KA3AKCTAH PECITYBJIMKACBHI FBUUIBIM 7K9HE KOT'APbI BIJIIM MUHUCTPJITI'T

«JILH.TYMWIEB ATBIHIAT'BI EYPA3USA YJITTBIK YHUBEPCUTETI» KEAK

C”l’"yIleHTTep MeH Kac FAJIbIMAAPAbIH
«GYLYM JANE BILIM - 2023»

XVIII XanbikapaablK FbUIBIMU KOH(epeHIUsICHIHBIH
BASIHIAMAJIAP )KUHAT'BI

CBOPHUK MATEPUAJIOB
XV MexaynapoaHoii Hay4Hoi KoHdepeHIun
CTY/IEHTOB M MOJIOABIX Y4€HbIX

«GYLYM JANE BILIM - 2023»

PROCEEDINGS
of the XVIII International Scientific Conference
for students and young scholars

«GYLYM JANE BILIM - 2023»

2023
AcTaHa



VJIK 001+37
BBK 72+74
G99

«GYLYM JANE BILIM - 2023» CTYJAE€HTTEP MEH KAC FAJIBIMIAPIABIH
XVIII XansikapajsIk reuibiMa KOHGepenuusicbl = XV
MexayHapoaHasi Hay4yHasi KOH(pepeHIHs CTYIeHTOB H MOJIOABIX
yuenbix «GYLYM JANE BILIM — 2023» = The XVIII International
Scientific Conference for students and young scholars «GYLYM JANE
BILIM - 2023». — Actana: — 6865 0. - Ka3akiia, opbICIlia, AFbIJIIIBIHIIA.

ISBN 978-601-337-871-8

JKvHakka CTyAEeHTTEpIlH, MaruCTPaHTTaplblH, JOKTOPAHTTAPJIBIH KOHE XKac
rajJlbIMAapAblH  KapaTbUIBICTAHY-TCXHHUKAJIBIK JXOHC T'YMAHHUTAPJILIK FbUIBIMIAAPAbIH
©3€KT1 Macelieniepi OoiibIHIIIAa OassHIaManapbl EHr131ITeH.

The proceedings are the papers of students, undergraduates, doctoral students
and young researchers on topical issues of natural and technical sciences and
humanities.

B cOopHUMK BOWIIM MOKJIAAbl CTYJACHTOB, MAaruCTPaHTOB, JOKTOPAHTOB H
MOJIOABIX  YUCHBIX IIO dKTyaJIbHBIM  BOIIpOCaM C€CTCCTBCHHO-TCXHUYCCKUX H
I'YMaHUTapHBIX HayK.

VIIK 001+37
BBK 72+74

ISBN 978-601-337-871-8 ©JL.H. I'ymuiieB aTeingarbl Eypasus
VITTBHIK YHUBepcuTeTi, 2023



ayMaKTaH TBIC Xepre Keulipy, SFHU OHBI Oip KaparaHaa Oy KaKTBIFBICKAa KAaTBICHI YKOK Oacka
MEMJICKETTEpAiH ayMarbiHa dKkcroptray. Ocel TypFbiIan anranaa Opraiblk A3us MEMJICKETTepi
yiriH ete Kayinti kepmriiec. ConbiMeH Karap, IIIbiH)kaHma Toyesnci3 YHFBIp MEMIJICKETIH KYpYy
unescein OpTanblk A3USHBIH YUFBIP XalIKbI (9cipece »KacTap) TiKeleld HeMmece jKaHama TYple
Makyiaiasl, Oy IlekuH TapanmblHaH aiiMakTarbl «YWUFBIP KO3FaJbICBIHBIHY OCIN Kelle >KaTKaH
BIKMAJIbIHA aWTapJbIKTall alaHAayIIbUIBIK TyFbI3aasl. Ockuiaiima, Oyn mpobiema Kpitait
YKIMETIHIH, YAFBIp CEMapaTUCTEPIHIH >KOHE OJIeMIIK KOFaMJACTHIKTHIH TaJKbLIAybl YIIIH €,
TiKeJIel opeKeTi YIIiH Jie alIbIK OOJIBIN Kaja OepMeK.
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POSITIONS AND INTERESTS OF FOREIGN ACTORS IN THE SYRIAN CRISIS
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L.N. Gumilyov Eurasian National University, Astana, Kazakhstan

The socio-political crisis in Syria (SAR) began in the spring of 2011. Quite quickly, the local
civil confrontation grew into a large-scale civil war. Without removing the responsibility from the
Syrian authorities, it is important to state that the most active part in this conflict, almost from the
very beginning, was taken by international terrorist groups and organizations professing a radical
ideology. The level of involvement in the Syrian conflict of other countries, including the leading
world powers and all neighboring states without exception, is also unprecedented.

Russia’s position. Russia’s policy on the problem of Syria in 2011-2012 was mainly based
on blocking UN Security Council forceful resolutions, which placed all responsibility on President
Bashar al-Assad. Russia’s concerns were related to the possibility of using the proposed
resolutions to legitimize foreign intervention in the Syrian conflict. However, the foreign policy
activity of the Russian leadership was also driven by geopolitical, strategic and economic interests
in Syria, perceived as Russia’s last stronghold in the Arab Middle East.

Soviet influence spread to Syria as early as the 1950s under President Shukri al-Quwatli, and
with Hafez al-Assad coming to power in 1970, Damascus became a consistent Soviet ally and one
of the Middle Eastern main arms importers. In 1990s, arms supply was suspended due to unpaid
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debts. Then it was partially resumed in 1998-1999 and after the visit of President B. al-Assad to
Moscow in 2005, arms supply returned in its full capacity. An agreement was reached to write off
73% of the Syrian debt (out of a total amount of $13.5 billion) in exchange for signed contracts in
the field of energy and weapons [1, p.9]. Thus, while supporting the regime of B. al-Assad, the
Russian authorities maintained a certain continuity of the Soviet political idea to prevent a number
of negative consequences for Russian interests, which were fraught with the victory of the
opposition. These include:

1. the loss of the largest sales market for Russian military equipment and weapons;

2. liquidation of the only foreign Russian naval base in Tartus, which allows maintaining a
military presence in the Persian Gulf and access to the Mediterranean Sea;

3. the radicalization of Syria’s foreign policy under the influence of Islamist groups, which
would increase pressure on the Russian North Caucasus;

4. a threattothepositionvictory of Islamic radicals, as, for example, happened in Iraq after the
overthrow of the regime of Saddam Hussein or in Egypt after the Muslim Brotherhood came to
power.

Defending its national interests in the region and on the world stage, Russia prevented a
military strike on Syria in September 2013, planned by the Obama administration due to the use
of chemical weapons by one of the conflicting parties. Rejecting the possibility of a military
invasion to the Syria, Russia has proposed an initiative, backed by President Assad, to place Syria’s
chemical weapons under international control and phase them out, which has helped to temporarily
stabilize the situation.

This was probably the first time, when Russia opposed the United States at the global level
as an equal international actor. In addition, the Russian side has consistently supported the policy
of ‘non-intervention’ of foreign states in matters of Syrian domestic policy, seeing ways out of the
crisis only in the all-Syrian dialogue. However, as is known, the conflict in the Syrian Republic
developed in a different scenario. As the potential of the opposition grew due to the number of
their allies and, accordingly, the escalation of the conflict, the scale of intervention of international
actors also increased. The armed forces of Russia (introduced under an agreement with President
Assad and contributing to the defeat of the largest terrorist groups), the United States, Iran and
Turkey are directly involved in hostilities. Material, financial and technical support for the
opposition forces is provided by Saudi Arabia and other monarchies of the Persian Gulf, Jordan
and Turkey.

Neighboring states, such as, first of all, Israel, Iraq and Lebanon, fight against the Islamic
State terrorist organization, the United States and Saudi Arabia created international and regional
coalitions, which increased the number of states involved in the Syrian conflict [2, p.16]. Such a
large-scale foreign participation in the Syrian crisis, where each of the actors, in addition to the
imperative to fight terrorism, defends its own interests, while striving to prevent influence of other
participants in the region, on the one hand, hinders the conflict settlement, and on the other entails
the formation of new geopolitical realities in the Middle East.

Russia’s active participation in the Syrian crisis has radically changed its status, turning it
into one of the main, if not the leading, actors in the Middle East political arena [3]. Moscow’s
support to President Assad made it possible to maintain the ruling regime in Syria and prevent the
seizure of power by radical Islamist groups, which was fully in line with Russian national interests.

However, at the same time, this led to the freezing of relations with Saudi Arabia and other
states of the Persian Gulf that began to develop fruitfully - members of the Gulf Cooperation
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Council organization, which, together with the Arab League, is playing an ever-increasing role in
regional politics.

Russia’s cooperation with Iran, the main antagonist of the Arabian monarchies and Israel in
the region, played a significant role in this. At the same time, despite the tactical commonality of
interests with Tehran, which also supported the Assad regime, there were strategic contradictions
in Russian-Iranian approaches. Thus, Russia wants to see Syria as a secular state in which all
confessions and ethnic groups will be equal. Iran is determined to assist the Syrians in the
formation of such a state structure that would preserve the advantage of the Alawites (the Shiite in
Islam) and other religious minorities over the Sunni majority.

This would allow Iran to strengthen its military and political positions in Syria and
throughout the Middle East by creating a ‘Shiite arc’ from Iran through Iraq, Syria to Lebanon’ [4,
p.18].

At the moment, one can also notice elements of the rivalry between Russia and Iran (which
has a more significant military presence in the conflict zone) for influence in Syria, the prospects
of which largely depend on the actions of the United States on the ‘nuclear dossier’ of Iran. In the
event of the expansion of US sanctions, Iran, on the one hand, will be economically and politically
weakened, which will consolidate Russia's geopolitical advantage in the region, on the other hand,
it will be forced to move closer to Moscow on an anti-Western basis. This, in turn, will create a
serious foreign policy dilemma for Russia, which, if such a scenario develops, risksits, the scale
of which has increased and diversified significantly since the Syrian crisis beginning.

Most important markers of the development of bilateral relations can be, firstly, the position
of Israel on the problem of Ukraine, according to which Tel Aviv abstained from voting in March
2014 at the UN General Assembly on a resolution condemning the reunification of Crimea with
Russia, and also not joined the US and European economic sanctions regime; secondly, the
position of Russia, which in April 2017 recognized West Jerusalem as the capital of Israel, albeit
with the proviso that East Jerusalem would become the capital of the future Palestinian state [5,
p.14], and thirdly, the successful overcoming of crisis caused by the crash with the Russian 11-20
aircraft in September 2018. We can also note the positive dynamics in the development of
cooperation in the economic, energy, military (to a lesser extent) and, in particular, the
humanitarian and tourism sectors. At the same time, undoubtedly, there remains a range of political
issues on which Russian and Israeli positions do not coincide.

This concerns, first of all, the role of Iran in the Syrian crisis; Moscow’s military and nuclear
cooperation with Tehran, which poses a threat to Israel’s security; the loyal attitude of Russia,
which is the guarantor of the Joint Comprehensive Action Plan (JCPOA) on the nuclear issue of
Iran, to Tehran’s failure to comply with the terms of the agreement; as well as the prospects for
the restoration of the Palestinian-Israeli peace process.

Russia’s relations with another significant regional actor, Turkey, are extremely uneven,
ranging from dynamically developing cooperation, mainly in the field of energy, to the actual
freezing of contacts between the parties. Despite serious political disagreements in the early 2010s
due to different approaches to the Syrian conflict and the status of Crimea, in 2014 the scale of
cooperation increased significantly, which was directly related to the Moscow leadership’s refusal
to build the South Stream pipeline and replace it with Turkish Stream.

In addition to the political significance of this project, which symbolizes the tension in
relations between both Russia and Turkey with the European Union, the expansion of the existing
Blue Stream network with a gas hub on the border of Greece and Turkey to ensure the supply of
Russian gas to the states of Southern Europe should not only increase the level of exported raw
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materials, but also in the future to give Russia the opportunity to enter the Asian markets. The
development of Russian-Turkish relations in the field of energy was also evidenced by the
approved project for the construction of the Akkuyu nuclear power plant in Mersin by the state
corporation Rosatom. Relations reached their lowest point as a result of the Su-24 bomber incident
in November 2015.

Despite the differing approaches to the strategy for a peaceful settlement in Syria,
concerning, for example, the Kurdish issue, and a number of other regional problems, developing
ties with the government of Ankara will strengthen Russia’s position in the region.

The ongoing acute conflict in relations between the states involved in the Syrian conflict, the
Russian leadership needs to develop a balanced and pragmatic approach that involves active
political maneuvering. Russia is the only state that retains the possibility of political dialogue with
virtually all competing regional players, and can use its influence to simultaneously contain Israel
and help smooth out the contradictions between the Arab countries, Iran and Turkey to de-escalate
the Syrian crisis and in the post-conflict settlement process.

Having restored the status of a major international actor in the region of Western Asia, Russia
has been strengthening its positions in North Africa in recent years.

After the new president, Field Marshal Abdel Fattah al-Sisi, came to power in Egypt, who
proclaimed himself the successor of G. A. Nasser, a traditional ally of Moscow, Russian-Egyptian
relations received a new impetus. This direction appeared especially significant African Union,
having taken the place of Libya as the informal leader of the integration processes on the African
continent.

Thus, one of the strategic tasks of Russian foreign policy is not only economic and military-
technical cooperation with the ARE, but also political interaction at the regional and international
levels. To this end, in October 2018, an Agreement on Comprehensive Partnership and Strategic
Cooperation was signed between Russia and Egypt, and within the framework of the summit and
the Russia-Africa Economic Forum held in Sochi in October 2019, the leaders of the Russian
Federation and Egypt spoke as co-chairs.

In connection with new trends in the world political and economic arena, the strategic
importance of Russia’s cooperation with the countries of the region was growing. It is superfluous
to recall the geopolitical and geo-economic importance of the Middle East, especially in an
environment where energy resources act as a powerful political tool. Russia and the Middle Eastern
states are the central players in the global energy market, since they account for more than two
thirds of all explored oil and gas reserves, which necessitates a coordinated policy in the energy
sector, the implementation of which is possible only with long-term and mutually beneficial
partnership relations. This requires the development of the most multivector foreign policy course,
including, among other things, the monarchies of the Persian Gulf, relations with which are
stagnating at this stage.

It is also important that in matters of economic cooperation with the Middle East, Russia can
act as a developed state exporting goods of medium and high technology, while in relations with
Western countries, Russia is mostly perceived as a ‘supplier of raw material’.

For Russia, a country with a Muslim population of many millions, cooperation or
confrontation with the world of Islam can have no less important strategic consequences than the
nature of relations with Western countries and China.

United States position. The United States, in order to reform Syria’s foreign policy in the
direction of subordination and controllability, tried to break the Assad regime. Solving this
problem, the Americans resorted to the following methods in the ethno-confessional sphere:
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« artificially provoking and stimulating Sunni-Shia disagreements;

» warming up of Islamic-Christian contradictions;

* deepening the Kurdish problem;

* slowing down the solution of the Arab-Israeli conflict.

It is also appropriate to note that a distinctive feature of the situation in the SAR is the
multifactorial combinatorics of interaction and confrontation between a wide range of world and
regional forces to maintain their own positions in the Middle East region.

Iran’s position. Iran has largely determined the main parameters. Syrian conflict largely
depends on Iran’s position. The Russian Federation and Iran are cooperating in achieving peace in
Syria, but there are certain discrepancies in their vision of ways out of the crisis. At the same time,
relations between Russia and Iran are determined by a much wider range of issues of mutual
interest and are not limited to the Syrian problem.

'‘Arab Spring' unfolded in Iran, the revolutionary events in the Arab states were generally
greeted positively. There were tens of thousands of demonstrations and rallies in Tehran in support
of the Arab revolutionary movements. Tehran’s domestic and foreign policy plans were influenced
by the situation in the region, according to Iranian leaders.

In defending its gains in the Middle East, Iran’s foreign policy was put to the test by the
revolution in Syria that began on March 15, 2011. It is no secret that Iran over the past two decades,
and it does not want the was conducted from Damascus.

Iran and development of their cooperation. During the Syrian crisis, the Islamic Republic
warned its Middle Eastern neighbors that it would immediately intervene in Syria's affairs if
external interference occurred.

Approximately 10,000 Iranian troops were in Syria by December 2013, according to Western
media reports. The hostilities also involved several thousand Hezbollah fighters. Reports in 2014
indicated that Iran was expanding its support for Bashar al-Assad by putting elite teams at his
disposal for intelligence gathering and training.

In fact, Syrian events posed the greatest threat to Iranian interests in the Middle East. If
events unfold in Syria in the way they are expected to, Iranian positions in the Middle East may
be seriously damaged, weakening Tehran's chances of implementing its nuclear program and
shaking Iranian internal political stability. Islamic awakening is seen by Iran's ruling elite as a
result of the revolutions in the Arab world. Sunni Islam may become stronger in Arab countries if
regimes change, which would weaken their position in the region. Iran's moral authority will be
undermined if the SAR revolution succeeds. Internal divisions will be exacerbated and confidence
in the regime will be shaken.

Iranian positions in the region are unlikely to give up so easily despite the difficulties Iran
faces in conjunction with the Arab revolutions. Despite the fact that Iran is facing a great threat,
Tehran needs to prepare for the battle for its survival.

Meanwhile, Iran has limited options for open combat. Iranian economy is highly dependent
on world oil prices because of the unfavorable economic situation. Many Iranians are serving as
commanders of government troops in hostilities, European and American intelligence agencies
have repeatedly stated. Iranian military personnel are believed to enter Syrian territory mainly
through the central regions of Irag, according to Western media. The military campaign is also
allegedly unsustainable for Iran. Iranian government expenditures on these purposes are at least
$6 billion per year, according to Western media.

Syria may, however, in the future face military coups and revolutions even if the tasks set
are accomplished. Despite the risk of a deterioration in the country's economic condition, Tehran
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would not be deterred by the costs of supporting President Assad, regardless of the costs of its
presence in Syria.
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Beimerpan enaepi (Benrpus, [Tonema, Yexus, CnoBakust), 2004 KbUIbl )KoHE 0/1aH KEWIH
Eyponanbixk Opakka KipreH Oacka MemJeKeTTepleH aiblpMaibuiblFbl, EO-fa Tek ecki
MYILEIEep/IH YMITTEpiH KaHaFraTTaHbIPy JKOHE OJIap/IbIH €ypOIajbIK casiCaTbIHBIH (papBaTepiHie
0oy YLIIH eMec, ©31HIH KYII OpTalbIFbIH Kypy YIIiH Kipai. Eyponansik ogak. 2005 5xbUTbl HEMicC
tapuxuibicel Kapi Ilnerens e3inig «OpTanbik-LbirbicTa» aTThl enberine [ 1] «Optansix Eypona
— OyJ1 paHTacTHKa eMec, TapuXH OaiyIaHBICTBI aliMaKy,- €M ka3 bl. Beimerpa ToObI KaThICYIIbI
MEMJIEKETTEpAIH Casich TAYeJNCI3JIriH Koprayabl MakcaT erti. 2004 sxputFa Jeiin Oyi enjep
eypoaTIaHTHKAIBIK KYpbUIBIMAApPFa MHTErpalus mnpoueciHae Oip-OipiH KojgayFa JereH
yMTBUIBICTIEH OipikTipingl, an EO-ra kipreHHeH keiliH onap EypoOpax 1mriHaeri TONTHIH
MYJAesepiH Oipiiecin Koianabl.

ATOM IHepreTUKachkl xIHe «EyponajbIk :Kacbl1 MIMijie».

ATOM 3HepreTUKachl- Boiterpas enepiHiH BIHTBIMAKTACTIFbI )KOHE OJIAp/IbIH €ypONaIbIK
casich arbIMHBIH Oip OeiriMmeH KaWmbubIKTapel. Benrpusna, CroBakusiga skone Yexusima atom
AJIEKTP CTAHLUSIAPBI JKYMBIC ICTEH i, onapabslH Oip Oesiri skaHa SHeprus OJOKTapbIH CaTyibl
ke3neil, an Ilonbiia e3 aymarbiHa OIpiHILII aTOM CTAaHIMSICHIH Caly >KOCIAPBIH >KapHUsIIabl.
Asctpus MeH ['epmanus Beimerpan enjiepinie aToM SHepreTHKachIHBIH KYIIetoiHe Kapchl. bipak
Opanius OyJ1 Moceneie COHFBICHIH KOIaiabl. « Eyponabik »Kachll MOMUICH1» TaIKbUIAY KE31H/IE
Beimerpan enzepi aToMm sHEpreTuKachlH atMocdepara 3USHABI HIBIFAPBIHABUIAPIBI a3alTy IbI
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