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Abstract. This article presents a comprehensive comparative-legal analysis of
the regulation of organic agriculture in the Republic of Kazakhstan and the People’s
Republic of China within the context of global demand for sustainable production and
environmentally safe food systems. The study focuses on a comparative analysis of le-
gal norms governing the certification, standardization, and export of organic products in
these countries, as well as identifying institutional and procedural barriers hindering ef-
fective bilateral trade. Particular attention is paid to identifying institutional and regulatory
barriers impeding bilateral trade in organic products between the RK and China.

The authors examine the dynamics of the organic sector’s development in Kazakh-
stan, including state support measures, legislative initiatives, and the growth of certified
farming systems. It is revealed that while internal regulation is actively progressing, Ka-
zakhstan faces challenges in adapting to international standards (Codex Alimentarius,
IFOAM) and China’s strict certification requirements (COPC). The analysis shows that
despite advancements in legal framework development, Kazakhstan encounters obsta-
cles, including the need to align with international standards and Chinese certification
norms, which are often more rigorous.

China’s legislation is analyzed as a highly standardized and digitized system en-
suring strict control over the domestic market and import of organic products. Using a
comparative approach, the study assesses the specifics of foreign economic operations,
the impact of subsidies, the role of national standards, and institutional support. The
conclusion formulates practical recommendations for harmonizing legal approaches and
eliminating barriers to organic product trade between the two countries.

Keywords: export, import, agriculture, agricultural products, Kazakhstan, China,
legal regulation, trade barriers, subsidies.

Introduction

Modern agriculture oriented toward
production intensification largely relies
on traditional methods that ensure high
yields through the extensive use of chem-
ical fertilizers, pesticides, and intensive
exploitation of land resources. Although
such approaches have proven effective in
increasing production volumes, they have

simultaneously led to a series of serious
environmental consequences—soil degra-
dation, water source pollution, biodiversity
loss, and depletion of natural capital.

In the context of intensifying climatic
challenges and growing pressure on glob-
al food systems, there is an objective ne-
cessity to transition to sustainable forms of
agricultural production. In this context, or-
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ganic agriculture is regarded as one of the
most promising models that promote eco-
logical well-being, rational resource use,
and ensure long-term productivity without
harm to the environment. Organic farming
is oriented toward restoring the natural bal-
ance, rejecting synthetic chemicals, main-
taining soil fertility, and ensuring a high de-
gree of product traceability.

Thus, research on the legal, insti-
tutional, and trade mechanisms regulat-
ing organic agriculture acquires not only
academic but also practical significance,
particularly in the context of deepening
international cooperation and transbound-
ary circulation of environmentally friendly
products.

As of today, 303,381 hectares of land
resources are allocated to organic agricul-
ture in Kazakhstan. The organic sector pro-
duces over 25 types of agricultural crops,
with 19 enterprises engaged in processing
certified organic products. The total output
of organic products amounts to 302,844
tons, including:

Cereals: 161,447 tons

Oilseeds: 84,872 tons

Pulses: 47,845 tons

Fodder crops and medicinal herbs:
8,700 tons and 300 tons, respectively
[1, c. 74].

According to the Ministry of Agricul-
ture of the Republic of Kazakhstan, more
than 38 certified organic farms are cur-
rently operating in the country. The state
actively supports the development of the
organic sector through the implementation
of special legislation, standards, certifica-
tion mechanisms, and subsidization. The
growing interest among farmers indicates
a slow but steady transition to organic pro-
duction as an integral part of agricultural
greening [2].

A brief review of existing research
shows that current scientific literature is
dominated by fragmented studies focusing
on isolated aspects of the organic sector’s
development, its principles, and influenc-
ing factors. At the same time, processes of
regionalization of the world economy are
intensifying, manifested in territorial inte-
gration of states through economic cooper-
ation and institutional convergence [3]. In
this regard, research on the legal regulation
of organic agriculture within the framework

of bilateral relations between the Republic
of Kazakhstan and the People’s Republic
of China has acquired particular relevance.

In recent years, trade between the
two countries has shown a positive trend,
particularly in the agro-industrial products
sector. According to the Committee on Sta-
tistics of the Ministry of National Economy
of the Republic of Kazakhstan, in 2023, the
export of agricultural products to China in-
creased by 25% compared to the previous
year, reaching $1.2 billion. This growth is
largely attributed to the high demand for
environmentally friendly products among
Chinese consumers and the geographical
proximity of the countries, which creates
favorable conditions for expanding trade
cooperation in the organic products seg-
ment' .

The People’s Republic of China, pre-
viously regarded as a peripheral partic-
ipant in the organic sector, has achieved
significant advancements over the past
two decades, transforming into one of the
global leaders. This transformation has
been made possible by strategic structural
reforms, a commitment to environmentally
responsible forms of agricultural produc-
tion, and active state policy. One of the key
drivers of this progress is society’s recogni-
tion of the importance of food security and
national health, which is accompanied by a
sustained demand for pesticide- and syn-
thetic fertilizer-free products.

State support for organic agriculture
in China is at a high level. As noted by Yu-
wen Yang, the policy to support organic
farming is directed, inter alia, toward devel-
oping poor rural areas, preserving biodiver-
sity, combating poverty, and transforming
natural resources into economic assets:
“‘green mountains are turned into golden
mountains.” Organic agriculture in China is
viewed as a means to build a “Community
of Shared Life between Humanity and Na-
ture” [4].

China’s legal framework embod-
ies one of the most systematic and cen-
tralized approaches to regulating organic
production globally. Organic agriculture is
integrated into the “ecological civilization”
(XX HR) strategy, enshrined in the Com-
munist Party of China’s policy documents
since 2012. This approach underscores
sustainable development, environmental

" KomuTteT no cratuctuke MuHUCTepCcTBa HauMOHanbHOM 3koHOMUKM Pecny6nuvkmn KasaxcraH.
BHewwHasa Toprosns arpapHon npoaykumen ¢ KHP 3a 2023 rog // URL: https://stat.gov.kz/ (nata ob6paLleHus:

15.03.2025).
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protection, and rational resource use as
fundamental principles for modernizing the
agro-industrial complex [5; 6].

In practice, this is reflected in a sig-
nificant expansion of organic land areas,
which currently amount to approximately
2.3 million hectares, placing China among
the largest producers of organic products.
According to the latest report by the Inter-
national Federation of Organic Agriculture
Movements (IFOAM), China’s organic mar-
ket has demonstrated stable double-digit
annual growth, indicating increasing in-
terest in environmentally safe agricultural
production from both consumers and the
state? .

In particular, China demonstrates
strengthened state control and strategic
planning within the framework of national
food security and sustainable development
programs. At the same time, legislation in
the field of organic agriculture in Kazakh-
stan is in an active formation stage, striving
for integration with international standards
and adaptation to national conditions.
These characteristics underscore the need
for further research aimed at comparing
and harmonizing approaches to regulating
organic agricultural production, particularly
from the perspective of international trade
and sustainable development.

The objective of this study is to con-
duct a comprehensive analysis of the legal
regulation of organic agricultural produc-
tion in China and Kazakhstan, identifying
similarities, differences, and the poten-
tial for legal harmonization. Existing legal
barriers and differences in regulatory ap-
proaches hinder the trade process, reduc-
ing its efficiency. Particular attention is paid
to the prospects of adapting Kazakhstan’s
legislation to international and regional
standards, as well as the possibilities of
applying China’s experience in the Central
Asian context.

Methods and materials

This study is based on a comprehen-
sive methodological approach that incor-
porates both general scientific and spe-
cialized legal methods. First and foremost,
a systematic analysis was conducted of
the regulatory legal acts of the Republic
of Kazakhstan and the People’s Republic
of China in the field of organic agriculture,

as well as documents of international or-
ganizations governing organic production
standards.

The comparative legal method was
applied, enabling the identification of simi-
larities and differences in legal regulation,
institutional approaches, and certification
procedures in China and Kazakhstan, in-
cluding their interaction with international
standards (Codex Alimentarius, IFOAM,
COPC, EU Organic Regulation, etc.).

In addition, the study employed a
formal-legal method to analyze legal defi-
nitions, categories, and regulatory mecha-
nisms for organic products at different lev-
els.

The empirical basis consists of offi-
cial statistical and analytical materials:

e The Food and Agriculture Organi-
zation of the United Nations (FAO),

e« The International Federation of
Organic Agriculture Movements (IFOAM),

e The Ministry of Agriculture of the
Republic of Kazakhstan,

e« The Central Government of the
People’s Republic of China, and special-
ized certification authorities.

The theoretical foundation is consti-
tuted by the works of domestic and foreign
scholars addressing issues of agricultural
and environmental law, sustainable devel-
opment, international trade, transboundary
certification, and harmonization of national
standards.

The chosen methodological toolkit
enabled a comprehensive analysis of the
legal regulation of organic agriculture and
the development of well-founded propos-
als for aligning the legal regimes of Ka-
zakhstan and China in this field.

In the course of preparing this arti-
cle, language support technologies based
on artificial intelligence (Al) were used to
assist with the translation of selected le-
gal and academic sources, as well as to
enhance the structuring of analytical sec-
tions. The Al tools served as auxiliary in-
struments and did not replace the author’s
critical evaluation, legal reasoning, or inter-
pretation of the materials. All final conclu-
sions and assessments were made by the
author independently, in accordance with
academic standards. In the course of pre-
paring this article, language support tech-
nologies based on artificial intelligence (Al)

2 Organic Farming in China: State Policy and Market Growth. // URL: https://www.biovie.fr/en/blog/
organic-farming-in-china-n743 (date of reference: 14.02.2025).
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were used to assist with the translation of
selected legal and academic sources, as
well as to enhance the structuring of ana-
lytical sections. The Al tools served as aux-
iliary instruments and did not replace the
author’s critical evaluation, legal reason-
ing, or interpretation of the materials. All
final conclusions and assessments were
made by the author independently, in ac-
cordance with academic standards.

Results and Discussion

Despite its origins dating back to the
1990s [7], organic agriculture remains a
critical innovative direction in the agricul-
tural sector, integrating the latest scientific
and technological advancements [8]. This
approach prioritizes the preservation of
ecological balance and minimizes the neg-
ative environmental impacts of agricultural
activities through the use of organic re-
sources and sustainable production meth-
ods [9].

Organic agriculture reinforces effec-
tive practices for minimizing environmental
impact within the framework of sustainable
development. Global agriculture increas-
ingly embraces sustainability concepts
[10], with organic farming recognized as
one of the most sustainable and adaptive
forms of agricultural production in the pri-
mary sector [11, 12]. It is oriented toward
using natural farming methods and ex-
cluding pesticides and chemical fertilizers,
thereby supporting soil health and preserv-
ing biodiversity [13].

Against the backdrop of growing in-
ternational interest in sustainable farming
and the need to adapt to global environ-
mental challenges, individual states are in-
tegrating organic agriculture principles into
their national development strategies. The
Republic of Kazakhstan exemplifies this
trend, where systematic efforts are under-
way at the state level to establish the reg-
ulatory and institutional foundations for the
organic sector.

The key regulatory act is the Law of
the Republic of Kazakhstan “On Organic
Production”, which introduced basic defi-
nitions, principles, and requirements for
organic production, including mandatory
certification, labeling requirements, and
the creation of a registry of organic produc-
ers®. The law was designed to align with
international approaches, particularly the
standards of the Codex Alimentarius and
the International Federation of Organic Ag-
riculture Movements (IFOAM). However,
in 2024, an updated Law of the Republic
of Kazakhstan dated June 10, 2024, No.
89-VIII “On the Production and Circulation
of Organic Products™ (hereinafter referred
to as the Law) entered into force to mod-
ernize and expand regulation. It clarified
the legal status of sector participants, the
list of certifying bodies, and provisions on
product control, monitoring, and traceabil-
ity. Additionally, other documents were ap-
proved, such as:

- Rules for the Production and Circu-
lation of Organic Products 5(Order of the
Minister of Agriculture of the RK dated No-
vember 26, 2024, No. 385);

- List of Permitted Tools Used in Or-
ganic Production® (Order of the Acting Min-
ister of Agriculture of the RK dated August
22,2024, No. 286).

Despite the establishment of a ba-
sic regulatory framework for organic agri-
culture development in Kazakhstan, legal
regulation still contains a number of sig-
nificant systemic, institutional, and proce-
dural problems that hinder the sustainable
development of the organic sector and its
integration into international trade.

While this Law has laid a regulatory
foundation, its practical implementation
reveals a deficit of subordinate acts and
instructional methodologies to ensure the
enforcement of key norms. For instance,
the following remain unapproved:

o Standardized forms of organic
farm oversight;

3 BakoH Pecnybnukn KaszaxctaH ot 27 Hosi6ps 2015 roga Ne 423-V 3PK «O npousBoacTse
opraHudeckon npogykummny // URL: https://adilet.zan.kz/rus/docs/Z1500000423_ (gata obpalleHus:

17.02.2025).

4 3akoH Pecny6nukn KazaxctaH ot 10 uioHa 2024 roga Ne 89-VIII «O npoussoactee u obopote
opraHudeckon npoaykummny // URL: https://adilet.zan.kz/rus/docs/Z2400000089  (mata obpalieHus:

17.02.2025).

5Mpuka3 MuHucTpa cenbckoro xossancTea PK o1 26 Hosi6ps 2024 roaa Ne 385 MNpasuna npovnseoacTea
n obopoTa opraHunyeckon npoaykumm // URL: https://adilet.zan.kz/rus/docs/V2400035431_ (nata obpalLe-

Hus: 17.02.2025).

¢ Mpwukas mucnonHsiowero o6s3aHHocT MuHKUCTpa cenbcekoro xossinctea PK ot 22 aerycta 2024
roga Ne 286 Cnmcok paspeLleHHbIX CPeACTB, MPMMEHSIEMbIX NPY NPON3BOACTBE OpraHNYecKom NpoayKLmnm
/I URL: https://adilet.zan.kz/rus/docs/V2300032869 (pata obpaiueHus: 17.02.2025).
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e Procedures for the state registra-
tion of foreign certification bodies;

« Inspection audit algorithms for or-
ganic product exports.

Moreover, some provisions of the law
are declaratory in nature and lack specific
enforcement mechanisms. While the law
provides for subsidizing part of the costs
in accordance with Article 8 of the Law and
Article 11, paragraph 6, of the Law of the
Republic of Kazakhstan dated July 8, 2005,
No. 66-1ll “On State Regulation of the De-
velopment of the Agro-Industrial Complex
and Rural Areas” (as amended and sup-
plemented as of March 30, 2025)" ,broader
support measures such as tax incentives
or producer training programs are absent.

The law does not fully account for
international standards such as the EU
Organic Regulation or USDA NOP, which
may hinder the export of organic products
from Kazakhstan. Paragraph 2 of Article
2 of the law stipulates those internation-
al treaties ratified by the Republic of Ka-
zakhstan shall take precedence over na-
tional legislation in case of conflicts®. This
means that in the presence of international
agreements in the field of organic produc-
tion, their provisions shall have preferential
force. In addition, the law provides for the
establishment and operation of a Partici-
patory Guarantee System (PGS) based on
the principles of voluntary participation, in-
ternal control, and collective responsibility
for product quality, with a view to conform-
ing to international practices and standards
in the field of organic production.

Thus, despite the aspiration to align
with international practices, the law does
not contain direct references to specific in-
ternational standards such as the EU Or-
ganic Regulation or USDA NOP®. This may

pose certain challenges for Kazakhstani
producers when exporting organic prod-
ucts to international markets that require
compliance with these standards.

Additionally, the absence of a mecha-
nism for mutual recognition of certification
with other countries may limit the opportu-
nities of Kazakhstani producers in interna-
tional trade of organic products.

Addressing this issue is critical, as
mutual recognition agreements (MRAs)
for organic certification and equivalence
agreements for standards are key instru-
ments for promoting organic products on
international markets' .These agreements
enable countries to:

e recognize organic certificates is-
sued by each other;

« avoid double certification and lab-
oratory testing;

e reduce costs and simplify export
procedures.

Currently, Kazakhstan is not a par-
ty to mutual recognition agreements for
organic certification, which limits market
access for its products in highly regulated
markets, particularly in China, the EU, and
Japan. Concluding such agreements rep-
resents a key step toward enhancing ex-
port potential.

Regarding China’s agricultural legal
framework, several regulatory acts provide
an overview of the country’s agricultural
policy structure and priorities, including
a focus on food security, sustainable de-
velopment, environmental protection, and
product quality control. Notably, these in-
clude the Law of the People’s Republic of
China on Agriculture', the Food Safety
Law of the People’s Republic of China'?,
the Product Quality Law of the People’s
Republic of China®, and national stan-

7 3akoH Pecnybnuku KazaxctaH ot 8 ntonsa 2005 roga Ne 66-111 «O rocynapcTBeHHOM perynnpoBaHim
pasBUTKS arpONPOMBbILLFIEHHOrO KOMMIIEKCa U CEeNbCKUX TEPPUTOPUIY» (C UBMEHEHUSIMU U LOMNOMHEHUSMU
no coctosaHuto Ha 30.03.2025 r.). // URL: https://adilet.zan.kz/rus/docs/Z050000066  (mnata obpaiieHus:

17.02.2025).

8 3akoH Pecnybnuku KasaxctaH ot 27 Hosbps 2015 roga Ne 423-V 3PK «O npowusBoacTse
opraHudeckon npoaykumuny // URL: https://adilet.zan.kz/rus/docs/Z1500000423  (mata obpalieHus:

17.02.2025).

® PernameHT EBponewickoro cotosa no opraHudeckomy npoussoactey (EU Organic Regulation). //
URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu (gata obpawerus: 18.02.2025).
0 USDA National Organic Program (NOP). // URL: https://www.ams.usda.gov (date of reference:

18.02.2025)

" Law of the People’s Republic of China on Agriculture. // URL: http://www.npc.gov.cn/zgrdw/
englishnpc/Law/2007-12/13/content_1384094.htm (date of reference: 19.02.2025).

2 Food Safety Law of the People’s Republic of China. // URL: https://www.chinadaily.com.cn/chi-
na/2019-05/01/content_37412345.htm (date of reference: 19.02.2025).

3 Product Quality Law of the People’s Republic of China. // URL: http://www.npc.gov.cn/zgrdw/eng-
lishnpc/Law/2007-12/12/content_1383923.htm (date of reference: 19.03.2025)
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dards governing organic farming (e.g.,
GB/T 19630-2019)", which codify require-
ments for organic product production, cer-
tification, labeling, and traceability.

Food Safety Law of the People’s Re-
public of China (2015 Edition, amended
2018 and 2021).

This law serves as the foundational
document for regulating all food products in
China, including organic goods. It defines
concepts such as “safe food,” “prohibited
substances,” and “national standards,” and
mandates product origin traceability. It es-
tablishes a multi-tiered quality control sys-
tem, including on-site inspections, labora-
tory analysis, and monitoring of production
conditions. The law strengthens the legal
basis for the organic sector by introducing
an additional layer of oversight for produc-
ers. For exports to China, foreign certifica-
tions do not exempt compliance with this
law’s procedures. Labeling violations or
lack of origin information may result in im-
port bans and market recalls.

e Product Quality Law of the PRC
(2021 Edition)

This law regulates the compliance of
all product categories—including agricul-
tural and food products—with mandato-
ry quality and safety standards. It impos-
es strict liability for adherence to national
standards (GB standards) and outlines ad-
ministrative penalties for substandard
products, including license revocation and
fines. It also defines the role of state in-
spection authorities such as AQSIQ (now
part of SAMR, the State Administration for
Market Regulation). Organic products are
classified as a high-sensitivity category
subject to stricter control, requiring compli-
ance not only with COPC (China Organic
Product Certification) standards but also
the general quality requirements stipulated
in this law.

e National Standard GB/T 19630-
2019 Organic Farming

Developed and approved by China’s
National Standardization Committee, this
standard is mandatory for producers seek-
ing COPC certification. Its key features

include:

. A minimum transition period of 2
years for field crops and 3 years for peren-
nial plantings.

. The use of genetically modified
organisms (GMOs), chemical fertilizers,
synthetic pesticides, and antibiotics is pro-
hibited.

. The principle of spatial isolation
is applied: organic fields must be separat-
ed from conventional crops.

. Strict requirements for feed and
veterinary practices in animal husbandry
(only natural feeding and disease preven-
tion without antibiotics are permitted).

The document’s primary advantages
include its alignment with the core princi-
ples of IFOAM (International Federation of
Organic Agriculture Movements) and Co-
dex Alimentarius, ensuring high levels of
environmental and consumer safety, and
serving as a model for certification sys-
tems in other Asian countries. However,
for foreign exporters, challenges persist
due to the absence of a mutual recognition
mechanism with other nations, and certi-
fication under GB/T 19630-2019 requires
re-auditing by Chinese authorities, includ-
ing on-site farm inspections.

Another key document is the Regula-
tions on Certification of Organic Products
(2020), which establishes procedures and
mandates for China Organic Product Certi-
fication (COPC)'®. It designates the author-
ity of accrediting bodies (CNCA, SAMR)'"
and imposes penalties for non-compliance
(fines, certificate revocation, disqualifica-
tion of certification bodies).

The most significant barrier is the lack
of mutual recognition of national organic
product certifications. China requires man-
datory certification under its COPC system,
based on GB/T 19630-2019, regardless of
existing international or national certifica-
tions (e.g., EU Organic, USDA, Kazakh-
stan’s “Organic”). As noted by Wang &
Zhang, a key distinction is that COPC re-
quires continuous compliance verification
at all stages—from planting materials to la-
beling. Additionally, China enforces spatial

4 GB/T 19630-2019. Organic products — Requirements for production, processing, labeling and
management system. // URL: https://www.sac.gov.cn (or https://openstd.samr.gov.cn) (date of reference:

19.05.2025).

15 Regulations on Certification of Organic Products. 2020. ERXH7 W BEE LG (SAMR). // URL:
http://www.cnca.gov.cn/xxgk/ggxx/202009/t20200918_59957.html (date of reference: 19.05.2025).

6 CNCA — Certification and Accreditation Administration of the People’s Republic of China. // URL:
http://www.cnca.gov.cn (date of reference: 19.05.2025).

7 SAMR — State Administration for Market Regulation of the People’s Republic of China. // URL:
https://www.samr.gov.cn (date of reference: 19.05.2025).
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isolation between organic and non-organic
plots and demands full supply chain trans-
parency [14].

Zhou et al. emphasize that China’s
strict standards reflect both a desire to pro-
tect its domestic market and a strategy to
enhance consumer trust in organic prod-
ucts amid high counterfeiting rates (up to
30%, per CNCA 2020 data) [15]. Chinese
regulators are reluctant to recognize for-
eign certifications without full re-auditing.

According to Kazakh exporters, pro-
cessing an organic export shipment to
China takes 10-15 working days, includ-
ing sanitary, phytosanitary, certification,
and laboratory controls on the Chinese
side—significantly longer than export time-
lines to Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU)
or EU countries. Li highlights that China
strengthened sanitary and phytosanitary
(SPS) controls after import quality scan-
dals, noting that while customs digitization
is underway, electronic certificates remain
unintegrated into the export chain for most
Central Asian countries [16]. Organic prod-
ucts face stricter checks than convention-
al goods: laboratory sampling alone takes
at least three days, and protocols require
translation and notarization.

Obtaining COPC certification and
complying with GB/T 19630-2019 entails
significant costs: $5,000-$10,000 per en-
terprise, excluding annual inspection au-
dits and laboratory tests. These expenses
are not subsidized by the Kazakh govern-
ment. Liu & Chen observe that Chinese
domestic producers receive central and
provincial budget subsidies for certifica-
tion, while foreign exporters must bear all
costs independently [17]. This market ac-
cess disparity disproportionately affects
Kazakhstan’s small and medium organic
farms, which face financial disincentives to
enter the Chinese market without institu-
tional support.

Surveys of Kazakh agri-producers
reveal widespread ignorance of Chinese
market regulatory requirements, including
lists of permitted substances, document
submission procedures, accredited lab-
oratories, and labeling specifics. Sun et
al.’s cross-border trade study notes that
access to certification information in China
is hindered by linguistic and administrative
barriers, with regulations predominantly
available only in Chinese. The absence
of English and Russian documentation

reduces foreign farmers’ readiness to en-
gage with the market [18].

In summary, the People’s Republic
of China has demonstrated remarkable
progress in organic agriculture, showcas-
ing significant adaptation to international
standards in both product quality and safe-
ty. The implementation of technological in-
novations, active government support, and
collaboration with authoritative certification
bodies—including Ecocert—have estab-
lished China as a reliable and influential
participant in the global organic market.
The certification system, which ensures
transparent product traceability, and the
successful practices of local producers viv-
idly confirm the country’s consistent agri-
cultural policy orientation and commitment
to ethical farming methods.

As observed, the legal frameworks of
Kazakhstan and China exhibit substantial
differences in regulating agricultural trade.
China imposes stringent requirements on
the safety and quality of agricultural prod-
ucts and actively employs non-tariff regula-
tory measures, such as mandatory HACCP
certification and environmental compliance
checks for products. Moreover, significant
emphasis on customs procedures compli-
cates efficient exports from Kazakhstan.

Contemporary research in interna-
tional agricultural and trade law under-
scores that legal fragmentation among
states remains a key barrier to the sustain-
able development of organic product trade
[19]. These barriers manifest in divergent
approaches to certification, labeling, tech-
nical regulations, and customs clearance
procedures.

International trade in organic prod-
ucts is governed not only by national and
bilateral legal regimes but also by the rules
of the World Trade Organization (WTQO). Of
particular relevance in this context is the
Agreement on the Application of Sanitary
and Phytosanitary Measures (SPS Agree-
ment), which grants states the right to set
their own standards for food safety and
the protection of animal and plant health,
provided that such measures are based
on scientific evidence and are applied in
a non-discriminatory manner. As noted by
Gabrielle Marceau and Joel Trachtman,
the SPS Agreement and the Agreement on
Technical Barriers to Trade (TBT) estab-
lish key requirements for import regulation,
including the need for risk assessments,
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harmonization with international stan-
dards, and the principles of equivalence
and mutual recognition of protective mea-
sures [20]. These principles directly affect
the regulatory mechanisms governing the
export and import of organic agricultural
products. According to FAO reports, many
developing countries face difficulties in
complying with SPS/TBT requirements due
to technical and financial limitations, which
directly impacts their ability to access in-
ternational markets. This challenge is also
relevant for Kazakhstan, where the mech-
anism for aligning with international phy-
tosanitary standards in the field of organic
agriculture still requires further institution-
al and regulatory support. As Henson and
Loader emphasize, “developing countries
often lack the technical capacity to comply
with SPS measures, which places them
at a disadvantage in global food markets,
especially for niche products like organics
[21].” This observation remains highly rel-
evant for countries with transitional econo-
mies, such as Kazakhstan, which continue
to experience challenges in aligning their
regulatory infrastructure with international
phytosanitary and food safety standards.

K. Asanov’s work highlights that the
absence of unified quality standards for
agricultural products within the Eurasian
Economic Union and in relations with Chi-
na leads to repeated testing, redundant
certification, and increased transaction
costs. He emphasizes the need to devel-
op an integrated technical regulation plat-
form analogous to the Mutual Recognition
Agreements (MRAs) operational in the EU
and ASEAN [22].

Chinese scholar H. Li explores the
role of digitization and intelligent solutions
in accelerating cross-border logistics and
customs clearance, particularly focusing
on the application of blockchain platforms
in organic trade (e.g., Alibaba Blockchain
Traceability Platform) and the potential
synchronization of these systems with in-
ternational traceability standards [23]. His
conclusions align with recommendations
from the FAO and WTO, which emphasize
thatintroducing electronic origin certificates
and integrating sanitary and phytosanitary
controls into digital environments could re-
duce export processing times by 30-40%.

Drawing on Professor Steven R.
Jones'’s theory of cross-border institutional
cooperation, successful cross-border trade
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requires not only tariff reduction but also in-
stitutional alignment of norms, procedures,
and standards. Jones identifies three criti-
cal conditions:

-mutual recognition of conformity as-
sessments;

-establishment of bilateral dispute
resolution mechanisms based on interna-
tional law;

-harmonization of legal practices
through participation in multilateral agree-
ments (e.g., WTO SPS Agreement) [24].

In the context of Kazakhstan-China
relations, Jones’ theory posits the neces-
sity of concluding a bilateral organic cer-
tification equivalence agreement, akin to
those signed by the EU with Japan and
Switzerland. Such an agreement would
eliminate duplicative procedures and facili-
tate market access for Kazakhstani organ-
ic products to China.

Conclusion

The results of the analysis show that
harmonizing organic agriculture standards
plays a decisive role in international trade.
Researchers note that the absence of uni-
fied international standards leads to frag-
mentation of regulatory governance, which
limits the export capabilities of producers.
Additionally, law enforcement practice re-
veals the need to strengthen state control
over the certification process, which is par-
ticularly relevant for developing countries.

Thus, drawing conclusions, it can be
noted that the legal regulation of organic
agriculture in Kazakhstan remains in a for-
mative stage, while in China it is integrat-
ed into national strategies for sustainable
development. The Republic of Kazakhstan
has established a basis for regulatory gov-
ernance through relevant laws; however, in
practice, there is observed fragmentation
in implementation and limited institutional
support from the state. This reduces the
effectiveness of legislation and hinders the
growth of the sector.

It is necessary to note the absence
of harmonized international standards.
In the field of organic agriculture, the ab-
sence of harmonized international standards
remains a significant barrier to the develop-
ment of cross-border trade in organic prod-
ucts. Each country employs its own certifica-
tion criteria, leading to duplicated procedures,
increased transaction costs, and reduced
competitiveness of producers. Addressing
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this issue is possible through active partici-
pation of countries in international initiatives
(e.g., IFOAM, Codex Alimentarius) and the
harmonization of standards at the level of re-
gional integration associations, including the
Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU).

Mechanisms for law enforcement
and certification require strengthening
of institutional infrastructure.

In this regard, a necessary step is the
establishment of a transparent, digitized,
and independent system for monitoring
and certifying organic products, involving
accredited private and state centers. It is
crucial to ensure open access to registers
of certified producers, thereby enhancing
consumer trust and the confidence of for-
eign partners.

Moreover, the financial and eco-
nomic support mechanisms in Kazakh-
stan are insufficiently developed,

Which limits farmers’ engagement in
organic production. Measures are needed
to implement a flexible system of subsi-
dies, tax preferences, access to preferen-
tial lending, and reimbursement of certifi-
cation costs. The example of China shows
that systematic support, including at the re-
gional level, contributes to the accelerated
growth of the organic sector.

The integration of organic agricul-
ture into agricultural policy requires a
cross-sectoral approach. This involves
coordination among the ministries of agri-
culture, environment, trade, and education.
Support for scientific research, personnel
training, and information provision should
become integral components of national
agroecological policy.

It is recommended to develop a
“roadmap” for the development of or-
ganic agriculture by 2030, including legal
reforms, incentive mechanisms, targets for
expanding cultivated areas and exports.
Such a program could be integrated into
Kazakhstan’s food security strategy and
“Green Economy” and supported by in-

Contributions of the authors

ternational
UNDP).

The study confirmed that removing
legal barriers and harmonizing standards
between Kazakhstan and China are key
factors for increasing trade volumes. The
recommendations proposed in this article
can be used to develop national strategies
and bilateral agreements that promote the
growth of agricultural trade. Both theoret-
ical and empirical findings herein confirm
that successful organic product trade is im-
possible without institutional convergence
of legal norms. Harmonization must ad-
dress not only technical standards but also
certification procedures, traceability, and
dispute resolution.

The legal regulation of organic ag-
ricultural products continues to evolve,
adapting to new challenges of the global
food market. However, unresolved issues
persist, including the incompatibility of na-
tional standards, the absence of effective
certification mechanisms, and the lack of
economic incentives for producers. For
the further development of organic agricul-
ture, it is necessary to improve internation-
al legal norms, standardize criteria, and
strengthen state support for producers. In
the context of deepening regional cooper-
ation between Kazakhstan and China, it is
advisable to initiate:

- signing a Memorandum on Mutual
Recognition of Organic Certification;

- establishing a joint digital platform
for exchanging certificates and product or-
igin data;

- aligning national regulatory acts with
the equivalence of GB/T 19630-2019 and
IFOAM standards.

Future research in this field may be
directed toward assessing the effective-
ness of law enforcement practices in var-
ious countries and developing recommen-
dations for harmonizing the regulatory
framework of organic agriculture.
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an-®apabu atbiHgarbl Kasak ynTTbik yHuBepcuteTi, AnmaTbl, KazakcTaH
(E-mail: 1250889634@qq.com; lazzat_nb9@mail.ru)

KA3SAKCTAH PECNYBJIUKACbI MEH KbITAU XAJbIK PECMYBJIMKACbIHbIH,
K¥KbIKTbIK KEHICTIFNHAEI OPTAHUKAIJbIK AYbiJ1 LUAPYALUBIIbIFbI:
PETTEY, CTAHOAPTTAP XOHE KELOEPTINEP

AHHOTauma. Makana KasakctaH Pecnybnukacel MeH Kbitanm  Xanbik
PecnybnukacbiHga opraHukanblk aybifl LWapyalwbibiFblH - KYKbIKTbIK peTTeyai Kal-
aKTbl canbICTbipManbl-KYKbIKTbIK Tangayfa apHanfaH. 3epTrey Kasipri TaHaa TypakThbl
arpoeHAipic NeH aKoSorusanblK Kayincia asblK-TYIiK XynenepiHe XahaHablK CypaHbICTbIH,
apTybl XafgaublHOa XKyprisinin oTelp. Herisri Hasap eki enge OpraHuvKarnbiK eHimai
cepTudukatTay, craHgapTTay XoHe 9KCropTTay cananapblH pPeTTENTIH KYKbIKTbIK
HopMarnapAabl carnbiCTbipMansl Tanjayra, coHaan- aK eKIM(aKTbI caygaHblH TviMmainiriHe
Kegepri KenTipeTiH MHCTUTYUMOHanNAbIK >XaHe paciMAik TockaybingapAbl aHblkTayfa
aygapbinagbl.

AsTopnap KasakcTaHOafbl OpraHukarnblK CEKTOpAblH Kanbintacy AWHAMWUKacCbIH,
MEMIEKETTIK Kongay uwapanapbiH, kabbingaHraH 3aHHamMarnblK >KeHe HOPMaTMBTIK
aKTinepai, coHaaun-ak cepTuduKaTTanfaH LWapyalwblblKTapablH, ©Cy  KapKblHbIH
KapacTblpaabl. IWKi KYKbIKTbIK peTTeyaid 6encenai gamybiHa kapamacTtaH, KasakctaH
Codex Alimentarius, IFOAM cusKTbl xanblkaparblk cTaHoapTTapra »xoaHe KpitanablH KaTaH
ceptudukattay TanantapbiHa (COPC) 6enimgenyre katbicTbl BipkaTap Macenenepre
Tan 6onbin oTbIp. KyKbIKTbIK 6a3aHbl KanbinTacTblpyAafbl inrepineyLinikke kapamacraH,
KasakcTtaH xanblkapanblk cTaHaapTTapFa XoHe XWi HeFyprbiM kaTaH 6onbin keneTiH
KbiTanabiH cepTudmkattay TanantapblHa 6enimaeny kaxeTTiriH kKoca anfaHga, 6ipkatap
KMbIHObIKTapFa Tan 60nbin OTbipFaHbl KEPCETINAI.

CoHbiMeH kaTap, KbiTan 3aHHamMach! iLKi HapbIKTbl XXOHE OpraHuKanblk eHimaepaid
UMMOPTbIH TUIMAI peTTeyre MyMKIHAOIK ©epeTiH Xofapbl OeHrenae crtaHgapTTanfaH
api undpnaHablipbiffaH Xxymne peTiHae cunattanagbl. CanbiCTbipmanbl TOCin apKbisbl
9KCNOPT-UMMOPT onepauunsiniapbiHbliH €peKLLEeniKTepi, KYKbIKTbIK 6a3a KeHe MeMMEKeTTIK
cybenaguanapapbly, caygara acepi tangaHagbl. Eki en apacbliHgarbl Tayap anHanbiMbl
BoibiHLIA 63eKTi AepeKTep KapacTblpbinagbl, HETi3ri KYKbIKTbIK kKeaeprinep avkbiHaanbimn,
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onapabl 6bapbiHWwa a3anTy 60MbIHLWA YCbIHbICTap YCbIHbINAAbI.
Tyninai cespgep: 3KCNOPT, UMMOPT, aybin LWapyallbSibifbl, aybin Wapyallbinbifbl
eHimaepi, KazakcTaH, KbiTal, KyKbIKTbIK peTTeynep, cayfa kegeprinepi, cyocunausi.

© Banr Oanund', J1.6. HoicaHOekoBa', 2025

Kasaxckuin HaumoHanbHbIN yHMBEPCUTET UM. anb-Oapabu,
Anmatbl, Pecnybnuka KasaxcrtaH
(E-mail: "1250889634@qq.com; 'lazzat_nb9@mail.ru)

OPIrAHMYECKOE CENIbCKOE XO35MCTBO B MPABOBOM MOJE
PECNYBJINKA KASBAXCTAH U KUTAUCKOU HAPOOHOU PECMYBJIUKU:
PErYNMPOBAHUE, CTAHOAPTbLI U BAPLEPDI

AHHOTaumsa. CrtaTbs MOCBSALLEHA BCECTOPOHHEMY CpPaBHUTESbHO-MPaBOBOMY
aHanuay perynmpoBaHusi OpraHMYecKoro cenbCckoro xo3ancrea B Pecnybnuke KasaxctaH
n Kutarnckon HapoagHon Pecnybnuke B KOHTEKCTE rnobanbHOro cnpoca Ha yCTOM4MBOE
Npon3BOACTBO M 3KoSormyeckn 6esonacHble NpPooBONbCTBEHHbIE cUCTEMBbI. B LeHTpe
BHUMaHUs1 — CPaBHUTESTbHbIN aHanNn3 NpaBoOBbIX HOPM, PEFYNIMPYHOLMX cepTUdUKaLmIo,
cTaHOapTU3aumMo N 3KCMOPT OpraHMYeckon NpoayKUMM B yKasaHHbIX CTpaHax, a Takke
BbISIBIEHNE WHCTUTYLMOHAINbHbIX W NpouedypHbIX OGapbepoB, NPenaTCTBYHOLWNX
apekTnBHOM ABYCTOPOHHEN Toproene. Ocoboe BHMMaHWE YyAEeNneHo BbISIBIIEHUIO
WHCTUTYLIMOHAmNbHbLIX M HOPMAaTMBHbIX OapbepoB, MNPenAaTCTBYHOWMX 3PIPEKTUBHON
AByctopoHHen Toproerne mexagy PK mn KHP. ABTOpbl paccmatpmBaloT OUHAMUKY
CTaHOBNEHUs opraHnyeckoro cektopa B KasaxcrtaHe, Mepbl rocyapCTBEHHON NOALAEPXKKM,
3aKoHoAaTeNbHble MHUUMATUBLI N pasBUTUE CUCTEMbI CEPTUMULIMPOBAHHBIX XO3SUCTB.
BbiaBNeHo, 4TO Npu akTUBHOM pas3BUTUM BHYTPEHHEro perynvpoBaHus, Kasaxcrtany
npeacTouT pelwmnTb pag 3agad, CBA3aHHbIX C aganTaumen K MexayHapoaHbIM cTaHaapTam
(Codex Alimentarius, IFOAM) n cTtporum TpeboBaHWSIM KUTaAMCKOM cepTudmKaumnmn
(COPC). lNokaszaHo, 4TO HeCcMOTpPSA Ha nporpecc B (hopmmpoBaHuMM npaBoBon Hasbl,
KasaxcTaH ctankumBaeTcs C psgoM BbI30OBOB, BKIOYask HEOOXO4MMOCTb agantauuun K
MeXOYHapOOHbIM CTaHO4apTaM U KMTanckum TpeboBaHusM cepTudurkaumm, KoTopble
4yacTo ABNATCA 6onee XeCcTKUMMU.

3akoHogaTenbctBO KHP aHanusmpyeTcsa Kak BbICOKOCTaHOAPTM3MPOBaHHas W
UM POBU3MPOBaHHAs cucTemMa, obecneyvmBatoLLas XXECTKMA KOHTPOSb 3a BHYTPEHHUM
PbIHKOM M UMMOPTOM OpraHU4ecKkon NpoaykumMm. Ha ocHoBe CpaBHUTENbHOrO Noaxoaa
npoaHanM3npoBaHbl OCOBGEHHOCTN  BHELUHEAKOHOMUYECKUX onepauun, BIUSHUE
cybcmamii, ponb HauMOHamnbHbIX CTAHOAPTOB U MHCTUTYLMOHANbHOW MNoadepxku. B
3akroyeHne CcopMynupoBaHbl MPaKTUYeCcKMe pekoMeHJauuMM no rapmMoHu3aumnm
NpaBOBbIX NOAXOAOB U YCTpaHeHU0 BapbepoB B TOProBrie OpraHMyYeckon npoaykunen
Mexay ABYMsl CTpaHaMu.

KnroueBble crioBa: 3KCnopT, UMMOPT, CENbCKOE XO35MCTBO, CENbCKOX03MCTBEHHASA
npoaykumsa, KasaxctaH, Kutan, npaBoBoe perynupoBaHue, Toprosble 6apbepbl,
cybengus.
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