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Amid the rapid growth of the global organic product market and the tightening of requirements for
product authenticity and origin transparency, the integration of digital technologies into organic product
certification and traceability processes has become particularly relevant. This article analyzes the inter-
national legal aspects of implementing digital certification and traceability systems in the Republic of
Kazakhstan, taking into account international standards and practices, including the Codex Alimentarius,
Regulation (EU) No. 2018/848, the guiding principles of [IFOAM, and other global initiatives.

The research aims to identify legal and institutional mechanisms for harmonizing Kazakhstan’s
national organic product certification system with international requirements, as well as to determine
key barriers to the digital transformation of certification procedures in the agricultural sector.

The research methodology is based on comparative legal and normative-legal analysis of interna-
tional and national sources, case studies of foreign digital certification and traceability platforms, and the
application of legal forecasting elements.

The scientific novelty of the article lies in the comprehensive assessment of the applicability of
international digital certification models in Kazakhstan’s legal and technological context, considering the
Law No. 89-VIII of June 10, 2024, “On the Production and Turnover of Organic Products”, which came
into force, as well as the justification for the need to institutionalize digital certificates as legally binding
tools for quality control and export.

The practical significance of the research consist in the proposals for improving national legislation
and integrating digital certification and traceability systems, which can help enhance the export potential
of Kazakhstani organic products and strengthen trust among consumers and international trading partners.

Key words: organic agriculture, food security, digital certification, blockchain technology, product traceabil-
ity, international law, Kazakhstan, China, organic products, sustainable development

Introduction

Over the past decades, organic agriculture has gained consistent international recognition as an
environmentally oriented, economically viable, and socially responsible model of food production. The
growing demand for organic products on the global markets is accompanied by stricter requirements
for verifying their authenticity, origin transparency, and compliance with environmental standards.
In this context, digital technologies have become crucial, serving as tools for automating certification
procedures, ensuring supply chain traceability, and enhancing trust among consumers, regulators, and
trading partners.

International practice shows that the digitalization of organic product certification has become an
integral part of modern agricultural and food regulation. The European Union, the People’s Republic of
China, India, Australia, and a number of other countries are actively implementing electronic registries,
QR coding, blockchain solutions, and cross-border electronic certificate platforms (TRACES, ePhyto).
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These tools minimize the risk of counterfeiting, ensure end-to-end control of the entire supply chain, and
reduce administrative barriers in international trade.

In the Republic of Kazakhstan a new stage in the legal regulation of organic agriculture is associated
with the adoption of Law No. 89-VIII “On the Production and Circulation of Organic Products” (June
10, 2024 ), which came into force in 2025 (hereinafter referred to as the Law)[1]. This Law replaces
the Law No. 423-V 2018, which had become outdated amid the transformation of agricultural markets
and the need to harmonize national legislation with international standards [2]. The new normative act
establishes a more comprehensive regulatory model aimed at ensuring the transparency, accountability,
and traceability of organic products.

An important innovation is the normative enshrinement of digital traceability elements based on a
state information system operated by the Ministry of Agriculture of the Republic of Kazakhstan. The Law
also incorporates approaches established in European Union law (Regulation (EU) 2018/848) and the
standards of the International Federation of Organic Agriculture Movements (IFOAM), including the
expansion of the conceptual framework and the introduction of Participatory Guarantee Systems (PGS).

However, despite these positive developments, the digitalization of organic product certification
in Kazakhstan remains predominantly framework-based and fragmented. There is a lack of detailed
regulation of digital certification mechanisms, platform operating algorithms, and procedures for the
mutual and international recognition of electronic certificates. Insufficient institutionalization of digital
solutions, limited IT infrastructure, and lack of integration into international systems (TRACES, ePhyto)
create barriers to Kazakhstani organic products accessing foreign markets, particularly the European
Union and the People’s Republic of China.

In this regard, a comprehensive study of international legal standards for digital certification and
traceability of organic products, their comparison with national legislation, and the development of
an adapted legal model for implementing digital solutions in the Republic of Kazakhstan have become
particularly relevant.

Main Provisions
International Legal Framework for Digital Certification of Organic Products

In modern scientific doctrine organic agriculture is considered one of the key elements of sustainable
development and global food security. For example, researchers note that organic agriculture contrib-
utes to sustainable food systems by reducing environmental pressures, restoring ecological cycles, and
enhancing food security, thereby reinforcing national resilience in the context of globalized markets [3].
This approach is further developed in legal research, which research emphasizes that the sustainability of
agri-food systems is closely linked to digital traceability and e-certification mechanisms, which enhance
transparency and market participation in agricultural trade [4].

In this context digital certification and traceability of organic products are viewed in scientific
literature as functional elements of international trade that ensure trust among states, economic entities,
and consumers. According to Charlebois, the implementation of digital traceability systems not only
enhances quality control but also strengthens interaction between public regulators and private actors in
agricultural field [S].

The formation of the international legal framework for digital certification of organic products occurs
at the intersection of agricultural, trade, environmental, and digital law norms. A central role in this system
is played by the Codex Alimentarius, developed by FAO and WHO. Despite its recommendatory nature,
Codex standards possess quasi-international binding force due to their recognition by the World Trade
Organization (WTO) under the Agreement on the Application of Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures
(SPS Agreement). Guidelines CAC/GL 32-1999 establish the principles of organic production and
labeling, including the admissibility of using electronic means to verify authenticity, which provides a
legal basis for the digitalization of certification procedures at the national level [6].

The most developed model of digital certification is demonstrated by European Union law. Regulation
(EU) No.2018/848 on organic production and labeling of organic products institutionalized mandatory
digital traceability of the entire supply chain, including the registration of operators and the use of the
TRACES electronic platform for exchanging certificates [7]. This approach has effectively transformed
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digital certification into a prerequisite for accessing the EU market, endowing electronic certificates with
legally significant status in cross-border trade.

Non-state regulators, particularly the International Federation of Organic Agriculture Movements
(IFOAM), play a significant role in shaping international standards. Although IFOAM standards are
not contractual, their widespread recognition makes them de facto global benchmarks. Of particular
importance is the Integrity Systems concept, which involves digital verification of organic status,
maintenance of electronic registries of producers and inspectors, and the use of distributed ledgers
(blockchain) to prevent counterfeiting [8].

The practical feasibility of cross-border digital certification is demonstrated by the ePhyto system,
operated under the auspices of the International Plant Protection Convention (IPPC) [9]. Covering
more than 100 countries, ePhyto confirms the possibility of functioning unified digital certification
platforms that ensure the legal validity of electronic documents in international trade.

An additional element of the international legal framework is the obligations of states under the
World Trade Organization, the Eurasian Economic Union, and the Paris Agreement on Climate Change.
The TBT and SPS Agreements require transparency and justification of national measures, while the
Paris Agreement strengthens the focus on environmentally sustainable production, which indirectly
stimulates the introduction of digital control and certification mechanisms.

Thus, the international system of digital certification of organic products is formed as a multi-level
and functionally interconnected set of legal and institutional mechanisms: Codex Alimentarius standards
[10] establish minimum universal requirements for food safety, quality, and traceability, which are used
by states as a guide in developing national certification systems and recognized under the WTO SPS
Agreement.

European Union law, particularly Regulation (EU) 2018/848 and the TRACES system, establishes
a legally binding model of digital certification of organic products based on electronic registries,
intergovernmental data exchange, and end-to-end supply chain traceability.

IFOAM standards and guiding principles form internationally recognized non-state mechanisms for
verifying the organic status of products, including Participatory Guarantee Systems (PGS), which are
applied in countries with varying levels of institutional and technological development.

Digital electronic document management platforms, such as the ePhyto system, demonstrate the
technological possibility of replacing paper certificates with legally significant electronic documents
recognized by the competent authorities of various states.

International trade and climate obligations of states under the WTO, the Paris Agreement, and the
UN Sustainable Development Agenda necessitate the introduction of digital certification and traceability
tools as conditions for accessing international organic product markets and verifying the sustainability of
production chains.

Digitalization as a Means of Enhancing Law
Enforcement Effectiveness in Organic Agriculture

The digitalization of certification procedures in organic agriculture is of particular importance amid
the globalization of agricultural and food markets and the tightening of requirements for environmental
sustainability and supply chain traceability. International experience shows that the introduction of
digital tools into the certification system performs not only a technological but also a law enforcement
function, ensuring a reduction in counterfeiting risks, increased transparency of control, and enhanced
consumer trust.

The most institutionally developed model of digital certification has been formed in the European
Union. Regulation (EU) No. 2018/848 enshrines digital traceability as a mandatory element of organic
product control, providing for the registration of all supply chain participants in a unified digital system
and the use of the TRACES NT platform for electronic exchange of certificates. This system allows
for near real-time monitoring of product movement and automatic detection of non-compliance with
established requirements. As a result, digital certification in the EU serves not as an auxiliary tool but
as a full-fledged law enforcement mechanism supported by the administrative and judicial practice of
member states.
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The People’s Republic of China demonstrates a different model, where digital certification is
integrated into a centralized state management system. The legal basis is provided by the PRC Law on
Certification and Accreditation and subordinate acts on organic product certification [ 11]. China’s organic
product certification program is a state initiative regulated by the national standard GB/T19630-2019.
A central element is a national digital platform requiring the mandatory use of QR codes and electronic
certificates. A distinctive feature of the Chinese model is the combination of strict administrative control
with economic incentives, including subsidies and tax benefits, which has facilitated the accelerated
introduction of digital technologies and their integration into export-oriented supply chains. In
China the digitalization of the agricultural food sector, particularly organic agriculture, has undergone
systematic development due to the active integration of blockchain technologies into state registries,
traceability platforms, and certification procedures. Unlike the predominantly private-sector-driven
initiatives observed in Western countries, in the PRC blockchain-based systems have become an integral
component of state regulation and the national digital strategy for food security. As noted by Huanhuan
Feng, “blockchain is an advanced technology with enormous potential to enhance traceability efficiency
by ensuring security and full transparency” E,12]. Studies by Chinese scholars (Tian, 2018; Li & Zhang,
2022) demonstrate that blockchain-based platforms: (a) reduce transaction costs by 30-40%; (b)
increase export potential by 20-25%; (c) enable consumers to scan a QR code and access the complete
“product history” from seed to packaging; and (d) provide legal protection in the event of disputes, both
in administrative proceedings and international trade disputes [13].

In the Republic of Kazakhstan the formation of a digital model for organic product certification is
at an early stage. The adoption of the Law “On the Production and Circulation of Organic Products”
and the approval of subordinate acts by the Ministry of Agriculture have created legal prerequisites for
the introduction of digital traceability. Since January 1, 2025, a state information system for recording
organic products has been in operation. However, the current regulation is framework-based and does
not require the mandatory use of advanced digital tools such as blockchain platforms, international dig-
ital codes, or integration with global certification systems. The lack of economic incentive mechanisms
further slows down the digitalization of the sector.

A comparative analysis reveals key differences between digital certification models. First, in the EU
and China, digital requirements are enshrined in law and detailed in subordinate acts, while regulation
in Kazakhstan remains fragmented. Second, institutional organization varies from the decentralized
supranational model of the EU to the centralized state system of China, while the Kazakhstani model
is characterized by limited institutionalization. Third, participation in international digital platforms
(TRACES, ePhyto) is a mandatory element of the EU and Chinese models, while Kazakhstan is not yet
integrated into these systems.

Special attention deserves the issue of the legal nature of the digital certificate. Modern legal doctrine
indicates the need to rethink the certificate as a legal fact in the context of digitalization. For example, in
contemporary legal doctrine digital certificates based on distributed ledger technologies are regarded
as legally significant electronic facts possessing evidentiary value comparable to traditional notarization
mechanisms, provided that reliable authentication, data integrity, and immutability are ensured [14].

Scholars also note that digital trade policy within the WTO legal framework is undergoing gradual
evolution and is increasingly adapting to the use of electronic certificates and paperless trade, thereby
enhancing interoperability and transparency in cross-border supply chains [15].

Similar conclusions are contained in the works of domestic researchers, who point to the need for
legislative recognition of digital certificates under Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU) law and national
information law. Yerkinbayeva et al. (2025) note that the current legal regulation of organic agriculture
in the Republic of Kazakhstan contains significant gaps when compared to international standards and
requires comprehensive modernization in order to ensure sustainability and harmonization with global
quality and certification criteria [16].

Bektenov O. emphasized that “digitalization should contribute to enhancing transparency and effi-
ciency of state support measures. It is essential to introduce IT tools into the accounting and management
of agricultural land” [17].
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In this regard, the legal transfer of certain elements of the EU and Chinese models appears promising
for Kazakhstan. Borrowing mandatory digital traceability and integration into international platforms,
on the one hand, and centralized management with economic incentives, on the other, will make it
possible to form a stable legal structure for the digital agricultural certificate, legally equivalent to a paper
document and complying with international standards such as IFOAM and ISO 22008.

Legal Framework of the Republic of Kazakhstan for
Organic Agriculture in the Context of Certification Digitalization

In recent years, the Republic of Kazakhstan has been actively introducing digital technologies into
the agro-industrial complex, primarily at the level of production and technological processes. According
to data from the Ministry of Agriculture of the Republic of Kazakhstan, by 2025, precision agriculture
technologies, satellite monitoring, automated irrigation, livestock management, as well as solutions based
on artificial intelligence and unmanned aerial vehicles will be applied in agriculture [ 18]. These processes
contribute to increasing production efficiency and the rational use of natural resources.

However, the digital transformation of the agro-industrial complex is predominantly technological
and managerial in nature and is not accompanied by the formation of a similarly developed legal and
institutional infrastructure for digital certification and legally significant traceability, especially in
the organic product segment. As a result, a situation of asymmetric digitalization arises, where the
introduction of agricultural innovations outpaces the development of legal mechanisms for quality
control, verification of product organic status, and its recognition in cross-border trade.

This gap is of fundamental importance in the context of Kazakhstan’s international obligations. As
shown in previous sections, access of organic products to the markets of the European Union and other
countries is determined not so much by the actual application of digital technologies at the enterprise
level as by the existence of legally recognized digital certification mechanisms comparable to systems
such as TRACES and ePhyto operating in the EU and a number of third countries (Regulation (EU)
2018/848; IPPC, ePhyto Solution).

Significant changes in the legal regulation of organic agriculture in the Republic of Kazakhstan
occurred in 2024 with the adoption of the Law. The Law aimed to update the sector structure and bring
national legislation in line with international standards. To develop this act, the Ministry of Agriculture
approved the Rules for the Production and Circulation of Organic Products (Order of the Ministry of
Agriculture No. 385 of November 26,2024), which came into force on December 12,2024. Since January
1, 2025, a state information system for recording and tracking organic products has been operating in
Kazakhstan, marking the first attempt to institutionalize traceability at the national level.

Despite these positive developments, an analysis of the current legislation reveals a number of
systemic legal gaps that hinder the full implementation of digital certification:

Digital certification mechanisms are insufficiently institutionalized. The Law establishes the
mandatory certification of organic products but does not contain comprehensive regulation of digital
tools ensuring supply chain transparency. Unlike Regulation (EU) 2018/848, which explicitly provides
for the use of electronic control systems and data exchange, Kazakhstani legislation is limited to
framework norms that do not enshrine the mandatory use of digital platforms, international product
codes, or distributed ledger technologies (blockchain).

Gaps remain in the law enforcement system. The Law does not establish specific obligations for
certification bodies and economic entities regarding the maintenance of a unified digital database. In
practice, this leads to information about certified products being stored in fragmented registries, which
significantly limits the possibility of their integration into international trade systems. As a result,
Kazakhstan faces the risk of its organic products being denied access to the markets of the European
Union and other countries where the operation of transparent digital tracking systems is a mandatory
requirement.

Interaction with international standards is declaratory. Although national legislation mentions
IFOAM principles and FAO recommendations, there is no normatively established procedure for
their implementation into the digital certification system. Unlike the practice in China, where digital
certificates are integrated into national platforms with international verification, Kazakhstan has not yet
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developed mechanisms for the cross-border recognition of electronic organic product certificates.

Legislation lacks legal and economic incentives for the introduction of digital solutions. Law No.
89-VIII does not provide for tax benefits, subsidies, or public-private partnership mechanisms aimed at
digitalizing certification procedures. As a result, the use of digital tools remains largely voluntary, which
reduces the interest of producers and slows down sector development.

Digital certification of organic products is insufficiently linked to related normative acts. Its effective
functioning is impossible without systematic interaction with the Law of the Republic of Kazakhstan
“On Informatization”[19], the Law “On Electronic Documents and Electronic Digital Signatures”[20],
legislation on personal data, and Eurasian Economic Union law. The lack of harmonization with EAEU
technical regulations and unified digital solutions at the supranational level creates additional barriers to
regional integration and cross-border trade.

Accordingly, the legal regulation of digital certification of organic products in the Republic
of Kazakhstan is at the formation stage and is characterized by fragmentation and insufficient
institutionalization. Addressing the identified gaps requires a comprehensive approach, including the
development of subordinate regulation, integration into international digital certification systems, and
the creation of mechanisms to stimulate economic entities. Otherwise, the digitalization of the organic
sector risks remaining a technological phenomenon without full legal force and international recognition.

Discussion on the Applicability of International
Digital Certification Models in the Republic of Kazakhstan

A comparative analysis of international digital certification models for organic products leads to
the conclusion that their direct borrowing into national legal systems is not always an effective solution.
In the case of the Republic of Kazakhstan, this problem is particularly evident when considering the
possibility of implementing the European model, based on the operation of the TRACES platform and
detailed supranational regulation within the European Union.

Despite the high level of normative development and technological maturity of the European system,
its full reproduction in Kazakhstan faces a number of objective constraints. First, the legal system of the
Republic of Kazakhstan lacks institutional equivalents to the control and coordination bodies operating
at the European Union level, making it impossible to replicate the supranational digital certification
management mechanism. Second, the level of digitalization of agricultural producers, especially small
and medium-sized enterprises, remains uneven, which complicates the introduction of complex digital
procedures requiring constant real-time electronic data exchange. Third, Kazakhstani certification bodies
currently have limited international recognition, which reduces the effectiveness of even the formal
introduction of digital tools without their integration into globally recognized control systems.

These circumstances are confirmed in domesticscientificliterature. For example, S.Zh. Zhumagaliyeva
rightly notes that one of the key problems of digital certification of agricultural products in Kazakhstan
is the gap between the technical possibilities of digitalization and the institutional readiness of the legal
system to recognize electronic certificates in cross-border trade [21]. Similar conclusions are contained
in FAO analytical materials, which emphasize that the successful digitalization of traceability systems is
only possible if international models are adapted to national administrative and legal realities [22].

In this context the Chinese digital certification model appears more adaptable to Kazakhstan.
Unlike the European approach, the Chinese system is based on centralized state management, where
key certification, verification, and digital control functions are concentrated in the competence of
specialized state bodies. This model is more consistent with Kazakhstan’s legal tradition, characterized
by a significant role of the state in regulating the agro-industrial complex and digital infrastructure. More-
over, the application of the Chinese model in Kazakhstan is possible and appropriate provided that legal
adaptation is carried out rather than simple copying. The key elements of legal transfer should include:
(1) enshrining the legal status of the digital certificate in law; (2) developing technical standards and
data structure requirements; (3) establishing an institutional operator and management mechanisms;
(4) ensuring international interoperability and legal admissibility of digital evidence. Such a transfer
will increase export competitiveness, reduce counterfeiting risks, and improve consumer trust but will
require a comprehensive reform of the normative and institutional environment.
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Particular interest for Kazakhstan is the practice of introducing blockchain certification elements in
China, which ensure data immutability, supply chain transparency, and the formation of an electronic
evidentiary base. The application of such technologies not only enhances consumer trust but also allows
digital certificates to be used as legally significant evidence in resolving trade and administrative disputes.
Considering the structure of agricultural sector management in the Republic of Kazakhstan, the creation
of a centralized digital certification platform under the Ministry of Agriculture with the participation of
national development institutions such as “National Information Technologies” and “QazTrade” appears
to be the most realistic scenario.

Thus, the discussion on the applicability of international digital certification models in Kazakhstan
leads to the conclusion that selective legal borrowing, rather than mechanical implementation of foreign
solutions, is appropriate. The most promising direction is the formation of a hybrid model combining the
normative rigor and international orientation of the European approach with the centralized management
and technological adaptability of the Chinese system. This approach will ensure the legal consistency of
digital certification of organic products in Kazakhstan, increase its international recognition, and create
conditions for integrating national producers into global supply chains.

Conclusion

The conducted research confirms that digital certification and traceability systems for organic
products are integral elements of modern international legal regulation of the agricultural and
food sector. An analysis of the practice of the European Union and the People’s Republic of China
demonstrates a steady trend toward the institutionalization of digital tools, their mandatory application,
and integration into cross-border trade and control mechanisms. It is the combination of normative
bindingness, technological unification, and international recognition of digital certificates that ensures
the competitiveness of organic products on the global market and builds a high level of trust among
consumers, regulators, and trading partners.

In the Republic of Kazakhstan, the adoption of the Law and the launch of a state information system
in 2025 indicate the beginning of the formation of a national digital traceability model. However, the
current normative framework is predominantly framework-based and does not provide for full-fledged
legal mechanisms for digital certification. In particular, there are no provisions on the mandatory use
of electronic certificates, the legal force of digital evidence of product origin, or the mutual recognition
of digital certificates in international trade. An additional limiting factor is the lack of integration of the
national system into international digital platforms such as TRACES and ePhyto, which reduces the
export attractiveness of Kazakhstani organic products.

A comparative legal analysis leads to the conclusion that the formation of a hybrid digital certification
model in Kazakhstan is appropriate. Borrowing the principle of mandatory digital traceability, normative
detailing of procedures, and integration with international control systems from the European model is
justified. From the Chinese model, the centralized nature of digital certification management and the
use of state economic incentives to accelerate the introduction of digital technologies in the agricultural
sector should be adopted. This synthesis corresponds to the institutional characteristics of Kazakhstan’s
legal system and allows for a balance between state control and market mechanisms.

In general, the digitalization of certification processes in organic agriculture should be considered not
as an auxiliary technological measure but as a strategic tool for legal ensuring food security, sustainable
development, and expanding the export potential of the Republic of Kazakhstan. The comprehensive
development of the normative and legal framework, institutional infrastructure, and mechanisms for
international legal integration is a key condition for Kazakhstan’s successful inclusion in global organic
product supply chains and the fulfillment of international obligations under the WTO, EAEU, and the
Paris Agreement.

While the digitalization of agriculture in Kazakhstan is generally developing predominantly in the
field of agrotechnology and production process management, digital certification of organic products
— with its independent legal significance for domestic control and international trade — remains insuffi-
ciently institutionalized. Addressing this imbalance requires a targeted state policy aimed at recognizing
the digital agricultural certificate as a full-fledged legal tool in the national and international legal systems.
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Ban Aaaun, PhD poxropantsi, Ia-®apabu arpiaaars: Kazak yarTeik yausepcuteri (Kasakcran
Pecny6ankacpi, Aamarbl K.); A.B. Hbican6exosa, PhD, accucrenT-mpodeccop, Ia-@Papabu
arpiaparsl Kasak yartoik yausepcureri (Kasakcran Pecy6ankacet, AAMarsI K.): OpraHAKaAbIK
oHiMAepAl IHPPABIK cepTHPHKATTAY KIHe Kapsararay: Kasakcran Pecmy6AamkachIHAQ eHTisyAiH
XaABIKAPAABIK KYKBIKTBIK acIIeKTiAepi.

OAeMAIK OPraHHMKAABIK ©HIMAep HApBIFBIHBIH KapKBIHABI ©CYi )KoHe OHIMHIH TYIIHYCKAABIFbI MeH
IIBIFY TETiHiH aIlbIKTHIFbIHA KOMBIAATBIH TAAANTAPAbIH KaTalObl XKAFAAMBIHAQ OPTaHMKAABIK ©HIMAEPAI
cepTHQUKaTTay XoHe Kaparaaay (traceability) mponecrepite HUQPABIK TEXHOAOTHSAQPADI €HTi3y epeKIle
e3exTiAikke ne 60aypa. Bya makasapa Codex Alimentarius, Eypomaasix Opaxrsig N2 2018/848 Peraa-
MenTi, IFOAM-HbIH >KeTeKIIi KaFUAATTAPbI )KIHe O3re A€ XaABIKAPAABIK OacTaMaAapAbl €CKepe OTHIPHIIL,
Kasakcran PecrrybankacsiHpa DUQPABIK, cepTUPUKATTAY MEH KaAaFaAay JKYHeAepiH eHTi3yAlH XaAbIKapa-
ADBIK-KYKBIKTBIK, aCTIEKTiAepPi TaAAAHAABL

3epTTeyain MakcaTsl KasaKcTaHHBIH OpraHMKAaABIK ©HIMAEPAI CepTHHKATTAy >KOHIHAETI YATTBHIK
JKYHECIH XaABIKAPAADBIK TaAalTapMeH YHMAECTIPYAIH KYKDBIKTBIK >XOHE HHCTHUTYILIMOHAAADBIK TETIKTepiH
alfiKbIHAQY, COHAAM-AK arPapAbIK CEKTOPAAFbI CEPTHPHUKATTAY PICIMAEPIH IUPPABIK TpaHCPOpMAIIIAAYFa
KeAepri KeATipeTiH Heriari pakTOpPAApPAbI aHBIKTAY OOABII TAOBIAAABL.

3eprTey aaicTeMeci XaABIKAPAABIK JKOHE YATTBIK ACPEKKO3AepTre CAAbICTHIPMAABI-KYKBIKTBHIK JKIHE
HOPMATHBTIK-KYKBIKTBIK TAAAQY KYPTi3yTe, IeTeAAIK HUPPABIK cepTUPUKATTAY KoHe KaAaFaAay IAATOp-
MaAapbIHA KaTBICTHI KEHMC-TAaAAAYFa, COHAQI-AK KYKBIKTHIK O0AKAY 9AEMEHTTEePIH KOAAAHYFa HETi3AEATEH.

MaxaaaHbIH FBIABIME JKaHAABIFbI Ka3akcTaHHBIH KYKBIKTBHIK JKOHE TEXHOAOTHSIABIK JKAFAQNBIHAQ
XaABIKQPaABIK, ITMPPABIK CEPTUPUKATTAY MOAEABAEPIHIH KOAAAHBIAY MYMKIHAITIH KeIleHAl Typae 6ara-
Aaypa, coHpai-ak 2024 >xpiarel 10 mayceiMaarel Ne 89-VIII «OpraHukaAblk eHIMAEpAI ©HAIPY >koHe
aifHaABIMBIL TypaAbl» Kasaxcran Pecrry6AukachiHbIH 3aHbIH €CKepe OTBIPBIIN, CallaHbl OakpiAdy MeH
9KCIIOPTTHIK KbI3METTE 3aHADBIK KYIIi 6ap Kypaa peTiHAe LUPPABIK CepTUPUKATTAPABL HHCTUTYLHOHAAN-
3anjpsiaay KQKeTTIriH Herispeyae KOpiHic TabaAbL

3epTTeyAiH MPaKTUKAABIK MaHBIBABIABIFBI YATTBIK, 3aHHAMAHBI XETiAAIPY JkoHe ITUQPABIK cepTHH-
KAaTTay MeH KAAAFaAQy XKYHeAepiH MHTerpalusaay OOMBIHINA YCHIHBICTAP 33ipAeyAe, OYA Ka3aKCTAHABIK,
OPTaHUKAABIK OHIMAEPAIH SKCIIOPTTHIK 9A€YETiH APTTHIPYFa XKHE TYTHIHYIIbIAAP MEH XaABIKAPAABIK CayAd
CepiKkTecTepiHiH CeHiMiH HbIFAaNTY¥a BIKIAA €Tyl MyMKiH.

Tyiiin co30ep: OpeaHUKAAbIK AYbIA WLAPYAULLIALIZDL, A3bIK-MYAIK Kayincisdiei, yudpavlk cepmuduxammay,
0A0KHeliH MEXHOAOZUSCHI, OHIMHIY KA0dzaAaHybL (traceability), xaavikapasvik kykoik, Kasaxcman, Koimatl,
Op2AHUKAAIK OHIMOEP, MYpPaKmbL 0amy.

Ban Aaamnn, PhD poxropant, Kasaxcknit HAalMOHAABHBIA YHHBEpPCHTeT NMeHH aAb-Papabu
(Pecmry6amxa Kaszaxcran, r. Aamatni); A.B. Heican6exosa, PhD, Assistant Professor, Kazaxckmit
HAIHOHAABHbIA YHUBepCHTET HMeHH aAb-®apabu (Pecmy6anka Kaszaxcran, r. Aamarsr): Liugpo-
Basl CepTHQHKANMSA H OTCAEKHBAEMOCTh OPTraHHYECKON NMPOAYKITNH: MEXAYHapOAHO-IPaBOBbIE
acnexrsl peasnsanuu B Pecny6auke Kazaxcran.

B ycAoBHAX CTPeMHTEABHOTO pPOCTa MHPOBOIO PHIHKA OPTaHMYECKOH IPOAYKIIMH U YKeCTOYEHI
TPeOOBaHMI K €€ IIOAANHHOCTH U IPO3PAYHOCTH IIPOUCXOKAEHHUS 0COOYIO aKTYaABHOCTD IpUobpeTaeT
BHeApeHHe ITMPPOBBIX TEXHOAOTHI B IPOIeCCHl CePTUPUKAIMU U IPOCASKUBAEMOCTH OPTaHHYEeCKON
npopyknuu. Hacrosmas cTaTps mocpsmeHa aHAAM3y MEXAYHAPOAHO-TIPAaBOBBIX aCIeKTOB BHEAPEHUS
uppOBOI CepTUPHUKALUM U CHCTeM IpocAexuBaeMocTd B Pecrmybanke Kasaxcrad ¢ yuétom Mex-
AYHAPOAHBIX CTAaHAAPTOB M MpakTHK, BKalodast Codex Alimentarius, Pernament (EC) N 2018/848,
pyxoBoasunue npuHuunsl IFOAM u uHble TAOOaAbHBIE HHHUIIMATHBbL.

IleAp mccAepAOBaHMS 3aKAIOYAETCS B BBLIBACHUH IIPABOBBIX M HHCTHTYIIMOHAABHBIX MEXaHH3MOB
rapMOHHU3AIMY HAIIMOHAABHOM CHCTeMBI CepTHPUKAIIUN OPTaHIMIeCKON IIPOAYKITHU C MEXKAYHAPOAHBIMU
TPeOOBAaHISIMY, A TAKKe B OIIPEACAEHHHN KAIOYEBBIX 6apbepOB, IPeILITCTBYOMNX UPPOBOI TpaHCcHOp-
MaIfuM CepTUPUKAIIMOHHBIX IIPOIIEAYP B arpapHOM CEeKTOope.

MeTopororus uccaepoBaHUS OCHOBAHA HAa CPAaBHUTEABHO-IIPABOBOM U HOPMAaTHBHO-TIPAaBOBOM aHa-
AW3e MEeXAYHAPOAHDIX U HAIIMOHAABHBIX HCTOYHUKOB, KefiC-aHaAM3e 3apyDesKHBIX UPPOBBIX MAATGOPM
cepTHUKALUH U IIPOCASKUBAEMOCTH, a TAKOKe IIPUMEHEHUH 9AeMEHTOB IIPaBOBOM IIPOTHOCTHKY.
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MEXAYHAPOAHOE NPABO

Hayunas HOBM3HA CTaTbH COCTOUT B KOMIIAEKCHOH OIleHKe MIPUMEHHMOCTH MeXAYHapOAHBIX MOA@-
Aeit udpOBOI CepTUPHUKALHN B YCAOBHSX [IPABOBOM U TEXHOAOINIeCKOI cpeabt Pecrrybanku Kazaxcran
¢ yuéToM Berynusurero B cuay 3akoHa Ne 89-VIII or 10 mrons 2024 rosa «O mpousBoacTBe 1 060poTe
OpPTraHUYeCKHX IPOAYKTOB>, a TAKKE B 000CHOBAHNH HEOOXOANMOCTH HHCTUTYLIHOHAAU3AIINY [IPPOBBIX
cepTHPHKATOB KaK IOPHANYECKH 3HAUYMMBIX MHCTPYMEHTOB KOHTPOAS Ka4eCTBa 1 9KCIIOPTA.

ITpaxTHyeckas 3HAYMMOCTb HCCACAOBAHHSA 3aKAIOYAETCS B GOPMYAUPOBAHIH P EAAOXKEHHUI IT0 COBep-
IIeHCTBOBAHMIO HAITMOHAABHOTO 3aKOHOAATEAbCTBA M MHTErPAIfHU IUQPOBBIX CHCTEM CePTHOHUKALIY H
IPOCAEKHMBAEMOCTH, YTO MOXKET CIIOCOOCTBOBATD ITOBIIIEHHIO 9KCIIOPTHOTO IOTEHIJMAAA KA3aXCTAHCKOM
OPTaHIYECKOM IIPOAYKIME 1 YKPEIIACHHIO AOBEPIISL CO CTOPOHBI IOTPeOUTEASH U MEKAYHAPOAHBIX TOP-
FOBBIX TAPTHEPOB.

Karouesvle ca08a: opeanuteckoe ceAbckoe x03a1iCcme0, npodosoAbCmeeHHAs 0e30nacHOCMb, YuPposas cep-
mugurayus, OAOKHeiiH-MexHOA02UL, NPOCAEKUBAEMOCHL NPpodyKyuL, mexdyHapodroe npaso, Kasaxcman,
Kumati, opzanuueckas npodykyus, ycmoiiuusoe passumue
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