mentioned risks and finding effective ways to respond to challenges will allow the EAEU to realize the potential of the Union within the framework of the "new regionalism". The authors propose the integration into the global technological chains increased competition within the Union will allow him to enter the world markets. To achieve this goal, it is necessary to promote mutual trade, eliminate existing barriers, create common markets and, accordingly, conduct a clear coordinated policy of industrial cooperation within the framework of the Eurasian economic Union, since strengthening industrial cooperation is an essential condition for the development of Eurasian integration.

The authors of the project note that within the framework of the SCO, Kazakhstan, while not claiming to be a macro-regional leader, is nevertheless traditionally considered a key player in the Central Asian region. Kazakhstan has developed the closest and most multidirectional relations with both China and Russia, which allows Kazakhstan's diplomacy to bring the country not only the maximum direct dividends from participation in the SCO, but also to receive indirect benefits from the current balance.Авторы проекта предлагают рассматривать членство Казахстана в ШОС через призму «нового регионализма». Сотрудничества с Китаем имеет целью не только стратегическое взаимодействие и поиск и своего места на китайском рынке, но и развитие за счет географической близости с КНР. Использование возможностей ШОС должно способствовать модернизации экономики Казахстана и привести к отказу/снижению зависимости от сырьевой, вывозной экономики. Через глобальную китайскую экономику и в контексте «национальной технологической инициативы» Казахстану следует встроиться в глобальные цепочки производства и сбыта товаров и услуг.   

An analysis of integration initiatives in Central Asia with the participation of China has shown that at the present stage, the economic component of the SCO is covered by the rapidly growing influence of the Belt and Road initiative. This initiative acts as an integrating factor for the Eurasian space.The authors of the project consider it possible to view the initiative through the prism of the theory of "new regionalism" in China. Realizing its national interests, Beijing has offered the world of investment for building innovative spatial structures. The Belt and Road initiative will allow China to gain access to the resources and markets of the participating countries, which in turn will be able to realize the transit potential and will have the opportunity to develop the economy.Thus, the essence of Chinese new regionalism is the process of global regionalization, in which there is a rejection of political and military alliances and the creation of transnational integration. New technologies, revision of rules and regulations in foreign and domestic trade, as well as innovations in logistics allow Kazakhstan to search for its niche within the "new regionalism". For example, the distribution of production between different sites, both within one country and outside it, brings certain benefits and advantages to firms, countries, and regions participating in the chain. Having studied the issues of developing countries ' participation in global technology chains, the authors of the project identified the main mechanisms of this process. First, the state should be active, both at the regional and global level, including effective cooperation with foreign companies and the development of its own TNCs. Second, trade and logistics issues should be addressed in a comprehensive manner, which implies improving the country's logistics and infrastructure. Third, attracting investment to the country, which is the driving force of global technology chains. The geopolitics around Kazakhstan suggests that the confrontation between the interests of foreign TNCs will increase, as the modern space is formed primarily for transnational business. For this reason, Nur-Sultan should find the potential not only to be a platform for competition between foreign TNCs, but also to start creating its own companies that work for foreign markets.Summarizing the results of the study of the project's problems, we can say that the largest regional projects with the participation of Kazakhstan -the EEU, SCO/ IPP – have functional and structural differences. They differ in their organizational/legal structure, large-scale economic significance, dispute resolution and financing mechanisms, not to mention management systems.

Kazakhstan, based on the multi-vector principle, actively participates in these integrations, which, without competing with each other, contribute to strengthening regional and global integration. But the existing problem of shared risks in the EEU is amplified by the actualization of the issue of a "sovereign scale of independence" from Russian influence. This factor, according to the authors of the project, explains the desire for closer integration into the SCO and through the Belt and Road initiative. This path may be more pragmatic and appropriate, although not risk-free.

Thus, the participation of Kazakhstan in the SCO and the IPP should take into account the specifics of the Chinese "new regionalism" in order to strengthen competitive advantages in the implementation of joint programs and projects.Таким образом, сутью казахстанского «нового регионализма» должно стать формирование новых точек экономического роста путем активного участия в региональных и глобальных интеграционных объединениях, следуя принципам многополярности, мирного развития, координации и политического диалога.
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71. The midterm review of CAREC 2020. – URL:www.carecprogram.org (the date of application 30.092020). (Промежуточный обзор ЦАРЭС-2020).
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TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS

AND CALENDAR WORK PLAN

Under the contract No_____ of _____________________2018 year

1. NAME OF THE CONTRACTOR

Republican State Enterprise on the right of economic management Kazakh National University named after al-Farabi MES RK

1.1 By priority: 5. Scientific basis of "Mangilik el". 

1.2 By sub-priority: 5.1.3 Relevant issues of social and socio-humanitarian sciences and interdisciplinary research.

1.3 By the project topic: AR05131047 "New trends in global and regional integration: Kazakhstan's integration policy as an integral part of the state's foreign policy" 

1.4 The total project amount is 16,046,378 (sixteen million forty six thousand three hundred seventy eight) tenge, including with a breakdown by years, for the work performed in accordance with clause 3: 

- for 2018 - in the amount of 5,246,415 (five million two hundred forty six thousand four hundred and fifteen) tenge;

- for 2019 - in the amount of 5 324 984 (five million three hundred twenty four thousand nine hundred eighty four) tenge; 

- for 2020 - in the amount of 5,474,979 (five million four hundred seventy four thousand nine hundred seventy nine) tenge.

2. Characteristics of scientific and technical products by qualification and economic indicators
2.1 Direction of work: based on the analysis of new trends in global and regional integration, to identify the effectiveness of the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan for the formation of its own agenda in international organizations that meets the national interests of the state and to provide predictive estimates and practical recommendations on the strategic directions of Kazakhstan's participation in global and regional integrations in the neo-Eurasian space. 

2.2 Scope: the research materials are intended to help develop mechanisms for using the synergistic effect of integration projects to transform the state into a socially-oriented innovative economy and modernize the country; to improve the system of interregional integration, as well as to conduct integration economic anti-crisis measures. The conclusions, forecasts and recommendations of the project can be used by organizations, institutions and other structures in the field of global and regional integration. The results of the research can be used in the process of teaching general and special courses in higher educational institutions of Kazakhstan; in research works devoted to the theoretical and practical development of geopolitical problems in modern conditions. The rating will be published in international journals of scientific articles in Committee for Control in the Sphere of Education and Science (CCSE), Ministry of Education and Science of the Republic of Kazakhstan and ranked international journals.

2.3 Final result: 

- for 2018: the theoretical approaches and research methodology of the integration policy of Kazakhstan will be developed as a part of foreign policy; it revealed the degree of  Kazakhstan’s integration policy’s adaptation to the latest regional and global integration trends; we have studied the role of the First President - Elbasy in the initiation and promotion of the integration policy of Kazakhstan; the analysis of Kazakhstan’s role as a unique example of participation in designing the neo-Eurasian space cooperation and security. Based on the analysis of issues, 1 scientific article in the journal, recommended by the CCSE, and a scientific conference with the purpose of approbation of the research results will be published.

- for 2019: There will be an analysis of Kazakhstan's strategic cooperation evolution with global and regional actors on integration issues; an analysis of the goals and activities of integration unions with Kazakhstan's participation. The following will be revealed: the impact of the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan on the economic growth of the state; advantages and risks of the policy. The recommendations for Kazakhstan’s integration policy adaptation to the latest global trends, forecasting and analytical scenarios of development prospects of regional integration in Central Asia will be developed with practical recommendations on the strategic directions of Kazakhstan's participation in the processes of global and regional integration; the recommendations on increase of efficiency of interaction in integration structures. 1 scientific article will be published in the journal recommended by the CCSE, 1 scientific article in a peer-reviewed foreign publication indexed in Scopus databases with a non-zero impact factor; - Problems of the post-communism and/or others; medium-term forecasts on the correlation of Kazakhstan's integration policy with the tasks of protecting national interests will be published as chapters in the publications of Kazakhstan's partner institutions; expert assessments of Kazakhstan's role in constructing the neo-Eurasian space of cooperation will be published as chapters in books by foreign publishers. A Summer workshop will be organized to test the results of the study.

- for 2020: The following will be developed: the new approaches to the study of integration with the participation of Kazakhstan's interaction; recommendations for improving the effectiveness of integration structures; recommendations and forecast assessments for state structures on the strategic directions of Kazakhstan's participation in integration processes, aimed at adjusting Kazakhstan's policy taking into account its national interests. The results of the theoretical part concerning new global and regional integration trends will be published in 2 scientific articles in peer-reviewed foreign scientific journals indexed in Scopus databases with a non-zero impact factor - Asian Perspective, Russian Political and Law, etc.; the project results will be popularized among the general public through a series of round tables, an international scientific conference, and a dialogue of experts; the project results are expected to be published as a monograph reflecting the research results. 

2.4 Patentability: not patentable 

2.5 Scientific and technical level (novelty): The scientific novelty of the proposed project is to study the integration policy of Kazakhstan, which has a unique experience of cooperation with the states of the neo-Eurasian space in the military-political, socio-economic, cultural and humanitarian fields, which is not properly studied in the works of domestic international experts and political scientists. 

2.6 The usage of scientific and technical products is carried out: jointly.

2.7 The usage of result scientific and (or) scientifically-technical activity: Results and recommendations of the study can be used by the state, above all the foreign agencies of Kazakhstan

3. Name of works, terms of their implementation and results

	The cipher of the task, stage
	Name of works under the contract and the main stages of its implementation
	Deadline
	Expected results

	
	
	Start
	Finish
	

	1.
	To determine the theoretical and methodological basis necessary for the study of the RK’s integration policy, as part of the state’s foreign policy.
	February 2018
	Until 1 of November 2018
	The theoretical and methodological basis necessary will be determined for the study of the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan as part of the foreign policy of the state. Theoretical approaches and research methodologies will be developed.

	1.1
	The preparation of a work plan for the study implementation.
	February 2018
	March 2018
	A work plan for the implementation of the study will be set up and a calendar plan will be prepared.

	1.2
	The analysis of domestic and foreign experts’ works and analytical structures on the research topic.
	February 2018
	Till 1 of November 2018
	An analysis of the work of domestic and foreign experts and analytical structures on the research topic will be conducted. Theoretical concepts will be studied and working hypotheses will be developed.

	2.
	To identify new trends in global and regional integration.
	February 2018
	Till 1 of November 2018
	New trends in global and regional integration will be identified. These new data will be analyzed and systematized

	2.1
	Collection and analysis of factual material


	February 2018
	Till 1 of November 2018
	Will be carried out collection and analysis of factual material and based on it will be analyzed the degree of adaptation of the integration policy of Kazakhstan to the latest global trends.

	2.2
	International scientific conference 


	September 2018
	Till 1 of November 2018
	An international scientific conference will be held and a collection of articles will be published.

	3.
	To identify how integration policy correlates with the tasks of preserving the multi-vector nature of Kazakhstan's foreign policy and ensuring the sovereignty and national interests of the national security of the Republic of Kazakhstan.


	April 2018
	Till 1 of November 2018
	It will be revealed how integration policy correlates with the tasks of preserving the multi-vector nature of Kazakhstan's foreign policy and ensuring the sovereignty and national interests of the national security of the Republic of Kazakhstan.

An analysis of the goals and activities of integration unions with the participation of Kazakhstan will be conducted. 1 scientific article will be published in the journal recommended by the CCSE of the MES RK and chapters will be published in books of foreign publishers. 

	3.1
	Collection and analysis of factual material.


	April 2018
	Till 1 of November 2018
	The collection and analysis of factual material will be carried out in order to identify the impact of the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan on the economic growth of the state.

	3.2
	Writing articles


	April 2018
	Till 1 of November 2018
	The articles will be written and published, including 1 article in scientific journal, recommended CCSE; will be published 1 scientific article for publication in ranked international journals.

	4.
	To analyze the degree of adaptation of the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan to the geo-economic and geopolitical interests of global and regional powers involved in the formation of the neo-Eurasian space of cooperation and security. 
	April 2018
	Till 1 of November 2018
	The degree of adaptation of the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan to the geo-economic and geopolitical interests of global and regional powers involved in the formation of the neo-Eurasian space of cooperation and security will be analyzed. Recommendations will be developed to adapt the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan to the latest global trends.

	4.1
	Collection and analysis of factual material


	April 2018
	Till 1 of November 2018
	Factual material will be collected and analyzed in order to identify the advantages and risks for the implementation of Kazakhstan's integration policy.

	5.
	To show the role of the first President - Elbasy in initiating and promoting the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan


	July 2018
	Till 1 of November 2018
	The role of the first President - Elbasy In initiating and promoting the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan since the state gained independence will be shown.

	5.1
	Collection and analysis of documentary and factual material


	July 2018
	Till 1 of November 2018
	Factual material will be collected and analyzed and based on it the role of Kazakhstan as a unique example of participation in the construction of the neo Eurasian space of cooperation and security will be analyzed

	5.2
	To identify new trends in global and regional integration


	January 2019


	June 2019


	The collection and analysis of factual material will be carried out and based on it; new trends in global and regional integration will be analyzed and systematized. Their influence on the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan will be shown.

	5.3
	Show the role of the first President — Elbasy in initiating and promoting the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan
	January 2019


	Till November 1, 2019


	The role of the first President - Elbasy in initiating and promoting the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan since the state gained independence will be shown. Based on the analysis, the evolution of Kazakhstan's interests in global integration processes will be revealed.

	5.4
	Collection and analysis of documentary and factual material


	January 2019


	Till November 1, 2019


	Factual material will be collected and analyzed, and based on it, the role of Kazakhstan as a unique example of participation in the construction of the neo-Eurasian space of cooperation and security will be analyzed. Common approaches to this process will be identified by the Republic of Kazakhstan and other regional and non-regional actors.

	5.5
	Preparation and organization of the round table
	January

2019


	March 2019


	A "round table" will be held



	5.6
	To identify how integration policy correlates with the tasks of preserving the multi-vector nature of Kazakhstan's foreign policy and ensuring the sovereignty, national interests and national security of the Republic of Kazakhstan


	January 2019
	Till November 1, 2019


	It will be revealed how integration policy correlates with the tasks of preserving the multi-vector nature of Kazakhstan's foreign policy and ensuring the sovereignty, national interests and national security of the Republic of Kazakhstan. An analysis of the goals and activities of integration unions with the participation of Kazakhstan will be conducted. Based on the analysis, the effectiveness of Kazakhstan's participation in integration structures in order to protect national interests will be revealed. A scientific article will be published in the journal recommended by the CCSE and a Chapter will be prepared for publication in books of foreign publishers.

	5.7
	Collection and analysis of factual material


	January 2019 


	Till November 1, 2019


	The collection and analysis of factual material will be carried out in order to identify the impact of the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan on the economic growth of the state. New opportunities for the development of the economy of Kazakhstan will be analyzed.

	5.8
	Writing articles 


	January 2019 
	Till November 1, 2019 
	1 scientific article will be published in a peer - reviewed foreign publication indexed in Scopus databases with a non-zero impact factor.

	5.9
	To analyze the degree of adaptation of the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan to the geo-economic and geopolitical interests of global and regional powers involved in the formation of the neo-Eurasian space of cooperation and security.


	January 2019


	June 2019


	The degree of adaptation of the policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan to the geo-economic and geopolitical interests of global and regional powers involved in the formation of the neo-Eurasian space of cooperation and security will be analyzed. Recommendations will be developed to adapt the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan to the latest global trends. Possible implementation mechanisms will be developed.

	5.10
	Collection and analysis of factual material


	January 2019 


	Till November 1, 2019


	Factual material will be collected and analyzed in order to identify the advantages and risks for the implementation of Kazakhstan's integration policy. Risk management mechanisms will be investigated.

	6.
	To study the theoretical and methodological basis necessary for the study of the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan as part of the state's foreign policy.
	January 2019
	Till November 1, 2019


	The theoretical and methodological basis necessary for the study of the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan as part of the state's foreign policy will be studied. New approaches to the study of integration with the participation of Kazakhstan will be developed.

	6.1
	Conducting interviews with Central Asian and foreign experts.


	January 2019
	Till November 1, 2019


	Interviews will be conducted with Central Asian and foreign experts. 

Recommendations will be developed to improve the effectiveness of Kazakhstan's interaction with integration structures

	6.2
	Organization of a Summer scientific seminar.
	January 2019
	June 2019
	A Summer scientific seminar will be held.

	7.
	The research of the evolution of the country's strategic cooperation with global and regional actors on integration and security issues in the context of the RK’s national interests. 
	July 2019
	Till November 1, 2019


	In the context of Kazakhstan's national interests, the evolution of the country's strategic cooperation with global and regional actors on integration and security issues will be studied. The dynamics of geopolitical processes around Kazakhstan and Central Asia will be analyzed.

	7.1
	Collection and analysis of factual material


	July 2019


	Till November 1, 2019


	Factual material will be collected and analyzed in order to track the evolution of Kazakhstan's strategic cooperation with global and regional actors on integration issues.

	8.
	Analysis of the current state of regional integration in Central Asia, its main characteristics, and identification of the main trends
	July 2019


	Till November 1, 2019


	Forecast and analytical scenarios for the development of the regional integration system in Central Asia will be developed.

	8.1
	Collection and analysis of factual material


	July 2019


	Till November 1, 2019
	Factual material will be collected and analyzed, and practical recommendations will be developed on the strategic directions of Kazakhstan's participation in the processes of global and regional integration.

	8.2
	Investigation in the context of the national

interests of the Republic of Kazakhstan the evolution of the country's strategic cooperation with global and

regional actors on integration and security

issues


	January 2020


	June 2020


	In the context of Kazakhstan's national interests, the evolution of the country's strategic cooperation with

global and

regional actors on integration and security issues will be studied. 

The dynamics of geopolitical processes around Kazakhstan and Central Asia will be analyzed. Based on the analysis, risks and challenges for the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan will be identified.

	8.3
	Collection and analysis of factual material 


	January 2020


	June 2020


	The collection and analysis of factual material will be carried out and based on it, the analysis of the evolution of strategic cooperation between Kazakhstan and global and regional actors on integration issues will be carried out. Common views and interests on integration issues will be identified.

	8.4
	Determination of how much integration policy correlates with the tasks of preserving the multi-vector nature of Kazakhstan's foreign policy and ensuring the sovereignty, national interests and national security of the Republic of Kazakhstan. 


	January 2020


	March 2020


	It will be revealed how much integration policy correlates with the tasks of preserving the multi-vector nature of Kazakhstan's foreign policy and ensuring the sovereignty, national interests and national security of the Republic of Kazakhstan. An analysis of the goals and activities of integration unions with the participation of Kazakhstan will be conducted. Based on the analysis, the effectiveness of Kazakhstan's participation in integration structures in order to protect national interests will be revealed, and the mechanisms of this process will be considered. Chapters in books of foreign publishers will be prepared and published.

	8.5
	Collection and analysis of factual material


	January 2020


	March 2020


	The collection and analysis of factual material will be carried out and on its basis the influence of the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan on the economic growth of the state will be revealed. New opportunities for the development of the economy of Kazakhstan will be analyzed. Problematic issues of this field will be identified.

	8.6
	Article writing 


	January 2020


	March 2020


	Articles will be written and published, including 1 scientific article in the journal recommended by KKSON MES of the RK; 2 scientific articles in peer-reviewed international journals, indexed in databases like Scopus with non-zero impact factor.

	8.7
	Analysis of the current state of regional integration in Central Asia, its main characteristics, and identification of fundamental trends.


	January 2020


	September 2020


	The current state of regional integration in Central Asia, its main characteristics, and fundamental trends will be analyzed. Forecast and analytical scenarios for the development of the regional integration system in Central Asia will be developed. Possible mechanisms for their implementation will be developed.

	8.8
	Collection and analysis of factual material


	January 2020


	September 2020


	Factual material will be collected and analyzed, and practical recommendations will be developed on the strategic directions of Kazakhstan's participation in the processes of global and regional integration. Possible mechanisms for their implementation will be developed.

	8.9
	Investigation of the theoretical and methodological basis necessary for the study of the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan as part of the state's foreign policy


	January 2020


	Till November 1, 2020


	The theoretical and methodological basis necessary for the study of the integration policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan as part of the state's foreign policy will be studied. New approaches to the study of integration with the participation of Kazakhstan will be developed. A comparative analysis of traditional and new approaches will be conducted.

	8.10
	Conducting interviews with Central Asian and foreign experts


	January 2020


	Till November 1, 2020


	Interviews will be conducted with Central Asian and foreign experts. Recommendations will be developed to improve the effectiveness of interaction with integration structures

	8.12
	Organization and preparation of a series of round tables for the testing results 
	January 2020


	October 2020


	A series of round tables will be held

	9.
	Preparation of recommendations for state structures of the Republic of Kazakhstan that form the foreign policy strategy of Kazakhstan in the field of integration and cooperation


	January 2020


	Till November 1, 2020


	Recommendations will be prepared and developed for the state structures of the Republic of Kazakhstan that form the foreign policy strategy of Kazakhstan in the field of integration and cooperation and on the strategic directions of Kazakhstan's participation in integration processes

	9.1
	Preparation and organization of a dialogue platform for experts
	March 2020
	August 2020
	A dialogue platform for experts will be prepared and organized

	9.2
	Preparation of a collective monograph
	March 2020
	October 2020
	A collective monograph reflecting the results of the research will be prepared

	9.3
	Preparation of an international scientific conference
	April 2020
	September 2020
	An international scientific conference will be prepared and held
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