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Meeting of 16 May, 2005 

1. Introductory speeches by the two Co-chairmen of the Parliamentary Cooperation
Committee and representatives of the Commission 

The sitting opened with the participation of Mrs Ona Juknevičienė, chairman of the European 
Parliament delegation to the EU-Kazakhstan, EU-Kyrgyzstan and EU-Uzbekistan Parliamentary 
Cooperation Committees and of the delegation for relations with Tajikistan, Turkmenistan and 
Mongolia and co-Chairman of the Parliamentary Cooperation Committee.

The Chairman welcomed the delegates from the Kazakhstan Parliament and the other 
participants to the 5th session of the EU-Kazakhstan Parliamentary Cooperation Committee.

Mr Dyachenko stressed in particular that the meeting should be regarded as an opportunity 
to build a dialogue between the two sides, the last meeting of which had been held in Strasbourg on 
2 and 3 July, 2003. 

Mr Dyachenko noted that the session was the next stage in the constructive dialogue on 
questions of implementing the basic Agreement on partnership and cooperation between Kazakhstan 
and the European Union.  The meeting would make it possible to resolve many issues involved in 
the bilateral cooperation, to expand and deepen the range of interaction in order to continue it and 
transfer it on to a qualitatively new level. 

Mr Dyachenko stressed that development of cooperation with the European Union was a 
vital element of the foreign policy pursued by the Republic of Kazakhstan.  This was primarily 
connected with the fact that Kazakhstan was a major trade and investment partner of the European 
Union in Central Asia. 

First, turnover over the last year had amounted to about 10 billion US dollars, including 
exports of about 7 billion US dollars and imports of 3.5 billion US dollars. 

Second, the European Union was the biggest investor in the economy of Kazakhstan.  During 
the years of cooperation, the countries of the European Union had invested over 9 billion US dollars 
in the economy of Kazakhstan.  The proportion of investments from the European Union in 
Kazakhstan projects amounted to roughly one third of the total volume of investment in the 
Kazakhstan economy.  The main investors were Britain, Italy, the Netherlands, France and Germany. 

Kazakhstan’s growing prestige in the eyes of the European Union was a reflection of its rich 
hydrocarbon resources, consistent economic reforms and stable high growth of Gross Domestic 
Product over a number of years.

The political and economic weight of the European Union, on the one hand, and the 
geopolitical role of Kazakhstan in the region, on the other hand, determined the importance of 
transforming, in the future, the interaction between the Republic of Kazakhstan and the European 
Union into a strategic partnership.  The provisions of the Agreement on Partnership and 
Cooperation, which had been signed in 1995 and had come into effect in July 1999, might be used as 
the chief instrument for fulfilling this task.

Mr Dyachenko stressed that the basis for upgrading interaction with Kazakhstan might be 
Kazakhstan leadership in the Central Asian region in building democracy, developing a civil society 
and a market economy.  Since it had gained independence, the foundations had been laid in 
Kazakhstan for a democratic social system and liberalisation of the political system.  The principle 
of division of unified state power into legislative, executive and judicial branches had been really 
secured on the basis of general and equal elections.  Legislation had secured a multi-party system 
and some deputies had been elected on the basis of party lists.  The third sector was also developing 
dynamically: there were currently about 5 000 non-governmental organisations operating in the 
country and Kazakhstan’s legal and judicial systems were being further developed.  Kazakhstan was 
consciously striving towards further improvement of national legislation, including, in the sphere of 
human rights and freedoms, bringing them into line with international standards.  The intention was
to discuss all these problems fruitfully and effectively. 
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All the democratic achievements would have been impossible without economic success.  
Thanks to the targeted performance of economic reforms, stable economic growth had been 
observed in recent years.  In February, the President of the Republic of Kazakhstan, N.A.Nazarbaev, 
had made his annual address to the people of Kazakhstan, in which he mentioned the transitional 
development stages in Kazakhstan’s years of independence, stressed what had been achieved and 
noted the ways for the further development of Kazakhstan’s society. The content of this address to 
the people of Kazakhstan was now being supplemented and actively implemented. 

After declaring the 5th session open, Mr DYACHENKO wished all the participants success in 
their work and noted that the event would have a major positive effect on development of interaction 
and would constitute a manifestation of the common striving to expand and further deepen 
partnership relations between Kazakhstan and the European Union. 

Mr Dyachenko gave the floor for extending welcomes to the co-chairman of the European 
side of the EU-Kazakhstan Parliamentary Cooperation Committee, Mrs Ona Juknevičienė. 

Mrs Juknevičienė welcomed the participants and presented her colleagues from the 
European Parliament, announcing that she represented one of the new Member-States of the 
European Union and that some of her colleagues also represented countries that had only joined the 
European Union very recently.  She stated that it was a pleasure to continue this dialogue, which the 
Republic of Kazakhstan had started with the European Union quite a long time ago.  The first 
agreement or, to be more precise, the fundamentals of the agreement, had been presented and agreed 
in 1995, so the tenth anniversary of this major event could now be celebrated, even though the 
agreement itself had come into effect only in 1999, though actual cooperation between the Republic 
of Kazakhstan and the European Union had began ten years ago.

The session was now to consider the process of fulfilment of the agreement that had been
signed and had come into effect in 1999.  This regular meeting in accordance with the agreements 
had been put off for two reasons – the elections in Kazakhstan and the elections to the European 
Parliament, connected with expansion of the European Union. 

Mrs Juknevičienė noted that the report by the OSCE (Organisation for Security and 
Cooperation in Europe) on observation of the elections in the Republic of Kazakhstan in September 
2004 had been quite critical, although the European Council of Ministers had noted that there had 
been certain improvements.  The discussion should focus on which improvements had been made in
reform of the political structure of the country, particularly as regards development of the 
democratisation process; what political parties exist in the country; and to what extent these parties 
were represented in Parliament. 

In the light of the recent events in Uzbekistan, opinions should be heard concerning political 
stability in the region and the possible impact of these events in the region on Kazakhstan.  

Another important issue always included on the agenda was assessment of the fight against 
organised crime in Central Asia, and the situation in Kazakhstan in particular.  Might Kazakhstan be 
a potential target for terrorist attacks?  What was the assessment of the support provided by the 
European Union to Kazakhstan, particularly via the TACIS programme?  Was there any further 
opportunity for increasing the effectiveness of this programme and finding new approaches for its 
improved implementation, in order to render Kazakhstan the more comprehensive assistance it 
requires? 

Regarding development of the economy in Kazakhstan: the economy was undoubtedly 
growing rapidly and effectively. The economy provided the basis for democracy, being its main 
foundation.  Democracy was the main foundation for stability in the country and the region as a 
whole.  It would be good to discuss stability in the Republic of Kazakhstan during the session, 
Kazakhstan’s economic development from another angle, not only that of growth, but also that of 
government participation in business, how things stood with the environment, how problems of 
radioactivity in the Semipalatinsk region were being resolved, as well as the drying up of the Aral 
Sea and Lake Balkhash. 
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Mrs Juknevičienė stated her confidence that the economic Cooperation between the 
Republic of Kazakhstan and the European Union had achieved quite major results and that the 
European Union was one of the key partners in trade and the economic development of the Republic 
of Kazakhstan, being the country’s second partner, after Russia, in terms of commodity turnover and 
goods exports from Kazakhstan. 

Mrs Juknevičienė noted that a final document was to be drawn up on the results of the 
meeting.  The two sides would have an opportunity to study this document and make proposals, 
amendments and ideas for inclusion therein. 

Confidence was expressed that the meeting would be effective and fruitful and would 
proceed in a friendly atmosphere.

2. Adoption of the draft agenda for the 5th meeting of the EU– Kazakhstan Parliamentary 
Cooperation Committee

The Chairman announced that a copy of the draft of the final conclusions of the meeting had 
already been distributed to the participants.  Amendments could be introduced into the text if 
deemed by the Kazakhstan side to be of political importance, and should be submitted to the 
Secretariat in order that the draft might be discussed and approved the following day. 
 

The agenda was adopted unanimously.

3. Approval of the Minutes of the 4th meeting of the EU– Kazakhstan Parliamentary 
Cooperation Committee, held in Strasbourg on 2 and 3 July 2003.

The Minutes were approved.

4. Exchange of opinions on development of relations between Kazakhstan and the European  
Union since the 4th meeting of the EU– Kazakhstan Parliamentary Cooperation Committee

Mr Dyachenko spoke on the item 'Implementation of the Agreement on Partnership and 
Cooperation'.  With respect to implementation of the Agreement between Kazakhstan and the 
European Union, above all certain important aspects should be remembered, in consideration of the 
fact that there were new members of the delegation from both Kazakhstan and the European Union.  
For this reason, attention should be focused on certain positions. 

The Agreement on Partnership and Cooperation (APC) had been signed in Brussels on 23 
January 1995 and had come into effect on 1 April 1999.  It had indeed been ten years since the 
signing of this very important document. 

For the purpose of properly providing for fulfilment of the Agreement on Partnership and 
Cooperation, a number of working bodies had been set up:
- a Cooperation Council at the level of heads of central executive bodies; the co-chairman from 
Kazakhstan was currently Vice-Premier A.Esimov; this Council had already had six meetings;
- a Cooperation Committee had been set up at the level of senior officials and deputy heads; the co-
chairman from Kazakhstan was currently the Deputy Minister for Foreign Affairs Volkov, whom the 
participants had already met the same day at the Ministry for Foreign Affairs; there had been six 
meetings of this Committee, too;
- the Parliamentary Cooperation Committee. 

Within the framework of the Cooperation Committee, there were two subcommittees 
operating at the level of experts on trade and investment, power and transport (six meetings had been 
held), and on justice and law and order (three meetings had been held). 

The process of preparing for expansion of the European Union engendered an objective need 
to adapt the legal basis and relations between Kazakhstan and the European Union to the new 
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conditions.  For this purpose, on 30 April last year, in Brussels, a special protocol had been signed to 
the Agreement on Partnership and Cooperation, making the agreement applicable to the new 
Member States of the European Union. 

This document was currently undergoing pre-ratification procedures within the Parliament of 
the Republic of Kazakhstan. 

A major event in the bi-lateral cooperation with the European Union had been the visit in 
March 2004, the first time in eight years, by a member of the European Commission, Commissioner 
for Foreign Relations Christopher Patten, which had clearly demonstrated the increased interest of 
the European Union in the region as a whole and Kazakhstan in particular. 

Mr Patten had noted that the European Union saw Kazakhstan as the unconditional leader in 
the region, as one of the leading states among the former Soviet republics, and, in his opinion, it was 
an 'important and very mature geo-strategic partners'. 

In March 2005, a meeting had been held in Brussels between the Chairman of the 
Parliamentary Senate of the Republic of Kazakhstan, Mr N.Abykaev, and the new European 
Commissioner for External Relations, Mrs Ferrero-Waldner, who, on behalf of the European Union, 
had officially announced support for Kazakhstan’s candidature for the chairmanship of the OSCE in 
2009. 

The fifth session of the EU- Kazakhstan Council for Cooperation had been held on 22 July 
2003, in Brussels, and the sixth session had been held on 13 July, 2004. During the session, the 
European side had repeatedly stressed its positive opinion both with respect to the content and to the 
dynamics of the political process in Kazakhstan, noting the development of the multi-party system 
and pluralism.  Also noted was the significant progress in implementing democratic transformations 
and popular support in Kazakhstan, which, in the opinion of the European side, served as a major 
back-up for the application by the Republic of Kazakhstan for the position of chairman of the OSCE 
in 2009. 

Considerable interest had also been demonstrated in development of the Unified economic 
space, the Shanghai Cooperation Organisation, the Conference in support of confidence measures in 
Asia, as well as topical issues and the prospects for their activities. 

In particular, the sides had reached an agreement on expanding access for Kazakhstan’s 
exports to the markets of the European Union, EU support for the Republic of Kazakhstan joining 
the WTO, improvement of the investment climate in Kazakhstan, and the conclusion of new 
agreements on trade in steel output, aviation communications and global use of nuclear power. 

The European Union had also been very appreciative of the steps Kazakhstan had taken in 
applying an indefinite moratorium on death sentences, in reforming the judicial and penitentiary 
systems, combating new threats to security, above all terrorism, drugs trafficking and corruption. 

In accordance with the minutes of the previous session, approved at the present session, it 
was a pleasure to note that in all spheres that had been criticised or in relation to which 
dissatisfaction had been expressed by the European side, Kazakhstan had made major steps forward.  
The European side stressed, on the positive plane, that Kazakhstan was currently the only state in 
Central Asia that had chosen environmental issues as its priority in relations with the European 
Union. 

Kazakhstan’s entry into the World Trade Organisation was consistently discussed in a 
constructive manner.  Both sides noted the substantial progress achieved during the last two sets of 
talks in January 2005 in Brussels and the need for a rapid solution to a number of outstanding issues, 
in particular, travel by individuals, export duties, certain issues in the power sector etc.

Current legislation of the Republic of Kazakhstan was about 90% in line with the criteria of 
the World Trade Organisation.  Not so long ago, representatives of the Government actively engaged 
in this important project had been invited to Parliament. It was truly satisfying to note the 
considerable progress achieved by Kazakhstan on this very important issue, too. 

At the same time, the Kazakhstan side and members of the Government of the Republic of 
Kazakhstan noted what they considered to be excessive demands on the part of the European Union 
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regarding elimination of protective legislation with respect to provision of services and employment
of national personnel. 

There were certain questions regarding cancellation of duties and dues on exports, accession 
to treaties and establishing concepts in the sphere of intellectual property right protection.  In this 
connection, a certain degree of flexibility on the part of the European Union on these very complex 
issues as well had been hoped for.

Indeed, since the previous session of the Parliamentary Cooperation Committee in 
Strasbourg, the Kazakhstan side had made substantial efforts and had taken a wide range of 
measures to eliminate the criticisms and comments actively made by the European side, for which 
the Kazakhstan side was very grateful. 

At the beginning of February 2004, Mr Bolat Baikadamov, Human Rights Ombudsman for 
the Republic of Kazakhstan, had given a comprehensive report to the European Parliament (in 
Strasbourg) on the human rights situation in the country. 

After 2004, the Chairman of the delegation to the European Parliament for relations with the 
states of Central Asia, Antonio Di Pietro, had sent President N.Nazarbaev a message noting the 
positive processes in the consistent democratisation of Kazakhstan’s society. This was evidence of 
official recognition by the European Parliament of the substantial progress achieved by Kazakhstan 
in this important sphere. 

Another positive example of cooperation was the visit to Kazakhstan in September 2004 by a 
mission of independent European Parliament observers for the parliamentary elections, consisting of 
Mr Bowis and Mr.Stevenson, who had given a generally positive assessment of the steps taken by 
the Republic of Kazakhstan to improve the election process and ensure fair and transparent elections. 

A major impetus to development of inter-parliamentary Cooperation between the Republic of 
Kazakhstan and the European Union had been provided by the visit by Mr Abykaev, President of the 
Senate of the Kazakh Parliament, to Brussels from 14 to 18 March 2005, during which he had met 
the Senior Vice-President of the European Parliament, Vidal-Quadras Roca.  During this meeting, 
the sides had exchanged opinions on strengthening bilateral cooperation and on upgrading Kazakh-
European relations, not least in the sphere of inter-parliamentary Cooperation. 

Mrs Juknevičienė touched on the issue of implementation of the PCA, financial and 
economic relations in this sphere, as well as the process of democratisation, and asked her colleagues 
to speak on other matters.

Implementation of the agreement could be deemed very satisfactory.  As far as the level of 
political dialogue was concerned, the European side believed it was taking place in different levels 
(ministerial, inter-parliamentary, councils of ministers, official). Such cooperation and 
implementation were very satisfactory.  It could thus be stated that the structures for dialogue had
been created and were functioning properly. 

Steps towards liberalisation, especially political liberalisation, in the opinion of the European 
side, were a key responsibility borne by those in power in Kazakhstan.  The country’s economic 
development was undoubtedly advancing in leaps and bounds, was successful and promising, with 
great potential.  The growth of GDP by 9 per cent last year and the anticipated 8% in 2005 were very 
impressive and promising figures.  They showed that the country was developing in the right 
direction, especially in certain sectors that were of interest to the European Union, such as the power 
industry and mining, which are the key sectors of the economy of Kazakhstan.  It was very important 
to note that the two sides, Kazakhstan and the EU, had a great interest in development and 
consolidation of dialogue and Cooperation in the economic sphere, even though the European Union 
was already known to be one of the key partners of the Republic of Kazakhstan  

There was, however, still room for improvement in cooperation between the Republic of 
Kazakhstan and the EU in this sphere.  Such cooperation could be expanded and improved if 
legislation in Kazakhstan were to reflect the real needs of both sides, especially investors from the 
countries of the European Union.  In particular, there had been improvements in tax legislation and a 
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certain degree of stability, which helped investors: they felt safe and comfortable working in 
Kazakhstan, investing their capital, know-how and other resources. 

The European side believed that there was still work to be done to ensure copyright 
protection.  Legislation in this sphere could also be strengthened and effectively enforced, which 
would be in the interests of both sides. 

The satisfactory situation with respect to economic development in Kazakhstan was 
promising and raised hopes that the country was developing in the right direction towards economic 
growth  and thus towards development of democracy. 

As Mrs Juknevičienė noted, however, economic welfare or the welfare of the country, the 
wealth of the country, were extremely important, yet they were not the only requirement, the only 
basis needed for democracy to develop.

For this reason, there was still scope for improving the legislation and enforcing it properly as 
far democratisation, pluralism, political parties in the country and observance of human rights were
concerned. 

Mrs Juknevičienė remarked that the European Parliament was still concerned about the 
elections that were held in the country.  An OSCE report had been published, stating that the 
elections did not meet international standards.  In this case it was felt that the Republic of 
Kazakhstan was taking a step towards improving the election legislation, especially on the eve of 
presidential elections. 

The Republic of Kazakhstan was a candidate for chairmanship of the Organisation for 
Security and Cooperation in Europe.  A country that assumed responsibility for chairing the OSCE, 
this important organisation, needed to prove and demonstrate to the world community that the 
process of democratisation, political stability and political diversity existed there, that these 
institutions were functioning properly in accordance with international standards.  

Mrs Juknevičienė thus expressed the hope that both chambers of the parliament of the 
Republic of Kazakhstan would work to ensure that the legislation regulating elections both to 
Parliament and to the post of President complied with international standards and the elections 
themselves were carried out in a manner acceptable to the world community. 

Mrs Juknevičienė touched on two questions and wanted to find out opinions regarding 
recent events and developments with respect to the parties 'Ak zhol' and 'Democratic Choice of 
Kazakhstan'.  This raised serious concerns, although potential was seen for collective development, 
real development, improvement and consolidation of democracy in Kazakhstan, even though, in 
reality, there was no diversity of representation of parties in Parliament.  It had to be admitted that 
there was no opposition in the current Parliament of the Republic of Kazakhstan, so there were 
doubts regarding access to the political process for other political parties. 

The next question was connected with human rights and legislation regulating the activities 
of non-governmental organisations in the country.  As Mr Penny had already noted, this question 
constituted a problem and was cause for concern.  It would be regrettable if, rather than moving 
forwards, Kazakhstan was regressing somewhat in this respect, if legislation were passed preventing 
NGOs from receiving funding from international or bilateral donors.  If, by law, a requirement were 
to be introduced that the head of an NGO must be a Kazakh citizen, this would do nothing to 
consolidate development in the sphere of human rights.  The main function of NGOs was to protect 
human rights. 

Another cause for concern in relation to the economy was the recent legislation on aviation, 
which introduced certain restrictions and prohibitions on flights.  This law needed to be discussed in 
Parliament and certain steps taken. 

4.1 Economic and financial issues

Mr UTEBAEV noted that, in the previous two years, existing laws and Government 
resolutions had been analysed that involved Government financial responsibility for their 
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implementation.  A multitude of regulatory and legal acts had been identified for the effective 
operation of one sector of another.

Concerning new legislation, new institutions and effective participation by the state in the 
economy, a strategy had been adopted in Kazakhstan of industrial innovative development.  The 
industrial innovative strategy was based on development institutions, such as the Bank for 
Development of Kazakhstan, the Investment Fund of Kazakhstan, the Innovation Fund and others 
that provided for implementation of this important document in Kazakhstan. 

The activities of the development institutions were mainly geared towards developing the 
non-oil sector of the economy, that is, to diversify the economy.  The Innovation Fund participated
in developing the aerospace sector, which was new for Kazakhstan.  Regarding the Investment Fund, 
a law had recently been passed on infrastructural securities so that the country might use the assets 
of non-pension funds and participate in constructions projects relating to communications, railways 
and other major routes. 

Mr UTEBAEV stressed that such financial institutions played an important role not only in 
Kazakhstan, but also throughout the Central Asia region.  The Bank for Development of Kazakhstan 
(according to its most recent reports) was operating actively in Uzbekistan and Kyrgyzstan in order 
to invest in their projects and was also involved in certain projects in Russia. 

The other programmes included the housing programme.  The third programme was the 
agricultural production programme; the fourth was that for the development or rural areas.  These 
were the main programmes financed by the government directly from the budget. 

In relation to the National Fund of Kazakhstan, which was included in the budget: when the 
budget for each fiscal year is adopted, its revenue side and source of revenue are considered.  The 
question of the Government elaborating a new concept for the National Fund was under discussion.  
The Parliament of the Republic of Kazakhstan, in particular Mr UTEBAEV, was also involved in 
working on the new concept, drawing on experience from Holland, Norway and other countries in 
which such funds existed.  The final version selected was a balanced budget, i.e. a budget for the 
non-oil sector and a budget for the oil sector.  What the social sphere received from the non-oil 
sector was supplemented by revenues from the oil sector. 

With regard to the TACIS programme, Mr UTEBAEV remarked that 'TACIS is actively 
participating in the economy of Kazakhstan, in particular, it is a donor of the TRASEKA 
programme, in which it has invested over 110 million Euros for the economy of Kazakhstan.  In 
addition, there is a TACIS – TRASEKA programme, which has guaranteed over 14 million Euros 
for eight projects.'

Concerning the fight against corruption, Mr UTEBAEV noted that the government was 
actively developing the concept of electronic government and that a new regulatory legal act was to 
be passed on financing the electronic government project.   

In addition, with regard to this issue, work was underway in Kazakhstan on the division of 
powers, both vertically and horizontally, i.e., transfer of functions not inherent in one level to 
another corresponding level in order to increase efficiency.  From 2005 onwards, the financing of 
healthcare had been transferred from the republican to the regional level. 

In 2005 administration of the education programme had been transferred to the district level.  
Work was under way on the question of state services provided to the population in order to make 
clear how administration and financing performed and how the money was spent.  This would, in the 
future, help reduce corruption and theft of government funds. 

4.2 Cooperation in the sphere of information exchange on criminal issues, extradition 
procedures and combating terrorism and drugs trafficking

Regarding the fight against terrorism, organised crime and drugs trafficking, Mr 
CALLANAN noted that considerable attention was focused on these subjects, which were the most 
important problems of concern to everyone, not least in Kazakhstan.  The work on combating 
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terrorism, drugs smuggling and trafficking was fraught with great difficulties.  This applied to the 
same regions of the world that concerned everyone. 

Articles 65 and 70 of the PCA concern precisely these topics.  Any cooperation that could be 
established between the two sides in helping resolve these problems was to be welcomed. 

The problem of terrorism, as Mr CALLANAN noted, was now one of the most important 
problems that Europe was trying to resolve.  Everyone faced the task of amending laws in order to 
resolve this issue.  In Europe, the same discussions were being held, in particular regarding how far 
the state could go in restricting human rights while maintaining minimal standards in the fight 
against terrorism. 

While taking the threat of terrorism very seriously, this could be used as a pretext for 
restricting human rights and go too far.  The European side was, of course, striving to concentrate all 
efforts on the fight against terrorism and the roots of this problem but, in the opinion of 
Mr CALLANAN, this must not be used as a pretext for putting down the opposition and religious 
minorities, closing down political parties or fighting against opposition members, as was often the 
case. 

Kazakhstan was also facing problems with organised crime, as were many European 
countries.  The report by 'Transparency International' (an international NGO) placed Kazakhstan 
among the countries with the biggest problems with corruption and organised crime, such as 
Zimbabwe and Sudan. 

Mr CALLANAN said he did not, for a minute, like to think that Kazakhstan was as 
underdeveloped as these countries.  At the same time, he expressed the hope that this constituted the 
one subject that would promote a concentration of efforts and thinking about how to fight corruption 
and which direction should be taken, because success in fighting corruption and corrupt officials
could not be achieved in any society without respecting the supremacy of law. 

The same applied to western countries, where this was a constant battle.  Efforts were being 
made to achieve very high standards in this sphere, in spite of the difficulties encountered on the 
way. 

Mr CALLANAN dwelt on the problem of the spread of drugs.  Kazakhstan suffered from a 
drug addiction problem, as did the West European countries. It was a matter of considerable concern 
when it was disclosed than 90 per cent of the drugs used in Europe came mainly from, of course, 
Afghanistan.  It had to be realised that Kazakhstan was a transit route, though maybe not to the same 
extent as neighbouring Tajikistan and Uzbekistan, yet it was a transit country for those producing
heroin and opium in Afghanistan.  They transported the drugs through this part of the world.  This 
transit promoted, in particular, the growth of the domestic drugs market in Russia and through the 
Caucasus and via the Caspian Sea, all these drugs eventually ending up, of course, in Europe. 

This was a very serious threat.  Mr CALLANAN expressed the hope that Kazakhstan had at 
its disposal everything necessary to fight this evil and also that there was a readiness on the part of 
the OSCE and the European Commission to help Kazakhstan tighten control over its borders.  The 
borders needed to be very effectively administered and controlled, and this would help in exercising 
control over drug abuse and combating drug addiction.  This problem existed in Kazakhstan.  
According to UN statistics, 0.1 per cent of young people took drugs.  For instance, in Britain the 
drugs problem was a very serious one.  The difficulties involved in fighting this were known to be 
very serious, requiring enormous funds, on the one hand, and, on the other hand, the profits reaped 
by the drug traders when there is a demand for drugs were huge.  So the battle had to be fought on 
two fronts: on the one hand, to reduce the supply of drugs and, on the other, to try to reduce the 
demand, which was also very important.  

Mr ZHUMABAEV noted that the aims of every civilised state were the development of 
democratic processes, elimination of totalitarian regimes, creation of a modern civil society, a state 
of law, provision of political pluralism, division of power and creation of worthy living conditions in 
the country. 
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In Kazakhstan, as in other countries, the basis was the Constitution, which provided for broad 
civil rights – protection of the life, health and worth of the individual, the priorities being human 
rights.  Over the 13 years that Kazakhstan had been an independent country, considerable work had
been done to create the political system, to democratise society and the state system. 

Kazakhstan was a presidential republic with a bicameral Parliament.  Since it had started 
working, Parliament had passed over a thousand laws.  The people had previously lived in the 
framework of a communist society, everything belonged to the state and, in the process, they had 
had to develop and become accustomed to market channels and create a new legislative base 
covering the economic sphere, the social sphere, international relations, the state system and legal 
reform.  This was the working that had been and was still being carried out. 

One indicator of the democratisation of society consisted of aspects of the holding of 
elections and the electoral legislation.  The Constitutional Law 'On Elections in the Republic of 
Kazakhstan' had been adopted in 1995.  For the purpose of democratisation of the society and the 
election process, amendments had been introduced into the electoral legislation, particularly in 2004 
and 2005.  This had been preceded by tremendous work.  In 2002-2003, 'round tables' and 
conferences had been held with the participation of representatives of the OSCE, political parties and 
public movements, and all the proposals had been introduced, several hundred of them.  They had 
been analysed and those that complied with the Constitution and our national legislation had been
accepted.  In 2003, too, a number of amendments had been introduced.

First, the main question had been raised concerning electoral commissions, which would be 
formed by representative bodies, that is, 'maslikhats', rather than the executive authorities.  This 
question had been resolved and a decision adopted.  Members of electoral district commissions were 
now chosen as proposed by political parties and they included representatives of these parties.  
Parliament had adopted what had been proposed. 

Concerning openness: a new article had been passed to the effect that elections should be 
conducted openly, beginning from the election process up to and including vote counting, with the 
participation of representatives of the mass media, authorised persons and national and foreign 
observers.  Transparent ballot boxes had also been made, at the suggestion of political parties. 

One question raised was that of eliminating supplementary lists.  It was proposed that 
supplementary lists might lead to inaccuracy.  They had been excluded at the suggestion of political 
parties and representatives of the OSCE. 

Then amendments had been introduced and provisions excluded that previously permitted the 
participation of persons accused of corruption and administrative offences.  Previously they had not 
been registered as candidates by courts.  In addition, an automated information system was used.  
This was a major plus during election processes.  It was used in 2004 in the Majilis elections. 

As far as political parties are concerned, in 2002 the Republic of Kazakhstan had adopted a 
Law 'on political parties'.  This Law determined the legal base and the basis for the activities of 
political parties.  In Kazakhstan, in order for a party to be recognised as a political one, it needed to
have at least 50 000 members.  Like everywhere else, however, the purpose of a political party was 
to participate in elections.  Today, there were 11 political parties functioning.  Three of these had
their representatives in Parliament, which has a democratic process.  In Kazakhstan, there was a 7-
per cent threshold.  Such thresholds varied from country to country between 5 and 7 per cent.  
Political parties that reached this threshold have representation in the Lower Chamber – the Majilis. 

Furthermore, Kazakhstan had a National Commission, under the President, on question of 
democratisation of civil society. The aim was to establish a dialogue between political parties, be 
they opposition parties, ones supporting the powers that be or various public movements.  Meting 
together on this Commission, they could express their opinions on various aspects of modernisation 
and democratisation of society. Their proposals on various issues might then be taken into 
consideration during the passing and discussion of draft laws. 

In the Republic of Kazakhstan there was a Law 'on the mass media', which regulated public 
relations in the sphere of the mass media and established state guarantees, their freedoms and so on.  
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The Government of the Republic of Kazakhstan had presented in 2004 a version of a new draft Law 
'on the mass media'.  On consideration of this, the Constitutional Council had deemed certain of the 
rules to be unconstitutional in that they infringed on the rights of the mass media and the draft passed 
by Parliament was not signed by the President because of this.  For this reason, the Government was 
now drafting a new law, taking into consideration the principles of legality, democracy and provision 
of opportunities for the mass media.   

In Kazakhstan there were over 2 000 media, more than 140 television and radio broadcasting 
companies, more than 40 radio companies, over ten information agencies, more than 1 300 
newspapers and over 590 magazines and journals, over half of which were non-governmental.  The 
mass media in Kazakhstan could express their opinion at any level.

In order to ensure protection of the constitutional rights of citizens, there were, above all, 
competent bodies, beginning with organs of justice, and other human rights organisations on the 
state level and non-governmental bodies.  As far as justice was concerned, a Law 'On the Judicial 
System and the Status of Courts' had been passed in 2000.  This law’s objective was to create an 
independent judicial system.  Maximum use had been made of the experience of the European 
countries with respect to independence of the courts so that they might enforce justice objectively.  
This law was geared to strengthening the social and legal status of judges, to make them independent 
of the local authorities, and they were now appointed by Presidential Decree. 

Specialised inter-regional economic and administrative courts had been set up.  Measures 
were currently being taken to create a legal base for specialised juvenile, tax and land courts and for 
setting up jury courts.  Work was now under way on the draft law on jury service. 

Concerning humanisation of criminal policy, Mr ZHUMABAEV noted that certain articles 
of the Criminal Code had been decriminalised and reclassed as administrative offences.  
Furthermore, interrogation and investigation procedures were being simplified and attempts were 
being made to achieve broader use of the institute of reconciliation of the sides. 

Over the previous two to three years, correctional institutions had been transferred from 
administration by the Ministry of Internal Affairs to administration by the Ministry of Justice.  A 
legislative base had been created, the correctional institutions were being handed over in stages and 
pre-trial detention facilities were being handed over to the Ministry of Justice, as a neutral body that 
did not engage in criminal prosecution. 

In addition, in Kazakhstan the death sentence was being gradually phased out.  A moratorium 
had been imposed on capital punishment.  All the relevant legislative bases had been created and 
amendments had been introduced into the Criminal Code, the Criminal Procedure Code and the 
Correctional Code.  On the recommendation of the OSCE, a rule on 'torture' had been introduced.  If 
investigatory and interrogation organs used torture, they were liable under the law.

A national institution of ombudsmen had been set up.  Ombudsmen were to be found in all 
the former Soviet republics.  This was a progressive body that seemed to be functioning and working 
well in Kazakhstan.  

Kazakhstan had also acceded to conventions, international pacts on civil and political rights 
and international pacts on economic, social and cultural rights.

Mr CALLANAN noted that, at the previous meeting of the Parliamentary Assembly in 
Strasbourg, there had been a lengthy discussion of the draft law 'On Political Parties'.  The European 
side had come to the unanimous opinion that the threshold for registration of political parties was too 
high, considering the 50 000 signatures required for registration.  Such a situation would prevent 
many parties being represented in the British Parliament.  This would, of course, be impossible for 
small national parties.  This was a very high threshold and, in the opinion of Mr М. CALLANAN, 
there were no grounds for registering political parties.  Such a high threshold should not be set. 

The United States and a whole number of international and non-government organisations 
were known to have criticised this law.  The Kazakh side announced that political parties took part in 
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elections.  Unfortunately, the court in Kazakhstan had passed a ruling prohibiting certain political 
parties. 

In the opinion of Mr CALLANAN this was a retrograde step and was not acceptable for a 
mature democracy, because the Republic of Kazakhstan needed to come to terms with opinions and 
views it did not like.  In Europe there were extremist, racist parties and they had to be combated 
through arguments and disagreement, but they had an opportunity to express their opinions.  A 
political organisation could not be banned just because it or its views were unsavoury. 

The question was raised concerning people who are political prisoners, such as Mr
G.Zhakiyanov, who was still in prison.  The Kazakh side stated that he was not there for his political 
views, but many of the international community had come up against similar situations.  When 
someone disagreed with their president, they were immediately arrested.  This was often connected 
with political opinions.

Concerning freedom of the mass media, it should be stressed once more that many 
international organisations were not in agreement with this assessment.  In particular, the report of 
the organisation 'Reporters without frontiers' put Kazakhstan in 138th place on the list of countries 
lacking freedom of the mass media.  Closure of the newspaper 'Republic' was a well-known fact, as 
was intimidation and persecution of journalists and the closing down of other newspapers.  Very 
many newspapers and other mass media in Britain wrote about terrible things that Mr CALLANAN 
did not like at all.  Even so, in a democratic society, people must have the right to express and 
publish their opinion freely.  The strength of a democratic society lay precisely in the fact that 
everyone could print what they liked and the way to combat this was not simply to close down 
newspapers if they wrote something unfavourable.  

There had been information about intimidation, attacks on political opponents, even physical 
ones like that on Mr Zh. Tuyakbaya who, in the opinion of Mr CALLANAN, had retired precisely 
because he had criticised the elections.  According to Mr Tuyukbaya, they were rigged.  
Mr CALLANAN did not know whether this was true or not, but he had read the report of the 
OSCE, being a more independent organisation, and still believed everyone had the right to express 
their opinions.  As for the police and the courts involved in investigating the attack, this should be 
followed through to the end, because no-one in any country should be persecuted for their political 
views and any investigation should be run objectively, no matter whom it concerned, no matter what 
the individual’s political views might be. 

As a supporter of Kazakhstan, Mr CALLANAN anted Kazakhstan to take its place among 
the open, transparent countries.  In 2005 or 2006 there would be a presidential election in the 
Republic of Kazakhstan and the country’s candidature would be put forward for chairmanship of the 
OSCE.  This would, most likely, be quite problematical if the next elections did not meet 
international standards and rules for holding elections.  For this reason, all these factors needed to be 
taken into account when new legislative acts and laws were being drafted. 

Mr ZHUMABAEV stressed that figures and facts had been presented when the 
Constitutional Council recognised a draft law as unconstitutional precisely according to these 
parameters, in order to avoid infringing the rights of representatives of the mass media. This testified
to objectivity.  Concerning the mass media, the question of the threshold for political parties was 
also touched on.   If necessary, the approach to each law, including the Law 'On Political Parties', 
should take these recommendations into account.  In the future, the threshold might be subject to 
review.  With respect to G.Zhakiyanov, in every civilised state court rulings were respected.  There 
were court rulings that were difficult to comment on.  There was a certain corpus delicti. The court 
found the accused guilty and passed down a sentence.  So it would probably be wrong to give an 
assessment of the court.  As to whether it was political or not, this question was not subject to 
discussion because it was a specific corpus delicti of a criminal offence in accordance with a specific 
article of the Criminal Code. 
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Mr PETERLE asked what the Parliament or the Government of the Republic of Kazakhstan 
was doing or had done in connection with the OSCE report and recommendations. 

There was a possibility of monitoring what happened in Kyrgyzstan and how important an 
honest attitude towards elections was.  The OSCE, together with the authorities of Kyrgyzstan, was 
now doing everything possible to avoid repetition of previous mistakes and preclude unfair, non-
transparent elections. 

Mr ZHUMABAEV stressed again that amendments had been introduced into the electoral 
legislation in 2004 and 2005 and that the key amendments had been made in the light of the latest 
recommendations of the OSCE and political parties.  It was not possible, of course, to accept all the 
proposals, there being national legislation and a Constitution in Kazakhstan.  Even so, the maximum 
number of issues, especially concerning the electoral legislation, had been adopted in accordance 
with the OSCE recommendations.

Intermission. 

Adoption of the concluding documents of the 5th meeting of the Parliamentary 
Cooperation Committee and representatives of the Commission 

MR DYACHENKO noted that a final document needed to be adopted on the results of the 
session and that it was time to start discussing the specific points of this document. 

Since the final document was being drawn up, he wanted to give a fundamental assessment of 
the speech given by Mr CALLANAN.  During the most recent elections to the Majilis, the Republic 
of Kazakhstan had undoubtedly drawn relevant conclusions from the proposals and wishes expressed 
by the OSCE, which consisted in the following: 

First, the elections had already been held on the basis of the new legislation, which took into 
account the corresponding recommendations.  

Second, the elections had been held under conditions of competition between political 
parties.  Essentially, each political party had the right and an opportunity to make itself known and to 
take part in the struggle for the voters’ ballots. 

The third point consisted unconditionally and indubitably in the fact that the process of 
democratisation in Kazakhstan was developing normally and stage by stage.  There was a striving 
towards the ideal.  In the course of the most recent elections, Kazakhstan had demonstrated both 
openness and transparency of electoral procedures and sufficient interest of the electorate in this 
important matter. 

MR DYACHENKO invited active discussion of the draft conclusions of the fifth session of 
the Committee.  The draft text in the working languages had been drawn up and distributed among 
the participants and it was time to start elaborating the final document and, in the course of 
discussion of the specific points, to exchange opinions. 

MR DYACHENKO noted editorial comments on the draft conclusion of the Vth session of 
the Committee.  Overall, the two sides noted the importance of the Agreement on Partnership and 
Cooperation (PCA) between Kazakhstan and the European Union as an instrument for development 
and deepening of relations and the overall progress achieved in the various spheres of Cooperation.

Representatives of the European Parliament welcomed the introduction and prolongation in 
Kazakhstan of the moratorium on capital punishment, as well as the signing of the International Pact 
on civil and political rights and the International Pact on economic, social and cultural rights. 

In spite of certain disagreements of an editorial nature, the two sides noted the need to 
improve the investment climate in Kazakhstan, as well as to develop the legislative base in the 
sphere of investments, bearing in mind the importance of direct foreign investment for the economic 
progress of Kazakhstan.
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The European members of parliament supported the process of Kazakhstan joining the World 
Trade Organisation and closer approach to European standards, as well as the need to speed up 
development of Kazakhstan’s securities market. 

At the same time, a representative of the delegation expressed concern about the conclusions 
drawn by the mission of international observers in relation to the elections in 2004 and called on the 
Kazakh authorities to implement fully the recommendations made in the report and consider all the 
shortcomings disclosed.  The European Parliament also expressed concern about the closing down of 
a number of political parties.

The two sides discussed questions concerning improvement of legislation in relation to 
NGOs, the mass media and political parties.  In consideration of the opinions of the two sides, the 
need was stressed for improvement of electoral legislation and it was proposed that this be 
implemented, including the legislation on NGOs and political parties, in consideration of generally 
accepted global norms and standards.

Particular attention was focused on the mass media.  Representatives of the European 
Parliament underlined the pressing need to create conditions under which free mass media would be 
able to function without hindrance.  At the same time, the delegation expressed its concern about 
specific situations associated with the activities of the mass media.

Considerable attention was focused on the judicial system.  The two sides stressed the 
importance of a fully independent judiciary, free from outside influence. 

The chairman of the meeting, Mr DYACHENKO, drew attention to the problem of 
rehabilitation of the Semipalatinsk region.  In particular, Kazakh deputies insisted on an increase in 
funds contributed by the European Union to rehabilitate the Semipalatinsk region, by means of the 
Aid and Rehabilitation Programme for Semipalatinsk launched at the international conference in 
Tokyo in 1999.  The European parliamentarians also expressed their concern over the existing need 
for rehabilitation of the region of Semipalatinsk and constant support for the programmes.

It should be noted that discussion of the draft conclusion of the V session of the Committee 
took place in a constructive, business-like atmosphere.  The two sides presented specific proposals 
and amendments to the articles of the document.  The participants in the session expressed their 
satisfaction with the approved text and thanked the session’s participants for their wish to approve a 
text acceptable to both sides.  

9. Date and place of the 6th session of the Parliamentary Cooperation Committee 'Republic 
of Kazakhstan – European Union'

In accordance with the proposal made by Mrs Juknevičienė, the next meeting would be held 
in Brussels and the date would be determined by the co-chairmen. 
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Annex I

List of participants in the 5th session of the Parliamentary Cooperation Committee
'Republic of Kazakhstan – European Union'

16 May 2005, Astana 

Participants:

On the Kazakh side:

1. Sergey Alexandrovich 
DYACHENKO

Deputy Chairman of the Majilis of the Parliament of 
the Republic of Kazakhstan – co-chairman of the 
Parliamentary Cooperation Committee 'Republic of 
Kazakhstan – European Union' on the Kazakh side

2. Ermek Zhianshinovich 
ZHUMABAEV 
 

Chairman of the Committee on legislation and legal 
reform of the Senate of the Parliament of the Republic 
of Kazakhstan

3. Musiraly Smailovich 
UTEBAEV

Chairman of the Committee for economics, finance and 
the budget of the Senate of the Parliament of the 
Republic of Kazakhstan

4. Uzakkali Bialaevich 
ELEUBAEV

Member of the Committee for agricultural questions of 
the Majilis of the Parliament of the Republic of 
Kazakhstan

5. Nurlan Gaisanovich 
ITEMGENOV

Member of the Committee for legislation and judicial 
reform of the Majilis of the Parliament of the Republic 
of Kazakhstan

6. Maral Sergazievich 
ITEGULOV 

Member of the Committee for finances and the budget 
of the Majilis of the Parliament of the Republic of 
Kazakhstan

7. Orynbai 
RAKHMANBERDIEV    

Member of the Committee for international affairs, 
defence and security of the Senate of the Parliament of 
the Republic of Kazakhstan

8. Erzhan Orazovich 
RAKHMETOV  

Member of the Committee for economic reform and 
regional development of the Majilis of the Parliament 
of the Republic of Kazakhstan
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On the European side: 

1. Ona  JUKNEVIČIENĖ Chairman of the of the European Parliament delegation
for relations with the countries of Central Asia and 
Mongolia (Lithuania, ALDE), co-chairman of the EU-
Kazakhstan Parliamentary Cooperation Committee

2. Martin CALLANAN Member of the EP delegation for relations with the 
countries of Central Asia and Mongolia (UK, PPE-ED)

3. Peter OLAJOS Member of the EP delegation for relations with the 
countries of Central Asia and Mongolia (Hungary, 
PPE-ED)

4. Alojz PETERLE Member of the EP, personal representative of the 
acting chairman of the OSCE for Central Asia 
(Slovenia, EPP-ED)

5. Peter Van LEUVEN Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary Ambassador of the 
Kingdom of the Netherlands to the Republic of 
Kazakhstan, representing the Presidency of the Council

6. John PENNY Counsellor to the Representation of the European 
Commission in the Republic of Kazakhstan, 
representing the European Commission
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Annex II

EU – KAZAKHSTAN PARLIAMENTARY COOPERATION COMMITTEE 

Session five 

Monday, 16 May 2005

ASTANA

Agenda

1. Opening session and welcoming speeches:

- Mr S.A. DYACHENKO, deputy Chairman of the Parliament of the Republic of 
Kazakhstan, co-chairman of the EU – Kazakhstan PCC on the Kazakh side.

- Mrs Ona Juknevičienė, chairman of the delegation of the European Parliament, co-
chairman of the EU – Kazakhstan PCC on the European side.

- Mr Peter Van Leuven, Ambassador of the Kingdom of the Netherlands to the Republic of 
Kazakhstan, representing the Presidency of the Council.

- Mr John Penny, counsellor to the Representation of the European Commission, 
representing the European Commission.
2.  Approval of the Minutes of the fifth session of the EU – Kazakhstan Parliamentary Cooperation
Committee
3. Approval of the Minutes of the fourth session of the Parliamentary Cooperation Committee 
(Strasbourg, 2 and 3 July, 2003)

4. Exchange of opinions on the development of relations between Kazakhstan and the European 
Union since the 4th meeting of the EU – Kazakhstan Parliamentary Cooperation Committee on the 
following issues:

- implementation of the Agreement оn Cooperation and Partnership (speech by 
S.A.DYACHENKO, deputy President of the Parliament of the Republic of Kazakhstan, 
co-chairman of the EU-Kazakhstan PCC on the Kazakh side).

- economic and financial relations (speech by М.S.Utebaev, Chairman of the Committee for 
economics, finance and the budget of the Senate of the Parliament of the Republic of 
Kazakhstan).

- democratic processes (political parties), freedom of speech, respect for human rights and civil 
liberties (speech by E.Zh.Zhumabaev, Chairman of the Committee on legislation and legal 
reform of the Senate of the Parliament of the Republic of Kazakhstan).
5 The fight against terrorism, organised crime and drugs trafficking in Central Asia and the 
contribution of the European Union (speech by О.Rakhmanberdiev, Member of the Committee 
for international affairs, defence and security of the Senate of the Parliament of the Republic 
of Kazakhstan).
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6 The environment and public health in Kazakhstan and in the European Union (speech by 
Е.О.Rakhmetov, Member of the Committee for economic reform and regional development of 
the Majilis of the Parliament of the Republic of Kazakhstan).

7 The overall political situation and inter-state Cooperation in Central Asia, particularly the events 
in Kyrgyzstan (speech by S.A.DYACHENKO, deputy Chairman of the Parliament of the 
Republic of Kazakhstan, co-chairman of the EU-Kazakhstan PCC on the Kazakh side).

8 Other business.

9. Date and place of the sixth session of the EU-Kazakhstan Parliamentary Cooperation Committee.
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Annex III
Conclusion

of the 5th session of the Kazakhstan Parliamentary Cooperation Committee 
Astana, 16 May, 2005  

At its fifth session in Astana on 16 May, 2005, the EU-Kazakhstan Parliamentary Cooperation
Committee discussed the agenda and adopted the following conclusion:

1. Underlines the importance of the Partnership and Cooperation Agreement (PCA) between 
Kazakhstan and the EU as an instrument for the development and deepening of relations and 
notes the overall progress on questions of cooperation (in the medium term), as confirmed by 
well-respected international bodies.

2. Recognises the efficient functioning of the institutional structures established by the PCA as 
instruments for promoting European-Kazakh relations within the scope of the structural 
model for official dialogue and exchange of information, welcoming, in particular, the 
regular sessions of the Cooperation Committee, the Cooperation Council and various expert 
meetings with the participation of representatives of the European Union and Kazakhstan and 
particularly the holding of an inter-parliamentary dialogue, presuming that the institutions 
established by the PCA might be used effectively for implementing political decisions and 
obtaining concrete results in various sphere of Cooperation.

3. Acknowledges the results of the assessments made by the mission of international observers 
in respect of the 2004 parliamentary elections and calls on the powers in Kazakhstan to fulfil 
the recommendations of the OSCE in preparing for the impending elections, in consideration 
of Kazakhstan’s application for the chairmanship of the OSCE in 2009.

4. Stresses the need to ensure real political pluralism and recommends further improving the 
electoral legislation, including legislation with respect to NGOs and political parties, in 
consideration of generally accepted international standards. 

5. Emphasises the importance of the functioning of an independent judiciary, free from external 
influence.

6. Underlines the pressing need to create conditions for the free functioning of the mass media, 
believing, in particular, that the arbitrary closing down of newspapers runs counter to the 
principles of free expression and international standards.

7. Welcomes the introduction and prolongation in Kazakhstan of the moratorium on capital 
punishment, as well as the signing of the International Pact on civil and political rights and 
the International Pact on economic, social and cultural rights. 

8. Notes the need for further development in Kazakhstan of the legislative basis for 
improvement of the investment climate, bearing in mind the importance of direct foreign 
investment for the economic progress of Kazakhstan; encourages European business circles 
in developing economic and financial relations with the countries of Central Asia.

9. Welcomes the creation of a stable tax environment for business, thereby making Kazakhstan 
attractive to both investor and trade partners.
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10. Underlines that economic reforms with effective participation by the state must be speeded 
up, at the same time reducing the latter’s permission functions.

11. Stresses Kazakhstan’s efforts in fulfilling its obligations to the World Trade Organisation, 
harmonisation of legal and regulatory frameworks, and customs legislation for the purpose of 
speeding up the transfer to a market economy.  Actively supports the process of Kazakhstan 
acceding to the WTO, proposing that it draw closer to the EU standards in accordance with 
the provisions of the PCA.

12. Notes the positive development of the banking sector in Kazakhstan and its potentially key 
role in promoting economic diversification of the country and the need to accelerate 
development of the securities market by making more efficient use of market levers.

13. Considers the need to increase attention focused on the situation in the spheres of healthcare 
and education, and strengthening of Cooperation with the European Union on the basis of the 
'TEMPUS' programme.

14. Expects Kazakhstan to become a full and trusted partner in the process of implementing the 
'Environment for Europe' programme and to play a key role in regional cooperation on the 
environment in Central Asia.  Notes the need for joint efforts to resolve regional and global 
environmental problems, such as the shortage of water resources, desertification, wind 
erosion of the soil and industrial pollution, using effective legislation in the sphere of the 
environment. 

15. Welcomes Kazakhstan’s new orientation on regional cooperation for resolving common 
problems and calls for the authorities of Kazakhstan to take steps to strengthen this 
Cooperation.

16. Expresses its extreme concern about the fact that, in spite of the initiatives launched, 
including the Programme to save the basin of the Aral Sea, the results are far from 
satisfactory.  Notes, also, that interested states and international organisations should fulfil 
the obligations they have assumed for the purpose of intensifying efforts to rehabilitate this 
sea and take measures to halt any further disappearance of this unique.

17. While expressing its concern about the continuing need for rehabilitation of the 
Semipalatinsk region,  asserts its constant support for the Aid and Rehabilitation Programme 
for Semipalatinsk (ARPS) launched at the international conference in Tokyo in 1999

18. Considers the potential of the Kazakh sector of the Caspian Sea in the region and the 
country’s role as a major oil producer, but believes that marine extraction of oil offers both 
climatic and geopolitical challenges.  Notes that Kazakhstan should establish a corresponding 
balance between exports and domestic demand.

19. Considers the need to step up Cooperation for the purpose of further integration of the 
Kazakh energy market into the energy markets of the EU.

20. Recommends stepping up the fight against organised crime, illegal people and drugs 
trafficking, keeping up the work in the battle against drugs by means of the Programme of 
Action on Narcotics for Central Asia (CADAP).  Notes the need to distribute budget funds to 
finance a programme to halt the illegal trade and trafficking in narcotics and to modernise 
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and increase the effectiveness of the Cooperation between the frontier and customs services 
of Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan and Uzbekistan.

21. Recommends intensifying the fight against corruption at all levels of power and creating a 
relevant legislative base for combating money-laundering. 

22. Positively assesses Kazakhstan’s Cooperation with the anti-terrorist coalition and notes with 
satisfaction the unity of views on aspects of close Cooperation and exchange of information 
on criminal matters and extradition procedures.

23. Welcomes implementation of the 'TACIS' programme in Central Asia, which is based on 'the 
priority role of dialogue in the development of programmes' and, in particular, a growth in 
funding of the Kazakh 'national' section, noting once again the need to increase the 
effectiveness of the programmes by means of a more focused approach in priority spheres 
and an effective mechanism for monitoring projects in progress.

24. Stresses the need for EU assistance in putting through legislative and administrative reform 
in accordance with the provisions of the PCA, increasing efficiency in drafting laws and 
implementing provisions contributing to the process of improving and developing state 
governance.  Renders assistance in the exercise of transparent management of public 
expenditures.

25. Notes the advantage of direct flights between the Republic of Kazakhstan and the European 
Union on the main routes, including to the cities of Astana, Almaty and Atirau.

26. Recommends continuing the Central Asia - European Union dialogue that was initiated in 
December 2004 in Bishkek.

27. Invites the European Union-Kazakhstan Council for Cooperation to pursue these conclusions 
where necessary.


