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PROBLEMS AND PROSPECTS FOR THE DEVELOPMENT
OF THE EURASIAN ECONOMIC INTEGRATION

Abstract. The purpose of the article is to uncover the problems of the development of Eurasian economic
integration and to develop the main directions for their solution with determining the prospects for deepening
integration processes within the EAEU. In particular, the article analyzes the volume of trade between the EAEU
member states, identifies promising markets for Kazakhstan in a single economic space. In addition, there is
analyzed the state of small and medium-sized businesses in the countries under consideration, and a comparative
assessment of the conditions for the development of entrepreneurship is given. In addition, the Doing Business rating
indicators for the past eight years were used for evaluating. There are considered measures taken by the joint efforts
of the member states of the economic union in the article. At the same time, the article focuses on the problems of
non-tariff barriers within the EAEU, which significantly negatively affect trade relations within the economic union,
and also inhibit entreprencurial activity in the single market. The authors proposed systemic measures aimed at a
constructive solution of the identified problems.

Key words: globalization, integration, Eurasian Economic Union, commodity circulation, single market,
entrepreneurship.

Introduction. Under current conditions the global economics is characterized by high dynamic
changes and globalization of economic integration processes. After experiencing different organizational
forms of integration, the post-Soviet Eurasian States have formed a new model of integration — Eurasian
Economic Union (EAEU) running from January 1, 2015. The EAEU member states — Armenia, Belarus,
Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, and Russia differ significantly by its territory, economic and resource potential,
and structure of industry, but they are joined by a common strive to enhance the efficiency and
competitiveness of its national economics. The interaction of the EAEU member states under the
integration process is, first of all, aimed at creating common economic area. To achieve this goal, a special
role is given to the strengthening of trade relations between the member states and creation of favorable
conditions for entreprencurship activity at the common EAEU market. However, the process of the works
conducted in this field is slowed down by unfavorable tendencies and problems appeared inside the
economic union. These circumstances require the elaboration of system measures to solve the problems of
the union functioning and determine the prospects of further extension of the integrated processes within
the EAEU.

Results and discussion. The creation of the EAEU was encouraged by forming of the Customs
Union of the Eurasian Economic Community. The Customs Union forming and further development show
its special role in ensuring the stability of the Eurasian space due to strengthening of the Eurasian
integration initiatives on forming the common trade and energy market, united transportation and
economic space, balanced policy regarding the European and Asian trends of integration [2]. Due to
favorable territorial and geographical space the Eurasian post-Soviet integration under the Customs Union,
that is to be extended in future by accepting new members, within the common economic arca of the
Eurasian Union as a united block should favor the provision of transport routes transit from Europe to
Asia and vice versa.

One of the most important tasks of the EAEU is extension of the trade and economic cooperation.
This strategic task serves the interest of all member states as its positive influence on the countries
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economic development is supposed. Due to access to the Russian capital market and sales market
Kazakhstan is planning to decrease the dependence of its economics on the oil and gas sector and
overcome the commodity-dependent development tendency.

Under the EAEU the Kazakhstan economics will be higher demanded. First of all, this is the
construction and service of the transportation infrastructure, electric-power industry. Under the
rationalization of the delivery routes the increase of clectric power interchange between Kazakhstan and
Russia is also anticipated. The integration will be also useful for the pipeline transportation, for oil and
gas development, mining and metals sector development, and nuclear industry. Currently, the
opportunitics of joint petrochemical production creation are considered. There are large prospects for
using of Russian and Kazakhstan metallurgic products in engineering industry. Here is large field for
cooperation of Karaganda and East-Kazakhstan enterprises with Ural plants. There are good prerequisites
for the development of high-technological sectors and information technologies. The agro-industrial
complex of Kazakhstan has a huge potential on forming of food stocks and export of food products to
Europe, Persian Gulf countries, South-East Asia, and China. The EAEU could create a whole cluster on
raising and processing of oil plants. At the same time, Kazakhstan, first of all, has to provide for the
domestic food needs as the import of food products amounts to about 4 billion US dollars.

The implementation of tasks on the development of common economic space, creation of unimpeded
access to the markets of the EAEU countries allowed creating the conditions for building up the trade
volumes among the countries independently on the external factors. The volume of mutual turnover within
the EAEU in January — July 2018 was 34.1 billion US dollars, showing the increase by 13.8% regarding
the same period of the past year. The foreign trade volume of the EAEU members in January — July 2018
was 419.6 billion US dollars showing the increase by 22.7% regarding the same period of 2017 [3].

The volume of mutual goods trade among the EAEU countries for January — December 2018
calculated as the sum of total value of export operations of the EAEU member states under mutual trade
was 59.7 billion US dollars, or 109.2% to the level of 2017 [3]. The volumes of export sales under the
mutual trade of the EAEU member states are shown in Table 1.

Table 1 - Export volume under the mutual trade of the EAEU member states

Country US dollar In % by January — December, 2017 Percentage, %
EAEU 59 721,1 109,2 100,0
Armenia 689,0 120,7 1,1
Belarus 11,7 166.5 1,7
Kazakhstan 9.8 198,2 14
Kyrgyzstan 1,0 55,0 0,1
Russia 666.5 119.6 96.8
Belarus 13 891,8 101,8 23,3
Armenia 374 108.4 0,3
Kazakhstan 783.9 132.4 5,6
Kyrgyzstan 120.3 97.5 0,9
Russia 12 950,2 1004 932
Kazakhstan 5 892,0 112,0 9,9
Armenia 7.5 133,8 0,1
Belarus 87.5 86.5 1.5
Kyrgyzstan 634.9 122.9 10.8
Russia 5162,1 1113 87.6
Kyrgyzstan 568,4 105,0 0,9
Armenia 0,1 89.9 0,0
Belarus 7.0 98.7 12
Kazakhstan 2472 92.0 43.5
Russia 3141 118.2 55.3
Russia 38 679,9 111,5 64,8
Armenia 13414 1076 3.5
Belarus 22 779.8 1164 58.9
Kazakhstan 12 923.3 103.,7 334
Kyrgyzstan 16354 116,9 42
Note — Reference: [3]
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For Kazakhstan, the Eurasian Economic Union is a potentially large trade area. The volume of state
procurement by partner countries is 198 billion US dollars. The total import of Russia and Belarus is 360
billion US dollars [4]. Currently, a united state procurement Centre accessible for businessmen of three
countries is being created; this will improve significantly the competitiveness and, consequently, the
quality of services. Also, due to favorable conditions of access to the transportation infrastructure of
Russia, Kazakhstan exporters will be able to reduce transport costs and improve the competitiveness of its
products at the markets of third countries. If the favorable access to the gas transportation infrastructure is
provided, the additional profit from the gas export to Europe is possible. One of the main interests of
Kazakhstan under the extension of integration with Russia and Belarus is the transit issue. The volume of
Kazakhstan transit through Russia by the railway only reached 25 million tons.

In general, the Eurasian economic integration serves to strengthening the stability of the EAEU
countries and its positions during the interaction with foreign large economic players. The member states
are ranked 1 in the world on the oil and gas production, 2 — on manufacture of mineral fertilizers, 3 — on
electric power, 4 — on corn, coil, and steel. At the same time, Russia possesses third largest volume of gold
and foreign currency reserves, and fifth-biggest economics in the world [5].

All member states of the EAEU pay focused attention to the development of entreprencurship and
achievement of key indicators approved by the national programs, and exchange the experience and best
practices. Following the results of 2017, some of the EAEU member states (Armenia and Kyrgyzstan) had
the highest values on the key indicator of the SME development — contribution of small and medium
entreprencurship to the GDP of the country is as follows (Figure 1):

Russia . 022%
Belarus y 025%
Kazakhstan y 026%
Armenia g 034%
Kyrgyzstan J 039%

Note — constructed using reference [6].

Figure 1 — Contribution of SME to the GDP by the EAEU member states in 2017

The Republic of Kazakhstan is ranked third in this rating. The spread between Kyrgyzstan and Russia
constitutes 16 points. But the economics scale of Kyrgyzstan and Russia the same as the GDP structure
differ significantly, and the population spread differs by more than 24 times. All this influences on the
forming of indicator of the small and medium entreprencurship contribution to the GDP. In average, the
EAEU indicator of the SME share in GDP was 29.3% in 2017 [6], and in the developed countries the
contribution of the small and medium entrepreneurship to GDP was on the level of 60% [7].

Thus, in all EAEU countries the share of SME in the GDP structure is much lower comparing to the
developed countries despite the fact that the small and medium business has a key role in ensuring further
economic growth. It should be noted that the SME serves as a reserve for the growth of foreign trade
turnover of the Eurasian Economic Union. Considering the significance of these indicators for the
sustainable and dynamic development of the national economics, all EAEU countries take a set of
measures on facilitating the business doing procedures and improving of the enterprenuership
environment.

To improve the conditions of business doing in the internal market the EAEU countries have
climinated 22 barriers and 7 restrictions in different sectors that allowed the businessman to avoid
significant financial expences.
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In the Doing Business 2020 rating only two of the EAEU countries improved its aggregate index:
Kazakhstan (improved its positions by three points and is ranked 25 among 190 world countries), and
Russia (raised from 31 place to 28). Belarus lost 8 positions (49 place against 41 past year), Kyrgyzstan
lost 10 positions (from 70 in the past year to 80) (Table 2). But this does not imply the lack of positive
dynamics; some countries just had more significant progress, as everything is relative.

Table 2 — Positions of the EAEU member states in the “Doing Business” rating

Country/year 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

Republic of Armenia 55 32 37 45 43 38 41 47

Republic of Belarus 69 58 63 57 50 37 37 49

Republic of Kazakhstan 47 49 50 77 51 35 28 25

Republic of Kyrgyzstan 70 70 68 102 73 75 70 80

Russian Federation 120 112 92 62 36 40 31 28
Note — Reference [9]

Table 2 shows that Kazakhstan takes the highest position in the Doing Business rating among all five
considered countries. Then, with a small gap is Russia. Belarus and Armenia are closer to Russia and
Kazakhstan, and Kyrgyzstan is at less beneficial position in the rating. Nevertheless, by some of the rating

components they can still compete with Kazakhstan, Russia, and Belarus [10].

Tables 3-5 show the

indicators of the Doing Business rating 2020 grouped by a definite principle for the analysis.

Table 3— Indicators influencing on the start of enterprise operation (position in the rating)

Country/ Registration of Registration of Approvals for Connecting to electric
Indicators enterprises property construction power system
Armenia 10 13 62 30
Belarus 30 14 48 20
Russia 40 12 26 7
Kyrgyzstan 42 7 90 143
Kazakhstan 22 24 37 67
Note — compiled basing on reference [ 9]

The indicators in Table 3 were grouped by the principle of influence on the start of enterprise
operation. These are easiness of registration of enterprises and property, receiving of approvals for
construction, and connecting to ¢lectrical power systems. Although two latter indicators could relate not
only to the start of enterprise operation, but namely in that period its influence can be the most significant.
By three of these indicators the countries falling behind in the common rating have higher positions in this
one. The enterprise registration is the easiest in Armenia, the easiest property registration is in Kyrgyzstan,
and the easiest connecting to the electric power system is in Belarus, i.e. in general, it is easier to start
business in Armenia, Kyrgyzstan, and Belarus.

Table 4 — Indicators influencing on the enterprise operational functioning (position in the rating)

Country International trade Taxation Loans accessibility
Belarus 24 99 104
Kyrgyzstan 89 117 15
Russia 99 58 25
Kazakhstan 105 64 25
Armenia 43 52 48
Note — compiled basing on reference [9]

Table 4 shows the indicators grouped by the principle of influence on operational functioning of
enterprises. The indicator “Loans accessibility” can also influence significantly on the start of enterprise
operation, but it was added to this group as an enterprise can continuously address to the loan
organizations. Belarus has the best position on the “International trade” indicator, Armenia and Russia —
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on taxation, Kyrgyzstan — on loans accessibility. In general, the taxation is more comfortable in Armenia
and Russia, and in Belarus the conditions for the international trade are better. However, the best terms for
loans receiving are in Kyrgyzstan, Russia, and Kazakhstan.

Table 5 shows the indicators related to the end of enterprise functioning, risk management, and force-
majeur. These indicators relate to the interests protection of all market participants. By these indicators
Kazakhstan is much ahead of other countries, especially on the protection of minority investors and
contract performance assurance. Russia also has good indicators.

Table 5— The indicators of market participants protection (position in the rating)

Country Protection of minority Contracts performance Insolvency resolution

investors assurance
Kazaxcran 7 4 42
KsIpreizcran 128 134 78
Belarus 79 40 74
Poccust 72 21 57
Armenia 120 30 95
Note — compiled basing on reference [9]

Thus, basing on the analysis of Tables 4-6 it can be concluded that Armenia and Kyrgyzstan try to
build up the primary critical mass of SME units and therefore facilitate the conditions of its establishment;
Russia and Belarus have the best conditions for business doing in its operational stage, and Kazakhstan
and Russia have the best conditions for protection of market participants against market risks.

The EAEU is a strategic, long-term and multi-functional platform. The key idea of the integration is
ensure of four freedoms operation on the Eurasia space, namely: market of goods, labor, capital, and
services. According to the declared plans and accepted obligations, in five years after the Union
establishment the common markets should start operating in different sectors. In 2015 the formation of the
united energy power market has been started, and it is assumed that by 2025 the united Eurasian market of
hydrocarbons encouraged to stimulate the development of the Eurasian economics will be formed. For
Kazakhstan, obtaining of economic benefits from the integrated union is still a grand challenge.

It should be noted that before entering the Customs Union, Russia was the important trade partner of
Kazakhstan, and Kazakhstan expected much from the integration, but the expectations have not been
realized yet. The probable reason is the problem of existing nontariff barriers created by the EAEU
countries to protect its markets. The issue is that these barriers are not created deliberately, but
spontaneously. For instance, the Russian Federal Service for Veterinary and Phytosanitary Surveillance
has established so called stations of advance notification for veterinary and phytosanitary surveillance at
the border with Kazakhstan. At these stations the cargo was subjected to documentary and physical
surveillance despite the absence of internal borders within the EAEU. As a result, a part of agriculture
products was returned, another part was destroyed on-site, and Kazakhstan entreprencurs incurred losses.
The same situations were observed within the trade relations between Kazakhstan and Kyrgyzstan [11].
The main problem is that the final reports of laboratory studies of phytosanitary services of each EAEU
state member are different. Unfortunately, the decisions of the Eurasian Economic Commission are
helpless in resolving the described problems. Particularly, it is necessary to establish a joint service of
phytosanitary surveillance on the EAEU level with participation of representatives from all EAEU
countries.

The more extensive integration of the EAEU member states is indirectly impeded by the efforts of
new EAEU members to have unilateral relieves and privileges. For instance, Kyrgyzstan made a claim for
receiving large compensations due to the closure of border with China that could result in worsening of
economic state of the most part of population engaged in re-export of Chinese goods, and problems with
implementation of joint with China infrastructure projects due to entering the EAEU. In addition,
Kyrgyzstan asked to omit the EAEU requirements on sanitary surveillance for its agriculture products. As
a result, Kyrgyzstan managed to get the additional relieves that, for instance, were not given to Belarus,
and increased its share of common customs fees of the EAEU up to 1.9% (Armenia’s share is 1.11%), and
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obtained a range of trade and economic preferences for five years. In addition, it was declared on
establishing Kyrgyzstan-Russia fund with 1 billion capital for restoration and development of the
country’s industry [12]. The amount of relieves provided to Kyrgyzstan at its entering the EAEU resulted
in additional responsibilities for other participants, first of all Russia and Kazakhstan. We suppose that
forming of such “exclusions zone” could create an unfavorable precedent considering probable extension
of the EAEU.

The EAEU member states, understanding the complexity and inconsistency of the current situation in
the world market, are eager to find ways for positive solving of the existing problems and inconsistencics
[13]. In our opinion, the EAEU should set a stress on a decision-making, and creation of a system ensuring
the implementation of obligations accepted by its members as an essential condition for successful
advancement of the integration processes of the Union. Until 2023, to strengthen the integration relations
the Eurasian Economic Union should solve a range of important tasks.

First, it is necessary to overcome the inconsistencies of real trade policy of the states and common
customs territory related to nontariff limits, strictly follow the rules of goods origin, reduce the share of
export fees determined by the countries themselves.

Second, for further forming of common agriculture markets, the work should be conducted not only
on the complete phyto- and veterinary certification of goods, but on the establishment of a common body
of veterinary and phytosanitary surveillance.

Third, it is necessary to take actions on revealing the countries’ focus in the manufacture industry, and
establish interstate production associations on its base.

Fourth, it is necessary to continue the work on establishing common energy markets within the Union.

Fifth, it is necessary to develop consequently the transport infrastructure within the EAEU space in
coordination with Chinese projects under the “Silk Road Economic Belt”. The important aspect for the
establishment of a common transport space within the EAEU will be agreement of transit tariffs and
improvement of transport-freight logistics quality.

Sixth, it is necessary to systemize and coordinate the efforts of the EAEU member states in the
process of development of measures on improving the conditions for business doing on the territory of the
Union. The measures should be oriented on acceleration of approval procedures for business start,
protection of investors™ interests, and improvement of tax regimes for small business. In addition, it is
necessary to strengthen the measures on assisting the EAEU goods export to the foreign markets by
searching additional external sales markets.

Conclusion. On the way toward the common economic market of the EAEU under the conditions of
dynamic growth of the world market globalization there are a lot of obstacles, including the national
interests inconsistency that will appear during the internal interaction among the EAEU members, and
during the interaction with other international organizations of the regional economic integration and
individual countries.

To extend the integration relations within the EAEU it is necessary to form consolidated economic,
social, and economic-legal frameworks and ensure the uniformity of the institutionalized “rules of the
game” for all participants together with activation of mechanisms to provide flexible consideration of
interests of individual member countries. The results of the Eurasian integration depend on these
exclusions flexibility and consistency.

K. K. TiocebaeBa

On-Oapadu arerHIarsl Ka3ak yirTeK yHEBEpCHTETI, AIMaTH K., Kazakcran PecyOmikacer

EVPA3HSLIBIK JKOHOMHKAJBIK BIKITAJIIA CTEIKTEIH
JAMY MOCEJEJEPI MEH BACBIMILIKTAPEL

AnHoTtamus., MakamaHelH MakcaThl — EypasusaiblK SKOHOMHUKATBIK BIKMANIACTHIKTHIH JAMY MOCCTICICPiH
AHBIKTAY JKOHC OJIApABI IICIIYIiH HETi3ri OarbITTapbl McH Eypasuansik 3xkoHOMHKANBIK oaaK (EA3O) ascerHmars
BIKOATAACY YPOICTCPIH TCPCHACTYOIH OAaCBIMABIKTAPBIH AHBIKTAYy OOJBIT TaOBLIAABL 3CPTITEY AMMAKTBIK
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SKOHOMHUKAIBIK BIKIAIIACYIBIH CPEKIICIIKTCPIH FHIIBIMH TAHYABIH JKYHMENIK, YACPICTIK KOHE AMAJCKTHKAIBIK
TOCUTACPIH KOMAAHYFA HCTI3ACITCH. 3C¢pTTCy OaphiCHIHAA Oaifkay, CHIATTay, TamAay >KOHC CHHTC3ACY CHAKTHI
JKaImmbl FBUIBIMEH 9ICTEp, COHBIMCH Oipre CambICTBHIpMAIbI, (POPMANIBI-TOTHKANBIK JKOHE TAHBIMHBIH Oacka aa
amictepi KonmaHbuFaH. 3eprrey aiaceiaa EA30-na Kareicyaa KazakcTal yIIiH MyMKIHIIKTEp MECH OaChIMIBIKTAphI
anmpikTagFad. OJakka MYIIC CIACPAIH AapachIHAAFBI CAyJa afHAIBIMBIHBIH KOJICMACPIHC Tamgay >Kyprisijiim,
Kazakctan yuriH OipsIHFAH SKOHOMHKANBIK KCHICTIK MIAPTTApbIHIA OACkIM OAFBITTHI HAPBIKTAP aHBIKTamFaH. OnmaH
6acka, KapacTBIPBUIBIT OTBIPFAH EIACPICTi KOCIMKEPIIKTI JaMbITY ImaprrapbiHa Oara OepinreH. COHBIMEH Karap,
IIAFBIH YKOHE OPTAa OM3HECTIH XKaFalibl TangaHFaH. Tangay HOTIDKENICP OTAKTHIH MYIIE enaepiniH 0apuprsiHaa XKIO
KYPBUIBIMBIHIAFBI IIAFBIH JKOHE OpTa OM3HECTIH YIECl JAMBIFAH CIACPMEH CAJNBICTHIPFAHAA aHAFYPIBIM TOMEHIPEK
CKCHJITIH KOPCeTTi, O apbl KApaiFbl 3KOHOMHKAJIBIK 6CYACTI IMAFBIH YKOHC OPTAa OM3HCCTIH MICIIYINI POJBIC HE
CKCHJITIHEC KApaMaCTaH OPBIH aJIBIT OTHIP. KoCImKepmikTiH JaMy MIapTTapblHA CATBICTBHIPMAJEI TalAay JKypTi3y YIOiH
«Doing Business» pEeHTHHTIHIH COHFBI CCTi3 JKBIUTIAFBI KOPCETKIIITEPI MAMJANAHBLIFAH. AHBIKTAFAHIAH, OCHI
petituarte Kazakctan MeH Pecelimik sKETSKINI MO3HITUATIAPARI HEMICHYIHE KapaMacTaH, OJAKThIH 0acKa eamepi OChl
MCMJICKCTTCPMCH JKCKCICTCH PCHTHHT MO3MALMATIAPH OOMBIHINA aphpica anaasl. KepHEKUTIK VINIH MaKaIamarsl
TAIAAHATHIH KOPCETKIMTEP YII TOIKA TONTACTHIPHUEAH. KOCIMOPBIH KBI3METIH Oacrayfa BIKHAX €Tyl OOMBIHINA;
KOCIMOPBIHAAPABIH, ONCPASIIBIK KbI3METIHE 9Cep €Tyl OOMBIHINA, KICIMOPBHIH KBI3METIH TOKTATY KOHE TIYCKETIep
MeH (hOpC-MOKOPIBIK >KalTTapapl Oackapy maprrapel OOWbIHIIA. Makamaza ofak imiHz#eri Tapu(Tik emec
KEICPTiepre aca Haszap ayJapblUIFaH, 0JIap SKOHOMHKAIBIK OJAK iNIHICTI cayJa KAaTBIHACTAPBIHA TEPIC dcep CTil,
OipberHFall HAPBIKTAFBI KOCITKEPIIik OenceHmimikTi Texeyae. Comai Ooma Typa, 6acTel Mocene petinae aprop Onakka
MYIIC CTACPIAIH OPKANCHICHIHBIH (PHTOCAHHTAPIBIK KBI3MCTTCPIHIH JTA00POTOPHSIBIK 3CPTTCY KOPBITHIHABLIAPHIHBIH
OPKCNIKITIII MCH KapaMa-KaHMBUIBIFRIH Oeminm kepcetkeH. Ocwl opadiga asrop Omak AcHreiinae OipbIHFail
(pUTOCAHUTAPIBIK KbI3MET KYPYABI YCHIHABI, YKOHEC OHBIH OWBIHINA, OHBIH KbI3METKCPICPIHIH KYPAMbIHA OJAKTHIH
0apibIKk MyIIC eincpiHiH ekiamepi cHyi thic. EADO maMysl asfCBIHAAFBI XPOHOJIOTHSIBIK OKHFATAPABI capajay
HOTWOIKECIHAE OJAKTHIH JKAHA MYINC CIACPiHiH OipiKAKTBI JKCHITTIKTED MCHE APTHIKIIBUTBIKTAPFA KOJ JKCTKIZyTe
TaImbIHY (DAKTIICPiHiH OOMFAHIBIFBI aHBIKTATFaH. OJAKKa CHTCH JKaHA CSIACPre KOCHIMINA JKCHLTTIKTEp OepymiH
caiapblHAH OHBIH 0AaCKa MYIICICPiHIH KOCBIMINA >KAYaIKEPIILUIT apTa TYCTi. ABTOPABIH KO3KApachl OOMbIHIIA,
6onamakra EAJO-HBIH )aHA MYLICICPiHIH MaWaa OOy BIKTHMAIIBUIBIFEIH ECKEPCEK, MYHIAH KCHUITIKTCPAIH
OPBIH aaJybIHA KO Oepyre OOIMaimbl, 6HTKEHI 0Jap BIKMAIAACTHIKTBIH JKAJIbl THIMALIITIH €49ylp TOMEHACTY1
MYMKIH.

Maxkanana Ogakrarbl BIKNANIACY YPAICTEPIH JKETICTIKICH OTKI3yAiH KakeTTi maptel perinae EASO asceaa
memMaep KaObIIgay TETIriHE, COHJAM aK  OHBIH MYIICNCPIHE KYKTEITEH MIHACTTCPAIH OPBIHIAIYbIH
KEIUIACHAIPETIH XYHEHI Kypyra KeOipek keHiun Oeny ycembuiagsl. Om ymniH 2025 xpurra JeifiH TeMeHneri
MIHACTTCPAI MCIY YCHHBIFAH;

1. OpOip MEMJICKETTIH 631MCH KAOBLTAAHATHIH TAPH(TIK EMCC MCKTCYICPMCH, Tayapiaapabl 6TKI3Y ePekeICpiH
HAKTHI OPBIHIAYMCH, SKCIIOPTTHIK aTIbIMIAAPIBIH YICCIH a3aiTyMEH OaHIaHBICTBI OOJATHIH MEMIICKETTEP/IIH IIBIHANBI
cayza cascatel MCH OIPBIHFAH KEICH ayMaFbIHBIH KapaMa-KaHIIBLIBIKTAPBIH KOO0,

2. MeMICKEeTTEpAiH OHICY OHCPKOMCIOIHACTI MAMAHTAHYBIH AHBIKTAY, OHBIH HETI3iHAC MEMJICKETAPATIBIK
OHIPICTIK OIPIECTIKTEP KYPY.

3. OnakThIH OPTAK YHEPTECTHKAIBIK HAPBIKTAPHIH KYPY OOMBIHIIA >KYMBICTAPIBI KAIFACTHIPY .

4. EA3O xcHicTiriHae Kok HHPPAKYPBUIIMBIH «KiOCK OBl IKOHOMHKAJIBIK OCIIACY1» AsACHIHIAFHI KbITAl
JKOOAMapBIMCH YillecTipe OTHIPHIT, Jambiry. EADO OGipbHFall KOTKTIK KEHICTITH KYpPYIBIH MAHBI3OBI ACTCKTICi
TPAH3UTTIK TAPHPTCPAL KICICTIPY KOHE KOMIKTIK-)KYKTiK JIOTHCTHKA CAIACHIH APTTHIPY OOJTBI TAOBLIATIEL.

5. bwmsHecti Oactay YIIIH PYKCATTHIK VACPICTEPIl >KBLIIAMIATYFA, HHBSCTOPJIAPABIH MYIICIACPIH KOPFay¥Fa,
IMAFBIH OW3HCC YIOIH CAJbIK PSKAMACPIH JKAKCApPTyFa OAFbITTAIFAH ImapanmapAsl d3ipiacy OapeiceiHma EADO-Ha
MYIIIC-CAACPAIH KITePACPiH YHICCTIPY JKOHE JKYHeey.

Tyiiin ce3aep: xahammany, waTerpauna, EypasHAamslk SKOHOMHKAJBIK OJAK, Tayap AalHAIBIMBI, OipbIHFAH
HAPBIK, KOCITKEPIIK.

K.K. TiocedaeBa

Kazaxckuii HanHOHATBHBIN YHUBEPCUTET UMEHH atb-Papadu, Anmmarel, Pecrydimka Kazaxcran

HPOBJEMbBI U TEPCIIEKTHBBI PA3BUTHUS
EBPAZHUCKOU S KOHOMHUYECKOU HUHTET'PAIIMHN

Annortamust. Llens crateu — packpsITh mpoOiembl  pasBuThs EBpazHHCKON SKOHOMHYECKONH HWHTETPALMH H
pa3paboTaTh OCHOBHBIC HAIPABICHHUS HX PEIICHUSI C ONPEACICHUECM INEPCICKTUB YIIYOJCHHS HWHTCIPAIHOHHBIX
MPOLECCOB B paMKax EBpasmiickoro sxoHOMIUCCKOTO coro3a (EADC). UccaenoBaHne OCHOBAHO HA MPHMCHCHHH
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CHCTEMATHYECKOTO, IPOLECCYAIPHOTO M JHANCKTHYCCKOTO IOJXOJOB K HAYYHOMY IIO3HAHHEO OCOOCHHOCTEH
PCTHOHATIBHOH SKOHOMHUCCKOHW HMHTCrparuu. B mponecce uccmeaoBanna ObLTH MPUMCHCHBI OOMICHAYYHBIC METOIBI
HCCICAOBAHMS KaK HAOMIOJCHUE, OIIMCAHNE, AHATN3 M CHHTE3, 4 TAKKE CPABHUTEIBHBIH, (DOPMAIbHO-TOTHUCCKUH U
APyruc MCTOAbI NMO3HAHUA. B pPaMKax HCCIACAOBAHUA BBIACIICHBI MPUOPHUTCTHI U BOZMOKHOCTH OJIA Kazaxcrana ot
yuactus B EADC. TlposeacH aHamm3 0O0BEMOB TOProBOTO 000pOTAa MEKAY TocyaapcrBaMu-wicHaMu EADC,
OTIPECNCHBI MICPCIICKTUBHBIC PHIHKM Ml Ka3axcraHa B yCIOBHSX €IMHOTO SKOHOMHYECKOTO NMPOCTpaHCTBa. [lo
Ppe3yIBTaTaM AHAM3A COCTOSHHA MAJIOTO M CPSIHETO OM3HECA BRIABICHO, UTO BO BCeX cTtpaHax EADC moms MCB B
crpykrype BBII ropa3mo HmwKe B CPaBHCHHH C PA3BHTBHIMH CTPAHAMH, HECMOTPS Ha TOT (DakT, YTO MaIoMy H
cpeaHeMy OW3HECY OTBOAMTCS KIFOYEBAs PONb B OOCCICUYCHHH JANBHEHWINECIO 3KOHOMHUYECCKOTO POCTA.
CpaBHI/ITeJ'IBHa}I OLCHKA YCIOBHAM PAa3BHTHA NPCANPHHAMATCIBECTBA ObL1a OCYIICCTBJICHA HCXOOd H3 OJAHHBIX
peiituara Doing Business 3a mocieanme BOCEMb JICT. BBIABICHO, YTO, HECMOTPS HA THIUPYIOIIHC MO3HIIHA
Kazaxcrama m Poccum B nmaHHOM peiitmHre, ocrampHble cTpanbl EADC 1O HEKOTOPHIM H3 COCTABILIFOIIMX
TOKA3aTeNIcH PEHTHHIA BCE €IIE MOTYT COPEBHOBATHCSA C HUMH. JII HATISITHOCTH AHAMM3HPYEMBIC ITOKA3ATCIH B
crarse OBUIM CTPYNIHPOBAHBI HA TPH TPYINIBL IO TPHUHLUMIY BIMSHUI HA HA4AX0 padOThl MPEANPHUATHS, IO
TIPUHIMILYY BIVSIHES HA ONCPANHOHHOE (PYHKIMOHMPOBAHKE NMPEINPHATHIL, IO YCIOBHAM 3aBEPIICHUS (DyHKIMOHH-
POBaHMS MPEINPUATHS H YIPABICHHEM PHCKAMH, B (POPC-MAKOPHBIMH 0OCTOSITECIBCTBAMH.

B craree ocoboc BHHMaHHE YyneieHO mpodiaemMaMm Herapu(HbIX OapsepoB BHYTpH EADC, KOTOpBIC
CYHICCTBEHHBIM 00pPA30M HETATHBHO BIISIOT HA TOPTOBBIC OTHOIICHMS BHYTPH SKOHOMHYECKOTO CO03a, A TAKKe
CICPKUBAIOT TPEANPUHAMATEIBCKYI0 AKTHBHOCTh HAa COMHOM pbIHKE. [IpH 3TOM, riaBHOH mHpoOneMoil aBTop
OTpeACTIACT PA3PO3HCHHOCTD 3aKIFOUCHHH JTAOOPOTOPHBIX HCCIICAOBAHNH (DHTOCAHHTAPHBIX CIIYKO KaXKIOTO WICHA-
rocynapctea EADC, KOTOpBIC 4aCTO MPOTHBOPEYAT MEXIY COOOW. B CBs3WM C 3TUM aBTOp MpPEQIaract Cco3aarh
CAMHYIO CIYXKOY (PHTOCAHHUTAPHOTO KOHTPOJA HA ypoBHC EAJC, C BKIIOUCHHEM B COCTaB PAOOTHHKOB CITYKOBI
nmpeacrasutesich Beex wicHoB EADC.

B mpouecce w3yueHHA XpOHOJOTHH cOOBITHH B pamkax passutusi EADC, ObUM BBIIBICHBI (DAKTBHIL
MOATBEPKIAOIINEC MONBITKH HOBBIX wicHOB EAJ3C 10OHWTECS OJHOCTOPOHHHX JbIOT M IPUBHICTHH.
3HAYATEIBHOCTS IPEIOCTABICHHBIX TOCYJAPCTBAM JBIOT mpu BCTyIUeHHH EADC BO3IO0KWIA AOMOTHUTCIHHYIO
OTBETCTBCHHOCTb HA IUICYH APYTHX YYACTHHKOB. Kpome TOro, aBTop MPEIIoJIaracT, 4ro C YYETOM BEPOSTHOTO
MOSABICHNS HOBBIX WicHOB EADC B OyaymieM, Noa00HbIC HCKITIOUCHUS TODKHBI OBITh HE JAOIYCTHMBI, TaK KaK OHH
3HAYUTEIBHO MOTYT CHU3HTH 3(D()CKTHBHOCTH HHTCTPALIMH B OOIIEM.

B crarse mpennaraercs mpuzaBaTh OOJBINOE 3HAUCHWE MEXAHM3MY TNPHHATHS penieHuit B pamkax EADC, a
TAKKC CO3OAHHIO CHCTCMBIL, l"apaHTprIOH.[efI BBIMIOJTHCHUC NPHHATBIX €T0 “UICHAMH 065133T6J'II>CTB, B KA4YCCTBC
HETPEMEHHOTO YCIIOBHS YCICITHOTO IPOJBIDKCHAS HHTCTPANHOHHBIX mporeccoB Coroza. 11 3TOT0 NpeasioKeHO
pemuts 70 2025 T. CaeayroIuUe 3aJa49H:

1. TIpeoaoaeTs NPOTUBOPEHUS PEATbHOM TOProBOil MONMHTHKU TOCYAAPCTB H €AUHON TAMOKCHHOH TCPPUTOPHH,
CBA3AHHBIC C HeTapI/I(I)HI)IMI/I OrPAaHUYCHHUAMH, YCTKHM BBIIIOJHCHHCM TIPABHJI NPOHCXOKACHHUA TOBAPOB,
COKPAIICHHUEM 0N SKCIIOPTHBIX MOIUIHH, ONPEACIICMBIX CTPAHAMH CAMOCTOSTEIIHHO.

2. OmpenenacHHEe CHCHHANM3ALWN CTPAaH B 00padaTHIBAOIICH MPOMBIIIICHHOCTH, CO3JAHHC HA CC OCHOBC
MCKTOCY TAPCTBCHHBIX ITPOU3BOACTBCHHBIX O6’BGI[I/IH6HI/II\/II.

3. IIpomomxuth paboTy MO CO3AAHHIO OOIIIX JHCPTCTHUCCKUX PHIHKOB COF03a.

4. TocnenoBaTenbHOE PAa3BHTHE TPAHCIIOPTHOH MH(PACTPYKTYpHI HA mpoctpaHctee EADC B KoopauHAImu C
KHTAWCKUMH TIPOCKTAMH B PaMKaxX «IKOHOMHYeckoro mosca IllemxkoBoro myTwm». BakHBIM acmeKkTOM CO3JaHHSA
€INHOTO TPAaHCHOPTHOTO IpocTpancTBa EADC craHeT cormacoBaHue TPAH3UTHBIX TAPU(POB U yIyUIICHUE KAYCCTBA
TPAHCHOPTHO-TPY 30BOH JJOTHCTHKH.

5. Cucremarmzamusd W KOPOHHAUMA YCHIMH WICHOB-rocyaapcte EADC B mpormecce pa3paboTKm Mep,
HANPABICHHBIX HA YCKOPEHUE PA3PEHIMTEIbHBIX MPOLEAYP LI cTapra OW3HECa, 3allHTy WHTEPECOB MHBECTOPOB,
VIy4IICHUE HAJOTOBBIX PEKUMOB JJI1 MAJIOTO OHM3HECA.

KmoueBnie cioBa: raodamm3anusa, HHTCTpAanusa, EBpasHickiii 3KOHOMHYCCKHH COX03, TOBAPHOC OOpAIICHHUC,
€IAMHBIA PBIHOK, IPEATPHHUMATETBCTBO.
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