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MPEANCNOBUE

NMpepucnoBue

[ToxrorosienHoe Asekcanapom JlnOMaHOM MccieoBanue, ybInKyemoe B pamkax cepun Jlo-
knaznoB Llenrpa mHTerpauoHubix uccaegoBanuii EABP, npeacrasiser coboil KadeCTBEHHBIN
U JIeTaJIbHBII KPUTHYECKUIT 0630p JUTEPATYPhI MO TIOCTCOBETCKOM MHTErpaIliy 3a MOCJAEHUE
20 sier. D1o nepsast paboTa TAKOTO pojia. ABTOp 0630pa — aBTOPUTETHBIN 1 aKTUBHBII UCCIIEN0-
BaTeJbh MTOCTCOBETCKON MHTETPAllUU, OCKOHATBHO 3HAIOIINI cBOI mpeamet. Bymyun adduim-
POBaHHBIM ¢ Hay4HbIME opranusanusmu Bo Mparkdypre, Mockse u [1lanxae, oH 00beUHSIET
B3IJISA/] KK «M3HYTPH», TAK U «U3BHE», YTO OCOOEHHO BasKHO B KOHTEKCTE JaHHOW paboTHhI.

AHamu3npysl OCHOBHBIC HANIPABJICHUS MCCJIEIOBAHUS MOCTCOBETCKOW U IEHTPATbHO-a3MaTCKOM
PErnoHANBHOM WHTETPAINN KaK POCCUHCKNUM, TaK W MEKAYHAPOIHBIM HAYYHBIMH COOGIIECTBA-
MM, aBTOP BUAUT MPOOIEMY B TOM, UTO U B POCCUHCKOM, U B MEKIYHAPOTHOM HAYIHOM COOBIIE-
CTBe Bce elne HabIoaeTcst mpeobaaatie «THITHYHON paboThl IO TIOCTCOBETCKOM MHTETPAINN».
[l poceuiickoil (pPyCCKOSI3bIYHOI) BEPCUU TAKOW «THIIMYHON pabOThl» XapaKTePHBI YIIPOIIEH-
YeCKWH TTO/IX0/l, BHYTPEHHSSI HOPMATHUBHOCTD, WCOJOTUYECKAs TEePErpyKEHHOCTb M CTOMKas
yOEKIEHHOCTD B TIPEBOCXOICTBE TIOCTCOBETCKOTO TIPOEKTa anpuopu. Tem He MeHee, TOCTETIEHHO
Pa3BUBAIOTCS U JIPYTHE HATIPABJIEHUsT, OCHOBaHHbIE Ha 60JIee «3PEJIbIX» METOOJOTUIECKIX TIPEI-
MTOCBHITKAX U COCPEIOTOUYCHHBIE HA AMITUPUYCCKOM UCCIEOBAHNN 9KOHOMUYECKIX CBI3€H MEKITY
MOCTCOBETCKMUMU CTPAHAMH, B YACTHOCTH B 00JIACTH MPSIMBIX HHOCTPAHHBIX WHBECTUIIMH, MUTPa-
IV U CYOPETHOHATBHOTO COTPYAHNYECTBA. PacTeT U KOJIMIECTBO HOPMATUBHBIX PAbOT, aBTOPHI
KOTOPBIX OTXOAT OT UeH «eBpasuiickoro EC» u MbITatoTest mpeicTaBuTh GoJiee mpopaboTaHHY o
1 HIOAHCUPOBAHHYIO OCHOBY JIJII MEKYHAPOAHOTO COTPyAHNYecTBa B EBpasnn.

Vzeosornyeckast 3all0PEHHOCTb U HEBBICOKUE HAYUYHbIE CTAHAAPTHI TAKAKE HEPEAKO XapaKTePHbI
U JUIS MEKLYHAPOAHOTO HAYYHOTO COOOIIECTBA, OTAEIbHbIE NPEACTABUTENN KOTOPOTO — B JIy4-
MINX TPaAUIUSAX XOJOAHON BOMHBI — pacCysKAal0T 00 UMIePCKuX aMOumax Poccun, sxkoObr nc-
HOJIB3YIOMIEHl OCTCOBETCKYIO MHTEIPALMIO /I BOCCTAHOBJIEHHSI CBOEIO BJIMSHUS B OJMIKHEM
3apybesKbe.

ABTOp mozMevaeT psAz XapaKTepHbIX ocoOeHHOCTel mureparypbl ocaeanux 20 ger. Hampumep,
GOJIBIIMHCTBO UCCIIEAOBAHUIL 110 MOCTCOBETCKON MHTErPAlluy UTHOPUPYIOT JAPYTYIO, SBHO OJU3-
KYyIO 110 TeMaTHKe TPyIIy paboT, Kotopas moapodno uccaenayer pacnan Coserckoro Corosa. Jleii-
CTBUTEJIBHO, TAKO MOAXO/L TIPEJICTABJISIETCSI HE COBCEM METOJI0JIOTHUECKH BePHbIM. MHTerparus
W JIe3UHTErpaiust — J[Be CTOPOHbI OJIHOM MeaJn: XOPOoIlasi TeOpHs UHTErPaIuy J0JIKHA OJIHO-
BPEMEHHO ABJISATHCS U TEOPUEH JIe3UHTerpalinu.

Cuemyer ydyectb, 4To Kputrdeckuii 0630p Asekcanapa JlInOMana KOHIEHTPUPYETCS HA MCCIIE0-
BaHUAX POCCUICKUX YYEHBIX, HE [IPETEHIYsI Ha MOJHBIH yder pabor yyenbix Kazaxcrana, Ykpa-
unsl, bemapycu u apyrux crpan CHI. IlenTp mHTerpanuoHHbIX UCCIEOBAHUN TOTOB IMIPEJO-
CTaBUTH IUIONIAJIKY UCCIIENOBATE/ISIM, CTPEMSIIUMCS JTOMOJIHUTD TaHHbIH 0630p. Bmecte ¢ Tewm,
JIOKJIaJT IPEICTABIIACT UeAIbHYIO TOUKY OTCUeTa /IS UcCIeloBaTesIel, KeTaloMuX TOTPy3UThCS
B [IOCTCOBETCKHUE UCCIICNOBAHYISL, YUTS OIBIT LEJIOT0 HOKOJICHUS YYeHbIX 1 130erast uX omuboK.

Hupexmop Llenmpa unmezpayuonmnoix uccredosanuii EABP

Eeszenuii Bunoxypos



NCCNEOOBAHMA PETMIOHANTBHOW MHTETPALINK
B CHI M LLEHTPANbHOW A3UIA

UccnegoBaHuA pernoHanbHOU UHTErpauum
B CHI' u LleHTpanbHoun A3suu:
O630p nutepartypbl’

AnekcaHgp JInbmaH,
dpaHKpypTCKanA Wwkona oUHaHCOB U MEHeOXMeEHTa,
NHCTUTYT 9KOHOMUKN Poccumnckon akagemMmn Hayk,
BocTo4HO-KMTaNCKNin Nnegarormn4eckum yHMBepcuTeT

1. BBegeHue

Pacriag CCCP sgBujicsi B HEKOTOPOM CMBICJIe OTIPABHON TOYKOW JIJIsI MHOKECTBA TPOEKTOB,
HaNpaBJEHHBIX HA CO3/aHWE HOBOW OCHOBBI JIUII COTPYAHHYECTBA MEKIY PECIybIMKaMu
6wiBirero Coserckoro Corosza (BCC). 3a mocsieHme ABaaaTh JeT ObLT 1aH CTapPT 3HAYUTETbHOMY
KOJIMYECTBY MHTETPAIMOHHBIX TPOEKTOB B pernone. Cpemnn aux — CozapyskectBo HesaBucumbIx
Tocymapcts (CHT), Epaswuiickoe akoHoMuueckoe coobiectso (EBpA3IdC), OpraHusanus
Jlorosopa o kosuiekTuBHol 6e3omactoctu (OIKB), CotosHoe rocynaperBo Bemapycu u Poccun
(CI'BP) m akTtuBHO pasBUBAIONIMIICS B HacTosiiee BpeMs TamokeHHbIT coi03 EBpA3dC
(TC), a takske psin pernoHaTbHBIX coi030B B IlenTpanbroit Asun. Hekotopbie 13 yIOMSHYTHIX
IPoeKTOB, mpeskie Bcero CHT', hakTryecku ABISIOTCS He eIUHON CTPYKTYPOIL, 2 COBOKYITHOCTBIO
MHOKECTBA COTTIANICHHT ¢ PA3HBIMHU y4acTHIKaMI' . KpoMe Toro, psij perioHa/bHIX OpraHu3aI il
WHTETPAIUU U COTPYIHMUECTBA, TakuxX Kak [1lanxatickas opranusanus corpyaamyectsa (1IIOC)
u lleHTpasbHO-a3MATCKOE PErMOHANbHOE AKOHOMIYecKoe coTpynaudectBo (ILAPIC), BerxoasT

*

A 6naropapto EBreHna BuHokyposa un Muxanna [0noBHUHA 3a UX OYEHb MOne3Hble 3amevaHna. ABTOP HeceT MOsHYo OTBeT-
CTBEHHOCTb 32 BCE OWWOKM U HETOYHOCTU, AOMNYLUEHHbIE B paboTe. TeKCT M3Ha4anbHO ObiN HAMKWCAH Ha aHITIMACKOM A3bIKe
1 ANA aHMOA3bIYHOW ayauTopUK (3TUM O6BACHAETCA HANUYME HECKOMNBKMX CaMOOYeBUAHBIX ANA POCCUIICKOTO YnuTaTena Kom-
MeHTapyveB). A Bblpaxato rmy6okyto 6naroaapHoCTb NepeBoAYvKam, MOAroTOBMBLLMM PYCCKYHO BEPCUIO UCCNEA0BAHMA.

' Cwm. Libman, A. (2011) Commonwealth of Independent States and Eurasian Economic Community. Paper prepared for: The
Democratization of International Organizations. First International Democracy Report 2011, edited by G. Finizio, L. Levi and
N. Vallinoto, Centre for Studies on Federalism



2. Poccuiickue uccnegoBaHua B 0651acTM NOCTCOBETCKOW MHTErpaumm

3a rpanuibl 6eiBinero Coserckoro Cowsa M BKJIKOYAIOT PAJL APYTUX CTPaH (B YACTHOCTH, KHTafI)Q.
Haxonert, cgsu mexay ctpanamu BCC He orpannuuBaioTcst 0puIIUaIbHBIMU UHTETPAITMOHHBIMU
cornamenusamMu. Pacimpsiorcss M pa3BUBAIOTCS KOHTAaKThl HAa MMKDOYPOBHE: Ha OCHOBE
TOPrOBJIY, WHBECTUIIMH, MUTPAIIMU ¥ B3aUMOJAEHCTBHS MEKILY OU3HEC-TPYNIAMU 1 IOMAITHUMHI
X0351CTBaMHU, a TakKe B cepe pacipocTpaHeHus uiei u 3HaHu.

Hacrosimast pabora paccMaTprBaeT HaydHbIe UCCIIEI0BAHYS, TIOCBSIIIEHHbBIE 9TUM WHTETPAIIMOH-
HBIM TIpoIleccaM, KOTOpbIe OBLIN MPOBEACHBI KaK MEKIYHAPOJIHBIM aKaJeMUUECKUM, TaK U Pyc-
CKOSI3BIYHBIM HAYYHBIM COOOIIECTBOM®. DTO pasjieleHne HeoOXO[MMO. Bo-TiepBbIX, CTEleHb
WHTEepeca K WHTETPAIUU Ha MTOCTCOBETCKOM MPOCTPAHCTBE U MPEACTABIEHUS B OTHOIICHUU €TO
Pa3BUTHSI, KOTOPBIE MTPEOOIANAIOT B MEKIYHAPOIHOM U POCCHIICKOM YUEHBIX COOOIIECTBAX CyIIe-
CTBEHHO PacxXofsATcs. Bo-BTOPBIX, CBSI3b MEKIY STUMH JIBYMS COOOIIECTBAMK OUY€Hb ciaba: B He-
KOTOPOM CMBICJIE, OHa Jlaske ciabee, 4eM B MCCJEIOBAHUM JPYTUX aCeKTOB pasBuThst Poccuu
u EBpasuiickoro pernona, rje, Mo MeHbIeil Mepe HeCKOJIbKO POCCUICKUX YUEHBIX SBJISIOTCS Ya-
CTBIO MeKyHapoHOro coodutectna’, Kak u mo60ii apyroii 0630p, rannas paboTa BPSIL M B CO-
CTOSTHIY OCBETHTb BCE TO, UTO JOCTOWHO BHUMAHWS B 3TOM cdepe, U ToIBepP:KeHa BIUSHUIO UCCITe-
JIOBATEIbCKUX MMPUCTPACTHIT aBTOPa. TeM He MeHee, s OMBITAI0Ch PACCMOTPETh OCHOBHBIE TPY/IbI
u ux pe3ysabrarbl. OCHOBHOE BHUMaHMeE OY/IET y/eJIEHO HE CTOMBKO KOHKPETHBIM OMITHPHUECKUM
BBIBOJIaM (KOTOPBIE, KakK OY/IET MOKa3aHo B JabHEHIIEM, BECbMa CKYIHBI), CKOJIBKO OIEHKE «He-
(opmasbHOTO» HAYYHOTO KOHCEHCYCA B OTHOIIIEHUU PA3BUTUS W TIEPCIIEKTHB PETMOHAIBHOM UH-
Terpanuu, KOTOPbIi, TO-BUANMOMY, IPUCYTCTBYET B GOMBITHHCTBE paboT. S TaksKe TOMBITAIOCH
MIPOCJIEINTh U3MEHEHHSI NHTEPeca K PeTHOHAIBbHON MHTETPAIIM M OCHOBHBIX TTPEIMETOB UCCIIe-
JI0BaHUs B 3TOi cdepe. [Ipu 5TOM, MOBTOPIOCH €lile pas, HeoOOXOAUMO TIPUHUMATH BO BHUMaHUE
BO3MOJKHYTO TPUCTPACTHOCTH aBTOPA.

2. Poccuitckue uccnepgoBaHua B 0651acT NOCTCOBETCKOM UHTEerpauunu

2.1. OcHoBHbI€E IpeaMeTHI M c(pepbl UCCIeJOBAaHUS

B Poccuu BHMMaHHE HayqHOrO COOOIIECTBA K MOCTCOBETCKON WHTETPAIMU OCTAETCs O4YeHb
[PUCTAJIbHBIM, 10 Kpailmeil mepe nHa Oymare. OCHOBHbBIE POCCUHCKUE HAYYHbBIE KYPHAIBI
[POAOJIKAIOT TYGJIMKOBATh OOJIBLIOE KOJMYECTBO MATEPUAJIOB Ha 3Ty Temy (Hampumep,
«Bormpocsr akoHOMUKNY, «MUpPOBast 9KOHOMHUKA U MEXKIYHAPOAHbIE OTHOMIEHHUS>, «O0IIecTBO
1 9KOHOMUKa», «Poccusa B coBpemennoMm Mupes, «IIpoctpancrsennas akonomukas, «[IOJINCs»
u apyrue). Hexoropeie sxypuainnt («Poccus n HoBble rocyapersa EBpasun» u «EBpasutickas

2 Cm.: JlnbmaH A. (2006) Baaumopencteme cTpad CHIT ¢ a3naTtCKMMm MHTErpaumMoHHbIMK FPyNnUMpoBKamMu, pabouunii JOKYMEHT
MPRA Ne 16620

3 A HasbiBalo 3TUM TEPMUHOM Y4YeHbIX, MyONMKYIOWMXCA rMaBHbIM 06pa3oM Ha aHrMMACKOM A3bIKE B MEXOYHapOAHbIX Pe3eH-
3MpYeMbIX Hay4HbIX XYypHanax, B MoHorpadmax u cOOpHMKax HayyHbIX paboT,. A MCronb3ylo 3TOT TEPMUH BMECTO MHOrAa
NPUMEHAIOLLErocA TEPMUHA «3anafHoe» CoobLecTBO, YTO6bl MOAYEPKHYTb €ro NOUCTUHE MEXAYHAPOAHbIN xapakTep. B nen-
CTBUTENbHOCTY, B HACTOALLEE BPeMA HEKOTOPbIe POCCUICKME OBLIECTBOBE/b! ABMAIOTCA aKTUBHBIMU YH4aCTHUKaMU 1 MEXay-
HapO4HbIX U BHYTPEHHUX Hay4HbIX ,Cl,I/ICKyCCI/II7I (JJ,.I'IF! nonyyexHua 06|.uero npeacrtaeneHnA o TpaHCd)OpMaLWII/I TPaauUMOHHbIX
ncenenoBanmii Poccum 3a pybexkom cm.: Russian Analytical Digest No. 94, 28 mapTa 2011 1), X0TA ypoBeHb nHTerpaummn Poccumn
B MeXAyHapoAHoe coobLlecTBO OCTaeTCA orpaHMyeHHbIM. CnedyeT Takxe OTMETUTb, YTO CyLLeCTBYeT MHOMo cep, B KOTO-
pbiX poccuiickne uccrnepoBanna ctpaH BCC ABNAIOTCA 3HAYUTENIBHO MEHee KayeCTBEHHbIMU, YeM UCCNef0BaHUA, BbIMOMHEH-
Hble 3a py6exoM, B HYaCTHOCTH, 13-3a Cepbe3HbIX METOAONOrMYECKUX HEA0CTATKOB, KaK NPaBuUIo, MPUCYLLMX POCCUNCKUM pa-
60Tam (K coxaneHuio, naeonornyeckune npeaybexaeHNA CBONCTBEHHbI 06enM CTopoHaM). B HEKOTOpbIX Cryvanx OTHeCeHue
YY€eHbIX K TOMY UM MHOMY COOBLIECTBY ABMAETCA HEMPOCTON 3afadeil. OTo cneayeT UMETb B BUAY W B OTHOLIEHWW o63opa
NUTepaTypbl, NPeACTaBIEHHOTO HUXE.

4 CnepyeT OTMETWUTb, YTO JaHHaA paboTa He OcBeLLaeT HayYHble NCCNIeA0BaHNA MO NOCTCOBETCKOM MHTerpaumum, NpoBeAeHHbIe
B APYr1x NOCTCOBETCKMX CTpaHax, XoTA B YkpauHe, KaszaxctaHe n benapycu onybnmkoBaHo 3HaunTesIbHOe KONM4ecTBo paboT
Ha aTy Temy. A Byay ccbinaTbCA HA HUX BPEMA OT BPEMEHW, HO HE MPETEHAYIO Ha TO, YTOObI NPEeACTaBUTb BCECTOPOHHUIA 0630p
[INCKYCCUMW B 9TUX CTpaHaXx.
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I9KOHOMMYECKadA UHTETPaIng», BBIXOZSIINN B KaSaXCTaHe, HO Ha PyCCKOM SISI)IKG) ITOCBAIIEHDBI
KOHKPETHO TEME TTOCTCOBETCKOM WHTETrpalmnmn. Eme 60JIbIIIEE KOJUYECTBO pa60T MOJKHO HaWTH
B PErmoHaJIbHbIX M YHUBEPCUTETCKUX JKYpHaJaX, H3/[aBa€MbIX GOJIBITNHCTBOM pOCCI/IfICKI/IX
y‘{e6HI)IX SaBeI[eHI/IIL/'I, HO X YUTaTeJIbCKasA ay/INTOPUA OUYE€HDb MaJjlia.

KommaecTBo ncereoBaTeIbCKUX TPYII, CIIECIHATN3UPYIOMNXCS NCKIIOUNTETHHO Ha 3TOH TeMe,
Tak’ke BechbMa 3HauMTeNbHO. BuyTpm Poccmiickoit Akamemmnn Hayk HY:KHO BbIneanTb OTmere-
HIe MEKIYHAPOAHBIX 9KOHOMUYECKUX U MoauTHdeckux uccaepoBanmii (OMOIIIN) MucrturyTta
HKOHOMUKH. [lepBOHAYANBHO 3Ta OpraHU3anus OblIa W3BeCTHA Kak VIHCTUTYT S5KOHOMUKH M-
poBoii cormanuctudeckoil cucrembl (MOMCC) u ObLta cocpeoToueHa Ha U3yYEHWH COIlHa-
suctndeckux crpaf. [locie pacmaga Opranusanun Baprmasckoro moroBopa m COBa unctutyT
M3MEHUT CBOIO HAMPABIEHHOCTD, OOPATHBIINCH TAKKE U K M3YUEHUIO TIOCTCOBETCKUX cTpaH. DakTi-
YeCKH, TIepexo/] OT aHaIN3a COMMATNCTHYECKAX CTPAaH K M3YUYEHUIO TTOCTCOBETCKOTO PEerroHa
He SIBJISIICST YeM-TO HEOOBIYHBIM B TIEPBBIE TOABI TTOCTE PehOPM B POCCHHCKON aKaJeMUIeCKOT
cpezie. Takoii ke nmyTh 1pozenan VHCTUTYT BHENTHEAKOHOMUYECKUX HMCCJIEI0BAHUIN, KOTOPBII
6bIT BKITIOYEH B cocTaB OT/IeTeHIsT MEK/IYHAPOAHBIX SKOHOMIUECKUX U TIOMUTHIECKIX UCCITE0-
Banuii B cepennne 2000-x rr. B nactosiee Bpems OTeenne SBISETCS YHUKATBHBIM TIEHTPOM
SKCIIEPTHBIX 3HAHUH. B 41cio ero coTpyaIHIKOB BXOIUT P/ YIEHDBIX, KOTOPBIE YiKe Ha TIPOTSKe-
HIW MHOTHX JIET OTCJAEKUBAIOT MEX/TYHAPOIHBIE SKOHOMIUYECKNE W TOTUTHYECKIE OTHOTICHS
B TIOCTCOBETCKOM peTHOHE 1 BHyTpeHHMe oTHoIIeHns B crpanax bCC.

Psan vicesienoBateibCKUX IPYIIT U HEHTPOB, 3aHUMAIOIIUXCST TIOCTCOBETCKOI MHTETpaIueii, cyiie-
cTByeT B ipyrux nHctutyTax PAH, a Takke B yHuBepcuterax (KoTopble B Poccun TpaguioHHO
UTPAIOT TOPA3/I0 MEHBIITYIO POJIb B HAYUHBIX UCCIEMOBAHUSIX 1 OOJIbITE KOHIIEHTPUPYIOTCS HA TIPe-
nogasanumn). OaHako 1o yncaerHoctr oHu ycrynaioT OMIIIN. MockoBCKuil ToCy1apCTBEHHBII
UHCTUTYT MesKayHapoaubix otHouenuit (MTUMO) Briovaer B cebst LleHTp mocTCcOBETCKUX UC-
caepoBannii. Mncrutyr EBponst PAH cosman IlenTp 9BOMIONNOHHBIX MTPOIECCOB Ha ITOCTCOBET-
CKOM ITPOCTPAHCTBE (KOTOPBIN /10 HeJIABHUX 1OP Boarasisia murpuit Dypman, ofiuH U3 JIyqinmx
HKCIIEPTOB B 00JacTH oJmuTIIeckux Tpancdopmanuii B crpanax BCC) u Ilentp cpeanseMHOMOp-
CKMX M YEPHOMOPCKUX TpobreM (KOTOPBIN y/essieT 0co60e BHUMaHNe YePHOMOPCKOMY 1 KaCIHii-
CKOMY perronam). IHCTUTYT MUPOBO# 9KOHOMUKN U MeKAYHApOoAHLIX oTHoMeHnH PAH perymap-
HO BBIITyCKaeT JKypHas «Poccns n HoBble rocyapcTBa EBpaznny, MOCBAIIEHHBIN 9BOJIIOIIH CTPAH
peruona. Poccuiickuii rocynapersennbiii rymanutapubiii yuusepeurer (PTTY) Briouaer B cebs
Kadenpy mocrcoBerckux crpas, a ucropudeckuii axkyabteT MOCKOBCKOTO TOCYIapCTBEHHOTO
yHUBepcuTeTa co3zian VHGopMarimonHbIil IEHTP 10 U3YYEHNIO COUATBHBIX U MOJUTHYECKUX ITPO-
1IeCCOB Ha MOCTCOBETCKOM TIpocTpancTBe. IuctutyT ctpan Asun u Adpukun MocKkoBCKoro rocyap-
CTBEHHOTO YHUBepcuTeTa co3zial B cBoett ctpykrype Ilentp Kaskasza u llenrpanbnoit Asun. [lentp
ngydenus [lentpamproit A3um, KaBkasa u Ypamno-IloBomxss Nucrtutyta BoctokoBenenus PAH
TaKKe yjiesisieT BHUMaHKe BOITPOCaM Pa3BUTHUSI TIOCTCOBETCKUX MHTETPAIMOHHBIX TPYIITIPOBOK.

Hakoner, ciemyer OTMETUTb, UYTO CYIIECTBYIOT, II0 MEHbINEH Mepe, YeTbpe HAay4yHO-
HCCIIEI0BATEILCKUX TEHTPA, 3aHUMAIOIINXCS JAHHONW TEMOH, KOTOpbie He BXOISAT B COCTaB
TOCYZIapCTBEHHBIX YHUBEPCUTETOB WJM aKaJieMUuecKuX MHCTUTYToB. OnuH u3 Hux — MHcTtuTyT
crpan CHI, yupesknennsiit B 1996 rory kak aBTOHOMHAsI HAYYHO-MCCIE/I0BATE/IbCKAsT OPTaHU3AI[HSI.
JTa CTPYKTypa OTJIWYAETCS JOCTATOYHO OJHOCTOPOHHUMU TOJUTUYECKUMU TPEANOUYTEHUSIMHU,
Y IO9TOMY JIOJIZKHA ObITh OXapaKTePU30BaHa CKOpee KaK aHaJINTUYeCKast IPYIIa, 0OCTysKIBAKOIIAst
OTIpejieJIEHHbIE TIOJIUTUYECKUE WHTEPEChl, & He KaK HE3aBUCUMbBIM WCCJEN0BATEbCKUI TIEHTP.
®onn «Hacneaue EBpasuny, ocnoBanubiii B 2004 rofy, B HaCTOsIIee BPEMsI SIBJISIETCS BAXKHBIM
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2. Poccuiickue uccnegoBaHua B 0651acTM NOCTCOBETCKOW MHTErpaumm

LEHTPOM, HOIEPIKUBAIOIIUM U OCYIIECTBIISAIONMM IIPOEKTBI B 0OJIACTH M3yYEHUsI TIOCTCOBETCKIX
CTpaH U IIOCTCOBETCKOI uuTerpanmu. EBpasuiickuii Gank passutus (EABP) — wmexmynapoamas
OpraHM3alist co MTab-KBApTUPOI B AJIMATBI, OCHOBHBIM aKIIMOHEPOM KOTOPOil siBiisteTcst Poccust —
C YCIIEXOM YTBeP/II cebsT KaK CEPhe3HbIil MCCIEI0BATENBCKIH TIEHTP, MyOINKYsT €5KEKBAPTATBHBII
PYCCKOSI3BIUHBIN sKypHAT « EBpasuiickas 9koHOMUUeCKass THTETPAITHS» U €KeTOIHbI AHTJIOSI3BIYHBII
asmbmanax EDB Eurasian Integration Yearbook, KoTopbiii cosepskuT nepeBoibl HanboJiee MHTePeCcHbIX
MaTepuasioB U3 €KEeKBAPTAIbHOTO KypHaJa, a TaKXKe OPUTMHAIbHbIE craren®. B 2011 rogy GaHk
ocuoBast Ilentp unrerpaimontbix uccnegosanuii B8 Cankr-IlerepOypre, KOTOPbIii HamepeBaeTcst
CTaTh BEAYIINM YIPEKACHIEM B N3Y4YEeHUN TIOCTCOBETCKOW aKOHOMIYEeCcKOH nnTerpannu. Hakownerr,
cyuiectByeT «EBpasuiickuii monutops. [Ipaszia, aTo He Hccaen0BaTebCKasi OPraHU3aINs, A JIUIIIb
[POEKT 110 TIPOBEAEHHIO PETYJISAPHBIX OIIPOCOB OOIIECTBEHHOTO MHEHUsI B [IOCTCOBETCKUX CTPaHAX,
KOTOpbIE B HACTOsIIIEE BPEMsI CILY/KAT YHUKAJIbHBIM MCTOYHUKOM UHGOPMALUKU 00 U3MEHEHUsX
obmiectBenHoro mMuenust B crpanax bBCC, B TOM 4uc/ie MHEHUSI O TOCTCOBETCKOW HHTErparfiu
KaK TaKOBOI.

2.2. «TunuyHas paboTa Mo MOCTCOBETCKON HHTETPAIHH>

C comep:kaTeIbHON TOYKU 3PEHUS BKJIAN POCCUICKON HAyKM B MOHNMaHUE PETMOHAILHBIX WH-
TETPAIIMOHHBIX TIPOIIECCOB HA MOCTCOBETCKOM IPOCTPAHCTBE OCTAETCS JIOCTATOYHO CKPOMHBIM.
JlocTaToYHO CKa3aTh, YTO OOMBITHHCTBO TPYAOB, OMyOINKOBAHHBIX Ha JAHHYIO TEMY, SBJSIOTCS
YHUCTO OTMCATENHHBIMHI, YTO OYEHb TUITHYHO JIJIST 0OIEelt MacChl POCCHIICKIX HAYUHBIX TyOIMKa-
1IN OHU BCETO JIMIID TEPEYNCIISIOT PEeTHOHATbHBIE WHTETPAIMOHHbBIC COTJIANICHNS W PAaCKPBI-
BalOT WX IeJIH, NGO PAcCMATPUBAIOT OCHOBHbBIE WHTETPAIIMOHHbBIE TIPOEKTHI, OCYIIECTBIISIEMBIE
B pETMOHE, WJIN MPUBOAT BLICKA3bIBAHWS MOJUTHKOB M0 WHTETPAIINH HA TTOCTCOBETCKOM TIPO-
ctpaHcTBe. [loaToMy Takoil «TUTTIMYHBIH TPY/ IO MTOCTCOBETCKOM MHTETPAINIT> NMeeT OBOTBHO
c1abyio TEOPETHIECKYIO OCHOBY, 4aCTO M306MITYET OMMCATENbHOM CTATUCTUKON W TOYTH HIKOT/IA
He COAEP:KUT TOTO, YTO U COCTABJSAET CYTh HAYYHOTO MCCIEOBAaHUA (HAIPUMEP OPUTHHATIBHBIE
WHTEPBLIO, PE3YIBTATHI OTIPOCOB 1 JIETATLHBIH Pa3bop KOHKPETHON MTPOOIEMBI MM 9KOHOMETPH-
vyeckuit ananm3). Takoro poaa mMyGIMKAIME OY€Hb YaCTO TPHUAEPKIBAIOTCS OBIIETO CTaHAAPTA
apTyMEHTAINN U COMePKaT HabOp CTAaHAAPTHBIX UCXOAHBIX TOTOKEHHH, KOTOPBIE, IO CYTH JIENa,
PEIKO MOBEPTAIOTCS COMHEHMIO M TPIMHIMAIOTCS KaK OYeBHU/THBIE.

 TlocrcoBerckas murerpaiyst Jubo BBITOAHA Uil BCeX CTpaH, Jubo, 110 KpaiiHell Mepe, Bask-
Ha JITST 9KOHOMIYECKOTO pasButusi Poccun. Tummaroe oObsICHEHNE — 9TO «MUPOBO# OTIBITS
(T.e. yTBEPKIAETCS, YTO «PETHOHAIbHAS WHTETPAINS HAXOANTCS Ha MTOBEMe» BO BCEM MUpe)
WJTA HAJTTYE COXPAHUBIINXCST ¢ COBETCKOTO MEPUO/IA IKOHOMUUECKUX CBSI3EH MEKITy OBIBIITH-
MU pectyOaMKaMu. AKIEHT SIBHO JeJIaeTCA Ha 9KOHOMUYECKHUE BbITO/IbI OT UHTErPAIIH.

* PasBuTne ocTcoBETCKOM NHTETPAIIH JOJIKHO UTH TI0 Iy TH KOTMPOoBaHus EBpocoiosa 1, BO3MOK-
HO, CJIe/IOBAHUST TOM JKe MOJIENTA pa3BUTHST, KoTopoii cienoBas EC. B neanbHOM cirydae mocTcoBeT-
CKOe TIPOCTPAHCTBO JIOJKHO MIPEBPATUTHCA B crienuduuecknii eBpasuiickuii Bapuant EC ¢ cuib-

5 Takum obpa3om EABP CTpemuTcA COKpaTuUTb paspbiB MeX[y PYCCKOA3bIYHLIM M MEXAYHAPOAHbIM Hay4HbIMU COOBLLECTBaMU.
OcTaeTcA HeACHbIM, ABNAETCA N 3Ta MOMbITKa ycrnelHon. C 0fHOM CTOPOHbI, XypHasibl NepeBoAOB POCCUCKUX Hay4HbIX paboT
(Problems of Economic Transition, Russian Politics and Law 1 Russian Social Science Review, nyénukyembie «ME LLapn, VIHK», Social
Sciences, International Affairs, ny6nvkyembie «/icTBbto», 1 Studies on Russian Economic Development, ny6nukyemble «[Mneagec MNa-
6nMLIMHL, VIHK») NpUBEKAatOT 04eHb OrpaHMyYeHHOe BHUMaHWe yyeHoro coobuiectsa. C apyroii ctoporbl, EDB Eurasian Integration
Yearbook — ropaszo 6onee cneuyanv3vpoBaHHOE U3AaHVE, HYeM XKypHarbl LMPOKOW HanpaBneHHOCTW, BO3MOXHO, 3aHUMaeT Ta-
KM 06pa3oM HWLLY, ABMABLLYIOCA [0 CUX NOP CBOBOAHOM B MPOBOM Hay4HOM coobliecTBe. B Lenom, B HacToAwee BpemA EABP
ABNAETCA, BEPOATHO, EAVHCTBEHHBIM LIEHTPOM B cTpaHax BCC, KOTOpbI ABHO AEMOHCTPUPYET CTpeMIeHne (BO3MOXHO, He Bceraa
yCrelHoe) nccneaoBaTb NOCTCOBETCKMIA PErVIOHaNIM3M Ha OCHOBE BbICOKMX MEXXAYHapOAHbIX METOONOTMHYECKUX CTaHAaPTOB.
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NCCNEOOBAHMA PETMIOHANTBHOW MHTETPALINK
B CHI M LLEHTPANbHOW A3UIA

HBIMU HaHAITMOHAJIbHBIMU OPpraHaMu, Pa3BUTbIM TaMOKEHHbIM COIO30M U /TaKe o6mefx’1 BaJIIOTOI.

e [maBHag mpuymHa HEYAAYM TAKOTO IIyTH MHTETPAIMH — <OTCYTCTBUE TTOTUTUYECKON BOJU»:
yTBepskaaercs, 4to npasurenbersa crpad BCC He BUAAT COOCTBEHHYIO BBITOLY U HOITOMY
He COECUCTBYIOT PermoHalIbHON mMHTerparuu. OTCyTCTBHE MOJIUTUYECKON BOIM — TPAKTYeT-
Ccsl, KaK HEYTO, IPUBHECEHHOE M3BHE, HO MHOI/A 3TO MHTEPIPETUPYETCS B KOHTEKCTE HAIlNO-
HAJIbHOTO CTPOMUTEJIbCTBA B HOBBIX HE3ABUCHMBIX FOCY/IAPCTBAX ¥ 9KOHOMUUYECKOI aCUMMEeTPUN
Mesxay Poccueit u gpyruMu ctpanamMu (XOTsI OTCYTCTBUE MOJUTUYECKON BOJIA TPUTTUCHIBAECTCS
u nommtuke Poccun).

e HMunorna yYTBEpKAACTCA, 4TO pel"HOHaJIbHOfI HHTEerpalluy MellaeT ITOJIMTHUYECKOE [aBJeHue
CO CTOPOHBI 3alla/IHbIX CTPaH. YKPGH]IGHI/IE ITIOCTCOBETCKOI'O pernoHaj/in3dMa pacCMaTpUBa€TCA
KaK 9JIEMEHT pOCCHfICKOfI CTpaTeruu 1o yCuJaeHuo CBOETO KOHTPOJIA HaJl PETMOHOM B IPOTUBO-
BeC 3alla/IHOMY BJIMAHUWIO, YTO B KOHEYHOM MTOI€, BbITOJIHO /1JI51 BCEX CTPpaH bCC (3TOT TEe3UcC
TOKE BCET/la IPUCYTCTBYET, HO HUKOT/la HE 1TO/IBEPracTCsAa COMHCHI/IIO).

MHuorouuncieHHbIE pa6OTI)I TaKOTro poJa NUIIYyTCA U Hy6JII/IKyIOTCH ncciaeaoBaTe/IAMu Poccnii-
CKOI AKaHeMI/II/I HAYK 1 Iropa3zio 6oJ1ee 4acTo IpenogaBaTe/IsIMN B BY3ax. MHorue 13 HUuX CTporo
CJIEAYIOT YCTOABIIEMYCA HIa6JIOHy 1 peciefyoT Julllb OJHY IE€JIb — 1O0Ka3aTb (eme pas) Heoo-
XOJMMOCTD ITOCTCOBETCKOI NHTEerpamunm.

[TpUYnHBI TOMYASPHOCTH TIOI0OHBIX UCCIETOBAHNN OUEBUIHDI, €CITI OOPATUTHCS K CHETN(pUKe
POCCUACKOTO HAYYHOTO c0o061ecTBa. Bo-TIepBBIX, GOTBITNHCTBO POCCUICKNUX YIEHBIX 3aUa-
CTYIO B HEIOCTAaTOYHON CTeTIeHN OCBEIOMJICHBI O MOCTAETHUX TOCTUKEHUAX B TCOPUH U Me-
TO/AX MCCACOBAHMS. DTO KACACTCS M 9KOHOMUKH B 1[eJ0M°, 1 ee KOHKPETHBIX obmacTeii’.
Bo-BTOpBIX, poccuiickas sKOHOMHUYECKass Hayka Oojiee HalleleHa Ha (OPMYyJTHPOBAHUE
«HOPMATHBHBIX» BBIBOJIOB, YeM 3apybekHas Hayka. [[pUUUHDBI 5TOTO, BO3MOKHO, BBI3BAHDI
COBETCKUM TIPOTILIBIM, KOTAa OOJBINAst 9acTh POCCUHCKUX YUEHBIX (PAaKTHUECKU BBHITTOJIHS-
JIa POJIN SKOHOMWUYECKUX U TMOJTUTHUYECKUX COBETHUKOB PYKOBOICTBA CTPAHDI, HexKeIHN Hec-
MIPUCTPACTHBIX HAYYHBIX HCCIeloBaTesell B 3aMaIHOM MTOHUMAaHNUH 3TOTO CJIOBa. B-TpeThux,
MHOTHE TIPEACTABUTENN POCCUICKON HayK¥M 03a60YeHBl He CTOJNBKO HAYYHBIM MCCIET0BaA-
HHUEM KaK TaKOBBIM, CKOJBKO BOMPOCAMU MICHTHYHOCTH W HUIEOJOTHH (YTO (paKTUIeCKU
OTPAHNYNBACT BHEIPEHNE COBPEMEHHBIX TEOPHIl I MeTOn0B mcciaenoBanus)s. Coderamne
3TUX TPUYUH CO3/]aeT ONTHUMAaJbHBIC YCIOBUS JIs PACTIPOCTPAHEHUS OMUCATENBHOTO U
B CBOEH OCHOBE HOPMATHBHOTO TOAX0/a K UCCTE0OBAHUIM, 4TO 1 HabmomaeTcss B paborax
IO TOCTCOBETCKOHN WHTETPaINi. B HEKOTOPOM CMBICTIe, CUTYaIlNs B 3TOI cdepe gaxe XyxKe,
qeM B APYTUX. MHOTHE TPEACTABUTENN POCCUNUCKOTO HAYUYHOTO COOOIIECTBA M3HAYAIHHO
paccMaTpUBAIN TTOCTCOBETCKYIO PETHOHANBHYIO HHTETPAINIO, KaK TYIHUK B 9KOHOMITYECKOM
U TIOTUTUYeCKOM pa3BuUTuN Poccuu u ¢ HOpMaTUBHON (yTBepsKaas, 9TO CTaBKa MOJIKHA Je-
JaThCS Ha TJI00ATHHYIO SKOHOMHUYECKYIO WHTETPAINio, a He Ha TOIAep/KaHue CTapbIX CO-
BETCKUX CBsA3€il), M C TTO3UTUBHON TOYKHU 3peHUS (yTBEpsKAasi, UTO pPeaTbHbIe Pe3yabTAaThI
MTOCTCOBETCKON MHTETPAINH OCTAIOTCS OYeHb OTPAHWMYEHHBIMHU) [Ipu aTOM Tak CI0KUIOCE,
ITO UMEHHO 9TH MCCIETOBATENH, KaK MPABUIO, BXOJUIN B THCJIO TeX, KTO Hauboee aKTHB-
HO O6pajl Ha BOOPY’KEHIE COBPEMEHHBIE MUPOBBIE MCCAEI0BATENbCKIE TTPUEMBI. Takum 06-
pasoM, TOCTCOBETCKAs WHTETPAINS SIBISETCS B OCHOBHOM MPEIMETOM HCCIeTOBAHUS «Tpa-

6

Cm.: MypaBbeB A. (2011) O pocCUNCKON 9KOHOMUYECKOW HayKe CKBO3b NPY3My Mybnvkaumnii POCCUNCKUX YHEHbIX B OTEYECTBEH-
HbIX 1 3apybexHbIX XXypHanax 3a 2000-2009 rr. — Bbicluan wkona meHemxmeHTa CaHKT-IeTepbyprckoro rocyaapCcTBeHHOro
yHUBepcuTeTa, Hay4Hbii goknag Ne1 (P), 2011 .

7 Cwm.: Lokshin, M. (2009) A Survey of Poverty Research in Russia: Does it Follow the Scientific Method? — Economic Systems 33 (3)
Cm.: Moposos B. (2011) Besgecylwana naeHTnYHoCTb: Poccuiickaa nonutuyieckan Hayka nepea nuuom 3anagHon rereMoHun. —
O6LLecTBEHHbIE HAyKuN 1 COBPEMEHHOCTb (3)

®
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2. Poccuiickue uccnegoBaHua B 0651acTM NOCTCOBETCKOW MHTErpaumm

[[I/II.II/IOHHOﬁ» pOCCI/IfICKOfI HayKM, HETAaTUBHbBIC MTOCJAEACTBUA 4YE€TO OTMEYEHBI BbIIIIEC. Takoe
[OJIOJKEeHUE Belell ObLI0 0COGEHHO OUEBUIHBIM J0 <OPAHKEBOU PEBOJMIONUU> B YKpauHe
B 2004 romy.: MUl HECKOJIBKO POCCUMCKUX UCCIIEI0OBAaTENeH peasbHO OTCAEKUBAIN HOBbBIE
TEHACHIIMU B PAa3BUTUHN ITOCTCOBETCKOTO MPOCTPAaHCTBA, TOr/Aa, Kak 6OJIbH_II/IHCTBO Y4eHbix
JTOBOJIBCTBOBAJIMCh HAIllUCaHMEM HOBbBIX M HOBLIX Bepcnﬁ «TUIITNYHDbIX pa60T II0 ITOCTCOBET-
ckoil maTerparuny. Oanaxo nocae 2004 roga sunmanue k crpagam bCC pesko Bospocio,
1 CUTYyAIUs HECKOJIbKO YJIYUIINJIACh.

OcHOBHOU 11p06JIEMOIT «TUNIUYHON PabOThI 110 OCTCOBETCKOI HHTErPALMU» ABJISIETCSA TO 06CTO-
SITEJILCTBO, YTO €€ YEThIPE UCXOMHbIX TTOJOKEHIS B HEKOTOPOM CMBICJIE BBIBOJAT HanboJiee uHre-
pecHbIe BOIPOCHI U3 T10JIsI 3PEHNsT UcceoBaresst. Bo-1epBbiX, BAKHO ONpe/e/nTh, A€HCTBUTEb-
HO JIM €CTh KaKue-Jnb0 PeasbHbIe TON0KUTENbHbBIE 9(PMEKTHI OT TIOCTCOBETCKOI PErnOHANBHO
nHTerpanuu (ToT (hakT, YTO TEeHJEHIMS K MHTErPAIUHU CYIIECTBYET B [PYTUX YACTSIX MUPaA He CJIy-
JKUT aBTOMATUYECKUM JIOKA3aTeIbCTBOM 3TOTO, KaK U CYIEeCTBOBAHNE CTAPhIX COBETCKUX CBSI3CI).
Bo-BTOPBIX, CJAUIIKOM YHPOIIEHHBIM SIBJISIETCSI TE3UC O TOM, YTO MTOCTCOBETCKAsI PErMOHA/IbHAS
uHrerpaus OykeyeT us-3a gaedunura noJauTHdeckoii Boau. Ha caMom nesie, IpUYUHBI HEyaa4u
IIOCTCOBETCKOW MHTErPalliy, a TaKKe MPUYMHBI [TPOI0JIKAIOIINXCS TTOIBITOK WHTEHCH(PUIIMPO-
BaTh MPOLECC UHTErPALUH, TIPEACTABISAIOT OO0 camu 110 cebe MHTEPECHDIN TIPEAMET U3YYeHUs
B KOHTEKCTE MOCTCOBETCKOI MCTOPUU. B-TpeThux, yTBepK/eHHUe, YTO PernoHajibHas WHTe-
rparus 1o o6pasiy EC sBisiercst «ectectBeHHbIM> IyTeM st crpad BCC, He 1103BoJIsieT pacemo-
TPETh JEUCTBUTENBHO BAKHBIN BOIPOC 00 «aIbTePHATUBHBIX> Iy TsIX PETHOHAILHOM UHTErPaIliK
B Mupe. B macrosmee Bpemsa yHUKaTbHOCTh EC MOXHO CUNTATh YCTAHOBJIECHHBIM (DaKTOM, MO-
HTOMY HAUOOJIBIIMN UHTEPEC IIPEACTABJSAIOT CPABHUTENbHBIC UCCIEAOBAHUS UHTEIPALIMU B Pa3-
JINYHBIX PETMOHAX MUPA.

CrieflyeT OTMETUTh, UYTO <«THUIIMYHAsA paboTa MO MOCTCOBETCKON WHTErpanuu» yske KPUTHKOBa-
JIACH PSIZIOM M3BECTHBIX poccuiickux yueHblX. FOpwuit [IIumkos, oqun 13 Bexymmx pOCCUNCKIX
uccsenoBateseil B 061acTH PernoHaNbHOM 9KOHOMUYECKOM MHTErpaiuu, B psijie cTaTei, ory-
GJIMKOBAHHBIX 32 MOCJEHNE ABA/IATh JIET, YKa3blBaeT, uTo Jtobas (hopMa IOCTCOBETCKOI peru-
OHAJIbHOI MHTETpaIy GECCMBICIEHHA M3-32 HU3KOTO YPOBHS 9KOHOMUUYECKOTO Pa3BUTHUSI CTPAH-
YUYACTHUKOB (UM, B YaCTHOCTHU, M3-32 OTPAHUYEHHOU POJU MAITUHOCTPOUTEIbHBIX 0TpaCJ1e171)9.
C touku 3penust nosurtosnoruu, Imurpuii dypman B psijie cTaTeil pacCMaTpUBAET IIOCTCOBETCKYTO
MHTErpaluio B KOHTEKCTE IOCTEINEHHOro pachaga Poccuiickoil uMmiepuy, KOTOPbId ObLT IIpu-
ocranosJieH Ha 70 met cymectBoBanueMm Coserckoro Com3a. Vcxo/st u3 aToro, NoCTCOBETCKAS
MHTErpamus TOKe IPEACTABACTC OeCIePCIeKTHBHBIM HpOGKTOMm. Cagarocias Kacis B cBoeit
HeJaBHEN cTaThe Jajke CPaBHUBAET IOCTCOBETCKOE IPOCTPAHCTBO C «BapBapCKUMU» KOPOJIEB-
CTBaMH, cylllecTBoBaBMMU B EBporie B 6—9 Bekax H.2. mocJie mnajieHust PuMckoii ummnepuu, Ko-
TOPBIE, II0 €0 CJI0BAM, HAXOAUINCH «B IOUCKAX UMIIEPUI», T.€. BHELIHErO IeHTPa, CIIOCOOHOIO
cTath ee uctounukom' . TeM He MeHee, «THITMIHAS> paboTta JOMUHUPYET B PYCCKOSA3BIYHBIX Ha-

¢ Cwm., Hanpumep: LLunwkos 0. (2007) CHI: MonTopa AecATUNETUA TWETHbIX ycunuii. — Bonpockl akoHoMUKK (4); LLnwwkos tO.
(1996) Cynbba BputaHckoro coapy>kectsa Haumii: BocnomuHanwme o 6yaywem CHIL — O6LwecTBEHHbIE HAyKW U COBPEMEHHOCTb
(3); Wuwkos 0. (2008) KoonepuposaHue B MalmHocTpoeHun ctpaH CHIL — EBpasuiickasa skoHoMu4eckas uHTerpauma (1);
Lnwkos 0. (2001) Poccua n CHI': HeynaswwiicA 6pak no pacyeTy. — Pro et Contra 6 (1-2)

° Cwm.: ®dypmaH [1. (2005) OT Poccuiickoit umnepumn po pacnaga CHI — My6nuyHasa nekuma Ha Polit.ru; ®ypman [. (1996)
O 6yayLiemM NoCTCOBETCKOro npocTpaHcTea. — Ceob6oaHanA MbICnb (6)

" Cm.: Kacna C. (2008) Copnpy»ecTBO BapBapCKMX KOpONeBCTB: HesaBucumble rocyaapctBa B nouckax mmnepun. — [lo-
nutuA.ru (1) BaXKHOCTb COBETCKOro HacrneaunA ANA COBPEMEHHbIX MHTErpauyoHHbIX MPOLecCOB B MOCTCOBETCKOM permoHe
N oTHoWeHnn mexay ctpaHamn BCC Takxke oTmevaetcA AnekcaHgpom dununnosbiM (cM.: ®ununnos . (1995) Cwmbicn
MMMEPUN: K COLMOMNOrMM NMONMUTUYECKOTo NpocTpaHcTBa, B: YepHbiwes C. (ped.) NHoe: XpecTomatnA HOBOrO POCCUCKOrO
camoco3HaHuA. — Mocksa) 1 JleoHnaom Bnaxepom (cm.: Bnaxep J1. (2008) Bo3MoXeH v nOCTUMNEPCKUIA NPOeKT: OT B3aMMHbIX
npeTeH3un K obwemy byayuiemy. — MonuTuA.ru (1))
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YUHBIX [TyOIUKAIUSAX.

2.3. AIbTepHATUBBI <TUIIMYHOI PadoTe MO IMOCTCOBETCKOM HHTErPaLlui»>

HecMmoTpst Ha TOMUHUPOBaHE B POCCUICKUX HAYUHBIX MyOJUKAINSAX «THITMIHON paboThI», OHa
He OXBAThIBAeT BCe HAYYHBbIE MCCJIEAOBAHUS U JMCKYCCUU B aTOH chepe. CyliecTBYOT TpU OC-
HOBHbIE aJIbTEPHATHBBI TAKOMY MOJXOLY, KOTOPbIe MOKHO OOHApPYKWUTh, KaK B MCCJIENOBAHUSIX
SKOHOMUCTOB, TaK U TIOJUTOJOTOB. BO-TIEPBBIX, paCTET YMCJIO0 AMINPUIECKUX U TEOPETUYECKUX
HCCIeJOBaHUIT [0 TI0CTCOBETCKOI MHTErpaLuu, TJIaBHbBIM 06pPa3oM HalleJeHHBIX Ha IIOHMMaHKIe
B3aUMOJIEHICTBUSA HA MIUKPOYPOBHE. BO-BTOPBIX, MOTYJISIPHOI TEMOI AMCKYCCHI OCTAeTCS CBSI3b
MESK/IY TIOCTCOBETCKOI MHTErparueil u oO1Iell BHENTHEH MoIUTUKON Poccuu, KOTopble, Kak MOXK-
HO IIPeAIoJIaraTh, TOpas3ao mupe cdepbl, 0XBATbIBAEMOIl « TUIIMYHON pabOTOM 110 IOCTCOBETCKOM
WHTEeTpanuus». B-TpeTbrx, Mo-BUANMOMY, CYIIECTBYET PACTYIIUI NHTEPEC K PACCMOTPEHUIO ITOCT-
COBETCKO¥ MHTErpaliy B KOHTEKCTE €BPA3UIICKUX 1 €BPOIENCKUX MHTETPAIMOHHBIX MHUITHATHUB,
a TaKsKe JIMCKYCCUU HA TeMY «OTKPBITOTO pernoHannamas. Kpome atoro, uMeercst psizi paboT, B KO-
TOPBIX ABTOPBI IIBITAIOTCS IPOBECTU OoJIee JeTalbHbII U METOLOJOIMYECKH CIOKHBIA HOPMAaTUB-
HBII aHaJIN3, YeM 9TO OOBIUHO JETAETCS B CITyYae «TUTTMIHON PaboThI».

ITocrcoBeTckasi UHTETpaNysi M BHENIHSS MOJUTHKA: TIEPBOil 06JacThio, B KOTOPO# 06CyKIe-
HUe TIOCTCOBETCKOM MHTETPAINN CEPHE3HO OTIMIAETCS OT «TUIIUYHON pabOThI» SIBIASETCS che-
pa MEKAYHAPOIHLIX OTHOINIEHWH W TIOJUTONOTHN. B 9TOH 06/1aCTH MOCTCOBETCKAST WHTETPATIHST
paccMaTpuBaeTCsl cKopee KaK OAMH M3 acleKTOB BHEIIHeH MOJWUTHKKA Poccuu (B TOM UnCIe,
BHENTHEAKOHOMUYECKOI TIOMUTHKN ), Y€M HE3aBUCHMAasT 00IaCTh MCCAeOBAHNST. AHAIN3 B TAKOI
JUTepaType TakKe PeKO OCHOBBIBACTCS HA PAa3BUTON TEOPHHU W MOYTH HE MOIAKPETIIETCS KOH-
KPETHBIMU SMIMPUIECKIMH WCCIEIOBAHNAMI, a TaKyKe CHUIBHO TIOABEP:KEH BJINUSHUIO TTOJTUTH-
JeCKUX TpeAnouTeHmit. TeM He MeHee, MHOTHE HAOIIOEHNS, CIEJIAHHBIE B 9THX PaMKax, OTpe-
JIeTIEHHO TIPE/ICTABIAIOT WHTEepeC /I CTIEI[HATICTOB, N3YJAIOIIIX TOCTCOBETCKYTO MHTETPAITHIO.
Kpowme Toro, «tutiraHas paboTa 1Mo MoCTCOBETCKON HHTETPAIIUN» TT0 CBOEH TIPUPO/IE HE SBIISETCST
TO-HACTOATIEMY ANCKypcuBHON. OCHOBHbBIE MCXOAHDIE MOJOKEHUSA, KOTOPBIE CYNTAIOTCS HECO-
MHEHHBIMH, HeMe/IJIEHHO TTPUBOIAT aBTOPA K eIMHCTBEHHO BO3MOKHOMY BBIBOY. PaccMoTpenme
MeCTa TTOCTCOBETCKON MHTETPAIINH B KOHTEKCTE POCCHIICKON BHETTHEH MOJUTHKH, HAITPOTHB, CO3-

JAaeT IMPEATTIOChIJIKH JIJIAA OCTPBIX ZII/ICKyCCI/Iﬁ n HpOTI/IBOpe‘{I/II'/JI

VuTepecHas XapaKTepUCTHKA 9TOTO THIIA AHAIN3a faHa B pabote A. Ilprankosa'?, koTopsrit BbI-

JleqIgeT TATh <IIMKOJ TEeOTMOJUTHIeCKOTO MBIIICHUS»: 9KCTTAHCHOHNCTHI, CTOPOHHUKHU TIHBHJIN-
3aIMOHHOTO TOAXO0/A, CTAOUIM3ATOPDI, TEOIKOHOMUCTHI U 3ATMAAHUKN (TEPMUHBI SIBJISTIOTCST yC-
JIOBHBIMMU ). 3ala[HUKU HACTPOEHbI BECbMa CKEIITHYHO B OTHOILIECHUM OYAYIIEro MOCTCOBETCKOI
wHTerpanun B m060it hopme. Haspanme kuurn J{vurpust Tpernma «Kower Espasums ® mokasa-
TEJIBHO JIJIS 3TOTO MOXO0/Ia: TIOCTCOBETCKOE MTPOCTPAHCTBO PACCMATPHBACTCS KaK <«HMCUE3AI0Mas
PeasbHOCTh», B KOTOPOI KajkKAast CTpaHa, B I0JTOCPOYHON MEPCIIEKTHBE MOMAET CBOUM COOCTBEH-
upM ryTeM. OTHOmeHNS co cTpaHamu bCC, XoTS 1 TPU3HAIOTCS BaXKHBIMH, CIUTAIOTCS MeHee
3HAYUMbBIMU, YEM OTHOINEHUA C 3alla/THBIMU CTpaHaMU. TeosxonomucTer 1 CT8.6I/I]II/I33.TOPBI HE TaK
YBEPEHDBI B TOM, YTO ITOCTCOBETCKOE ITPOCTPAHCTBO B 6y,/1yLueM NCYE3HET KaK eI[PIHbeI PETUOH U OT-
MeJaioT HeOOXOAMMOCTh MOCJAE0BATENBHON poccniickoi cTpaternu B otHomenun crpan BCC:
6O ¢ TOUKY 3PEHUST IKOHOMUYECKUX CBsA3eil (F€09KOHOMUCTBI), IMOO ¢ TOUKU 3PEHUS COBMECT-
HOro obecriederus 6e3onacHocTu (CTaGUIN3aTOPbL). ITU TPU MIKOJIbI OXBATBIBAIOT NPAKTUYECKU

2. Cwm.: Tsygankoy, A. P. (2003) Mastering Space in Eurasia: Russia's Geopolitical Thinking after the Soviet Break-up. — Communist
and Post-Communist Studies 36 (1)

® Cm.: Trenin, D. (2002) The End of Eurasia: Russia on the Border between Geopolitics and Globalization. — Wash.: Carnegie
Center
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2. Poccuiickue uccnegoBaHua B 0651acTM NOCTCOBETCKON MHTerpauum

BECh /IMANA30H aKaJ[eMIUYECKUX JAMCKYCCUil. /[Be OCTaBIIIeCs MIKOJIbI BKJIIOUAIOT HeaKajeMude-
CKUX UCCJeoBaTeseil (X0Ts cJelyeT OTMETUTD, YTO OHU MMEIOT 3HAYNTEbHOE BIUSHUE B aKa-
neMudeckon cpezie). CTOPOHHUKHU ITUBUIN3AIIMOHHOTO MTOIX0/Ia PACCMATPUBAIOT IIOCTCOBETCKOE
MIPOCTPAHCTBO (KOTOPOE OHU ACCOMUUPYIOT C BOCTOYHOCTABSIHCKUMU TOCYZIapCTBAMU) KaK PEru-
OH, 0OBEIMHEHHBIN 001Ieil 1 0c060l MBUIN3AIINEH, KOTOPas AOJKHA 3alIUTUTh €r0 UCTOpUYe-
CKYIO TEPPUTOPHUIO U YHUKATHHOCTh., JKCIAHCHOHUCTHI CUUTAIOT MOCTCOBETCKOE IIPOCTPAHCTBO
MIEPBBIM IIArOM B IIPOIECCe AOCTHKeHUs Poceneii rimo6aabHOro MOTYIIECTBA.

OnurcanHasi TUIOJIOTHsS [IPEACTABISIET cO0O0 Pa3BUTHE CTAPOr0 HPOTUBOIOCTABJICHUSI «€Bpa-
3UIIIEB> M <aTJIAHTUCTOB» U JIOJDKHA PACCMATPUBATHC (KAK U BCE CXOMKUE TUIOJIOrUu) ¢ GOJib-
[IOH OCTOPOKHOCTBIO — CAMO CYIECTBOBAHUE <aTJAHTUCTOB» B POCCUHCKOM HAy4HOM COOOIIe-
CTBE He SBJIIeTCs JI0KazaHHbIM. HayuHoe Ka4ecTBO 9TOl AUCKYCCUU CIIPABEJINBO OLEHUBAETCS,
KaK JI0CTaTOYHO HU3KOE: YaCTO UAEOJOTHYECKHIE ACIEKThI U BOIPOCHI UJAECHTUYHOCTU SIBJISIIOTCS
GoJiee BaKHBIMU, YeM METO0JOTMYECKIE 1 aHAIUTHIECKUE CTAHAAPTBI (3TOT BOIPOC AETAIBHO
obcyskuaercs B yke murupoBasineiicss pabore B. Mopososa). Oxuako B 910l o6sactut X0Tst Obl
BELeTCsl IUCKYCCUSI — 9TO yiKe OOJIbLIe TOTO, YTO MOJKET ObITh CKa3aHO O «TUIUYHOI pabores,
ybuBaoIeil caMmy BO3MOKHOCTD CIIOPOB 1 IIPOTUBOPEYUIL.

Huterpamnusi Ha MUKpOypoBHe: Bropast rpyria paboT oTXOAUT OT PACCMOTPEHUS PErHOHANBHO
WHTETPAIUU C YMNCTO HOPMATUBHON TOUKM 3PEHUSI U KOHIIEHTPUPYET CBOE BHUMAHKE Ha U3yde-
HUU BOTIPOCOB, B KOTOPBIX IMOCTCOBETCKKE CTPAHBI HA CAMOM JieJie TOCTUTJIN 110 KpaiiHell mepe
HEKOTOPOTO IIPOrpecca B PErMOHAJNBHON MHTEerpauu. Peub et o pa3BUTUU PErHOHAIU3ANUN
(HampuMep, PaCIIUPEHUs TIPUCYTCTBUS POCCUIICKUX TPAHCHAIIMOHAIBHBIX KOMIIAHUI WA PACTY-
el MeKIYHAPOAHON MUTPAIUN). JTOT TOAXOJ UMEET /[BA TJIABHBIX [IPEUMYIINECTBA B CPABHE-
HUU C «TUIIMYHOI paboToii». Bo-1epBbIX, OH B TOpasao GOJbIIei CTeNeH HOCUT SMIUPUIECKUN
XapakTep: IOCTYITHAsI Cero/iHst MHGOPMAIIUsT OTHOCUTEIBHO MPOIecca PErMOHATU3AIIH Ha ITOCT-
COBETCKOM TIPOCTPAHCTBE KpaiiHe OTpaHWYeHa, MOITOMY HEOOXOAMMBI JeTaJbHble dMINpUYE-
ckue uccienoBanust. Huskast JOCTYIHOCTh KOJIMYECTBEHHBIX JAHHBIX (HampuMmep, HHbOpMaIus
10 TIPSIMBIM WHOCTPAHHBIM WHBECTHUIIUSM SIBJISIETCS] TIPAKTUYECKU TTOJTHOCTHIO HEOCTOBEPHOI )
JleTaeT HeOOXOANMBIM UCTIONb30BaHNE KaueCTBEHHBIX MMOKa3aTe e, IJIaBHBIM 06Pa3oM Ha OCHOBE
Marepuaos, onybankoanHbix B CMU 1 Ha KoprniopaTuBHBIX BeO-caiiTax. Bo-BTOPBIX, 17151 5TOr0O
Trma paboT He TaK BaskKHA JKECTKask HOPMATUBHAsST HATIPABJIEHHOCTD (KaK /st «TUITHYHBIX PaboT» ).
['maBHBII BOIIPOC CBSI3aH HE C ONMUCAHUEM TIEPCIIEKTHB IIOCTCOBETCKON MHTErPaIiy, a ¢ U3y4YeHU-
€M PeaIbHON IMHAMUKY PAa3BUTUS 9KOHOMIYECKUX OTHOIIIECHIH HA TOCTCOBETCKOM ITPOCTPAHCTBE.
Tem He MeHee, 3HAUNTENIbHAS YACTh ATOU JIUTEPATYPHI PACCMATPUBAET BOBMOKHOCTHU, CBSI3AaHHBIE
C PernoHaIM3AINEN HA TOCTCOBETCKOM IIPOCTPAHCTBE TI0 CPABHEHUIO C TPAJAUIIUOHHON CTPAaTeru-
eit pernonaaMa 1o o6pasity EBpocorosza. Pernonanusaiust 4acto TpakTyeTcst Kak 6oJjiee peaiu-
CTUYHAS W aJICKBATHASI CTPATETUsI C YIETOM IMOCTCOBETCKOM criennduku. Jta ujest He siBJSETCS
HOBOM /1J11 PYCCKOSI3bIYHON HAy4YHOM ]II/ITepaTyprM. B cepenune 90-x ro10B OSIBUIOCH MHOKE-
CTBO MCCJIEIOBAHUI, TIOYEPKUBABIINX POJIb TaK HA3BIBAEMBIX TPAHCHAIMOHAJIBHBIX (DUHAHCO-
Bo-tipombinieHHbIX rpymin (TOTIT) kak UHCTPYMEHTOB MOCTCOBETCKOU muTerparuu. OpHaKo
3TH PaboThI OBLIN B OCHOBHOM HOPMAaTHBHBIMU 1 (HecmoTpst Ha To, uto psi TDTIT 6611 co3zaH,
UX BKJIAJ] B PEATTBHYIO HHTETPAIINIO OCTAETCS] HE3HAYUTEIbHBIM ).

SMHI/IpI/I‘{eCKI/Ie pa6OTI)I, KOHIIEHTPUDYIOIIINE BHUMaHUE CKOPEE Ha peaJII)HOIL/'I B3aNMO3aBHCUMO-

' Cm.: Xendpeu B. (1989) HoBaa moaenb MHTErpaumMoHHoro cotTpygHuyecTsa ctpaH COB. — Mocksa: COB, B kayecTBe ogHOro
13 NepBbIX NPMMEPOB 3TOrO TUNa aHanusa.

s Cm.: NleHckui E. B. n LiBeTkoB B. A. (1998) TpaHcHaumoHarbHble (hMHAHCOBO-NPOMbILLNEHHbIE FPYNMbl U MEXFOCYAapCTBEHHAA
9KOHOMMYecKanA uHTerpauna. — MockBa: OKOHOMMKA M XU3Hb, @ TakxXe nocneayowme nybnmkaumum aTux aBTopos
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CTH, @ He HA HOPMATMBHOM aHAJIM3€ OITUMAJIBHON rOCYIaPCTBEHHON TOJUTUKH, ITyOJMKOBAIICH 1
B TporTom 0. OIHAKO B TIOCJIEHIE TOBI TTPOM3OMIE/T 3HAYNTE/TBHBIIL POCT MCC/ICOBAHILT B ATOM
006J1aCTH, YTO OTPAKAET PEATHHOE PAZBUTHE CBSI3EH MEKITY TTOCTCOBETCKUMHE CTPAHAMU HA MUKPOY-
posHe. Bo-11epBbIX, pe3K0 BO3pPOCJIO KOJMUYECTBO HCCJIEJOBAHNN, TOCBSIIEHHBIX IIPSIMBIM MHOCTPAH-
HBIM MHBECTHUIIUSIM, OCYIIECTBIISIEMBIM POCCUHCKUMHI (1 YACTUYHO Ka3aXCTAHCKUMU ) KOMITAHUSIMI,

BO3MOJKHBIM IIPETIATCTBUAM U TTOCJIEICTBUAM HOI[O6HOI>JI «KOpHOpaTI/IBHOﬁ HUHTEeTpaum» AJ OCT-

COBETCKOT'O peI‘I/IOHa17, a TakKKe B3auMOJIEICTBUIO B OT/IEJIbHBIX CEKTOpax, TAaKNUX Kak 6aHKOBCKUI

1 huHAHCOBHIT priHKH ', atoMmas anepreruka'’, cempekoe xo3siicTBO, cBa3b i T. 1.2, Uccnenosa-
HIST B 9TOI 06JIACTH OCYIIECTBIIIOTCS KAK AKAJEeMITIECKUMH, TaK M HEAKa/[eMIIECKIMH NCCIIeN0-
BATEILCKIMHE IPyITaMi’ . Bo-BTOpBIX, elme ofHoi chepoil, mpiBIeKalonei Bee GoIbiIee BHIMA-
HUe, SIBJISIETCST MUTPAINST pabodeil CHITBI Ha TIOCTCOBETCKOM MPOCTPAHCTBE, KOTOPash TAKKe CTasa
AKTYaIbHOM TeMO BHYTPHITOIHTHYCCKUX ANCKyccril B psie crpan BCC?2. Ha ceromsmmmmii gens,
MCCJIEIOBAHIST TI0 MUTPAIIUH SIBJISIIOTCST HAMO0JIee «IIPOJIBUHYTOI» 06IACTBIO B M3yUYEHUH MTOCTCO-
BETCKOI MHTETPAIIIH C METOI0JIOTNYECKOH TOUKHU 3PEHNS: TaK KaK JOCTOBEPHON CTAaTUCTUKU U JIaH-
HBIX B 9TOM CJIy4ae sIBHO HEJIOCTATOYHO, COIMOJIOTH MTPOBOST GOIBINYIO paboTy, H3ydast KOHKpeT-

HBI TBA MUTPAHTOB (UTO CEPHE3HO OTIMUAET ATU TPY/IBI OT APYTOH JUTEPATYPbI, KOTOPAst
16 Xopowwwuin npumMep paHHWUX UCCNEAOBaHUIA IKOHOMUYECKUX CBA3EN HA MUKPOYPOBHE, BMECTE CO «CTaHAAPTHbIMM paboTamu
No NMOCTCOBETCKON MHTErpaLmmn», MOXHO HanTu B COOPHMKax cepun «pobnembl MOCTCOBETCKNX CTPaH», KOTOPble BbiMycka-
nuck BpemaA oT BpemeHn OMOIIMA
7 OcHOoBHOW BKNag B 3Ty obnactb nccneposanuii caenaH bopucom Xeidpeuom n3 MHcTutyTa akoHoMnkn PAH, koTopbii B pAae
paboT aHanM3npyeT NoTeHUMan perMoHanm3aumn Kak OCHOBHON VHCTPYMEHT pervoHanbHON MHTerpaum Ha nocTCOBETCKOM
npocTtpaHcTee. Cpeamn apyrmx paboT B 3TON 06nacT MOXHO HassaTb: JInbman A. n Xendeu b. (2006) SkcnaHcmA poCCUnCKO-
ro kanutana B ctpaHbl CHIL — Mocksa: OkoHomuka; KysHeuos A. (2007) VIHTepHaUMOHaNU3aUMA POCCUIACKOA IKOHOMMKMU:
MHBecTUUMOHHbIN acnekT. — MockBa: CCCP; Xendpey B. 1 Jlubmax A. (2008) KoprnopatusHas nHTerpauma: AnbTepHaTtmea
ANA NOCTCOBETCKOro npoctpaHcTea. — Mocksa: JInbpokom; Xeincbeu b. (2001) BaavmHble nusecTuummn B CHIL — OkoHomucT
(8); bapkoBsckuit A. n Ywakosa H. (2001) BaammopaeicTBre npeanpuHMMaTensCKUX CTpykTyp ctpad CHIL — lMpo6nemsl npo-
rHo3vpoBaHuA (2); KysbmuHa E. (2008) OkoHommnyeckmne nosuumm Poccum B LieHTpanbHo-a3natckom pervone: MyTtu ykpenne-
HUA B YCNOBUAX rMobanbHOM KOHKypeHumo. — Mocksa: VIHcTUTyT akoHomunkn PAH; Xendeu b. (2011) Poccuiickuin 6usHec
B cTpaHax EBpA33C: MoaepHM3aunoHHbIN acnekT. — Mocksa: QkoHoMMKa. PAA 3Ha4nMbIx paboT bbina onybnukosaHa Anek-
ceem KysHeLoBbIM U3 VIHCTUTyTa MUPOBON 3KOHOMUKMN U MEXAYHapPOAHbIX OTHOwWeHun PAH. Ero nccnenoBaHvA, BNpoyem,
MOCBALLEHbI, NpeXae BCero, pa3euTuio poccuiicknx THK, nuwb KoCcBEHHO 3aTparmsad, CO6CTBEHHO, BOMPOC peroHanmsaumm
1 KOPMOPaTVBHOW MHTErpaLmm Ha MOCTCOBETCKOM NPOCTPaHCTBe.
fonoBHuH M. (pea., 2010) Bsaumopeiicteme cuHaHcoBbix cuctem ctpaH CHI — CaHkT-MeTepbypr: Aneten; BuHokypos E.
(2009) B3anmHble nHBecTuumMn B 6aHkoBckom cekTope CHIL — EBpasuiickas nHterpauma (2); AbankmHa A. (2008) MNpeanockin-
KU1 1 NepcneKTnBbl 6aHKOBCKOM NHTerpaumn B cTpaHax EBpA33C. — EBpaswniickan akoHommyeckan nHterpauma (1); Muwmna B.
(2010) NHTerpauma drHaHCOBbIX PbIHKOB 1 B3aumopencTeme 6upx ctpaH CHIL — EBpaswuiickan 3KOHOMUYecKanA MHTerpauma
(2); 3axapos A. B. (2002) O koHUenuuy eanMHOro BantoTHOro npoctpaHcTea ctpaH CHIL — Mocksa: OcTuumHdbopM, a Takxe
Apyrvie paboTbl B OCHOBHOM MpUHaAexallume nepy aTux aBTopoB.
Cm.: BuHokypos E. (2007) MNMepcrnekTvBbl MHTErpaumm aToMHO-3HEPreTMHECKMX KOMMNIeKcoB Poccum n KasaxctaHa B KOHTEK-
CTe NpOoLEeCCOB 3KOHOMUYECKOW NHTerpaumm. — AToMHanA ctpaterua (6)
PerynapHo nybnukyemble oT4yeTbl EBpasuniickoro 6aHka pasButuA JatoT NOAPOGHYIO AMNUPUHECKYO MHGOPMALIMIO O COCTOA-
HWUW Aen B OTAeNbHbIX cchepax uHTerpaumm Ha MmkpoypoBHe. B nepvoa ¢ 2008 no 2011 ron EABP ony6nunkosan 12 oTpacneBsbix
[OKNafoB No aTOMHOW 3HEPrUM, BOAHLIM pECypcam, ANEKTPOIHEPTUM, SKONOrMYECKUM npobnemam, TPaHCMOPTY, U3MEHEHWIO
KNMMara, CenbCKoMy XO3ANCTBY, KOCMUYECKON OTPaCcnn, CBA3M U COTPYAHNYECTBY Ha (DOHAOBOM pbIHKE.
Cwm.: Hanpumep: PYCAJT (2006) Pycckure nayT: 3apoxaeHne TpaHCHaUMOHabHbIX POCCUIACKMX kopnopaumii. — Mocksa; CKOJ1-
KOBO (2008) Poccuinckuin 6usHec 3a pybexkom: fiuHamunka passmtuA. — Ckonkoso; OenontT (2008) Poccuickue mexayHa-
poaHble KoMNaHun: HoBble Urpokwu AnA rnobanbHo 3KOHOMUKK. — MockBa
22 Cm.: B ToM uncne: Pesnnkosa O. (2009) MocTcoBeTckan TpyaoBaA Murpauma. — MupoBaa SKOHOMUKA W MeXAyHapoAHble OT-
HoweHuA (3); TioptokaHosa E. (2005) [leHexxHble NepeBoabl MUTPaHTOB B POCCUNCKOM KOHTekcTe. — Pro et Contra 9 (1); PAsan-
ues C. (2005) TpynosaA murpauma B CHI™: TeHAeHUMM 1 Npobnembl perynnpoBaHua. — MupoBaa 3KOHOMUKA 1 MeXAyHapoaHble
oTHoweHwuA (11); PasaHues C. (2008) TpyaosaA murpaumna B Poccun B ycnosuAx nHTerpaumm B EBpA33C. — Bonpockbl 9KOHO-
MUKHM (6); MBaxHiok W. (2008) BnnAHMe 1 dyHKLMOHMPOBaHNE eBPa3nIACKOA MUrPaLIMOHHOM cucTembl. — [uccepTauma Ha co-
NCKaHWe y4YeHOW cTeneHn A.9.H., MOCKOBCKUI rocyaapCTBEHHbIN YHUBEpCUTET. JTa nutepartypa, BO3MOXHO, NpeacTasnAaeT
coboii 06nacTb, [ae NPOCNeXnBaeTCA JOBOMbHO TECHAA CBA3b, MEXAY POCCUMCKUMU U MEXAYHAPOAHbIMM UCCNEA0BAHNAMM,
BEPOATHO MOTOMY, Y4TO B 3TOW 06NacTM O4eHb BENWK CMPOC Ha AMNMPUYECKME AaHHbIe, B c6Ope KOTOPbIX y4acTBYIOT POCCUM-
CKMe y4eHble, a Takxe MoTOMy, 4TO POCCUINCKME UCCNeaoBaTeny UCnob3yoT AOBOMIbHO COBPEMEHHYIO METOAOMOrM0. Taknm
06pa3oM, Tpyabl POCCUACKMX Y4EHbIX MO MUrpaLmmn Ha NOCTCOBETCKOM MPOCTPaHCTBE HepeaKo NybnmkyoTcA 3a py6exom, CM.,
K npumepy: loffe, G., and Z. Zayonchkovskaya (2010) Immigration to Russia: Inevitability and Prospective Inflows. — Eurasian
Geography and Economics 51 (1)
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2. Poccuiickue uccnegoBaHua B 0651acTM NOCTCOBETCKOW MHTErpaumm

OOBITHO OCHOBBIBAETCST Ha BTOPUYHO# MH(bopMAnum). B-TpeTbix, BaskHellIast 001acTh MCCIeT0Ba-
HUIT KacaeTcst poJii CyOHATMOHATBLHBIX PETHOHOB B MTOCTCOBETCKON 9KOHOMIYECKOT MHTETPAIIUHT
11 MHOTOOOPA3Us NCIIOMB3YIONXCS HMI CTPATernii>. B psjie HelaBHIX paboT pacCMaTPHBATINCDH
IIOCJIE/ICTBHST HKOHOMIYeCKoro kpmsnca 2008—2010 IT. [UIs TOCTCOBETCKON pernoHaTH3aimmn>".
BrJtat 970 SMIMPUYECKON JIUTEPATYPBI, BEPOSITHO, HAMOOJIee MHTEPECEH JIJIST HCCTeIoBaTeNel, KO-
TOPbIE He MHTEPECYIOTCS] KOHKPETHO MOCTCOBETCKON MHTErpaIiel, a 3aHUMAIOTCS] CPABHUTE/IbHBIM
AHAIM30M PETMOHATIM3MA WM U3YYeHNEM BHEITHEOKOHOMUYECKON AesITeJbHOCTH TOCTCOBETCKUX
rOCYZIapCTB — XOTsI, HACKOJIbKO MHE N3BECTHO, MX BHUMAHNE K aHAJIN3Y WHTETPAIlUN HA IOCTCOBET-
CKOM TIPOCTPAHCTBE OCTACTCS KpaiiHe OrpaHMYeHHBIM.

CIMCOK 9MIMPUYECKUX UCCIICAOBAHUN HYKHO AOMNOJHUTH PSAIOM KPYIMTHOMACHITAOHBIX PO-
€KTOB, KOTOPBIE JAI0T CBeeHust 001iero xapakrepa Ha ganuyio temy. OIUH U3 HUX — HelaB-
HO onybimKoBaHHBINA n0KIan «CucTemMa mokasaTesiell eBpasuiiCKOW MHTErpanum», moAroTOB-
JeHHbI EBpasuiickum GaHKOM PasBUTH, KOTOPBIH MPEA0CTaBAseT OOIUPHYIO 6a3y NaHHBIX,
XapaKTepU3yIOIyio 9BOTIONNI0 NHTETPAIMN HA TOCTCOBETCKOM IIPOCTPAHCTBE U B OT/EJIbHBIX
IPYIIAX CTPaH B IATH 00JIACTsIX: TOPrOBJIe, MUTPALIMU, CEJIBCKOM X0351iCTBE, JHEPreTuKe u 06-
pasoBaTeabHBIX yciyrax. KpoMe atoro, MOKIax COAEPIKUT MOKA3aTENN, OTHOCSIINECS K KO-
HOMHYECKON KOHBEPreHIIMN MOCTCOBETCKUX TOCYAApCTB. Jpyroil mpoeKT — yike yIOMSAHYTBIN
«EBpasuiicknii MOHUTOP», B paMKaxX KOTOPOTO OCYIIECTBIISIETCS P PETYJISPHBIX COIMOJIOTH-
YECKUX MCCJIEA0BAHUN, KACAIOMMXCs MOCTCOBETCKON MHTErpanuu B GOJBUION TPyIIe CTpaH,
a TakKe [POBOIATCs GoJiee JeTalbHble UCCJENOBAHUS 10 OTAEIbHBIM TEMaM, YaCTO UMEIOIIM
OTHOIIEHNE K PETHOHAIBHON NHTeTpaIuy (HalrpuMep, 0 PO PyccKoro sa3bika B cTpanax bCC —
cxoxuM 1poektom 3anumancs Doun «Hacaenue Espazuuy B 2008 rogy — uiu 0 coruaabHon
MHTErPAIII TOCTCOBETCKUX TOCYAAPCTB)”. 31eCh TAKKE CTOUT OTMETHTH HEGOBIIOE UHCIIO
KOJIMYECTBEHHBIX MCCJIEI0OBAHMIA, TTOCBSIIEHHBIX PA3JIMYHBIM ACIIEKTaM TOCTCOBETCKOI MHTe-
rpanuu. Kax y»xe oTMedasoch BbIIIIe, OCHOBHOH aKIIEeHT B PYCCKOS3LIYHOM JTUTepaType Ae1aeTcs
Ha Ka4eCTBEHHBIN aHAJIH3, TIOCKOJIbKY [10-HACTOSIIIEMY JI0CTOBEPHBIX KOJIMYECTBEHHBIX TAHHBIX
kpaiine Mano. OgHako umeroTcs paGoThl, COAEPIKAIIE KOJUYECTBEHHYIO OLEHKY DBOJIOMU
TOPrOBBIX B3AMMOCBS3€il HA MOCTCOBETCKOM MPOCTPAHCTBES

Toprosie?’

, B TOM 4YHCJIe I[eH BO BHEIITHEH
, ¥ HHCTUTYIIHOHAIBHOI KOHBEPTEHIINH B PErHOHe,

2 Cm.: Bapoomckuii J1. (2008) MpurpaHnyHOe COTPYAHUYECTBO Ha HOBbIX M CTapbIX rpaHuuax Poccun. — EBpasuiickan aKoHoMuYe-
ckaA nHTerpauma (1); Bapaomckuia J1. (2009) Poccuiickoe nopybexxse B ycnosusax rmobanusaumm. — Mocksa: JIubpokowm; 3abensno A.
1 CobAaHvH A. (2001) PervioHbl Poccun B KadaxcTtaHe un CpeaHeii Asuu: Mpasuna aththeKTMBHOrO coTpyaHnyectsa. — Mumeo
CnepnyeT ynomaHyTb pAf cTtaten onybnukoBaHHbIx Myxaunom f[onoBHuHbIM, [apbeii Yiukanoso 1 AnekcaHapoi AKyLeBoi,
a Takxxe aBTOpoM 3TOro o63opa B anbmaHaxe EDB Eurasian Integration Yearbook 3a 2011 rog; a Takxe Kurmanalieva, E., and
E. Vinokurov (2011) Trends in Post-crisis Capital Flows in the CIS. — Euromoney Emerging Markets Handbook 2011/12 (ckopo
BbIxoauT); lOpaesa K. n Kosnos K. (2010) MonHbIn Habop Kpu3WCHbIX cueHapueB. — MockBa: LIeHTp MakpO3IKOHOMUYECKMX
ncenenoBanuii CoepbaHka.
AHanu3 obLecTBEeHHOro BOCNPUATAA NOCTCOBETCKOrO PEeroHanmamMa 1 pasnmynii B 06LLeCcTBEHHbIX MHEHWAX B cTpaHax BCC
Takxe npeanaraeTcA B paae Apyrux pabot, Hanpumep: Keptman - J1. (2005) CHIT — Mexay npownbimM 1 HacToAwmm. — IMO-
JINC (6); Banaukui E. (2005) CoumanbHan reTeporeHHOCTb €AMHOTO 9KOHOMUYECKOro NpocTpaHcTBa. — MOHUTOPUMHT obLLe-
CTBEHHOIO MHeHusA (2). EkaTepvHa ®ypmaH npeanaraeT pAf MHTEPECHbIX CTaTei No CpaBHUTENbHOMY aHanu3y O6LECTBEH-
Horo MHeHuA o EBpocotode n CHI™ 1 06LwecTBEHHOMY OTHOLIEHMIO K 3TuM 6nokam, cm.: PypmaH E. (2007) Moea nHTerpauum
B EC n CHI': CounanbHan 6a3a n anbtepHatuebl. — CoBpemeHHan EBpona (2); dypmaH E. (2006) EC n CHI: iHTerpauva n ee
nopaep>xka Hacenenmem. — CsoboaHaA Mbicnb (7-8)
B aTom KOHTeKcTe cneayeT ynomaHyTb Bknag VpuHel lyposoit: cmoTtpu lyposa W. (2009) PernoHansHaa ToprosnA 1 ToproBaa
nHTerpauna B CHIL — EBpasuitickaA akoHomu4eckana uHTerpauma (2); fyposa W. (2010) PernoHanbHaA Toprosna CHI: Mexa-
HWU3M TAroTeHnA. — MexxayHapoaHas akoHomuKa (3); fyposa . n EcopemoBa M. (2010) MoTeHuman pervoHanbHoOW TOProBnv
CHI. — Bonpocb! 3KOHOMUKM (7)
27 Cm.: CaBwuH B. A. (1999) OKCNopTHO-MMMNOPTHbIE LieHbl B ToproBne Poccun ¢ padHbimy rpynnamu ctpad (CHI u panbHee 3a-
pybexsbe). — MapkeTuHr B Poccun 1 3a pybexxom (4)
2 Cm.: JInbman A. (2006) Porb 9KOHOMUYECKOIN MHTErpaummn 1 AesuHTerpaumum Ha NocTCOBETCKOM NpocTpaHcTBe: KonnyecTBeH-
HbIi aHanu3. — MNpobnemMbl NporHo3uposaHna (5)

2

I

2

&

2

>

17



NCCNEOOBAHMA PETMIOHANTBHOW MHTETPALINK
B CHI M LLEHTPANbHOW A3UIA

OTKpBITHII perHOHAIM3M, €BPa3UiiCKasi HHTETPpalys 1 HOPMATHBHBIN aHaIM3 pernoHammaMa: Hns-
Kas pe3yIbTaTUBHOCTD (DOPMAIBHBIX MHCTUTYTOB ITOCTCOBETCKON MHTETPAIINHN B CTPEMJICHIH CO3/IaTh
«eBpasuticknii EC» (KOTOPBIH, Kak yKe CKa3aHO, ABJSETCS XapaKTEePHBIM NCXOTHBIM TOTOKEHHUeM
«TUTINYHBIX> PaboT) TpeGyeT BHECTH KOPPEKTHPOBKYM W B HOPMATHUBHBIN aHATIN3 MOCTCOBETCKOTO
perroHam3mMa. 3a MOCIEIHNE TOABI TIOSIBUIICST PSIT paboT MO 3TOMY BOITPOCY, KOTOPBIE TIPEIAraroT
ATBTEPHATHBHbIE PENIEHUsT TAHHON MPoGIeMbl. BeposTHO, MOKHO BBIIETUTD /[BE JIMHUKA apryMeH-
TAI[II B 5TOM KOHTEKcTe, [lepBast MOsKeT GBITH OIpe/e/ieHa Kak «OTKPBITBIH PernoHammamM»2 . B or-
JIMYKE OT «OTKPBITOrO PeruoHain3Ma» B BocTtouHol Asuu, KOTOPBI Obljl HAIIPABJIEH HA CO3JAHUE
HEeMCKPAMUIHAIIMOHHBIX 110 OTHOIIEHUIO K TPETHUM CTPaHaM TOPTOBBIX COIO30B, B TIOCTCOBETCKOM
KOHTEKCTE «OTKPBITBII PErMOHAIN3M> SIBJISIETCS [JIABHBIM OOPA30OM MOIBITKOMN, BO-TIEPBBIX, YMEHb-
[IUTH aMOUIIUK TIOCTCOBETCKUX CTPaH (Uepes HalleJIEHHOCTh Ha 60J1ee PeaIuCTUYHOE COTPYAHUYECTBO
Ha yPOBHE KOHKPETHBIX HETTOJTUTU3MPOBAHHBIX chep 6e3 CO3MAHMST CHITbHBIX HaIHAIIMOHATBHBIX OP-
FaHOB) U, BO-BTOPBIX, 00ECIIEYUTh BO3MOKHOCTD UCIIOJIb30BAHUS MHOIOYKMCJIEHHBIX PErMOHANBHBIX
WHTETPAIFIOHHBIX CTPYKTYP C Pa3HBIM, HO YACTHYHO COBITQIAIONTAM TIPEACTABUTEIBCTBOM /I OCY-
EeCTBIEHNST MHOTOBEKTOPHON MEKIYHAPOIHON 9KOHOMHUYECKON TOJIUTUKH, KOTOPAs YIUTHIBAET
HEOZHOPOHOCTh WHTEPECOB U CTPAH B TIOCTCOBETCKOM PETHOHE. YIKe YIOMSIHYThIe paboThl bopuca
Xetieria (oT™MevaroIye IpenMyIecTBa PETHOHATBHON 9KOHOMIYECKOM MHTETPAITNI Ha MUKPOYPOB-
He), & TAKKe MHOTOYHCTIEHHbIE HHTepecHble yomrkarmu JInmn KocnkoBoii o onmTuMaibHO Mojie-

JIN TIOCTCOBETCKOT'O peFI/IOHaJII/BMaSO 0COOEHHO BasKHbBI B 9TOM OTHOH_[eHI/II/I31.

Bropast suHus pa3BUTHS TEMBI CBSI3aHA C JIBUKEHUEM OT IMOCTCOBETCKON K €BPa3nuiiCKON MHTerpa-
uu. JTa uies yxKe 00CYKIANACh B PA3JIMYHbIX KOHTEKCTAX U ¢ PA3HbIX METOOJOTMYECKHX, TEO-
PETIYECKUX ¥ HCOIOTHYECKIX TOYeK 3perms®2. OCHOBHOM apryMeHT JaHHBIX PAGOT MOXKET GBITE
copMyIUPOBAH CJIEAYIONIUM 00Pa30M: OCTCOBETCKAST MHTErPALMs HE [0JDKHA PACCMATPUBATLCS
KaK HeYTO 000COOIEHHOE OT MHTErPAIIMOHHBIX [TPOEKTOB B COLPEIEIbHBIX PErMOHAX; HA06OPOT, OHA
JOJIKHA OBITh BIIMCAHA B KOHTEKCT MHOTOYMC/IEHHBIX MHTEIPAIIMOHHBIX IIPOEKTOB U 9KOHOMUYECKUX
cBA3el, Bo3HuKaomux B EBpazun. B uactnocTH, HOCTCOBETCKAS MHTETPAIINS HE JOJDKHA CYUTATHCS
«KOHKYPEHTOM» €BPOIIEHCKOro pernoHaiuaMa (4ro, Kak yske ObLI0 CKa3aHo, ABJISIETCST OJIHUM U3 UC-
XOJHBIX MMOJIO)KEHWIA, CBOUCTBEHHBIX «TUIUYHON paboTe MO TIOCTCOBETCKOM UHTErPAIHIT» U 9acTO
PUTOPUKE POCCUIICKIX HOJUTUKOB); HA060POT, OHA € CAMOT'O HAYAJIA CTPOUTCS TAKUM 0OPa3oM, 4To-
Obl COBIIA/IATh C BEKTOPOM Ha €BPOIEICKYIO0 HHTETPALIIO, KOTOPOMY CJIEAYIOT MHOTHE II0CTCOBET-
CKue CTpaHb133. B Asuu, ¢ ipyroii cropoHbl, BaskHO obectieduTsb yuactue Kurast B peruoHajibHbIX MH-
TerparfOHHBIX THUIINATUBAX, TIOCKOIBKY ero poJib B LlenTpanbHoit A3nn mocTenenHo yCuanBaeTcs.

2 Cwm.: Kocukosa J1. (2010) Ha Bcex napycax. — lMNpAMble UHBECTMLMM (2)

30 Cm.: Hanpumep: Kocukosa J1. (2008) MHTerpaunoHHble npoekTbl Poccum Ha MOCTCOBETCKOM MpocTpaHcTee: aen u npaktu-
ka. — Mocksa: MEPAC; Kocukosa J1. (2010) Mpo6iembl KOHCONMAaLMM Coapy>KecTBa BOKPYr Poccum B yCNOBUAX BHYTPEHHEN
HeogHopoaHocTh pernoHa CHI, B: puH6epr P. (pen.) MsbpaHHbie ctatbn 2005-2009 rr. — MockBa: OkoHoMuKa; Kocuko-
Ba J1. (2010) OkoHoMUYeCcKanA nonuTrka Poccum Ha NOCTCOBETCKOM MPOCTPaHCTBe: OBOMOUMA NOAXOA0B, pe3ysibTaTbl U Npo-
6nembl. — Mocksa: MEPAC. CneayeT BblaenuTb 1 apyrue pabotbl KOCMKOBOW Kak UHTepecHenLwmin obpasel, uccneaoBaHna
MCTOPUYECKO 9BOMIOLMM MOCTCOBETCKOrO permoHannsma, cMm.: Hanpumep: Kocukosa J1. (2008) Wtorn nATHaguatuneTHero
pas3suTuA rocynapcts CHI n nx B3aumHoro cotpyaHudectTsa. — KOHTUMHEHT napTHepcTea (5); Kocukosa J1. (2004) HecocTto-
ABLUAACA MHTerpauma, unu nodemy Poccumn He yoanocb 06beanHUTb cTpanbl CHIL — Mup nepemen (1); Kocvkosa J1. (2010)
OKoHOMUYecKan nonmTuka Poccun B MOCTCOBETCKOM pervioHe (peTpoaHanus, oLeHKa UToroB, NpeanoxeHunna). — Poccuickui
9KOHOMUYECKWI XypHan (2) u (3)

3! Cpean apyrux nybnukauuin cnegyeT oTmeTuTb Bbinyck Ne7 B umkne «lMpo6nembl MOCTCOBETCKUX CTpaH», BbilleaLuni
B 2005 roaly, KOTOPbI NOCBALLEH ABYCTOPOHHEMY COTPYAHNYeCTBY Mexay cTpaHamu BCC kak anbTepHaTBe MeHee yCreLHo-
MY MHOrOCTOPOHHEMY PEroHanmamy.

32 Cm.: BuHokypoB E. (2010) OT NocTCOBETCKOW K €Bpa3uviicKoi MHTerpaumm. — EBpasuiickaA aKoHOMMYecKaA MHTerpauva
(3); BbikoB A. (2009) lMocTcoBeTckoe NpocTpaHCTBO: CTpaTeruy WHTerpaumMm n HoBble BbI30BbI rnobanmsaumm. — CaHKT-
MeTepbypr: Aneten

33 Cm.: YepHbiwes C. (2010) Ha nytv k eanHont EBpasumn. — PoccuA B rmobanbHoin nonutuke (3); Cnaptak A. H. (2011) EBpa3wii-
CKaf nepcnexkTBa NOCTCOBETCKOWM MHTerpaumn — >KypHan HOBOW 9KOHOMUYECKoW accoumaunm (11)
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3. MexxgayHapoaHble uccriefqoBaHUA NOCTCOBETCKOM MHTErpauum

Ele 0fiHO OTKJIOHEHUE OT <«TUIUYHOU PabOThl 110 MOCTCOBETCKOW MHTErpanun» 0asupyercs
Ha GoJiee JeTaJbHOM HOPMATHBHOM aHajiuze 3(h(EKTOB MOCTCOBETCKOrO peruoHaxusMa. B or-
JIMYMe OT IOAXO0a «TUIIMYHOIT> PAabOTbI, KOTOPAst UCX00um 13 HeOOXOAUMOCTHU OCTCOBETCKOI
WHTETPAINN, aBTOPHI HECKOJBKMX HEAABHO BBIMIEANTNX MyOJUKANNN TBITAIOTCS 00KA3amb,
YTO PErnoHaNbHas WHTETPAIMST Ha IMOCTCOBETCKOM TIPOCTPAHCTBE OyAET MPUBJIEKATETHHON
TIPU OMIPEIETEHHBIX 00CTOSTENBCTBAX. [lOBO/IBI, MCIOTb3yeMble aBTOPAMH, PA3IMIHbL. B amasi-
3e Jleona 3eBrHA OCHOBHbBIE APTYMEHTHI CBSI3aHbI C PA3MEPOM M HACBIIIEHHOCTHIO HAKOHOMUYE-
CKOTO MPOCTPAHCTBA IIOCTCOBETCKOTO PErHOHA B CPABHEHHH C OTACIBHBIMU cTpaHamu- . [pytima
®Dennkca Kionsora B MHcTutyTe HapoaHOX03s1iicTBEHHOTO NIporHodupoBanus PAH nbitaercs
OTIEHUTH 9KOHOMUUYECKUI 2((PEKT Pa3JIMIHbIX CIleHAPHEB TTOCTCOBETCKOTO PETMOHATN3MA, aHa-
JIU3UPYST MEKOTPACTIeBble OAJAHCHI CTPAH BCC®. B WucTuTyTe 9KOHOMUYIECKON TIOJUTUKU WM.
E. T. Taiizapa omny6auKkoBaH psiji paboT, HCCAEAYIONNX MOTEHIINA BATIOTHOTO COI03a B MTOCTCO-
BetckoM pernone’’. Cosaanie TaMOKEHHOTO COI03a BRI3BAIO HOBYIO BOJIHY HCC/IEOBATEIBCKIIX

IIPOEKTOB, KaCAIOINXCA BO3SMOKHBIX 9IKOHOMHUYECKUX PE3YJIbTAaTOB ITOCTCOBETCKOI I/IHTeI‘pa]_II/II/IBZ

Jipyrue moaxozpt: B 3akioueHue cieyer OTMETUTD Psifl APYTHUX PaboT MO MOCTCOBETCKOM Peruo-
HAJIbHOW UHTETPaIyi, BeleaAnx B Pocc. B aTux nccneoBanmsax gesaeTcs HOMbITKA B3IJITHY Th
Ha MHTETPALMIO C TOYKHU 3PEHIUsT, OTIMYAIOIIENCs OT TOI, KOTOPast IPUCYTCTBYET B « TUITUYHON pabo-
Te», HO HE COOTBETCTBYET TPEM JIMHUAM UCCIICOBAHNS, OMUCAHHBIM BBIIIE. 371€Ch HY/KHO BBIICTIUTD
Tpyasl Mapuner Ctep:kHeBoi 1o cpaBHUTeabHOMY ananmusy uacerutytoB CHI u EC?® u Biagu-
mupa EBcTurHeesa 1o ceMaHTHKe IOCTCOBETCKOM MHTETPAIMK U POJIM PETMOHAIN3MA KaK WHCTPY-
MEHTA 3AIIUTH KBA3HMOHOIOMMIT . X0Ts1 paGOTI 9TUX aBTOPOB KpaiiHe MHTEPECHDI I, B OT/IIYHe
OT GOJIBLINHCTBA APYTUX UCCIEI0BAHNIA, OmyOIMKOBaHHBIX Ha 3Ty Temy B crpaHax BCC, umeior
CEePbE3HYIO TEOPETUYECKYIO OCHOBY, OHH, K COKAJIEHNIO, HE OKA3aJIH, TI0-BUANMOMY, CYIIIECTBEHHOTO
BJIMSAHNS Ha TTIO/IXO/] K aHAJM3Y TIOCTCOBETCKOI MHTErPAIlni POCCUNCKUMHU YUCHBIMU.

[TonBonst WTOT, HY;KHO CKa3aTh, YTO HECMOTPs HAa JOMWHHPOBAHUE MOIXO/OB, MPUCYIIUX «THU-
MUYHOI paboTe 110 TIOCTCOBETCKOI MHTErPAIlUI», POCCUIICKOE HAyUHOE COOBIIECTBO B MOC/EHEE
BpeMsi c(hOPMUPOBAJIO TEJIbIH PsI/T MHTEPECHBIX HAIPABJICHUI MCCIeIOBAHUN, BAsKHBIX [JIsI TO-
HUMAaHUS TIOCTCOBETCKOW MHTerparuu. VIHTerpaiusi B peruoHe 0CTaeTcsi BAKHBIM IIPEJAMETOM HC-
CJIeJIOBAHUS B POCCUNCKIX HAYYHBIX KPYyTaX.

3. Me)K.quapongle nccnegoBaHUA NOCTCOBETCKOM UHTEerpauuu

3.1. IocrcoBerckas unTerpamu: {luHaMuka 1 mepcneKTUBbI

CoBepILEHHO JIpyrask KapTUHA CKJIA/BIBACTCS, €CJIU OOPATUTBCS K MCCIICNOBAHUSAM, IPOBOIMMBIM
B MUPOBOM HAyuyHOM coo0miectse. Bo-nepBbIxX, BHUMAHNE K MOCTCOBETCKOMY PETHOHANU3MY SIB-
JIgeTCs He3HAYMTEJNbHBIM. B OT/Imune OT poCCUUCKUX YYEHBIX, UYbU UCCIENOBAHUS YACTO OIpejie-
JSIIOTCSL HOPMATUBHON MOTHBAIIUEH, MEKIyHAPOIHBIE UCcaea0BaTe i (ojiee HACTPOEHbI HA MO3H-

34 Cm.: 3eBuH J1. (2009) BekTOpb! BHELUHEIKOHOMUYECKOW NONMTUKKN Poccun. — Bonpockl 3koHoMUKM (10)

3 Cm.: Hanpumep: Knougor @., CyxoTuH A. n YepHosa J1. (2008) MopenviposaHue u nporHosmposaHue EQIM Poccun, Benapycw,
KasaxcTaHna n YKpauHbl. — Npo6aembl nporHo3aMpoBaHna (2)

36 Cm.: Opobbiwesckuit C. v Moneson [1. (2004) Mpobnembl cO3aaHNA €4MHON BaNoTHOW 30HbI B cTpaHax CHIL — Mocksa: N3MMM

37 Cm.: MytuHaH B. W. (2011) O6 uHTerpaummn YkpauHbl B umdpax. — EBpasuiickana akoHoMu4eckanA uHterpauma (3); Tochitskaya, 1.
(2010) The Customs Union between Belarus, Kazakhstan and Russia: An Overview of Economic Implications for Belarus. — GET
IPM Policy Paper No. 2; Jandosov, Oraz, and Lyaziza Sabyrova (2011) Indicative Tariff Protection Level in Kazakhstan: Before and
After Customs Union (Part | and Part ). — RAKURS Center for Economic Analysis Discussion Papers No. 5.3 and 5.4

%8 Cm.: CtepxHesa M. B. (1999) EBponerickuii coto3 n CHI™: CpaBHUTENbHbIM aHanua MHCTUTyToB. — Mockea: MOH®

3% Cm.: EBcTurHees B. (1997) BantoTHo-thuHaHcoBas nHTerpauma B EC n CHI™: CpaBHUTESbHbIV CEMaHTMYeckuin aHanns. — Mo-
cksa: Hayka; EBcturHees B. (1999) TamoxeHHana nHTerpauma B CHI kak npumep akoHOMUYecKoro ncesaomopdmama. — Bo-
NpOCbl 9KOHOMMKM (12)
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NCCNEOOBAHMA PETMIOHANTBHOW MHTETPALINK
B CHI M LLEHTPANbHOW A3UIA

TUBHBIIT AHAJIN3 U TT09TOMY «HECYIIECTBYIOIIAsT» TIOCTCOBETCKASI PErMOHAJIbHAS MHTErPAIUST HE TaK
IIpUBJIeKaTeIbHA /U ananusa. [laxke BO BpeMs «aKTUBHOTO IEPUOZiay 3alaIHbIX MCCIIE0BAHUIT
Poccnn B 90-x rogax, Koraa AUCKYCCHN TI0 9KOHOMUYECKNIM U TTIONTHYECKUM TpaHc(hOopMaIisam
Ha IMMOCTCOBETCKOM ITPOCTPAHCTBE BbI3bIBAJIN ITOBBIIIEHHBII UHTEPpeC cpei BeAYINX 9KOHOMUCTOB
U TIOJIITOJIOTOB, IIOCTCOBETCKAS MHTETPAIU OCTaBaach BTOPOCTEIICHHON TeMOH /UL M3YyYCHU.
Bo-BTopbIX, aHAIM3 PETHOHATIBHON MHTETPAIIMN HA TOCTCOBETCKOM IIPOCTPAHCTBE B MEK/YHAPO/I-
HbBIX UCC/IEJIOBAHUSX OCHOBaH Ha GoJiee (DyHIaAMEHTAILHOU TeOPETUYECKOM U METOAOIOINYECKON
Gaze. [TpaBsjia, aHAJIOr ATEOPETUYECKOU «TUIIMYHON PabOThI 10 IIOCTCOBETCKON MHTErpaliuny» ¢ sB-
HOM HOpMaTHBHOﬁ MOTI/IB&HI/IGﬁ MOJKHO BCTPETUTDH U B MEKTYHAPOJHBIX HAYYHBIX NCCJIETOBAHUAX.
Ho peub ujiet He 0 TUIIUYHOM, & 0 MAPTUHAJIBHOM MCC/Ie0BAHUI: OLOOHBIE TPY/IbI PEAKO IPOXOIST
yepes JKECTKOE «CUTO 0TOOPa» B MEXK/TYHAPOHBIX PEIIEH3NPYEMBIX JKYPHATAX.

Hackosibko HaM M3BeCTHO, 3a TIpejieJlaMi IIOCTCOBETCKOTO MTPOCTPAHCTBA HE CYIIECTBYET HCCJie-
JIOBATENbCKUX TPYII U OPraHu3alnii, KoTopble Obl cMCTEMATHUECKH paboTaay Haj IpobeMoit
MTOCTCOBETCKON MHTErpaiuu (XOTsl eCTh OT/IeJIbHbIE UCCIIe0BATENH, YESIONNe 3HAaYNTeIbHOe
BHUMaHUE 9TON TeMe). MOKHO BBIJIETUTh HECKOIBKO JUHUN MCCAE0BAHUS TOCTCOBETCKOTO pe-
IHOHAJIM3Ma, KOTOPbIE CEPhE3HO OTJINYAIOTCSI 110 CBOEH METO/I0JIOTNYECKON OCHOBE M NCCJIe/I0Ba-
TEJIbCKUM IIEJISIM ¥ KOPEHSITCSL B Pa3HBIX OOIIECTBEHHbBIX HAyKaX (9KOHOMUKA, MEKIYHAPOIHbIE
orHolenus, nosmrosaorus u Area Studies).

[Ipeske ueM st mepeiily K pacCMOTPEHIO HanboJiee CyIeCTBEHHBIX U HHTEPECHBIX PaboT, Bepo-
SITHO, OY/IET TIOJIE3HBIM MIPEICTABUTD <«3aMa[HYI0 PA3HOBUIHOCTh> «THIUYHON PaboTHI MO MOCT-
COBETCKOU mHTerpanuu». Ele pa3 oTMedy, 4TO 3THU KMCCIEOBAHUS, B CTPOTOM CMBICJE 3TOTO
CJIOBa, HE TPEJCTABJSIOT COG0N TUITMUHYIO paboTy Ha 3Ty TeMy (B oTimume oT Poccuu, Bepo-
STHO, M3-32 TOTO, YTO TOPa3/0 Gojiee BHICOKKE TPeOOBAHUS, IPEIbSIBISEMbIE MEK/YHAPOIHBIMU
JKYPHAJIAMU U U3/IaTEJISIMHE, He TTO3BOJISTIOT TEOPETHYECKU U OMITUPUYECKU CTabbiM paboTam ObITh
usganHbiMn ). TeM He MeHee, TToJ06Has JTOTHKA «TUITMYHON paboThl», KaK TPEACTABJISETCS, OKa-
3bIBAET CEPbE3HOE BO3/EHCTBUE HA MHEHUE Psi/ia 3allaHbIX UccefioBaTesieil (B YaCTHOCTH, TeX,
KTO 3aHMMaeTcst usydeHneM Poccun). B HEKOTOPOM cMbIC/ie, Takas «TUIMYHAsT paboTa» siBJisi-
eTCsl 3ePKAJIbHBIM OTPaKEHMEM POCCUIICKON «TUIUYHON paboThi», TaK KaK OHA OCHOBBIBAETCSI
Ha psijie JKECTKUX YCTaHOBOK (KOTOPBIE, KAK U B POCCUHCKMX paboTax, IMPUHUMAIOTCS Ge3 BCs-
KHUX JIOKa3aTeJabCTB). BO-TIepBbIX, MOCTCOBETCKASI MHTETPAIUST CIMTAETCS IBHO HeahdeKTUBHOM
C TOYKU 3PEHUS] IKOHOMUYECKOTO U MOJUTUIECKOTO PA3BUTHS CTPAH-YUYACTHUKOB; YTBEPIKIACTCS,
4TO OHa He Ga3UpPyeTcs Ha HKOHOMUYECKON 11eJ1ecO0OPasHOCTH, TaK KaK JIMIIb TIOMOraeT CoXpa-
HUTDb Hea(hPEKTUBHBIE CBSI3U, OCTABIINECSI C COBETCKUX BPeMeH. BO-BTOPBIX, BCJIENCTBUE 9TOTO,
eIMHCTBEHHAS IPUYUHA CYIECTBOBAHUS IOCTCOBETCKOTO PETHOHAIN3MA, B PAMKAX JAHHOTO TI0/I-
X0/1a, — TOJINTHYECKHe aMOuIu Poccu, KoTopast CTpeMUTCST BO3POAUTD NMIIEPHIO 1 BOCCTAHO-
BUTH KOHTPOJIb Ha/l ctpanamu BCC. TloaTomy, B-TpeThbuX, y4acTue B IOCTCOBETCKOI MHTETPaIluu
HCKJIIOYAET BCSIKYI0 BO3MOKHOCTD MHTErpaiuu ¢ EBporeiickuM coro30M (B HEKOTOPOM CMBICIIE,
9TU PETUOHAJIbHBIE MHTETPAIMOHHBIE TPOEKTHI TAK}KE HECOBMECTHMBbI, KaK U JKeJIe3HOJIOPOKHbIE
koJsen B EBporie u Ha mocTcoBeTcKOM mpoctpaHcTse). Eile pa3 Xo4y oTMETHTb, UTO TPH yCTa-
HOBKH, OTIPEJIEJISIONINE XapaKTeP 9TOI JUTEPATYPhl, HE TIO3BOJISIOT PACCMOTPETH JIEHCTBUTEIBHO
UHTEPECHBIE BOIPOCHL. JKOHOMUYECKHUE PE3YJIbTaThl BOBMOKHOTO TIOCTCOBETCKOTO PErHOHATI3-
Ma JIOJKHBI aHAJIU3UPOBATHCS HA CEPBE3HOI TeOPeTUYEeCKON 1 aMIuprdecKkoii ocHose. [ToaTomy
BOCIIPUSITHE TIOCTCOBETCKOTO PErHOHATI3MA BCETO JIUIIb KAK MHCTPYMEHTA POCCUIICKOTO TOMU-
HUPOBAHUs, SIBJISIETCS CIIOPHBIM. Bosiee Toro, Poccusi B peasibHOCTU He SIBJISIETCS] CAMBIM aKTHB-
HBIM YYaCTHUKOM CO3/IaHMsI TIOJI0OHOTO THITAa MHTErPAIMOHHBIX cBaAseil: Benapych nim Kasaxcran
JIOBOJTHHO YACTO CTAHOBSTCS MHUITMATOPAMU UHTETPAIIMOHHBIX ITPOIECCOB, a Poccust miib pearu-
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pyer Ha n3Menenus B pernone’’, B 1e/1oM, yIpomeH b B3T/ISL Ha OCTCOBETCKOE IIPOCTPAHCTBO,
KaK Ha apeny IPOTHBOCTOSHIA Mexky Poceneit n 3amazioM, mo-BUANMOMY, HCXOUT M3 CTEPEOTH-
TIOB, OCTABIIIIXCS CO BPEMEH XOJIOTHOW BOWHBI, U He ABJIAETCS MTPOTYKTUBHBIM B COBPEMEHHOI Ha-
yKe. B-Tperbux, Noix0/l «TUIMYHON PabOTbI» He MOKET OObSICHUTD PACTYILYIO PETHOHATUSALINIO
Ha ITOCTCOBETCKOM TIPOCTPAHCTBE M Pa3BUTHE SKOHOMUYECKUX CBSA3EH Ha MUKPOypOBHe. TakuMm
06pa3oM, Kak 1 B cJIydae ¢ POCCUIHCKUMU UCCIIe0BAHUAMU, Hanboiee HHTepecHbie Iy OInKalui
HAXO/ATCS BHE PAMOK «TUIMYHOU pabOThI» 1 OYAyT PACCMOTPEHDI aJiee.

ITocrcoBerckas TOProwiisi: Bo-1epBbIX, OTHOCUTENBHO OOJIBIIOE KOJMYECTBO TPYAOB 110 IKOHO-
MUKE UCIIOJIb3YIOT IPABUTAIIMOHHBIE PETPECCUH JIJISI MCCIIEIOBAHS ABOJIOINU TOPTOBJIM HA TTOCT-
COBETCKOM [IPOCTPAHCTBE U [IBITAIOTCS OLEHUTH CKOPOCTH U MACIITab SKOHOMUYECKOIT U OIUTHYe-
ckoi (pparmenTanmu B pernone. Kak npaBuiio, 5Tu paboThl IPUXOAAT K BBIBOLY, UTO [IOCTCOBETCKIE
CTPaHbl [0 CUX HOP XapaKTepu3yloTcst 0oJjiee BBICOKMME MacIuTabaMy B3aMMHOW TOPrOBIIH,
4eM 9TO CJIe0BAIO OBl M3 CTAHAAPTHBIX perpeccuii’! (4TO HeyAMBUTENLHO, €CIM TTOCMOTPETH
Ha O6H.II/Ie JaHHbIE aHaJa3a TOPTrOBLIX ITOTOKOB MEKIY 6])IBH_[I/IMI/I KOJOHUAMU U METPOIIOJIUAMU
HJTH MEXJTy TOCYIapCTBAMMU, KOTOPBIE pamee OBLIH YaCThIo OJHOTO MOINTHYECKOro cyGnexTa)??.
Kpowme Toro, ects omnpesesennble CX0/CTBa B CTPYKType BHerHel toprosau crpan bCC B or-
Jmgne OT MepexXoHbIX akonoMuk Ilenrtpanpnoit n Bocrounoit EBpomnsl, xoTs quBepcndukars
CTPYKTYpBI MeskayHapozmoii Toprosin BCC Taksxke ysemmuusaercs’™. Heemotps ma To, uto aTa
JinrTeparypa O6bI‘-IHO HE COAEPIKUT TIPAMBIX HOPMATUBHBIX yTBep)KI[eHI/II\/)I, BO MHOTHUX MHCCJIe/I0Ba-
HUSIX (HO He BO BCEX ) KOCBEHHO JIEJIAI0TCSI JIOBOJIBHO MPAUHbIE BBIBOJIBI OTHOCUTEJIBHO IIEPCIIEKTUB
MIOCTCOBETCKOTO PErMOHAIM3Ma: CTPYKTypa BHenrHei toprosiu ctpan BCC 00bIUHO MeHee pas-
BUTA; BHICOKAsA CTAOMJIBHOCTD TOPrOBJIU B PErHOHE OOBACHSIETCS HEJOCTATOUHOM CTEIEHbIO HHTE-
Tpali B MUPOBYIO 9KOHOMUKY U HEPA3BUTOCTbHIO 9KOHOMUYECKUX U MTOJTUTUYECCKUX NHCTUTYTOB.

IIpennosnaraemMbie 9KOHOMHYECKHE Pe3YJbTAThl PerHOHAaMM3Ma: BTOpoil miact JuTepaTypbi
paccMaTpUBAaEeT, MPEXK/Ie BCEro, BO3MOXKHbIE HKOHOMUYECKUE PE3YyJIbTaThl MOCTCOBETCKOTO pe-
ruoHanuaMa. B 9ToM OTHONIEHMH MEKIYyHAPOJHOE HayYHOE COOOIECTRBO Tpe/araeT Gojee -
POKUIi CIIEKTpP TO3UIUIA, YeM poccuiickoe. B To BpeMs Kak HEKOTOPbIE yueHble, 3aHUMAIOTINeCs
AMIUPUYECKUM aHAJIN30M PErMOHATIBHON HHTErPAIUU, B OCHOBHOM CYUTAIOT, YTO TOCTCOBETCKUM

4 Bpian cnyyau, Korga UMEHHO HexkenaHve Poccun npoaBuraTb perMoHasibHyt0 MHTErpaumio NpenATCTBOBasIO ee PasBUTUIO:
Hanpumep, Poccuna He nogaepxana naeto EBpasninckoro cotosa, NpeanoxeHHyto B Hadane 90x HasapbaeBbiM 1 naeto noa-
nMcaHnA cornaiieHma o csoboaHomn Toprosne B pamkax CHI npeanoxeHHyto npaBuTenscTBoM TMMoLLeHko BMecTo EanHoro
9KOHOMMYECKOro NpocTpaHcTBa B cepeanHe 2000-x. MOXHO BO3pa3nTb, H4TO B 060MX CrydaAx oTpuuaTesibHoe OTHOLWEHne
Poccun K aTUM NpeanoXeHnAM HOCUIO O6BEKTUBHLIA XapakTep U 6bl10 CBA3AHO C CyLUECTBEHHbIMW MHCTUTYLIMOHANBbHBIMK
HepocTaTkamu npeaniaraeMbix NPoekToB. TeM He MeHee, B 060MX CryqaAXx reHepaTopoM MHMLMATMB Ookasanacb He PoccuA.
OTHolueHve mexay Poccueit n Benapycbio ABNAIOTCA elle OAHUM HarnAAHbIM NPUMEPOM TOro, Kak 06e CTpaHbl perynAapHo
npeanaraloT HOBble MPOEKTbI, @ 3aTeM 06€ OT HUX OTKa3biBalOTCA.

Cwm.: Djankov, S., and C. Freund (2002) Trade Flows in the Former Soviet Union. — Journal of Comparative Economics 30 (1);
Fidrmuc, Jarko, and Jan Fidrmuc (2003) Disintegration and Trade. — Review of International Economics 11 (5); De Sousa, J., and
O. Lamotte (2007) Does Political Disintegration Lead to Trade Disintegration: Evidence from Transition Countries. — Economic of
Transition 15 (4); Babetskii, |., O. Babetskaia-Kukharchuk and M. Raiser (2003) How deep is your trade? Transition and international
integration in Eastern Europe and the former Soviet Union. — Mimeo; Elborgh-Woytek, K. (2003) Of Openness and Distance:
Trade Development in the Commonwealth of Independent States, 1993-2002. — IMF Working Paper No. 03/207; Shelburne,
R. C., and O. Pidufala (2006) Evolving Trade Patterns in the CIS: The Role of Manufacturing. — UNECE Discussion Paper No.
2006.2; Shepotylo, O. (2009) Gravity with Zeros: Estimating Trade Potential of CIS Countries. — KSE Discussion Paper No. 16;
Havrylyshin, O., and H. Al-Altrash (1998) Opening up and Geographic Diversification of Trade in Transition Economies. — IMF
Working Paper No. 98/22; Djankov, S., and C. Freund (2002) New Borders: Evidence from the former Soviet Union. — Review
of World Economics 138 (3); Kurmanalieva, E., and E. Vinokurov (2011) Holding Together or Falling Apart: Results of Gravity
Equation of the CIS Trade. — MPRA Working Paper No. 32003

42 Cm.: 0630p B: Frankel, J. (1997) Regional Trading Blocs in the World Economic System. — Petersen Institute for International

Economics
4 Cm.: Broadman, H. G. (ed., 2005) From Disintegration to Reintegration: Eastern Europe and the Former Soviet Union in Interna-
tional Trade. — World Bank

E

21



NCCNEOOBAHMA PETMIOHANTBHOW MHTETPALINK
B CHI M LLEHTPANbHOW A3UIA

PETMOHATN3M MOXKET CIIOCOOCTBOBATH HKOHOMUYECKOMY PA3BUTUIO CTPAH PETHOHA, 3HAUUTEIH-
Has 4acThb MEK/YHAPOAHBIX HCCeaoBaTe el TPUAePRIBAIOTCS KpaifHe CKeIITHIeCKOTO MHEHUS
0 BO3MOJKHBIX pe3yJibTataX MHTerpanuu B peruore. 1o atoii npobiaeme POBeAeHO OTHOCUTENb-
HO MaJio uccienoBanuii. CyIecTByeT JHiib HECKOIbKO AeTalbHbIX IMIUpUYecKux pabot. Kou-
crantu Muxainomnysoc n [lasux Tapp uccsmenyioT BO3MOKHbBIE CTaTHUECKNE U TMHAMUYCCKHE
Pe3yabTaThl BO3MOXKHOTO TaMOKeHHOTO coioda B pamkax CHI u mpuxoasT K HeTaTUBHBIM BBI-
somam™. C zpyroii cropomsr, Gosee riyGokast mHTerpars Meskay crpamamu BCC 1 Espocoio-
30M TaKKe HeoGs3aTeIbHO BBITOIHA IS BCeX CTOPOH™. OHAKO MMEIOTCSI pabOTEL, B KOTOPBIX
YTBEPIKIAETCST, UTO MOCTCOBETCKAS WHTETPAIMS MOTEHIIMATBHO MOKeT ObITh BBITOMHA TSI ee
VUYACTHHKOB 1 CIOCOGHA BHECTH BKJIAJ B SKOHOMUdecKuil poct’®, B 1e10M, MOXKHO 3aK/TIOUNTS,
4TO HEOOXOAMM OoJiee eTalbHbIil aHAIU3, B TOM YUCJIE M [IOTOMY, YTO CUTYalst B PErUOHE, KaK
" CTPYKTYPa U COCTaB YYAaCTHUKOB PETUOHAJTbHBIX NWHTETPAITMOHHBIX COI‘JIaH_IeHI/II‘/'Iy CO BpeMeHeM
MenseTcs. Eme pas Xxody OTMETHTb, 9TO MCCJIEIOBAHIH Ha 3Ty TeMy KpaiiHe MaJo U 3aHUMAloT-
s €10 B OCHOBHOM 9KOHOMUCTBI. KpoMe Toro, cyiectByer psiji paboT, KOTOPbIE OLEHUBAIOT POJib
pacmaga Coserckoro Coio3a B 9KOHOMHYECKOM CHaJle TIEPEXOHOTO MEePHo/ia M KOHCTATHPYIOT,

YTO OHa ABJIAJIACH CymeCTBeHHOﬁ47.

Pasnopoanoctb u B3aumosasucumoctb crpan BCC: Tperbst rpyiia paboT uccaeayer ojuH us,
BO3MOKHO, Hanbosiee HyHAAMEHTAIbHBIX BOIPOCOB IIOCTCOBETCKOTO PErMOHAIU3MA: JAXKe eCIIn
IIPELITIOJIOXKHUTD, YTO MEXK/YHAPOHOE COTPYJHNYECTBO HA ITIOCTCOBETCKOM ITPOCTPAHCTBE MOJKET
[PUHECTH [OJIOKUTEIbHbIE IKOHOMUYECKHE PE3YJIbTaThl, HEOOXOAUMO YETKO OIpPeleUTh rpa-
HUI[BI 9TOTO IPOCTPaHCTBA. [[pyruMu cioBaMu, TpeOyeTcst MOHsITh, HOYEMY MbI [IPE/IoJaraem,
yTto crpanbl BCC [O/KHBI paccMaTPUBATLCS, KaK «ECTECTBEHHOE» IIPOCTPAHCTBO JJIST PETHO-
HAJIbHON MHTErpaIii. ITOT BOIIPOC OTHIOND He BTOPOCTEIIEHHBIH, Tak Kak mocie pacrnaga CCCP
MESKJLY TIOCTCOBETCKIMMU CTPAHAMHE MOSIBHJIACH CYIIECTBEHHbIC PasImds 1o, Vccie[0BaHis JaioT
pasHble OTBETHI HA ATOT BOIIPOC, KOTOPBIE 3aBUCSIT OT KOHKPETHBIX METO/I0JIOTMYECKUX TTO/IX0/I0B,
HCHOJIb3YEMBIX aBTOPAMIU.

B mpunIume, npu onpeesieHUN TPAHUI] PETMOHOB MPUHSATO Pa3IuyaTh KOHCTPYKTUBUCTCKUIT
U 9CCEHITMANUCTCKUN Tox01bl. [IepBbIil TPaKTyeT pernoH, Kak «COMUAIbHBIN KOHCTPYKT», OIpe-
JleJIsIeMbIi (MJIN JTaske «BOOOpasKaeMblii» ) MOJUTHKAMU, YIEHBIMU 1 001iecTBaMu. BTopoii mbita-
eTCsl ONPENETNTh OOBEKTUBHBIE KPUTEPUN B3aUMO3aBUCUMOCTH cTpaH perroHa. C KOHCTPYKTH-

BUCTCKOM TOYKU 3PpEHUsA, I'PaHUIBI PETUOHA ITOCTCOBETCKOI'O IIPOCTPAHCTBA U €ro Cy6p€FI/IOHOB

4 Cwm.: Michailopulos, C., and D. Tarr (1997) The Economics of the Customs Union in the Commonwealth of Independent States. —
World Bank Working Paper; Takxe cm.: L. V. de Sousa (2011) An Initial Estimation of the Economic Effects of the EurAsEC
Customs Union on Its Members. — Economic Premise, No. 47

Cwm.: Sulamaa, Pekka, and Mika Widgren (2003) EU Enlargement and Beyond: A Simulation Study on EU and CIS Integration. —
CEPR Discussion Paper No. 2768

Cwm.: Freinkman, L., Polyakoy, E., and C. Revenco (2004) Trade Performance and Regional Integration of the CIS Countries. World
Bank Working Paper No. 38

Cm.: Linn, J. F. (2004) Economic (Dis) organization Matters: The Soviet Collapse Revised. — Mimeo; Bevan, A. A., Estrin, S., Hare,
P. G., and J. Stern (2001) Extending the Economics of Disorganization. — Economics of Transition 9 (1)

OTa nuTepartypa coaepXuT PAL TUMOMOrMiA NOCTCOBETCKOrO NOIMTUYECKOTO N SKOHOMUYECKOTO pa3BUTUA. B 3TOM KOHTeKcTe
HY>XHO OTMETUTb creaytolme paboTbl POCCUACKNX N MEXAYHapOAHbIX yyeHbix: [puropbeB J1. U Canukos M. (2006) Bupaxu
nepexoaHoro nepuoaa. — PoccmA B rmobanbHoin nonutuke (6); Pistor, K., Raiser, M., and S. Gelfer (2000) Law and Finance
in Transition Economies. — Economics of Transition 8 (2); Bapkosckui A. (pea., 2003) OkoHomu4eckue ctpaTternm ctpadH CHI
n PocenA. — Mocksa: PY[H; ®ypmaH [I. (2004) [OnBepreHUnA NONUTUHECKMX CUCTEM Ha MOCTCOBETCKOM MPOCTPaHCTBE. —
CsoboaHana mbicnb (10) Stykow, P. (2010) Die Wahl des Wahlsystems: Demokratische Regeln, undemokratische Wahlen. —
Osteuropa 60 (9); MakapkuH A. (2007) HesaBucumo OT nonutuyeckux pedopm B cTpaHax CHIM mpeaungeHT npopomkaeT
ocTaBaTbCA rnaBHoOM (urypoi. — HesaBucuman raseta, 22 AuBapA; Iwasaki, I. (2003) Evolution of Government-Business Rela-
tionship and Economic Performance in the Former Soviet States. — Economics of Planning 36 (3); Gelman, V. (2008) Out of the
Frying Pan, Into the Fire? Post-Soviet Regime Changes in Comparative Perspective. —International Political Science Review 29
(2); Frye, T. (1997) Politics of Institutional Change: Post-Communist Presidencies. — Comparative Political Studies; Makaperko B.
(2005) LiBeTHble peBonioLMM B KOHTEKCTE AEMOKPaTMHeCcKoro TpaHauta. — Mup nepemen (5)
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HAXO/ISITCS B COCTOSIHUU HElIPEPbIBHOTO u3MeHenust. K ipumepy, paboTbl JaHHOI TPYIIIIbI Y IEISIOT
3HAUNTeIbHOE BHUMaHue hopmupoBanuio [lenTpanbHoit A3nm, Kak perHOHa49. C acceHmmammncT-
CKUX TIO3UINN CYIIECTBYET /[Ba BapHaHTa aHAJIN3a [MOCTCOBETCKOTO IPOCTPAHCTBA. Bo-11epBBhIX,
MOKHO COCPEeIOTOUYMTh BHUMaHUE Ha 63aumosagucumocmu ctpan bCC. IToT THN mMccienona-
HUI1, KOTOPBIH, KaK MpaBuiIo, 6asupyercs Ha TEOPUHM KOMILIEKCA PETMOHATBHON Ge3011acHOCTH
(regional security complex theory), gacto npuxoaut K BbiBoay, uto crpaibl BCC mo-mpeskHemy
XApaKTEPU3YIOTCs] BHICOKOH CTEIEHbIO B3AUMO3ABHCHMOCTH ). JIPYroil MOAXO0J JeNaeT aKieHT
Ha ofiHOPOAHOCTh cTpaH BCC B MOMUTHYECKOM WM 9KOHOMUYECKOM TITaHe; 3/1eCh HYKHO OT-
METHTb, YTO PE3YIbTATHI PA3HSITCS B 3aBUCUMOCTU OT TOTO, COCPEIOTAYNBAIOT JIU UCCIIE0BATENN
CBOE BHIMAHNE Ha COBETCKOM Hac/eann (00eCIeunBaioeM OAHOPOAHOCTh pernona)’ min xe
VAEJSIOT 0c060€e BHUMaHUE HACJIEUIO JOCOBETCKOTO MEPUO/Ia, U TIOATOMY 3aKJII0YAIOT, YTO MOCT-
COBETCKIUIT PEFHOH COCTOUT U3 BECbMa HEOAHOPOAHBIX cTpan’>. Takie HCCIe0BaHis OCYIECT-
BJISTIOTCST B paMKax Area Studies, MOTUTOTOTHN 1 MEKIYHAPOIHBIX OTHOIIEHH.

ITo3utuBHEIiI aHaM3 (OPMAIBHON HMHTETPAIMi Ha MOCTCOBETCKOM IIPOCTPAHCTBE: UeTBepThiit
IJIACT JINTEPATYPbl OCHOBBIBAETCSI HA M3YYEHUM IIPEAIIOCHITIOK M (DAKTOPOB, OLPEIEIISIONIX 9BO-
JIOLIUIO TTOCTCOBETCKON UHCMUMYUUOHANLHOU UHMEeZPayuul KaK TaKoBOU (T.e. TMHAMUKY Pa3BUTUSI
(bopMabHbIX HHTErpanoHHbIX 0OpasoBanuii, Takux kak CHI u EBpA3dC). B atom cityyae, ananms
B MEK/LyHAPO/IHOW HAYYHOI JITEpaType MOJHOCTBIO OTJIMYAETCST OT MOXO0/I0B, TIPUHSITHIX B POCCHIA-
ckux mybumkaiusix. OCHOBHOE BHUMAHKE B MEKYHAPOIHON JIMTEPATYPE COCPEIOTOYCHO HA IIPHYH-
HaX Hey/Ja4d U HEeKOTOPBIX yCIexax MOCTCOBETCKOro pernonanmaMa. Kak mpasuiio, Takue uccieoBa-
HUS ABJISIOTCS CPABHUTEILHBIMMY 110 CBOEH CYTH, T. €. /IeJIaeTCS TIONBITKA PACCMOTPETh TIOCTCOBETCKOE
MIPOCTPAHCTBO B KOHTEKCTE OO ANCKYCCHM O PETMOHATIN3ME B PA3IMYHbIX JACTSIX MUpa. Takum
00pa3oM, UCIIOJIL3YeTCsl HIMPOKas Teoperrdeckas 6aza (0OBIYHO MOYEPIIHYTAsk U3 TEOPUU MEKIYHA-
POMHBIX OTHOIIEHWI 1 MEXKIYHAPOAHOU MOJUTIKOHOMUM) W YIAETCST BBIZIEIUTh MHOTHE (haKTOPBHI,
Beylre K cabocTu IIOCTCOBETCKOTO PErMOHAIN3MA, TIOMUMO IIPECIIOBYTOTO «OTCYTCTBUS TIOJIUTH-
YeCKOH BOJM». JTa JITEpaTypa UMeeT, B I[eJIOM, TTO3UTUBHYIO OPUEHTAIINIO, XOTSI MHOTHE U3 TaKUX
PaboT SABJISAIOTCS KOCBEHHO HOPMATHBHBIMU (TEM HE MEHEE, 3TO PEAKO BJIMSET HA OOOCHOBAHHOCTD
HO3UTUBHBIX Pe3yIbTaToB). Psii paboT paccMaTpuBaeT MUPOKU CIieKTp (HaKTOPOB, OLPEEIISTIONIIX
9BOJIIOLMIO ITOCTCOBETCKOTO PErHoHaI3Ma . J{pyrie paGoThl H3yYaioT OTAeIbHbIC (hAKTOPBI, BITHSIO-
I1IMe Ha 9TOT [TPOIIECC, B TOM YKCJIe HCTOPUYECKOe Hacsee””, aACHMMETPHIO BJIACTH, 9KOHOMUYECKUX

4 Cm.: Quoraboyey, I. (2010) Around the Names of Region: The Case of Central Asia. — UNU-CRIS Working Paper No. 5; B pyc-
CKOA3bIYHON NUTepaType naenA «noAsnatowenca» LieHtpansHoi Asun nceneayetcA B: KasaHues A. (2008) Bonbluana urpa ¢ He-
M3BECTHbIMM NepeMeHHbIMU: MupoBana nonutuka u LieHtpansHaa AsnA. — Mocksa: ®oHa «Hacnenne EBpasumn» (HekoTopble
BbIBOAbI ObINK TakXXe onybnukosaHbl 3a pybexxom B Europe-Asia Studies). HekoTopble nccnenosanuna 6binv NnpoeeaeHbl B OT-
HOLLEHWW PONN PEermoHanbHON MHTErpaumnn Ha NoCTCOBETCKOM NPOCTPAHCTBE KaK MHCTPYMEHTa B hOPMUPOBAHNM HALMOHamb-
HO-rocyAapCTBEHHOW MAeHTUYHOCTH, cM.: Molchanov, M. (2007) Regionalist Promises in State Social Identity Construction: The
Rhetoric of a Single Economic Space. — Mimeo

50 Cm.: Buzan, B., and O. Waever (2003) Regions and Powers: The Structure of International Security. — Cambridge: Cambridge

University Press

Cwm.: Jones Luong, P. (2002) Institutional Change and Political Continuity in Central Asia. — Cambridge: Cambridge University Press

52 Cm.: Gleason, A. (2010) Eurasia: What Is It? Is [t? — Journal of Eurasian Studies 1 (1)

5 Cm.: Kubicek, P. (2009) The Commonwealth of Independent States: An Example of Failed Regionalism? — Review of International
Studies 35; Olcott, M. B., Aslund, A., and S. Garnett (1999) Getting It Wrong: Regional Cooperation and the Commonwealth of
Independent States. — Wash.: Carnegie Endowment for International Peace; Obydenkova, A. (2011) Multi-Level Governance
in Post-Soviet Eurasia: Problems and Promises, in: Enderlein, H., Walti, S., and M. Zurn (eds) Handbook on Multi-Level
Governance. — Cheltenham: Edward Elgar; Molchanov, M. (2009) Regionalism in Eurasia, in: Fagan, G. H., and R. Munck (eds)
Globalization and security: An Encyclopedia. — Santa Barbara: Praeger Security International

54 Cm.: Obydenkova. A. (2011) Benefits and Deficits of Multilateralism: Conceptualizing the Lessons of the Commonwealth of Inde-
pendent States. — Rivista Italiana di Scienza Politca 41 (1); Kux, S. (1996) From the USSR to the Commonwealth of Independent
States: Confederation or Civilized Divorce? in: Hesse J. J., and V. Wright (eds.) Federalizing Europe? The Costs, Benefits and Pre-
conditions of Federal Political Systems. — Oxford: Oxford University Press; Bremmer, |., and A. Bailes (1998) Sub-Regionalism in
the New Independent States. — International Affairs 74
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B CHI M LLEHTPANbHOW A3UIA

¥ TIOJINTUYECKUX CI/ICTGMSS, 9KOHOMUYECKHE I/IIIeOJIOFI/II/ISS, B3aUMOJIEIICTBHE C €BPOIIEHCKON MHTerpa-

et JIpyruie BHENIIHNE (baKToprSB, TTOCTCOBETCKYIO 6}0p0KpaTH1059, WHCTUTYIIMOHATHHDBIE 0COOEH-

HOCTU PETMOHAJIBHBIX OpFaHHS&HHfIGO, WJIY BHEIITHEIIOJIUTUYECKYI0 OPUEHTALUIO CTPAH BCCO,

bauskast ¥ anmoil rpymma paboT TMOATOTOBIEHA MPABOBEIAMH, UCCIEAYIONUMU UHCTUTYIIHO-
HAJIBHYIO KOHCTPYKIIMIO TIOCTCOBETCKOIT PerHOHANBHOI HHTErpaiii®2, BoIbmuHCeTBO 9THX paboT
HAITMCAHbI YK€ JOCTATOUHO JIABHO, B PAHHUII TIEPHO/L IIOCTCOBETCKOM MHTerpainu (Koraa osKua-
HUA OTHOCUTEJIBHO €€ Pa3BUTHUA 6I)IJII/I BbICOKI/IMI/I). O[[HB.KO NMEIOTCA MHOTIOYUCJICHHbIE HEe/laB-
Huie unTepecHbie nybsukanuu Pusiku J[paruesoii-Jlesepe, usyvalorieil mpaBoBbie acIeKThl KO-
HOMITYECKOH MHTErpalliyl Ha MOCTCOBETCKOM IPOCTpancTBe™. BK/Ia SKOHOMHCTOB B U3ydeHHe
IIOCTCOBETCKOMI I/IHCTI/ITyHI/IOHaJIbHOfI WHTErpaiumn ABJidA€TCA HE3HAYUTE/IbHbIM. B TiepBbI€ T'O/IbI
nocsie paciiaga CCCP Bonpoc MexpecnyOIMKaHCKUX 9KOHOMUYECKUX OTHOIIEHUH JAeHCTBUTEb-
HO TIPHBJIEKAT BHUMAHYE HccaegoBateseii®!, Ho nuskast a(heKTHBHOCTD TOCTCOBETCKOTO PETHO-
HaJIM3Ma IIPUBeJIa K UCYE3HOBEHUIO TAKUX PaboT.

SanutHas uHTerpauus: [Igaras rpymnmna uccsienoBanuii, B OTMYMe OT NEPBBIX YeThIPEX, KaK Tpeji-
CTaBJISIETCS, HAXOAUTC Ha 11obeMe. OCHOBHAsI 11eJIb ATHX PaboT — CBA3aTh CylecTBoBaHue Gop-
MaJIbHBIX U HedOpMabHBIX cBsizedl Meskny crpanamMu BCC (B ToM umciie pernoHabHble WHTeE-
IPaIlMOHHbIE COIJIANIEHNs) C MEePCIeKTUBAMHU IEMOKPAaTU3alluy B perroHe. Borpoc BozeicTBuUS
BHEIIHUX (haKTOPOB HA YPOBEHb JAEMOKPATU3AIUU YIKE JABHO BBI3bIBAJ CYIIECTBEHHBIN MHTEPEC
uccsenosaresieil. OHAKO OH BCEr/a paCCMaTPUBAJICA C TOUKH 3PEHUS BHEITHUX 0eMOKPAMUUCCKUX
daxropos. [TocTcoBeTckoe ke MPOCTPAHCTBO, BUIUMO, SIBJISIETCSI PETHOHOM, B KOTOPOM BHEIIIHUE
nedemokpamuueckue HakTopbl 0COOEHHO SIPKO BbIpaskeHbl. C 3TON TOUKM 3PEHUS TIOCTCOBETCKUIN
PETMOHANIN3M TTOJTy4aeT COBEPIIEHHO HOBOE TOJIKOBAHME: €T0 IJIABHOH 11eJ1bI0, C TOYKU 3PEHUS TIPE]I-

% Cwm.: Miller, E. A. (2006) To Balance or Not to Balance? Alignment Theory and the Commonwealth of Independent States. — Al-
dershot: Ashgate; DAnieri, P. (1997) International Cooperation among Unequal Partners: The Emergence of Bilateralism in the
Former Soviet Union. — International Politics 34 (4); Hancock, K. J. (2009) Regional Integration: Choosing Plutocracy. — New
York: Palgrave MacMillan; Obydenkova, A. (2011) Comparative Regionalism: Eurasian Cooperation and European Integration:
The Case for Neofunctionalism? — Journal of Eurasian Studies 2

Cwm.: Darden, K. A. (2009) Economic Liberalism and Its Rivals: The Formation of International Institutions among the Post-Soviet
States. — Cambridge: Cambridge University Press

Cwm.: Malfliet, K., Verpoest, L., and E. Vinokurov (eds., 2007) The CIS, the EU and Russia: Challenges of Integration. — London:

Palgrave MacMillan; Molchanov, M., and Y. Yevdokimov (2005) The European Union versus Russia: Evaluating aftractiveness

of inter-state cooperation in the post-Soviet space. In: Papanikos, T. G. (ed.) International research on global affairs. — Athens:

Athens Institute for Education and Research

Cwm.: Molchanov, M. (2011) The Hubbless Spokes: Competitive Regionalism in Eurasia. Mimeo; Molchanov, M. (2009) Regionali-
zation from Above. Mimeo

5 Cm.: Libman, A., and A. Vinokurov (2012) Post-Soviet Integration and the Interaction of Functional Bureaucracies. — Review of
International Political Economy, rotoBuTCA K neyartu

80 Cwm.: Gleason, G. (2004) The Reintegration of Eurasia: Functional Theory and Inter-State Policy Coordination. In: Khudolev, K.
(ed.) Post-Communist Countries in the Globalized World. — St. Petersburg

6" Cwm.: Jackson, N. (2003) Russian Foreign Policy and the CIS: Theories, Debates, and Actions. — New York and London: Rout-

ledge

Cwm., Hanpumep: Voitovich, S. A. (1993) The Commonwealth of Independent States: An Emerging Institutional Model. — Euro-

pean Journal of International Law 4; Balayan, O. M. (1999) Institutionelle Struktur der Wirtschaftsintegration in der Gemeinschaft

Unabhaengiger Staaten (GUS) Eine rechtliche Untersuchung der Organisation der GUS im Vergleich zur Europaeischen Ge-

meinschaft. — Berlin: Duncker & Humblott; Danilenko, G. M. (1999) The Economic Court of the Commonwealth of Independent

States. — International Law and Politics 31

8 Cm., Hanpumep: Dragneva, L. (2007) CIS Model Legislation and Its Contributions to Company Law Reform and Harmonization,
in: Dragneva, L. (ed.) Investor Protection in the CIS. — Leiden: Martinus Nijhoff; Dragneva, R., and J. de Koort (2007) The Legal
Regime for Free Trade in the Commonwealth of Independent States. — International and Comparative Law Quarterly 56 (2);
Dragneva, R. (2004) Is ‘Soft’ Beautiful? Another Perspective on Law, Institutions, and Integration in the CIS. — Review of Central
and East European Law 29 (3)

64 Cm.: Orlowski, L. T. (1994) The Disintegration of the Ruble Zone: Driving Forces and Proposals for Policy Change. — Aussenwirtschaft 49;
Orlowski, L. T. (1995) Direct Transfers between the Former Soviet Union Central Budget and the Republics: Past Evidence and Current Im-
plications. — Economics of Planning 28; Dabrowski, M. (1995) The Reasons of the Collapse of the Ruble Zone. — Unpublished manuscript,
CASE

@
3

I
qQ

@
@

>
)

24



3. MexxgayHapoaHble uccriefqoBaHUA NOCTCOBETCKOM MHTErpauum

CTaBUTeEJIEH 9TOTO TTO/IXO/1A, SIBJISETCS He COACHCTBHE PAa3BUTHIO 9KOHOMUYECKOTO 1 IO THYECKOTO
COTPYIHUYECTBA MEXK/IY CTPAHAMI, & CKOpee 00eCTieueHne «B3auMHON 3aIUThI» AaBTOKPATUYECKUX
peskumoB B crpanax bCC (min, o kpaifneii mepe, MOIBITKA «H30JUPOBATh» HEKOTOPbLIE CTPAHBI
OT BHENITHUX JIEMOKPATHYECKUX BO3/IENCTBUI ). B yacTHOCTH, PETMOHATIN3M MOKET UCTIOTB30BATHCS
BO BHYTPEHHIIX TIOIMTIHYECKUX HIPAX, KaK 970 mpoucxoaut B Pocenn u Bemapycu®. Kpome Toro,
[OCTCOBETCKHE HEAEMOKPATUYECKIE CTPAHbI MOIYT «OOMEHUBATLCSI» HE TOJbKO CUMBOJMYECKOI,
HO 1 peasibHON MOIEPKKOil. DTa mpobieMa MoApobHO NCCIeI0BAHA POCCHACKIMI 0N MesKIyHa-
POJIHBIMU YUEHBIMU: TIOCJIE/IHIE PACCMATPUBAJIH, KaK (hOpMasibHble PErHOHAIbHBIE WHTETPAIIMOH-
HbIC COMIANTEHIST, Tak i HehOPMAbHBIE MEKIIPABUTE/HCTBEHHBIEC OTHOMICHISIO I CBOCOOPA3HBII
«0OMEH OTIBITOM» MEKIY aBTOKPATHYECKUMHU PEKUMAMU U O0OIIECTBAMU B TIOCTCOBETCKOM PETHO-
1e%. Hexotopbie 13 HOBEHIIIX paboT TaKsKe TOCBAICHB! BIIISHIIO PErHOHATH3AINN 1 TPAHCIPa-
HUYHBIX 9KOHOMHUYCCKIX CBA3CH HA CyGPErHOHATBHYIO JeMOKPATH3AIHO . OUeBUIHO, 4TO ITH
MyOIUKAIIT B OCHOBHOM OTHOCSITCST K ¢(hepe TTIOTUTOTIOTUH, XOTST 1 TIOJIBEP;KEHDI BIUSHIIO UCCITE-
JIOBAaHUI B 0OTACTH MEKIYHAPOIHBIX OTHOIIEHIH. EC/IM MepBOHAYATBHO ATOT BOIIPOC B OCHOBHOM
n3ydJascs y3KOH IPYIIOi yUeHbIX-CTPAHOBE/IOB, TO B IOCTEIHEE BpeMs TeMa «B3aNMHOM MOAIePIK-
KU aBTOKPATUii» BbI3bIBAET BCe OJIbIIE HHTEPECa Y OCHOBHOI MacChl MOJIUTOJIONOB (B YaCTHOCTH,
TEOPETHKOB TIEPEXOIHOTO IIEPHOJA 1 JICMOKPATHIAIIH ) .

% Cwm.: Danilovich, Alex (2006) Russian-Belarus Integration: Playing Games behind the Kremlin Wall. — Aldershot: Ash-
gate; B pYyCCKOA3bIYHON NuTepatype oTnv4HaA paboTta 6bina HanucaHa lOpuem [pakoxpyctom v Omutpuem dypmaHom,
cm.: fipakoxpycT 0. u ®ypman [l. (1998) Mepenetum nHTerpaumn, B: Pypman [. (pean.) Benopyccna n Poceua: ObwectBa
n rocyaapctea. — Mocksa: [NpaBa yenoseka

Cwm.: ®ypman [1. (2004) Poceua, CHI n EC. — Mup nepemet (3); ®enbaman [1. (2005) Bsanmopeiicteme anut ctpad CHIL — MO-
JINC; dypman [. (2010) AsurkeHune no cnnpanu: MonmTuyeckan cuctema Poccum B pAay apyrux cTpaH. — Mocksa: Becb mup
Cw.: Allison, R. (2008) Virtual Regionalism, Regional Structures and Regime Security in Central Asia. — Central Asian Survey 27
(2); Collins, Kathleen (2009) Economic and Security Regionalism among Patrimonial Authoritarian Regimes: The Case of Central
Asia. — Europe-Asia Studies 61 (2); Allison, R. (2007) Blockaden und Anreize: Autoritarismus und regionale Kooperation. — Osteu-
ropa 58 (8-9); Allison, R. (2010) Virtual Regionalism and Protective Integration in Central Asia, in: Sengupta, A., and S. Chatterjee
(2010) Eurasian Perspectives: In Search for Alternatives. — Kolkata: Shipra Publications; Cameron, D. R., Orenstein, M. (2011) Post-
Soviet Authoritarianism: The Impact of International Actors, Linkages and Alliances. — APSA 2011 Annual Meeting Paper

Cwm.: Ambrosio, T. (2009) Authoritarian Backlash: Russian Resistance to Democratization in the Former Soviet Union. — Ashgate;
Ambrosio, T. (2006) The Political Success of Russia-Belarus Relations: Insulating Minsk from a Color Revolution. — Demokrati-
zatsiya 14 (3); Silitski, V. (2006) Contagion Deterred: Authoritarianism in the Former Soviet Union (The Case of Belarus). — CD-
DRL Working Paper No. 66; Tolstrup, J. (2009) Studying a Negative External Actor: Russia’s Management of Stability and Instabil-
ity in the ‘Near Abroad’ — Democratization 16; Burnell, P, and O. Schlumberger (eds, 2010) Promoting Democracy — Promoting
Autocracy? — International Politics and National Political Regimes. — Special Issue of Contemporary Politics, Vol. 16, No. 1
Cwm.: Herd, G. P. (2005) Colorful Revolutions and the CIS: «Manufactured» versus «Managed» Democracy. — Problems of Post-
Communism 52; Silitski, V. (2005) Preempting Democracy: the Case of Belarus. — Journal of Democracy 16; Hale, H. E. (2005)
Regime Cycles: Democracy, Autocracy, and Revolution in Post-Soviet Eurasia. -World Politics 58; Hale, H. E. (2006) Democracy
or Autocracy on the March? The Colored Revolutions as Normal Dynamics of Patronal Presidentialism. — Communist and Post-
Communist Studies 39 (3); Silitski, V. (2010) «Survival of the Fittest»: Domestic and International Dimensions of the Authoritarian
Reaction in the former Soviet Union following the Colored Revolution. — Communist and Post-Communist Studies 43 (4); Kubi-
cek, P. (2011) Are Central Asian Leaders Learning from Upheavels in Kyrgyzstan? — Journal of Eurasian Studies 2

Cwm.: Obydenkova, A., and A. Libman (2011) Rethinking the Nature and Impact of External Factors on Regime Transition: Lessons
for the Russian Regions. — Mimeo

Kak y>xe oTMeueHo, B NoCneaHne rofbl pacTeT MHTepeC K aHTMAEMOKPATUHECKUM BHELHUM hakTopaM, T.e. BKnaay Heaemo-
KPaTU4ECKNX PEXMMOB B CTAHOBNEHWE APYrMX HeAEeMOKPaTUYECKUX PEXVMOB (TaK HasblBaeMblii ABTOpUTapHbIN VHTepHaumo-
Harn), cM., Hanpumep: Ambrosio, Th. (2010) Constructing a Framework of Authoritarian Diffusion: Concepts, Dynamics, and Future
Research. — International Studies Perspectives 11 (4). NocTcoBeTckuin permoHanuam (Bmecte ¢ CoBETOM COTPYAHNYECTBA CTPaH
Mepcuackoro 3anmea Bo BpemA «apabCckoi BeCHbl» 1 LLlaHxalckol opraHu3aumnein coTpyaHU4ecTBa) ABMAETCA, NO-BUAUMOMY,
OfHVM 13 Hanbonee 04eBUAHbIX MPYMEPOB, OTBEYAIOWMX AAaHHON (hopMe B3anMOAENCTBUA Mexay pexxumamun. B yactHocTw,
BO BpeMA KoHpepeHLmMn AMEPUKAHCKOI accoLmaLmm nonmTnieckon Hayku B 2011 roay aToii Teme bl NOCBALLEHbI BE CEKLIN.
Ha oaHon 13 Hux («BHelwHne cybbekTbl N NonUTUYHEeCcKne n3aMeHeHnna») obeyxxaanack pabota Banepu ByHc n coasTopos, uc-
cnenyowmx popMbl COTPYAHNYECTBA MeX Ay aBTOKPATUAMM B YCIIOBMAX BHELLUHErO AAaBMIEHNA CO CTOPOHbI JEeMOKPaTU4eCKoro
coobLecTBa. lpyrasa cekuma («BnmaHne aHTW-rereMOHUCTCKUX CWM Ha AEMOKpaTU3aLmIo Mocne XONnoAHON BOWMHbI») BKIoYana
B cebA Tpu paboTbl, yaenaoLye OCHOBHOE BHMaHNEe NOCTCOBETCKOMY NMPOCTPAHCTBY (HanucaHHble JlykaHom Banem, [JaBnaom
KamepoHom, Mutyennom OpeHcTenHoM, 1 TuMoTy KonToHOM), KOTopble rmaBHbIM 06pa3oM NOCBALLEHb! aHTUAEMOKPATUHECKOMY
POCCUIACKOMY BIIMAHWIO B PErMOHE, N B KOTOPbIX AeaeTCA BblBO/, O HE3HAYUTENbHOM U HEOAHO3HAYHOM ((haKTUYECKM, YXXe eCTb
np1Mepbl, Koraa BinAHMe Poccnmn KocBEHHO NoaaepXuBano npoLeccsl AemokpaTuaaumm B ctpaHax BCC) xapakTepe nocneaHero.
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NCCNEOOBAHMA PETMIOHANTBHOW MHTETPALINK
B CHI M LLEHTPANbHOW A3UIA

BeposiTHO, MOKHO BBIZIEJINTB /[BA HATIPABJIEHNUS 9TOIT inTepatypsl. IlepBoe (1 noka 6osiee pacipo-
cTpaHeHHOe) paccMarprBaeT Poccrio Kak aHTHIEMOKPATHYECKYIO CHILY M TAKHM 00Pa3oM, B HEKO-
TOPOM CMBbICJIE, 6epeT Ha BOOPY/KEHUE TE3UC «TUIUYHOI PabOThb» O OCTCOBETCKOI MHTErpaIuu,
KaK MHCTPYMEHTE POCCHICKOTO 0OMUHUPOBANUSL, TIEPEBOJISI 9TO SIBJIEHUE C SI3BIKA TEOIOJINTUKN
(«tronbITka Poccuyt KOHTpoJIMpoBaTh cocefinne TOCYAAapCTBar) Ha SI3BIK CPABHUTEIBHOM 110JIN-
Tostoruu («IonbITKa Poccnn co3path cucTeMy aBTOKPATHil B COCETHUX TOCYAAPCTBAX»). DTOT
[EePEXO/l MMeET HEKOTOPhIE MPENMYIecTBa (B HEM PAcCMaTPUBAETCsI TOPasno Gosee MUPOKHII
CIEKTP BOIIPOCOB, YeM TIPN CTAHAAPTHOM BOCTIPHUSTUN TEOTTOJNTHIECKUX KOH(MINKTOB, KaK UTPLI
C HYJIEBBIM MCXOIOM, XapPaKTEPHOM [IJIsT «THITUIHON PabOThI» ) M HEAOCTATKY (TIOTOKEHUE O TOM,
4yTo Poccust cTpeMuTest K KOHTPOJIIO U ITOJINTHYECKOMY JJOMIHUPOBAHHUIO Ha ITOCTCOBETCKOM IIPO-
CTPAHCTBE BBITJISAUT rOPA3H0 0ojiee COOTBETCTBYIONIUM ACHCTBUTEILHOCTH, YeM TE3UC O TOM,
4yTo Poccus co3HaTesbHO cO3/1aeT aBTOKPATHH B COCEAHUX TOCYAAPCTBAX — aBTOKPATUN MOTYT
BO3HUKHYTH KaK TOOOYHBIN TIPOAYKT MOMBITOK CO3/ATh JIOSITbHBIE PEKUMBI, HO BO3HUKHOBEHUE
TaKOro MOGOYHOTO MPOJYKTa BOBCe HeoOsizaresbHo. Kpome Toro, Poccust MOKeT mojiepKarh
1 CO3/laHKe IEMOKPATUIeCKUX PEKUMOB (1 B HEKOTOPOM CMBbICJIE JleslaeT 9TO, HallpuMep, B CIIy-
vae ¢ Keipreseramom B 2010 roxy), ecam 310 B 60JIbINel CTEMEHH OTBEYAET €€ TeOmOTuTHIe-
CKUM WHTepecaMm). B mestom (B 0TIm4Me OT CUTYAIMN ¢ «TUITIYHO paboTOi» ), B TAHHOM CJIydae,
[O-BIIIMOMY, KOHCEHCYC B HAYIHOM COOOIIECTBE B OTHOIIEHUHU CYIIECTBOBAHUS POCCHIICKOTO
AHTU/IEMOKPATHYECKOTO BJINSHUSL OTCYTCTBYET: €CJI HEKOTOPbIE PabOThI TTOATBEPKAAIOT HAJIM-
Ype TAaKOTO BJIMSTHUS, TO PYTHE J0KA3BIBAIOT, YTO €T0 HeT. MHOTHe MyOJIMKaIny OTMEYaioT He00-
XOJIUMOCTD JAJIbHEHILEr0 U3YYeHUs TOIO BOIPOCA € TeM, YTOObI OIPEAENUTh KOHKPETHBIE Iy TH
BJINSIHUS ¥ BO3MO’KHDBIE ITOCTIEACTBHS.

[lpyroe HarpasJsieHMe 3TOI JMTEpaTypbl PacCMaTPUBAET MOCTCOBETCKOE WHTErPAIMOHHOE CO-
00IIECTBO KaK KOAIMIMIO aBTOKPATUI, IOAMEPKUBAOIIMX [APYr APYyra, HO HeoOs3aTeIbHO
n3-3a gaBnaenus Poccun. Ckopee c4MTaeTcs, 4TO aBTOKPATUN PAa3BUBAIOTCS B pe3yJbTaTe code-
TaHWs BHYTPEHHUX (DAKTOPOB M B3AUMHOTO MOJPAKAHUS U CTAPAIOTCS MOJJIEPIKATh APYT Ipyra
4yepes COTPYAHUYECTBO. DT UCCIEAOBAHUSA UMEIOT HECKOIBKO IPEUMYIIECTB U OUYeHb CUIBHO OT-
JIMYAIOTCSL OT «TUIMYHOI paboThi». BO-1IepBbIX, OHU MOCBSILIEHbI CKOPEE HE PeaibHOl MEKIyHA-
POJIHOI MEPAPXUH 1 COOTHOIIEHNIO CHJI B MEK/IYHAPO/IHBIX OTHOIIEHUX (KOTOPbIE SIBJISIOTCS He-
O/THO3HAYHBIMH B [TOCTCOBETCKOM MHUPE), & CUMBOJINYECKUM JIEHCTBUIM U GHYMPEHHell NOIUMUKE
aBTOKpaTuil. Bo-BTOPBIX, OHNU He PacleHUBAIOT TOCTCOBETCKUI PErHOHATN3M KaK BCETO JIUIIb UH-
CTPYMEHT JaBJICHUS B POCCUICKON BHENTHEN IMOUTHKe. B CyIHOCTH, aHATHN3 «3aIUTHON MHTe-
rpanun» sICHO NMOKa3bIBaeT, moueMy Poccust siBJIsieTcst 4acTo, CKopee, ITaCCUBHbIM, YeM aKTUBHbBIM
YYACTHUKOM MOCTCOBETCKOTO PErroHaIn3Ma 1 [oYeMy Jpyrie aBTokpaTin (Takue Kak besapycs)
MOTYT ObITh TaK 3aMHTEPECOBAHDI B MOAAepKaHuy Hea(hHEKTUBHBIX U HepabOTAIOIIUX HHTErpa-
[MOHHBIX PUTYAIOB. XOPOILIWii IIPUMEP — KPaTKOCPouHOe wieHcTBo Y3bekucrana B EBpA3ECe,
KOTOPOE, C OJTHON CTOPOHBI, COOTBETCTBYET KOHIEMIINN «B3aUMHOI MO/IEP:KKU» WIEHOB ABTOPHU-
tapHoro MuTtepHaionaia (Tak B 9TON JUTEpaType 4acTo Ha3bIBAETCST COODIECTBO aBTOKPATHIL ),
a ¢ IPyTO CTOPOHBI, He MMeeT HUKAKOTO OTHOIICHUS K AaBJIeHUI0 uin Biausanuio Poccun. W maxo-
Hell, 9TH TPY/Ibl Oeticmaumeivio 00 bICHSIOT, II0YeMY aBTOKPATUH B OJHUX CTPAHAX MOTYT CIIOCO0-
CTBOBATh YTBEPIK/IECHUIO ABTOKPATHH B JIPYTUX TOCYapCTBaX HA MOCTCOBETCKOM ITPOCTPAHCTBE —
IIOTOMY, YTO PEKUMBI IIBITAIOTCS HE JIOIYCTUTD PACIIPOCTPAHEHUST ATbTePHATUBHOI HHMOpMaIun
0 JIleMOKpaTusanumn y oamkaimux «coceneii». OHaKoO 9TOT BU MCCAE0OBAHNHN, O-BUIUMOMY,

JKe MeHee PACIPOCTPAHEH, YeM nepBbH‘/’I”.

72 HackonbkO MHe M3BECTHO, 3TOT TWUMN MCCnefoBaHUin 6onee NOMynApeH B aHanu3e LEHTpasibHO-a3nMaTCKoro pernoHanmama,
rae cobnasH 06BMHATL Poccuto (1 cocpenoTounTbeA Ha Poccum kak amMnupuyecky 6onee OCTYNHOM 06BbEKTE nccneaoBaHna)
ropasgo MeHblue.
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3. MexxgayHapoaHble uccriefqoBaHUA NOCTCOBETCKOM MHTErpauum

PaboThl 10 «3aIMNUTHON WHTETPAIIMNY OY€Hb BAsKHBI C €Ile OAHOM TOYKU 3PEHHST: PACCMOTPEHHAST
BBITIIE JINTepaTypa M0 HHCTUTYTaM ITOCTCOBETCKON WHTETPaIliy y/essgeT MHOTO BHUMAHWS ITPUYN-
HaM Hey/au IIOCTCOBETCKOr0 PErHOHANM3MA, HO He COCOOHA OObACHUTH IIPOIOJIKAIONIEECsT yua-
CTHE MOCTCOBETCKUX TOCYIAPCTB B HOBBIX PAyHAAX «MHTErPALMOHHBIX PUTYAJIOB», OCOOEHHO eCJIi
yuecTh ux caabyio abeKTHBHOCTD B PONLIoM. JIOTHKA «3alllUTHOH MHTETPAIInHy — OJIHO U3 BO3-

MOKHBIX OObSICHEHIH -,

Pernonamsamusa u markas cwia: Illecroil mmact smrepaTypbl KOHIIEHTPUPYeT CBOE BHUMAHUE
Ha MOCTCOBETCKON perroHanm3armu. MoKHO BBIIEINTH JIBe TPYTIIIbI TAKUX nccaenoBannii. [lepsas
npesk/e Beero oOpaiiaer BHUMaHUE Ha <[IOJIMTUYECKYIO JIOTHKY, JIEKAILYIO B OCHOBE IIPSIMBIX MHO-
CTPAHHBIX MHBECTUIMI U TOPTOBJIM HA TIOCTCOBETCKOM IIPOCTPAHCTBE M, B KOHEYHOM HTOTE, PacCMa-
TPUBAET PACIIMPEHIE SIKOHOMUUECKHX CBsI3el KaK IIPUMEp «MSITKOr0» JIaBJIeHUs], UCIIOIb3yeMoro Poc-
cHeil BMECTO TPaIHI{MOHHBIX BOCHHBIX 1 [OJTUTHYECKIX HHCTPYMEHTOB | 1. SHAUMTEILHOI IpoGIeMoit
ITUX UCCJCTOBAHUN SIBIISIETCS TO, UTO WX OCHOBHOE TOJIOJKEHUE — MPeoOIaaHne MOJUTHKA B MEK-
JIyHAPOIHON 9KCIIAHCHK POCCHICKOTO OM3HECA — HMIIMPUYECKH BEChMA CIIOPHO (3TOT (haKkTop, HECO-
MHEHHO, IIPUCYTCTBYET B OT/EJIBHBIX CJIy4asiX, OJIHAKO IPE/ICTABJIEHHE O [JIABEHCTBOBAHUH MOJIUTHYE-
CKMX COOOPasKEHUIT B IPUHATUM PEIIEHUI 0 POCCUMCKUX MHBECTUIIMAX 3a PyOEsKOM OIPOBEPraeTcst
MHOTHMH HcceoBatessiMu ). TakiM 06pasoM, aBTOPOB GOIIBIIE HHTEPECYIOT KOHKPETHBIC ACTICKTHI

B3aMMOJICHCTBISL, HAIIPIMEP, TOProBIIst Poccrei HedThIo 1 ra30M Ha TIOCTCOBETCKOM IPOCTPAHCTBE o,

[TosToMy BTOpast rpyrmna ucciegoBaHuil (Mog0OHO POCCUIICKMM aHAJIoraM) KOHIIEHTPUPYETCsT
Ha U3YYEHUN PeaibHON JIOTHKH 9KOHOMUYECKUX cBsiseil Mexky crpaHamMu BCC. B GosbiinHeTBe
caly4yaeB Takue paboThl OTHOCSATCS K MCCJAE0BAHUAM OU3HECA U MeHepkMenTa’ . B aTux paboTax
KaK B TAKOBBIX He JEJIAeTCS IIOIBITKY OObICHUTD X0 PErMOHAMU3ALNHI Ha II0CTCOBETCKOM IIPO-
crpanctBe. OHu GoJIbIIIe HAllEIEHbI HA N3yYeHe BOSHUKHOBEHUS U PA3BUTHS POCCUHCKUX TPaHC-
HalMOHAJIbHBIX KOMIIAHUI, IPU3HABAs IIPU 9TOM, 4TO MHOTHe roctcoBerckrue THK nmeror cuiib-
HYIO PETHMOHAIBHYIO HallpaBJeHHOCTh. Ha cerofHAIHMIT IeHb CYIIECTBYET Psi/l IETAlbHbBIX PaboT,
UCCIIEYIONNUX POCCUNCKIE UHBECTUIINH B TIOCTCOBETCKOM PETMOHE U MPSIMble MHBECTHUIIMH POC-
CHICKUX TPAHCHAIIMOHAJIBHBIX KOMITAHWIA 32 PyOEKOM B IEJIOM ¢ TOYKH 3PEHHS UX PErHOHAb-
HBIX HpI/IOpI/ITeTOB78. Kpowme toro, ITanbesponeiickuii uHCTUTYT B TypKy perysisipHo myGauKyer

7 Cm.: Libman, A. (2007) Regionalization and Regionalism in the Post-Soviet Space: Current Status and Implications for Institu-
tional Development. Europe-Asia Studies 59 (3)

™ Cwm.: Nygren, B. (2008) The Rebuilding of Greater Russia: Putin’s Foreign Policy Towards the CIS Countries. — Abingdon: Routledge;
Nygren, B. (2008) Russia’s Use of Natural Gas to Reintegrate the CIS Region. — Problems of Post-Communism 55; Tsygankov, A.
(2006) If Not By Tanks, Then By Banks? The Role of Soft Power in Putin’s Foreign Policy. — Europe-Asia Studies 58

75 Cm.: Hanson, P. (2010) Russia's Inward and Outward Foreign Direct Investment: Insights into the Economy. — Eurasian Geog-
raphy and Economics 51 (5); Kalotay, K. (2002) Outward Foreign Direct Investments and Government in Central and Eastern
Europe. — Journal of World Investment 3 (2)

6 Cwm., Hanpumep: Orttung, R. W., and I. Overland (2011) A Limited Toolbox: Explaining the Constraints on Russia’s Foreign Energy
Policy. — Journal of Eurasian Studies 2 (1)

77 X0TA HEKOTOPbIE UCCNEAOBaHMA TaKxXe paccMaTpmuBaloT BOMPOC MUrpaLmmn Ha NMoCcTCOBETCKOM MPOCTpaHcTBe, cM.: Korobkov,
A. V. (2007) Migration Trends in Central Eurasia: Politics versus Economics. — Communist and Post-Communist Studies 40

78 Cm.: Crane, K. W,, Peterson, D. J., and O. Oliker (2005) Russian Investments in the Commonwealth of Independent States. —
Eurasian Geography and Economics 46; Filippov, S. (2010) Russian Companies: The Rise of New Multinationals. — International
Journal of Emerging Markets 5 (3/4); Sethi, D. (2009) Are Multinational Enterprises from Emerging Markets Global, Local or
Regional? — European Management Journal 27; Filatochey, ., Buck, T., and M. Write (1993) Soviet All-Union Enterprises as
New Multinationals in the CIS. — International Executive 35 (6); Kalotay, K. (2010) The Future of Russian Outward Foreign Direct
Investment and the Eclectic Paradigm: What Changes after the Crisis of 2008-2009. — Competitio 9 (1), a Takxxe MHOXecTBO
apyrux pa6ot Kanbmana Kanotaa u coaBTopoB. Takxe cnefyeT ynomaHyTb paboTty lOgaHosa (Yudanov, A. (2000) Economic
Change and the National Question in Twentieth-Century USSR/Russia: The Enterprise Level, in: Teichova, A., Matis, H., and
J. Patek (eds) Economic Change and the National Question in Twentieth-Century Europe. — Cambridge), B koTopoi asTop
yKasblBaeT Ha CyLLecTBOBaHMe «CoobLwecTBa NpeanpuATuUin», nepexmsLlumx pacnag CCCP. B aTom cny4ae, onATb e, TPYAHO
onpefennTb, NPUHAANEXUT NN aBTOP K POCCUICKOMY WIIN Xe K MeX/yHapoAHOMY COOBLIECTBY, Tak Kak OH xuBeT B Poccum,
HO AaHHaA ero paboTa B OCHOBHOM PacrnpoCTPaHAETCA Ha aHMIUIACKOM A3bIKe.
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JOKJIAJIBI IO 9TOH TeMe, MO OOIINM HA3BAHIEM «JKCIAHCHS MM HCXOM» . BOJIBIIIMHCTBO pa-
6OT B 9TOi 06JIACTHU SBJISIOTCS YUCTO ONUCATENbHBIMU U CKOHIIEHTPUPOBAHBI HA UCCJIE0OBAHUN
KOHKDETHBIX CIydaeB (OISITh JKe, TOM00H0 aHAJIOTHYHBIM poccuiickuMm paboram). OnHAKO B He-
KOTOPBIX MCCIEOBAHMSX HCHOMb3YIOTCS IKOHOMETpIUecKue MeTob . Takum 06pasoM, ecth
OYEBU/IHBIC MTapaJlIeI MEKLY PasBUTUEM JTOIH JINTEPATyPbl B MEKLYHAPOAHOM U POCCUHCKOM
AKaJIEMITYECKUX COOOIIECTBAX.

VIHTEpecHo, 4TO TO TaKKe SBJASETCS OAHOM U3 obmacTel, Te poccuiickast HayKa akTUBHO pearu-
DYET Ha UCCHIE0BAHUS, TPOBOAMMbIE MEXK/IYHAPOIAHBIM YUEHbIM CO00MIECTBOM (B OOJIBLUIMHCTBE
JPYTHUX CITy4daeB paboThl, MyOIHKYyeMbIe B MESKTYHAPOAHBIX JKYPHAIAX, TPAKTUIECKU HE OKa3bIBAIOT
HUKAKOTO BIMSHUSA Ha AUCKYCCUIO B POCCUICKUX HAYYHBIX Kpyrax). B vacTHOCTH, HEKOTOPBIE POC-
CUICKHE yYeHble HACTPOEHbBI KpaiiHe KPUTHYECKHU 110 OTHOIIEHUIO K MEK/YHAPOIHBIM I1yOIUKAI-
sIM — BO-TIEPBBIX, IOTOMY YTO IOCJIE/IHIE, KAK UM IIPEJCTABJISETCS], UTHOPUPYIOT PYCCKOSI3bIYHYIO
JIUTEPATYPY, & BO-BTOPBIX, IOTOMY YTO OHU YACTUYHO MIPEHEOPEraloT Ka4eCTBOM JaHHBIX .

Yro KacaeTcs MepBoil MpobJIeMbl, OHA KasKeTCsT HEM30EeKHOM, €CIIM O/[HA U Ta JKe TEMa UCCIIELYETCst
JIBYMsT PasHBIMU HayYHBIMU COOOTIECTBAMI: TIOXOKast CUTYAIINs YoKe CKJIAIbIBAIACh B OTHOIIEHUSX
MEKIy HEMEIKOSI3bIYHBIMU U AHTJIOSI3BIYHBIMU 9KOHOMUCTaMU. EJMHCTBEHHOE IPAKTUYECKOE pe-
IIeHne aToi PobIeMbl (KOTOPOE TakKe ObIIIO UCIOIB30BAHO B TPaHC(HOPMAIIUU HEMEITKON SKOHO-
MUYECKOi HAYKI®Z) 3aKIII0YAETCS B TOM, UTO WIEHAM MEHBIIIETO aKaJeMIeCKOro coobecTsa (T.e.
POCCUICKHMM WCCJE0BATENSIM) HEOOXOAMMO TIBITAThCsT MyOIMKOBATh CBOM PabOTHI 3a PYOEKOM
M OCYIIECTBJIATh AKTUBHYIO CTPATErNIO MHTETPAIUI B MUPOBOE HAyuHOE COOOIIECTBO. SICHO, UTO Ta-
Kasi MHTErPAIsi COMPSIKEHA C CePhE3HBIMI TPYAHOCTAMI®, OIHAKO OHA TPEJICTABIISIETCS BIIOJIHE
JOCTHKUMOIT T1€TbI0, TI0 KpaiiHell Mepe, B OTAaleHHOI niepenekTuse. JIpyroro BbIxoaa, B J060M
cJlydae, y HUX HET — Hay4Hast KOMMYHUKaIks Gosree ahHeKTUBHA, eCIU BEAETCs 10 0OINM TIPaBH-
JIaM ¥ Ha 0011IeM SI3bIKE, U 9THM SI3bIKOM HEM30€KHO CTAHOBUTCS SI3bIK G0JIee KPYITHOTO COOOIIECTBA.

BTOpaH HpO6]IeMa, B HEKOTOPOM CMbICJIE€, CBOAUTCA K 6aJ1chy MEXAY III0CaMU 1 MUHYCaMU: pa-
6OTI)I, HalluCaHHbIE pOCCI/IfICKHMI/I Y4€HbIMH, HYaCTO OCHOBAHbI Ha 6oJiee KayecTBEHHOM I/IH(I)Op-
Maluu, O/IJHaKO OHM 00bIYHO cirabee TEOPETUYECKN U ITOUYTU BCErJga 3HaYUTEJIbHO ciabee METO/10-
JIOTNYECKH, YEM Hy6JII/IKaHI/II/I B MEK/YHApPpO/JHbIX JKypHaJlaX. ITO SABJISIETCS OJITHUM M3 TI'JIaBHBIX
HpeHHTCTBI/IfI K X BOCIIpHUATUIO 3a py6e)KOM, TaK KaK MEX/IYHapOJIHO€ Hay4YHO€E COO6H_[eCTBO

NPpeAbABIIACT BBICOUAIIIIIE Tpe6OBaHI/IH B OTHOIIEHMH KadeCTBa SMHI/IpI/I‘{GCKOI‘/JI METO/10JIOTHH,

KOTOPbIM MHOTHE pOCCI/IIL/'ICKI/Ie ydyeHbl€ HE COOTBeTCTByIOT84.

3.2. Nurterpanus B llentpanbHoii A3un

B orsmune ot Apyrux cyOperuoHoOB MOCTCOBETCKOTO MPOCTPAHCTBA (HATIPUMEP, TPEYrOJbHUK

Poccug-Yxkpanna-benapycs), [lentpasbiag Asus ctasa IpeIMeTOM He3aBUCUMON HAYYHON Jin-

TEepaTypbl, KOTOPasd, XOTA U IIEPEILIETACTCA C UCCACJOBAHNEM IIOCTCOBETCKOTO IIPOCTPAaHCTBA B 1€~

7 CMm., Hanpumep: Vahtra, P. (2005) Russian Investments in the CIS — Scope, Motivation and Leverage. — Pan-European Insti-
tute, Turku School of Economics, Electronic Publication No. 9; Vahtra, P. (2007) Expansion or Exodus? — The New Leaders
among the Russian TNCs. — Pan-European Institute, Turku School of Economics, Electronic Publication No. 13, a Tak>e MHorve
MNHTEpeCcHble paboThbl, OrybnMKoBaHHbIE rMaBHbIM 06Pa30M B 3NIEKTPOHHOM BapuaHTe Ha canTax [aH-eBponencKoro MHCTUTyTa.

8 Cm.: Kalotay, K., and A. Sulstarova (2010) Modeling Russian Outward FDI. — Journal of International Management 16

81 Cm.: KysHeuoB A. (pea. 2010) BnnAHne poccuinckon MHBECTMLIMOHHON aKcnaHcum Ha obpas Poccumn B EBpone. — Mocksa:
MMEMO

8 Cm.: JInbmaH A. (2011) HemeukanA akoHOMMYecKanA Hayka: MexaHuambl TpaHcdopmaumn. — XKypHan HoBoi 9KOHOMUYECKO
accouvwaumu (8)

8 B OTHOLUEHUM POCCUICKMX UCcneaoBaHuii cMoTpu auckyccuto B: Casenbesa U. M. u Monetaes A. B. (2009) My6nukaumu poc-
CUICKMX aBTOPOB B 3apy6exXHbIX XXypHanax no o6LwecTBEHHbIM U 'yMaHUTapHbIM aucumnnnHam B 1993-2008 rr. — MpenpuHT
BLL3 Ne6/2009/02

84 OpHako crnegyeT OTMETUTb, YTO eCTb NpUMepbl Nybnnkaummn paboT POCCUIMCKUX UccneaoBaTenein B MeXayHapoaHbIX XXypHa-
nax, cM., Hanpumep: Kuznetsov, A. (2010) Urgent Tasks for Research on Russian TNCs. — Transnational Corporations 19 (3)
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JIOM, UM€EET CBOU COOCTBEHHBIE e/ 1 IIPEMEThI MHTepeca (a TaksKe 5Ky PHasbl 1 KOH(MEPEH N ).
BHuMaHue MEXIyHAPOAHOTO HAYYHOTO COOOIIECTBA K HEHTPAIbHO-a3UATCKOI HHTErpalu To-
paszio MpUCTaJbHee, YeM K TeMe TIOCTCOBETCKOTO PETMOHAJIN3MA, YTO, B HEKOTOPOM CMBbICJIE, Y/IU-
BUTETbHO. [[efiCTBUTETBHO, B TO BpEMST Kak MHTepeC K n3ydeHnio Poccun ocabeBaet mpakTmye-
CKM BO BCeX OOIECTBEHHBIX HayKaX, UccieqoBanst, Kacaouuecst LleHTpaibHoii A3uu, ocTaiores
AKTYaJIbHBIMU, OTpaKad, TPYJAHOCTU, CBA3aHHbIE C TIOHNUMAaHUEM CUTYallu B HEHTPAJIbHO-a3uaT-
CKUX cTpaHax 6e3 riyOoKMX 3HaHUU 0cobeHHOCTEel perrnoHa. B TO BpeMsi Kak MHOTHE UCCIe0-
BaTeJIM OTPAHUYMBAIOT CBOHM MHTEPEC TeM, YTO MOXKHO Ha3BaTh <«IOCTCOBeTcKol IlenTpampHoit
Asueit» (1.e. Kazaxcran, Keiproiscran, Ysbexkucrat, Tajpkukucran u TypKkMeHucTaH), Ipyrue
MIBITAIOTCS BKJIIOYUTH B CBOM aHAJW3 CTPaHbl, Haxojsdiuecs 3a npeneramu tepputopun bCC
(marpumep, Kuraii, Apranucran, [Takucran, Unaus u Monromms). JIpyroit nHTepecHOIT 4epToii
HTOU JIUTEPATYPbI ABJISIETCSA 3HAYUTEILHO OTIUYAIONIUIACS HOPMATUBHbII (HOKYC paboT 110 uHTe-
rpaiuu B llentpamproii A3un. B oTHOMEHNN TOCTCOBETCKOI MHTETPAINH, TO-BUAUMOMY, IOMHU-
HUpYIolIel (HO He eJINHCTBEHHOIN) SIBJISIETCSI JIOBOJIBHO CKEIITHYECKAs! TOUKA 3PEHUST: B TO BPEMs
KaK OJTHM HaOJIOaTe Tl CIUTAIOT, YTO pernoHanbHast nuterpanus na teppuropun bCC MoxeT
BHECTHU TOJIOKUTEJBbHBIN BKJIAJ[ B 9KOHOMUUYECKOE PA3BUTHE, JAPYTHe OIEHUBAIOT MOCTEICTBUS
WHTerpanun HeraTusHo. B otHomenun [lenTpanbuoit A3un, oHAKO, UCCIEI0OBATETN B OCHOBHOM
CXOIATCA BO MHEHWH, YTO UHTETPAINA CHOCO6Ha JIaThb TO3SUTUBHBIE PE3yJJabTaTbl: BO MHOTUX pa-
GoTax peruoHaIbHasA HHTErPALUs PACCMATPUBACTCS KAK BO3MOYKHbII HCTOUHUK 9KOHOMUYECKOTO
pOCTaSS. Maptun Crexjep fake Ha3bIBaeT OTCYTCTBHUe coTpyanudecTBa B LlenTpasbuoit Azun
«rrarosorueii» .

CymiecTByeT, BO3MOXKHO, HECKOJIBKO IIPUYNH PA3HOTO OTHOIIEHHS K IIOCTCOBETCKOM MHTErpannm
u unrerpaiuu B [lenrpanbHoit Asuu B Hayunbix paborax. Bo-nepsbix, Ilentpanbhas Asust co-
CTOMT U3 IPYIIIbI CTPAH, HE MMEIOIINX BBIXO/IA K MOPIO, M CTAJIKHUBAIOIIUXCS C OTPOMHBIMU TPY/I-
HOCTSIMII TIPH BBIXOJIE HA MEPOBBIC PHIHKH® . TaKIM 00Pa30M, PErHOHATbHAS MHTEIPALS TPE/-
CTaBJISAETCS PALMOHAIBHBIM PEIICHUEM, CIIOCOOCTBYIONIUM HKOHOMUYECKOMY POCTy. Bo-BTOpBIX,
B llenTpasbnoil Asun HeT anbTePHATUBBI PErMOHANLHON uHTerpanuu: B Bocrounoit Espome
eBpOIIeiiCKast HHTErpalisi MOKET [OKa3aThCsl 00Jiee MPUBJIEKATEIbHOM, YeM YYacTUe B MOCTCO-
BETCKOM peruoHajiusme (4ro, Kak yyke ObLII0 OTMEYEHO, OYeHb YacTO UHTEPIIPETUPYETCs: U POC-
CUICKIMI M MEXK/[yHAPOIHBIMI UCCJIEI0BATEISIMI KaK B3aMONCKIII0Yalolne BapuanTsr). U, Ha-
KOHEIl, B-TPETbUX, «TUIMYHAS Pab0oTa» 110 MOCTCOBETCKON MHTErPalluyl B <«3alaHOU BEPCUU»
OKa3bIBAET OUEHb MAJIO BJIMSHUS HA UCCJIe/IOBAaHI pernoHanuama B LlenrpasnbHoit A3un 1 10aTo-
My PEruoHaJIbHasi HHTErPALMst BPsiL Jii OyJIeT PACCMATPUBATLCS C TOYKU 3PEHUS YCTAHOBJICHUS
rocuiozictsa (unrerpanus Kasaxcrana u Kbiproiscrana o4eBUIHbIM 00Pa30M HE UMEET HUKAKOTrO
OTHOIIEHUS K «poccuiickomy umiepuaiusmy» ). Haobopor, IlenTpaibhast A3ust BOCIPHUHUMAET-
Cs1 CKBO3b ITPU3MY CTaHAAPTHBIX TPYAOB 10 nccaenoBanusam passutus (development studies), ko-
TOPbIE PACIIEHUBAIOT PETMOHAIBHYIO MHTETPAIUIO KaK BaKHBIN MOJOKUTEIbHBIN (DAKTOP 9KOHO-
MUYECKOro passutust (paboter 1o IleHTpanbHol Asuu, B oTimune ot paboT 1Mo MOCTCOBETCKOMY

8 Cm.: Green, D. J. (2001) Regional Co-operation Policies in Central Asia. — Journal of International Development 13; Bartlett, D. L.
(2001) Economic Development in the Newly Independent States: The Case for Regionalism. — European Journal of Development
Research 13; Geyikdagi, N. V. (2005) Regional Integration in Central Asia. — Journal of Asia Pacific Business 6; Gleason, G. (2001)
Inter-State Cooperation in Central Asia: from the CIS to the Shanghai Forum. — Europe-Asia Studies 53; UNDP (2005) Central Asia
Human Development Report: Bringing Down Barriers. — Bratislava: UNDP; Badykova, N. (2006) Regional Cooperation in Central
Asia: A View from Turkmenistan. — Problems of Economic Transition 48 (8); Olimova, S., Kurbonov, S., Petroy, G., and Z. Kahhorova
(2006) Regional Cooperation in Central Asia: A View from Tajikistan. — Problems of Economic Transition 48 (9)

8 Cwm.: Spechler, M. C. (2001) Regional Non-Cooperation in Central Asia: A Pathology, in: Sutcliffe, P. (ed.) NATO Economic Col-
loquium. — Brussels: NATO

8 Cm.: World Bank (2009) World Development Report 2009: Reshaping Economic Geography. — Wash.: World Bank; Raballand,
G., Kunth, A., and Richard A. (2005) Central Asia’s Transport Burden and Its Impact on Trade. — Economic Systems 29
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MTPOCTPAHCTBY B TIEJIOM, MOSKHO HAWTU B HAYYHBIX JKyPHAJIAX HAYIYHOTO MOUHCTPUMA, TIOCBSIIIEH-
HBIX 9KOHOMHUYECKOMY Pa3BUTHIO S,

Tem He MeHee, ¢1ab0CTh perMoHANbHON MHTerpaiuu B LleHTpanbHoit Asuu nopoauia GoJbIIoe
4ncsio paboT, YACTO NPUBOSIIMX TIOXOKUE U JaKe UJICHTUYHBIE, UCIOJIb3YIOMUMUCS [IPU aHa-
JIM3€ IOCTCOBETCKOTO PErvOHaJN3Ma, apryMeHTbl (XOTs HEKOTOPble apryMeHTbI OTPaXKAloT
0COOEHHOCTH PETHOHA, TaKue Kak crernuduia KOHGIUKTOB B MEHTPAIbHO-a3UATCKOU BOIHOM
1 9HEPreTHYeCKOil crucTeMe, KOTOpasi, C OTHON CTOPOHBI, YCUJIMBAET 3HAY€HNE PETHOHAIIBHOTO CO-
TPYAHIYECTBA, HO ¢ APYTOi, CO3AACT ZOMOMHUTE IbHbIC TPyAHOCTH st noceanero)™’. Ha cospe-
MEHHOM 3Tarle Pa3BUTHSI IIEHTPAIbHO-A3NATCKUI PETMOHAIN3M O4Y€Hb YaCTO TPAKTYETCS KaK pas-
HOBU/IHOCTD «3AIIUTHOHN NHTETPAINN», KaK 1 B CJIydae ¢ OCTCOBETCKUM ITPOCTPAHCTBOM ™.

OueBUIHO, YTO Pa3MbIThbie TpaHUIlbl [leHTpasmbHON A3UU YCUIMBAIOT BHUMAHUE K €Ile OJHOMY
BOIIPOCY, KOTOPBIIT Y3Ke PACCMATPUBAJICS B KOHTEKCTE MOCTCOBETCKOI MHTETPAIUU — «ONTUMAJIb-
HOMY» MHTETPAIIIOHHOMY TIPOCTPAHCTBY C TOYKHU 3PEHUS KAK HEOJHOPOIHOCTH HMPUOPUTETOB,
TaK M CTENEHN peajbHON B3anMmoszaBucuMOCTH. Kak yske GbIIIO OTMEUEHO, 3HAUNTEIbHAS YacTh
UCCJIEIOBAHUN TIOCBsIIIIeHa KOHKPeTHO LleHTpanbHOll A3UKM U COTPYIHUYECTBY MEXKIY IISITHIO
LEHTPAIbHO-a3MaTCKUMK cTpaHamMi. OQHAKO B HEKOTOPBLIX Pab0TaX OTMEYAETCS, YTO LIEHTPAlb-
HO-a3MaTCKasi MHTErPaIis BPsi JIM SKU3HECTIOCOOHA Ge3 yyacTust B Hell JAPYTUX MOCTCOBETCKIX
CTpaHm. B elrie oiHOI rpyIine KHUT U cTaTeil HCCTeLyeTcst POJib «9KCTPAPETHOHATbHBIX> CYOhEK-
ToB (Takux Kak Kuraii u Poccust) ¢ TOUkM 3peHus IMHAMUKH TTIOJTUTHIECKOTO U 9KOHOMUYIECKOTO
corpyauudectsa B [lenTpanpHoit Asun®?. Dtu uccaenoBanus AHAIM3UPYIOT KaK MSTKYIO CHIY,
TaK ¥ TPAJAUIIUOHHBIC MHCTPYMEHTBI JaBJICHUS, UMEIOIINECs B HAJTMYUU U UCIIOJIb3YIOIINECs OT-
JIETbHBIMU 9KCTPAPETHOHATBHBIMY JIEP;KABAMU B LEJISIX YCUIeHUs cBoeii posiu B IleHTpanbHOi
Asuu. B yacTHOCTH, 3HAYNTEIbHOE BHIMAHUE B aHAIU3E Y/IeJISIeTCS OTHOCUTEIBHOMY CHUKEHUIO
poccuiickoro BiustHUS B 90-X rogax u nonbiTkam Poccun BocctanoBUTH 910 Bausinue B 2000-x,
a TaK:Ke BodpacTaiolieii poan Kuras Kak 9KOHOMHUYECKOTO M IMOJUTHYECKOTO UTPOKA B PETHOHE.

8 370, BO3MOXHO, Takxe ABMAETCA OAHOW U3 NPUYKH, novemy LieHTpanbHon A3um ynenaeTcA OTHOCUTENbHO 6onblue BHUMaHUA,
4YeM MOCTCOBETCKOMY MPOCTpaHCTBY: PoccuA He COOTBETCTBYET napameTpam UCCIIEA0BaHNA MO 9KOHOMUKE pasBUTUA 1 pabo-
Tbl Mo Poccumn He MMetoT WaHcoB Ha Ny6nmKaumm B COOTBETCTBYIOLLMX XXYpHanax.

Cwm.: Akiner, S. (2007) Regional cooperation in Central Asia. — School of Oriental and African Studies, University of London;
Pomfret, R. (2002) National Borders and Disintegration of Market Area in Central Asia after 1991, in: Mueller, U. and H. Schultz
(eds) National Borders and Economic Disintegration in Modern East Central Europe. — Berlin: Anno Spitz; Pofmret, R. (2009)
Regional Integration in Central Asia. — Economic Change and Restructuring 42; Spechler, M. C. (2002) Regional Cooperation
in Central Asia. — Problems of Post-Communism 49; Kulipanova, E. (2010) Functional Cooperation in Central Asia: The Case of
Asymmetrical Interdependence? — Mimeo; Melvin N. L. (2008) Engaging Central Asia. — Brussels: CEPS; Olcott, M. B. (1996)
Central Asia's New States: Independence, Foreign policy, and Regional Security. — Wash.: US Institute of Peace Press; Rall, T.
(2006) Silk Road to Ruin: Is Central Asia the New Middle East? — New York: NBM Publishing; Spechler, M. C. (2000) Regional
Cooperation in Central Asia: Promises and More Promises. — PRAXIS — The Fletcher Journal of Development Studies 16
CooTBeTcTBYylOLME PaboThbl NPMBEAEHbI BbIlle

9 Cm.: See Qoraboyey, |. (2010) From Central Asian Regional Integration to Eurasian Integration Space? Changing Dynamics of the
Post-Soviet Regionalism. — EDB Eurasian Integration Yearbook 2010. Almaty: EDB; Libman, A., and E. Vinokurov (2012) Is It Re-
ally Different? Patterns of Regionalization in the Post-Soviet Central Asia. — Post-Communist Economies, rotoBuTCA K nevatu
Cwm., Hanpumep: Spechler M. C., and D. R. Spechler (2010) Is Russia Succeeding in Central Asia. — Orbis 54; Allison, R. (2004)
Regionalism, Regional Structures and Security Management in Central Asia. — International Affairs 80; Blank, S. (1995) Energy,
economics and security in Central Asia: Russia and its rivals. — Central Asian Survey 14; Bohr, A. (2004) Regionalism in Central
Asia: New Geopolitics, Old Regional Order, International Affairs 80; Allison, R., and L. Johnson (eds, 2001) Central Asian Security:
The New International Context. — London: Royal Institute of International Affairs; Kavalski, E. (ed., 2010) The New Central Asia:
The Regional Impacts of International Actors. — Singapore: New Scientific Publishing; Li, H. Y. and Z. Wang (2009) Assessing
China’s Influence in Central Asia: A Dominant Regional Power? — University of Nottingham China Policy Institute Briefing No. 53;
Niklasson, C. (2008) Russian Leverage in Central Asia. — Report No. FOI-R-2484-SE, FOI; Peyrouse, S. (2007) The Economic
Aspects of the Chinese-Central-Asia Rapprochement. — Washington: Silk Road Papers, Central Asia and Caucasus Institute;
Tang, S. (2000) Economic Integration in Central Asia: The Russian and Chinese Relationship. — Asian Survey 40; Wu, H.-L., and
C.-H. Chen (2004) The Prospects for Regional Economic Integration Between China and the Five Central Asian Countries. —
Europe-Asia Studies 56; Rumer, E., Trenin, D., and H. Zhao (2007) Central Asia: Views from Washington, Moscow, and Beijing. —
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4, 3akno4yeHue

[lanee, mHTEpecHelmas rpymnna UCCAe0OBAHNI TTOCBAIIeHa pernoHamm3anu B lleHTpanbHO
Asun. B atom orHomennn [{entpanbaas A3us AefiCTBUTENBHO CUIIBHO OTIMYACTCS OT OCTATBHO-
0 OCTCOBETCKOTO MPOCTPAHCTBA, B YACTHOCTHU U3-3a OOJIBLION POJiUu HeDOPMAIBHBIX TOPrOBbIX
cBsi3eil. B HeckosibKuX paboTax paccMaTpUBAIOTCI U3MEHEHUS B CTPYKTYPAX TOPrOBJIU Ha OCHOBE
OCI)I/IHI/I&]IBHOIZ CTaTI/ICTI/IKI/IQS‘ B JAPYTUX NUCCJIEIOBAHUAX aHAJIM3UPYETCA PbIHOYHAA WHTETPAIlUA
B [lenTpasbHOl A3un U, B 9aCTHOCTH, BJUSHUE TPAHUI] HA AUCIIEPCUIO POZHIYHBIX ent. U, na-
KOHETI, CYIECTBYET 3HAYNTETbHOE KOTMIECTBO PAOOT, MOCBSIIEHHBIX He(hOPMATHHON TOProBIIe
B IlenTpanbHoii Asun. B aTux nccienoBanusax aHaaus B OCHOBHOM GasupyeTcst Ha 6oJiee nim Me-
Hee pa3pabOTaHHBIX METOMAX OMEHKH «3€PKAIBHOTO MMIIOPTa», OMHAKO MCCIETOBATENN TAKKe
o6palaioT ocoboe BHUMAHUE HA BbISBJIEHUE TOPTOBBIX IyTEil U POJIM HKCTPAPErHOHATbHBIX Map-
THEPOB (B HACTOsAllee BpeMs KUTallcKue NOTpeOuTebeKue TOBaphbl, nonagaomue B IlenTpanb-
Hyio Azuio yepe3 Koiproiseran 1 Ta/KUKNCTaH 1 11epenpo/aioninecs B Ipyrue CTpaHbl, UTPAIOT,
KAaK MPEJICTAB/ISIETCS, KIOYEBYIO POJib B HHTerpamun pernona)’. [enrpaibaast Asus sBisieTcs
TaKsKe [PeIMETOM UCCIAe0BAHUsT HeOOIIBIIOTO KOJMYeCTBa PaboT, B KOTOPBIX A€JNACTCS MOIbITKA
MepeiiT 0T PACCMOTPEHMSI TIOCTCOBETCKOI MHTErPAIlK K PACCMOTPEHUIO €BPA3UIICKOI MHTErpa-
1iH (BKITIOYAst KaK (hOPMaTbHbII PErHOHATI3M, TAK I HeOPMATBHYIO PErHOHAIN3AIHT0) 0.

4. 3akno4yeHue

HGJII)IO 2TOI pa6OTbI ObLI O630p OCHOBHBbIX HaHpaBJIEHI/Iﬁ uccJjaenoBatnuAg IIOCTCOBETCKOII 1 IeH-
TpaJIbHO-aSHaTCKOfI perHOHaJIbHOﬁ HNHTErpalumn KakK pOCCHI;,ICKI/IM, TaK U MEKAYHapOJHbIM Ha-
Y4YHbIMU COO6HICCTBaMI/I. CDaKTI/I‘{eCKI/I, CYHIECTBYET 3HaUYUTEJ/IbHAA Pa3HULA MEKY ITUMU IBYyMA
HCCJae0BaATC/IbCKUMU I'PDYIIIaMU, ITOCKOJIbKY CBA3WU MEKAY pOCCHﬁCKHMI/I 1 MeKAyHapOJHbIMU
Y4€HbIMHU, 3aHUMAIOIUMUCA IMTOCTCOBETCKUM PETMOHAJIN3MOM, BbITJIAAAT 1<paﬁHe OrpaHM4Y€HHbI-
MM pOCCHfICKHe pa6OTI)I PEAKO MUTUPYIOTCA B MEKAYHAPOAHBIX JKYypHaJIaX; pOCCHﬁCKHe JKypHa-
JIbI OTBE€YAlOT TEM K€ B OTHOHICHUI OHy6JII/IKOBaHHI)IX 3a py6e>1<0M pa60T. B Poccun Bce enre na-
6JIIOZ[aeTCH npeo6ﬂaz[aHI/Ie «TUIMYHOI pa6OTI)I II0 IIOCTCOBETCKOI UHTEerpanum», s KOTOpOﬁ
XapaKTepeH prOH_IeH'{eCKI/Iﬁ oaxoA, JOMUHUPOBAHME HOPMAaTUBHOTO aHAJIN3a U, 3a4aCTy10, BbI-
COKad CTelleHb BJAMAHNA NACOJIOTMYECKUX COO6pa>I(€HI/II>)I. ABTOpr ITUX Hy6]IHKaHMI>i, KaK IIpa-
BUWJIO, ITUITYT O 6JI€CTHU_[I/IX IIEpCIIEKTUBAX eBpaSHfICKOI‘O HNHTEIrpalluOHHOTIO ITPOEKTa I10 O6p3.3]_[y

% Cm.: Luecke, M., and J. Rothert (2006) Central Asia’s Comparative Advantages in International Trade. — Kiel Economic Policy
Paper No. 6; Myant, M., and J. Drahokoupil (2008) International Integration and the Structure of Exports in Central Asian Re-
publics. — Eurasian Geography and Economics 49; Pomfret, R. (2005) Trade Policies in Central Asia after EU Enlargement and
before Russian WTO Accession. — Economic Systems 39; Kurmanalieva, E. (2008) Empirical Analysis of Kyrgyz Trade Pattern. —
Eurasian Journal of Business and Economics 1 (1); Kurmanalieva, E., and Z. Papava (2008) Geography and Trade in Central
Asia. — EERC Research Grant Paper RO6-085; Carrere, C., and C. Grigorou (2008) Landlockedness, Infrastructure and Trade:
New Estimates for Central Asian Countries. — CERDI Working paper No. 2008.01; Felipe, J., and U. Kumar (2009) The Role of
Trade Facilitation in Central Asia: A Gravity Model. — Mimeo; Grigorou (2007) Landlockedness, Infrastructure and Trade: New
Estimates for Central Asian Countries. — World Bank Working Paper WPS 4335

% Cm.: Grafe, C., Raiser, M. and T. Sakatsume (2008) Beyond Borders — Reconsidering Regional Trade in Central Asia. — Journal
of Comparative Economics 36

% Cm.: Kaminski, B. and S. Mitra (2010) Skeins of Silk: Borderless Bazaars and Border Trade in Central Asia. — Washington: World
Bank; Kaminski, B. and G. Raballand (2009) Entrepot for Chinese Consumer Goods in Central Asia: The Puzzle of Re-Export
through Kyrgyz Bazaars. — Eurasian Geography and Economics 50; Raballand, G., and A. Andresy (2007) Why Should Trade
Between Central Asia and China Continue to Expand? — Asia Europe Journal 5

% Cwm.: Linn, J. F, and D. Tiomkin (2006) The New Impetus Towards Economic Integration between Europe and Asia. — Asia Europe
Journal 4 (1). MoxaHHec JIMHH Takxe NpoaBuran MAeko «eBpasuitckol MHTerpaummn» B pae nocneaytowmx paéot. CneayeT Takxe
OTMETWUTb MHOro4McneHHble nybnukaumnm Mapkyca Kainsepa, nocssAlleHHble HedopMarnbHbIM TOProBie U HedopmasbHbIM
TOproebIM ceTAM B EBpa3unn. MoXHO HafeATbCA, YTO pesynbTaTbl 3TUX NCCNeaoBaHwii 6yayT 0606LLeHbl B €ro KHure, Kotopasa
BCKope byneT n3aaHa: Kaiser, M. (2012) Eurasia in the Making — Revival of the Silk Road. A Study on Cross-border Trade and
Markets in Contemporary Uzbekistan. — Transcript Verlag. CuCTeMHbIi aHanu3 eBpasuiicKoi 1 NOCTCOBETCKOW MHTerpaummn
6yneT TEMOW KHWI, HanvcaHHbIX aBTOPOM 3TOro 063opa COBMECTHO ¢ EBreHnem BUHOKYpOBbIM, KOTOPbIE TOTOBATCA K M3AaHWI0
B n3parensctse «ManrperB Makmunnan»: Holding-Together Regionalism: Twenty Years of Post-Soviet Integration v Eurasian
Integration: Challenges of Transcontinental Regionalism.
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NCCNEOOBAHMA PETMIOHANTBHOW MHTETPALINK
B CHI M LLEHTPANbHOW A3UIA

EC u ceryior 06 0TCyTCTBUM TIOJUTUIECKOI BOJIU JJIst €T0 peannsanuu. TeM He MeHee, pa3BuBa-
eTCsl U IPyroe HalpaBJIeHUe UCCIEI0BAHNIT, KOTOPOE OTXOMUT OT HEPEATUCTUYECKUX TIOIOKCHITH
«TUTIUYHOI> U COCPEIOTAYNBACTCS HA SMITMPUIECKOM M3YyYCHUN SKOHOMUYECKUX B3aUMOCBsI3ei
MESK/IY TIOCTCOBETCKUMU CTPAHAMMU, B YACTHOCTH B 0OJIACTH TIPSIMBIX MTHOCTPAHHBIX MHBECTHUIINT,
MUTPAIUU U CyGPErHOHAIBHOTO COTPYAHIYECTBA. TakkKe pacTeT KOJMIECTBO HOPMATHBHBIX pa-
60T, aBTOPBI KOTOPHIX OTXOIAT OT ujen «eBpasuiickoro EC», BbIIBUraeMoil «THIIMYHON pabo-
TOH TIO TIOCTCOBETCKOI MHTErPAIK», U TIBITAIOTCS TIPEACTaBUTH Oojiee MPOPabOTaHHY0 OCHOBY
JUTST MEXKIYHApOAHOTO coTpyaaudectBa B EBpasuu. Kak 6b1 To HU OBLIO, U3yUEHUE TIOCTCOBET-
CKOIl MHTETPAINH MTO-TIPEKHEMY TIPE/ICTABISET MOBBIIIEHHDII HHTEPEC /TSI POCCUNCKUX YUIEHBIX,
TIPEsKIe BCETr0 9KOHOMUCTOB U MTOJIUTOJIOTOB, a TAK)KE NCTOPUKOB.

BHumanme MeKIyHapOAHOTO COOOIIECTBA K MTOCTCOBETCKOMY PErMOHANN3MY U PerroHain3a-
MW HaMHOTO MeHbIe. 3/IeCh TOXKEe MOKHO BCTPETUTH MCCJEIOBAHUS, aHAJOTUIHBIE PYCCKO-
SI3BIYHOM «TUIUYHOI paboTe IO MOCTCOBETCKOIN MHTErpalii», aBTOPbI KOTOPHIX PACCYKAAIOT
(B JIyYIIUX TPAAUIINSIX XOJOMHON BOUHBI) O «3JI00HBIX MMIIEPCKUX aMOUIIAX» Pocenn, sKoOb
HCIIOJIB3YIONIEi MOCTCOBETCKYIO MHTETPAIIMIO /IS BOCCTAHOBJICHIS CBOETO BIMSIHUS B OJIMKHEM
3apybesxbe. OHaKo, XOTs TaKHe COOOPasKeHN U BIMAIOT Ha TIO3UIINIO PSA/ia 3alaJHbIX aBTOPOB,
MX POJIb B HAYYHBIX JKypHaJIax SBJSETCS MapTHHATLHON. MOKHO BBIIENUTH TECTh Pa3JTMIHBIX
110 MOJXO/Y TUIIOB JIUTEPATyPhl, KOTOPbIE JAiOT ropasfo 6ojiee MHTepecHble U HeTPUBUAIbHbIE
Pe3yJIbTaThl: 9KOHOMETPUYECKNE NCCIEOBAHNS TOPTOBIN B MTOCTCOBETCKOM peTnome (B OCHOB-
HOM B 9KOHOMUYECKOI HayKe); KOJTUIeCTBEHHbIN aHAIN3 BO3MOKHBIX MOCJTEICTBUI TTOCTCOBET-
CKOTO permoHam3Ma (Toske MPOBeAEHHBIN 9KOHOMUCTAMHN ); KOJTUYECTBEHHbBIE M KaueCTBEHHbIe
OLIEHKH OOIIHOCTH M B3aMMO3aBUCHMOCTH ITOCTCOBETCKUX CTPAH KaK OCHOBHOW MPEIIOCHIIKN
unrerpanun (OCyIIecTBIEHHbIE clielnaaiucTaMi B oOacti Area Studies ¥ MeKIyHAPOIHBIX
OTHOTIENNH ); aHATNU3bI (HOPMATBHBIX HHCTUTYTOB MOCTCOBETCKON WHTETPAIINH, €€ TIEPCTIEKTHB
U IPUYWH, TTIPETSATCTBYIONNX ee Pa3BUTHIO (MMPOBeZIeHHbIE TIOJUTOJIOTaMHU, TIPABOBEIAMHU 1 9KC-
rnepraMu B 06JIaCTH MEKIYHaPOIHBIX OTHOIIEHIT ); HCCIe0BAHM HeraTUBHOTO BJINSHIS [TOCT-
COBETCKOTO PETHMOHAIM3Ma Ha COCTOSHIE IEMOKPATUN B cTpaHax pernoHa (OCyIIecTBIEHHbIE,
[JIaBHBIM 00Pa3oM, MOJUTOJOTaMU U CTPaHOBEAaMMU); PabOThI, MOCBANIEHHbIE BO3HUKAIOIINM
TPaHCIPaHUYHBIM CBsI3siM Mexay crpanamMu BCC (B o6acTt MeXIyHapOAHOTO OM3Heca 1 Me-
HeJKMENTY, a TAaKKe CTPAHOBEIEHNS ) M POJTU ITUX CBSI3€i B CTPATETUSIX «MATKOW CUJIBI» CTPaH
BCC (B chepe mosuTom0THH, CTPAHOBEAEHU U MEKAYHAPOIHBIX OTHONIEHNH ). B mesom, HOp-
MaTWBHAas OIeHKa IMOCTCOBETCKOTO PEeTHOHAIN3Ma B MEXIYHAPOIHOM JUTEepAaType BHITJISIUT
HEeoHO3HAYHOM’.

Habuoaercst onpe/ie/ieHHblii KOJUYeCTBEHHBI POCT MOCAEAHUX JABYX THUIIOB, B TO BpeMs
KaK IepBble YeThIPe TUIA CTAHOBSITCSI MeHee pacipocTpaHeHHbiMU. VHTepec K BIMSHUIO T10CT-
COBETCKOT'0 PerroHaIN3Ma Ha COCTOSHIE JeMOKPATHI, BO3MOKHO, BBI3BAH BHYTPEHHEH JIOTHKOIL
CPABHUTEIBHOTO aHAJIN3A [EMOKPATU3AINHU, T/le BOIIPOC BO3JAENHCTBHS BHENTHUX HeIeMOKpPATH-
YeCKUX CHUJI CTAHOBUTCS Bce Oostee 1 OoJiee akTyasbHBIM. MHTepec K MSTKON CHTe M 9KCIAHCHH
POCCUNCKUX TPAHCHAIIMOHAJIbHBIX KOMITAHHIT, BEPOSTHO, BBI3BAH U3MEHEHHSIMU B CAMOM PETHOHE,
YTO IIPHUBJICKACT BHUMAHUeE HCCIeioBaTeNell (Kak POCCHICKUX, TaK U MEKAYHAPOAHLIX). OaHaKOo
€CTh ¥ IPYTHe BAKHbIE N3MEHEHNUST B PETHOHE, KOTOPhIE MOTYT TIOBIUSATH Ha HAYIHOE COOOIIECTBO.
Onuo u3 nauboJiee IPKO BbIpaskeHHbIX — cozganue Tamosxkernoro cooza 8 2010 roxy. Eciu npe-
JIBILYTIIE HTAITBI TOCTCOBETCKOTO PETMOHAII3MA B OCHOBHOM TIPEJCTABIISIN COOOM WHTErPAIIHIO,
CYIIECTBOBABINYIO NCKIIOUNTEBHO Ha Gymare, To TaMOKeHHBIN COI03 SIBJIsIETCST QY HKIIMOHNPYIO-
UM THTETPAITNOHHBIM 00Pa30BaHNEM; TIOITOMY UMEET CMBICIT HCCIEI0BATH €TO BO3MOKHbBIE 9KO-
HOMUYECKHE TTOCJIe/ICTBUSI HA yYACTBYIOIINE CTPAHBI M BEPOSITHOCTD KOH(MJINKTOB MEXKIY HUMH.
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Kpowme Toro, BosuunkaeT Bonmpoc — mouyeMy TaMOKeHHBIH COI03 COCTOSICS, a TIPeIIeCTBYIONIIe
IIPOEKTHI MPOBATHINACE ' ? DTH BOMPOCH], BO3MOKHO, TIPUBJIEKYT GOJIbIICe BHUMAHIE YYCHBIX
B OyyHIem.

WuTepecHoil 4epToil NCCJIeJOBAHIIT 110 TOCTCOBETCKON MHTErPAIUHU SIBJISIETCS TO, YTO GOJIBIITNH-
CTBO U3 HUX UTHOPUPYIOT APYTYIO IPYIILY PaboT, IBHO GJIHM3KYIO 110 TEMATUKE, AHATU3UPYIOLLYIO
pacnaz Cosetckoro Coioza. [locnennss rema npuBJiekaeT 3HAUNTEIbHOE BHUMaHNE KaK MEKILY-
HAPOAHOr0”®, TaK U PyCCKOAZBIHOrO HAYUHBIX Co00MIecTB. C TOUKH 3PEHHS 000X BAPHAHTOB
«TUIMYHON paboThl», npuyuna npocra. s «poccuiickoro» Bapuanta pacnai CCCP 6bL1 Bcero
JIMIITh MCTOPUYECKOH OMIMOKO#, KOTOPYIO CJeyeT WCIPABUTh IyTeM PErMOHaJbHON MHTErpa-
uu (910 HeobA3aTENbHO OTHOCUTCS KO BCEMY IIOCTCOBETCKOMY IIPOCTPAHCTBY, HO, HECOMHEH-
HO, K KJIIOUEBBbIM CTpaHam). JlJisl «3amajiHoil» PasHOBUIHOCTH PETMOHAJIN3M SIBJISIETCS TOIIBIT-
xoit Poccum BocCTaHOBUTH KOHTPOJb Hajl TEPPUTOPHE cBoell moTepsaHHoi ummepun. OgHaKo
C [O3UTUBHOU TOYKHU 3pPEHIsI, BOIPOC JAJIEKO He Tak Ipoct. MHOrKe moioKeHust, 00bsICHSIOIIIE,
HalpuMep, [oYeMy PErHOHaIU3M Ha [OCTCOBETCKOM [IPOCTPAHCTBE MOJKET ObITh BbITOHBIM, UI-
HOPUPYIOT TOT (PaKT, 4TO TaKue ke npeAnocsliky cymectBosaau u 8 CCCP, no ato ne nomorso
IPeOTBPATUTh pasBast cTpanbr . CymecTByeT GO/IBIIOE KOIMYECTBO PaboT, OObACHSIONIIX, T10-
yemy CCCP pacnasicsi, a Poccuiickas Deziepaiinst — Het, OJJHAKO TIOYTH OTCYTCTBYET CPaBHU-
TeJIbHbII aHaau3 oTHoleHuit Mexxay pectiybirkamu Coserckoro Coio3a U OTHOIIEHUHA MEKIY
nenTpom i pernonamu B Poccuiickoit Megeparn %, Tlo Moemy MieHIIo, ycTaHOBICHIE IPAMBIX
CBsI3e MEXKIY ATUMH TpeMsi TpymmaMu HaydHbix padot (mo pacmaxy CCCP, poccuiickomy de-
JIePAJIN3MY U [IOCTCOBETCKOMY PEIrMOHAIM3MY ) OTHOCUTCSI K UMCJIY BaXKHBIX MCCJIE/I0BATEIBCKUX
3a/1a4, eIle O3KU/IAIONIIX CBOETO PelleHusl.

Curyaius ¢ usydennem IleHTpaabHONU A3MM B MEKIYHAPOJAHOM HAyYHOM COOOIIECTBE B KOPHE
OTJINYAETCS OT OIMCAHHOI BbIllle. PernoH mpuBekaeT MHOTO BHUMAHUSI, U OIIEHKA MTEPCIIEKTUB
PETrMOHATBHON MHTErPAIUU SIBJISICTCS TIOUTH OJTHO3HAYHO TTO3UTUBHOI. ABTOPBI OTMEYAIOT TPY/I-
HOCTH, IIPEISTCTBYIONNE UHTETPAIIUY B PETHOHE, 1 PACCMATPUBAIOT BO3MOKHBIE COMHUTEIbHbIE
MTOCJIC/ICTBUST PETUOHAIN3MA JIJIsl ieMOKpaTusanuu. KpoMe 3Toro, CyIecTBYIOT HHTEPECHENIIIIe
uccsenoBaHus B 00acTi HepOPMaTbHBIX TPAHCTPAHUUYHBIX CBsA3ell B [[eHTpasbHON A3un, KOTO-
pble IeICTBUTEIHHO UTPAIOT CYIIIECTBEHHYIO POJIb B 3TOM PETrHOHE.

97 OiHUM 13 BO3MOXHbIX 06 bACHEHUI MOXET ObITb TO, 4TO cTpaHbl BCC 60nblue CKMOHHbI K COTPYAHUYECTBY B Nepuoabl Kpuauca,
cm.: Vinokurov, E. (2010) The Evolution of Kazakhstan’s Position in Relations with Russia in 1991-2010. — MPRA Working Pa-
per No. 22187

% [InA o3HakomneHus cm.: Laitin, D. (2000) Post-Soviet Politics. — Annual Review of Political Science 3

% HekoTopbIM UCKMIOYEHVEM ABMAETCA yxke ynomaHyTaA paboTta Omutpua dypmana, KoTopbii cTaBut asontoumnto CCCP n CHI
B OAHW 1 T€ Xe pPaMKu.

% Cm., ogHako: Sakwa, R. (2011) The Clash of Regionalisms and Caucasian Conflict. — Europe-Asia Studies 63 (3); Libman, A.
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Introduction

This work by Alexander Libman is published as part of a series of reports by the EDB Center
for Integration Studies. It represents a high-quality and detailed critical review of the research
literature on post-soviet integration that has been published in the last 20 years. This is the first
work of its kind. Being affiliated with research institutions in Frankfurt am Maine, Moscow and
Shanghai, the author of the review is a reputed and active researcher of post-soviet integration,
who knows the subject of his studies extremely well. He tries to look at the subject from both the
outside and the inside, which is especially important in the context of the work.

The author analyzed the major trends of research of the regional integration processes in the
post-Soviet region and Central Asia that have been carried out by both the Russian and inter-
national academic communities. He concludes that one of the problems is that this research is
still dominated by the influence of the “average post-Soviet integration paper.” In particular, the
Russian (Russian-language) version of the “average post-Soviet integration paper” suffers from
a number of shortcomings. These include: a simplistic approach; an inherent normative nature;
a heavy ideological burden; and a strong belief in the advantages of post-Soviet integration over
other possible options.

Nonetheless, there is another group of papers, which are increasing in number. They are based on
a more “mature” methodology and focus on empirical data about the economic linkages between
post-Soviet countries; and include data about foreign direct investment, migration, and sub-re-
gional cooperation. There are also an increasing number of normative papers whose authors try
to depart from the idea of “Eurasian EU”, and provide a more elaborated and detailed framework
for international cooperation in Eurasia.

Ideological bias and low research standards also happen to be typical of the international aca-
demic community. In the traditions of Cold War thinking, some of its representatives speak of the
imperial ambitions of Russia; which they allege attempts to use post-Soviet integration to restore
its influence in the so-called Near Abroad.

The author identifies a number of distinguishing features of integration research papers published
in the last 20 years. For instance, most of the authors of papers on post-Soviet integration dis-
regard a clearly relevant group of papers that examine in detail the collapse of the Soviet Union.
This approach does not in fact seem to be methodologically correct. Integration and disintegra-
tion are the two sides of one coin: a good integration theory should simultaneously be a theory of
disintegration.

It should be noted that the critical review by Alexander Libman concentrates on research by Rus-
sian experts, and does not cover the academic research on post-Soviet integration that has been
done in Kazakhstan, Ukraine, Belarus and other post-Soviet countries.

The EDB Center for Integration Studies is ready to provide a discussion forum for researchers
who want to contribute to this review. In addition, the report represents a perfect starting point
for researchers who want to engage in research in post-Soviet integration; and who would like
to be guided by the experience of an entire generation of scientists, and to avoid their mistakes.

Evgeny Vinokuroo,
Director of the EDB Centre for Integration Studies
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1. Introduction

Studies of Regional Integration in the CIS
and in Central Asia: A Literature Survey*

by Alexander Libman,
Frankfurt School of Finance & Management,
Russian Academy of Sciences
and East China Normal University

1. Introduction

The collapse of the USSR was the starting point for a multitude of projects aimed at creating
a new framework of cooperation among the former Soviet Union (FSU) republics, which had
become independent states. The last twenty years has witnessed a significant number of initia-
tives in the region. These include: the Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS); the Eurasian
Economic Community (EurAsEC); the Collective Security Treaty Organization (CSTO); the
Union State of Russia and Belarus (USRB); the Single Economic Space (SES), which has never
been implemented; the Customs Union of the EurAsEC (CU), which is currently active; and
also a number of regional unions in Central Asia. Several of these initiatives, most notably the
CIS, are in fact not a single project but a hub of multiple agreements with diverse membership.!
A number of regional integration and cooperation agreements, such as the Shanghai Cooperation
Organization (SCO) and Central Asian Regional Economic Cooperation (CAREC), go beyond
the borders of the former Soviet Union; they include a number of other countries particularly
China.? The links between the FSU states are not limited to formal integration agreements. There
is a lot of activity occurring at the micro-level, based on the interaction of business groups and
households, trade, investments and migration, as well as the dissipation of ideas and knowledge.

| appreciate the very helpful comments of Evgeny Vinokurov and Mikhail Golovnin. All mistakes, however, remain my own.

' See Libman, A. (2011) Commonwealth of Independent States and Eurasian Economic Community. Paper prepared for: The
Democratization of International Organizations. First International Democracy Report 2011, edited by G. Finizio, L. Levi and
N. Vallinoto, Centre for Studies on Federalism

2 For details, see Libman, A. (2006) Vzaimodeistvie Stran SNG s Aziatskimi Integracionnymi Gruppirovkami. MPRA Working
Paper No. 16620
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The aim of this paper is to provide a survey of the academic studies of these diverse integration
processes. The survey includes the papers published in the global academic community,® and also
in the Russian-language scholarly community. This division is necessary for two reasons. First,
the attention to post-Soviet regionalism and the conclusions regarding its development seem to
diverge significantly between the global academia and the Russian academia. Second, there is very
little communication between these two communities. In some ways the communication is even
less than in many other areas of studies of Russia and Eurasian countries, where at least several
Russian scholars are well integrated into the international community.* As in any survey, this paper
will hardly be able to cover each and every contribution in the field that deserves consideration
and it will be probably biased by my research preferences. However, it should concentrate at least
on the key papers and their results. The main focus is not to report on the specific empirical find-
ings, which are extremely scarce as I will show. Instead it will assess the ‘informal’ scholarly con-
sensus on the perspectives and development of regional integration, which most of the papers seem
to share. I will also attempt to trace the changes in interest to regional integration, and the key
research centers in this area; though, once again, the usual caveat of possible selectivity applies.

2. Russian studies of post-Soviet integration

2.1. Key research centers and areas

In Russia, attention to post-Soviet integration in the scholarly community has been, at
least on paper, quite substantial. Key Russian academic journals continue publishing a great
number of papers devoted to the topic including: Voprosy Ekonomiki, Mirovaya Ekonomika
i Mezhdunarodnye Otnosheniya, Obshestvo i Ekonomika, Rossiya v Sovremennom Mire,
Prostranstvennaya Ekonomika, POLIS, among others. Some journals are devoted specifically
to the topic of post-Soviet regionalism. These include Rossiya i Novye Gosudarstoa Evrazii
and Evraziyskaya Ekonomicheskaya Integraciya, which is actually published in Kazakhstan,
but in Russian. An even larger number of papers can be found in regional and university jour-
nals published by most Russian academic institutions; but they enjoy very small readership.

The number of research groups specifically concentrating their attention on the topic has
been substantial as well. It includes, within the Russian Academy of Sciences, the Depart-
ment of International Economic and Political Studies of the Institute of Economics. Origi-
nally this organization was known as the Institute of Economy of the World Socialist System,
and it devoted its attention to the studies of the Socialist countries. After the collapse of the
Warsaw pact and the Council for Mutual Economic Assistance, the Institute changed its
focus, covering the post-Soviet countries as well. In fact, the transition from the analysis of
the Socialist countries to the post-Soviet region was not unusual in Russian academia in the
first years after the reforms. This has also been the path of the Institute of Foreign Economic

3 | use this term to refer to scholars publishing primarily in English, often in international peer-reviewed journals and with interna-
tional publishers. The reason for this designation instead of the sometimes used ‘Western’ studies is to acknowledge its truly
international nature. In fact today some Russian social scientists contribute to both international and internal discussion; though
the level of integration of Russia in the global community remains limited. For a general overview of the transformation of the
traditional Russian Studies discipline see Russian Analytical Digest, no. 94, 28 March 2011. One should also point out that there
are many areas where ‘Russian’ studies of Russia and the FSU are far less advanced and informed than the ‘non-Russian’ stud-
ies; particularly, because of strong methodological deficits of Russian scholars (ideological biases are, unfortunately, typical for
both sides). In some cases the attribution of scholars, who publish in both Russian and English is a non-trivial task; this should
be acknowledged as a caveat to the literature review below.

4 1 should point out that the paper will not cover the academic research on post-Soviet integration in other post-Soviet countries,
although in Ukraine, Kazakhstan and Belarus there has been a substantial number of papers published on this topic. | will cite
them occasionally, but do not pretend to provide a comprehensive survey of debates in these literatures.
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Research, which was merged with the Department in the mid-2000s. The Department is now
a unique center of expert knowledge, with the faculty comprised of a number of scholars
regularly monitoring the international economic and political relations in the FSU, and the
internal processes in the post-Soviet countries.

A number of research groups and centers dealing with post-Soviet integration exist in other
institutes of the Russian Academy of Sciences, as well as in the universities. They are, how-
ever, much smaller than the Department of the Institute of Economics in terms of staff. The
universities in Russia traditionally play a much smaller role in terms of research and are
concentrated on teaching. The Moscow State Institute for International Affairs includes a
Center for Post-Soviet Studies. The Institute of Europe of the Russian Academy of Sciences
has established a Center for Evolutionary Processes in Post-Soviet Space; until recently it
was directed by Dmitriy Furman, one of the leading experts in the field of political transfor-
mation in the FSU. It has also established a Center on Mediterranean and Black Sea Studies,
which pays special attention to the Black Sea and Caspian Sea region. The Institute of World
Economy and International Relations of the Russian Academy of Sciences publishes a regular
journal on ‘Russia and New States of Eurasia’. 1t is devoted to the evolution of the countries
of the region. The Russian State University of Humanities (RGGU) includes a Department
of Post-Soviet Countries; and the Historical Faculty of the Moscow State University estab-
lished an Information Center on the Studies of Social and Political Process in the Post-Soviet
Space. The Institute of Asian and African Countries of the Moscow State University includes
a Center for Studies on Central Asia and Caucasus. The Central Asian Research Center of the
Institute for Oriental Studies also lists the development of post-Soviet integration groups as
part of its research agenda.

There are at least four organizations and research initiatives outside of the domain of the
public universities and academic institutes that should also be mentioned. The Institute
of the CIS Countries was established in 1996 as a think tank dealing with the region. The
organization has very clear partisan preferences, and should be described as an analytical
group supporting a particular political agenda, rather than as an independent research centre.
The Eurasia Heritage Foundation established in 2004 is now an important center supporting
and implementing projects in the area of studies of post-Soviet countries and post-Soviet
integration. The Eurasian Development Bank is an international organization with its
headquarters in Almaty, and with Russia as its majority stakeholder. It has successfully
established itself as an important research center, publishing a quarterly journal on ‘Eurasian
Economic Integration’in Russian, and an annual ‘EDB Furasian Integration Yearbook’in English,
containing the translations of the most interesting Russian-language contributions, as well
as original articles.” In 2011 the Bank established its Center for Integration Studies in St.
Petersburg, which intends to become a hub of research on post-Soviet economic integration.
Lastly, the Eurasian Monitor is not a research organization, but a system of regular opinion
polls implemented in the FSU countries. The polls serve as a unique source of information on
public opinion changes in the FSU, including opinion on post-Soviet integration.

5 Thus, EDB aims to close the gap between the Russian-language and international academia. Whether this attempt is going to
be successful is not clear. On the one hand, the translations of Russian academic papers published by ME Sharpe (Problems of
Economic Transition, Russian Politics and Law and Russian Social Science Review), as well as by EastView (Social Sciences,
International Affairs) and by Pleiades Publishing (Studies on Russian Economic Development) have so far attracted very limited
attention of the scholarly community. On the other hand, the EDB Yearbook is much more specialized than these general-interest
journals, thus possibly covering an unexplored market niche. Overall, as of now, EDB seems to be the only center in the FSU
clearly attempting, although probably not always successfully, to study the post-Soviet regionalism based on high international
methodological standards.
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2.2. The ‘average post-Soviet integration paper’

In terms of substance, however, the contribution of Russian academia to the understanding of the regional

integration processes in the FSU has been so far, generally speaking, quite modest. To start with, as it
is very typical for the Russian academic publications overall, most of the papers published on the topic

are purely descriptive: they merely list the regional integration agreements and describe their design, or
summarize the key investment projects implemented in the region, or report the main statements made

by politicians regarding the FSU regionalism. This ‘average post-Soviet integration paper” has therefore

a rather weak theoretical foundation; it is often full of descriptive statistics, but almost never contains

original research (e.g. interviews, detailed case studies, or econometric analysis). This type of publication,
however, very often follows a similar pattern of reasoning, represented by a number of standard assump-
tions, which, in fact, are rarely subject to any debate at all and are assumed to be self-evident.

¢ Post-Soviet integration is considered to be either beneficial for all countries or at least important for
Russian economic development. A typical explanation is either ‘international experience’ (i.e. the
claim that ‘regionalism is on the rise’ worldwide) or the presence of past economic linkages between
the countries. The focus is clearly on the economic benefits.

¢ The key channel of development of the post-Soviet regionalism should be a project ‘mimicking’ the
European Union, and possibly following the same development pattern as the EU. In the ideal case
the post-Soviet space ought to form a specific version of the ‘Eurasian EU’ with strong supranational
institutions, developed customs union or even monetary union.

 The main reason for the failure of this initiative is the ‘lack of political willpower: governments of
the FSU countries are unable to realize their gain and to promote regional integration. The lack of
political willpower is assumed to be exogenously given. Sometimes it is discussed in the context of
both nation-building in the new independent states, and the economic asymmetry between Russia
and other countries; although the lack of willpower is attributed to the Russian policy as well.

 Sometimes a fourth claim is added, which is that the failure of regionalism in the FSU is due to
political pressure from Western countries. The expansion of post-Soviet regionalism is treated as an
example of Russia’s regional control strategies, ultimately beneficial for all FSU states. This is also
always assumed, but never discussed.

Numerous papers of this type are written and published by researchers of the Russian Academy of
Sciences, and much more often by university lecturers. Many of them are strongly normative. They
concentrate their attention on justifying, one more time, the need to promote post-Soviet integration.

The reasons for the papers having this style are straightforward, if one looks at Russian academia.
First, the knowledge of modern research tools and theories in the Russian scholarly community is
relatively limited. This has been reported for economics in general® and sub-domains of economics
in particular.” Second, Russian academic research is much more focused on providing ‘normative
conclusions’ than is typical for international academia. The reasons may be connected to the So-
viet past, when a large portion of Russian scholars were, in fact, economic and political advisors
to the government rather than academic researchers. Third, a large part of Russian academia is
concerned not with academic research as such, but with the search for identity. This is often used
to restrict the penetration of modern theories and research methods.® This combination creates

6 See Muravyey, A. (2011) O Rossiyskoy Ekonomicheskoi Nauke Skvoz’ Prizmu Publikaciy Rossiyskikh Uchenykh v Otechestven-
nykh i Zarubezhnykh Zhurnalakh za 2000-2009 gg. Graduate School of Management of the St. Petersburg State University
Research Report No. 1 (R) — 2011

7 See Lokshin, M. (2009) A Survey of Poverty Research in Russia: Does it Follow the Scientific Method? Economic Systems 33 (3)

See Morozoy, V. (2011) Vezdesushchaya Identichnost: Rossiyskaya Politicheskaya Nauka Pered Litsom Zapadnoi Gegemonii.

Obshestvennye Nauki i Sovremennost’ (3)

®
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optimal conditions for the proliferation of descriptive and inherently normative research, as is ob-
served in the post-Soviet integration studies. In some sense, the situation is even worse in this area
than elsewhere. A large portion of the Russian scholarly community has considered post-Soviet
regionalism a ‘dead end’ in the economic and political development of Russia. This is either from
the normative perspective, where the focus is on integration in the global economy rather than on
maintaining old Soviet ties; or from the positive perspective, where the actual results of post-Soviet
regionalism have been very limited. This group coincides with the set of researchers more active in
acquiring knowledge of modern research techniques. Post-Soviet integration has therefore mostly
remained the domain of ‘traditional’ Russian academia, with the negative consequences outlined
above. The situation was particularly pronounced before the ‘orange revolution’ in Ukraine in 2004,
when only a handful of Russian researchers were actively monitoring the development of the post-
Soviet space; and the ‘average post-Soviet integration paper’ had an absolute dominance in Russian
academia. However, after 2004 the attention to the FSU increased dramatically.

The key problem with the ‘average post-Soviet integration paper’ is that its four assumptions are, in
some sense, removing the most interesting areas of possible investigation from the radar of the re-
searcher. First, it is interesting to assess the actual presence of any beneficial effects of post-Soviet
regionalism. It cannot be automatically justified by the fact that there is a trend towards integration
in other parts of the world, or by the presence of very often inefficient past economic ties. Second, the
assumption that FSU regionalism fails only because of the deficit of political will is too simplified. In
fact, the reasons for both the failure and persistence of post-Soviet regionalism is, in some sense, the
most interesting research question associated with post-Soviet regional integration. Third, the claim
that EU-like regionalism is the ‘natural’ way for regional integration in the FSU masks the really
important question of ‘alternative’ paths of regional integration worldwide. Currently one can take
the uniqueness of the EU as an established fact, which lies beyond the growing field of comparative
regional integration studies.

The ‘average post-Soviet integration paper’ has been criticized by a number of prominent Russian
scholars, who offered several insightful contributions to the topic. Yuri Shiskov is one of the leading
Russian researchers in the field of regional economic integration. In a number of his papers, published
throughout the last two decades, he points out that any form of post-Soviet regionalism is impossible
because of the low level of economic development of the member countries; and, specifically, the lim-
ited role of the machine building industries.” From the political science perspective, Dmitriy Furman
in a number of insightful papers places post-Soviet regionalism in the context of the gradual collapse
of the Russian Empire, stabilized for yet another seventy years by the USSR. Under these premises,
post-Soviet regionalism also appears to be a meaningless endeavor.' Svyatoslav Kaspe in a recent
paper even compares the post-Soviet space with the «barbaric» kingdoms of post-Roman Europe in
the 69 centuries AD, describing them as «looking for empire» in the sense of an external «legitimacy
source».!! Nevertheless, the average paper remains quantitatively dominant in the Russian-language
scholarly publications.

9 See e.g. Shishkoy, Yu. (2007) SNG: Poltora Desyatiletiya Tshetnykh Usiliy. Voprosy Ekonomiki (4); Shishkov, Yu. (1996) Sud’ba
Britanskogo Sotrudnichestva Naciy: Vospominanie o Budushchem SNG. Obshestvennye Nauki | Sovremennost’ (3); Shishkov,
Yu. (2008) Kooperirovanue v Mashinostroenii Stran SNG. Evraziyskaya Ekonomicheskaya Integraciya (1); Shishkov, Yu. (2001)
Rossiya i SNG: Neudavshiysya Brak po Raschyetu. Pro et Contra 6 (1-2)

© See Furman, D. (2005) Ot Rossiyskoi Imperii do Padeniya SNG. Public Lecture at Polit.Ru; Furman, D. (1996) O Budushchem

Postsovetskogo Prostranstva. Svobodnaya Mysl! (6)

See Kaspe, S. (2008) Sodruzhestvo Varvarskikh Korolevstv: Nezavisimye Gosudarstva v Poiskakh Imperii. Politiya (1). The im-

portance of the Soviet heritage for the current regional integration projects in the FSU and relations between FSU countries has

been pointed out by Fi Filippov, A. (1995) Smysl| Imperii: K Sociologii Politicheskogo Prostranstva, in: Chernyshev, S. (ed) /noe:

Hrestomatiya Novogo Rossiiskogo Samosoznaniya. Moscow, and Blyakher, Leonid (2008) Vozmozhen Li Postimperskiy Proekt:

Ot Vsaimnykh Preternsiy k Obshemu Budushemu. Politiya (1)
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2.3. Alternatives to the ‘average post-Soviet integration paper’

While the ‘average post-Soviet integration paper’ dominates the Russian-language journal publica-
tions on the topic, it does not cover the entire scholarly research and academic debates in this field.
There are three main alternatives to this approach, which can be observed in economics and in po-
litical science. First, there is growing empirical and theoretical literature on post-Soviet in-
tegration, which concentrates primarily on understanding the interaction at the micro-level. Second,
a persistent topic of debate is still the relation of post-Soviet integration with the overall external
foreign policy of Russia. The policy is much more diverse than the ‘average post-Soviet integration
paper’ would have readers assume. Third, there seems to be an increasing interest in putting post-
Soviet integration ‘in the context’ of the Eurasian and European integration initiatives, as well as
discussion of ‘open regionalism’. There are also a number of papers that attempt a more detailed and
methodologically sophisticated normative analysis than what is usually done in the ‘average paper’
approach.

2.3.1. Post-Soviet integration and foreign policy: The first area where the discussion of post-Soviet
integration departs significantly from the ‘average paper’ is that of international relations and political
science. In this case post-Soviet integration is considered as one of the aspects of Russia’s foreign
policy, including international economic relations, rather than as an independent field of research.
The discussions of this literature are also rarely rooted in a well-developed theory, and are rarely
supported by explicit empirical research. They are also strongly influenced by ideological preferences.
Nevertheless, many observations made within this framework are of clear interest for the students
of post-Soviet integration. Furthermore, the ‘average post-Soviet integration paper’ is not really
discursive in nature; the key assumptions, which are considered to be self-evident, immediately guide
the author to the only conclusion possible. The discussion of the place of post-Soviet integration in
Russian foreign policy summarized in this sub-section is, on the contrary, highly discursive and full of
contradictions.

Probably, the best typology of this type of analysis is found in the paper of Tsygankov,'? who identi-
fies five ‘schools of geopolitical thinking’: expansionists, civilizationists, stabilizers, geo-economists
and Westernizers. The Westernizers are rather sceptical with respect to the future of post-Soviet
integration in any form. The title of Dmitriy Trenin’s book, The End of Eurasia," is representative
for this type of analysis. The post-Soviet space is considered a ‘disappearing reality’, where indi-
vidual countries are likely to go their own way in the long term; while in some cases cooperation
with Russia will be maintained, in others it will disappear. However, relations with the FSU, in
spite of their acknowledged importance, are claimed to be less crucial than relations with Western
countries. The geo-economists and stabilizers are less convinced about the long-term disappearance
of the region. They point out the need for a coherent Russian strategy for the FSU. This is either in
terms of economic linkages (geo-economists), or in terms of mutual security balance (stabilizers).
In fact, these three schools seem to cover the entire academic spectrum of debate. The two remain-
ing schools, described by Tsygankov, are linked to non-academic researchers; although one should
point out that they also have a significant influence in academia. The civilizationists view the post-
Soviet space (which is in their minds, probably, linked to the Eastern Slavic states) as a region shar-
ing a common and distinct civilization, which should protect its historical territory and uniqueness.
The expansionists consider the FSU as the first step in the global quest for power for Russia.

This typology represents a development of an old distinction between the ‘eurasianists’ and the

2. Tsygankov, A. P. (2003) Mastering Space in Eurasia: Russia’s Geopolitical Thinking after the Soviet Break-Up. Communist and
Post-Communist Studies 36 (1)
® See Trenin, D. (2002) The End of Eurasia: Russia on the Border Between Geopolitics and Globalization. Wash.: Carnegie Center
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‘atlantists’ in the Russian political thinking, and should be treated (as well as multiple other ty-
pologies of the same kind) with a lot of caution — the very existence of the ‘atlantist’ approach
is questionable. The scientific quality of these debates is rightly considered as questionable:
often ideological and identity-seeking aspects seem to be more important than methodologi-
cal and analytical rigor.'* But there are at least some debates in this area — unlike the ‘average
paper’ approach ultimately killing the very opportunity for discussion.

2.3.2. Integration at the micro-level: The second array of papers moves away from considering
regional integration from a purely normative perspective. It focuses on a field where post-Soviet
countries actually seem to have achieved at least a certain level of progress in the area of regional
integration. Thisis the development of regionalization, such as the expansion of Russian multinationals
orgrowinginternational migration. Thisfocushastwomain advantagesasopposed tothe ‘average paper’.
First, it is much more empirical. Our knowledge regarding the process of regionalization is limited, and
therefore it requires thorough investigation of empirical facts. Poor availability of quantitative data
(e.g. information on FDI is entirely unreliable) makes it necessary to use the qualitative indicators,
which are based mostly on media reports and corporate websites. Second, for this literature it is less
important to be strictly normative as it would be for the ‘average paper’. The key question is not the
perspectives of post-Soviet integration, but rather the dynamics of economic linkages in the post-
Soviet space. Nevertheless, a substantial part of this literature discusses the opportunities associated
with regionalization in the FSU as opposed to EU-like regionalism. Regionalization can therefore
be considered to be a more realistic and adequate strategy for the post-Soviet specifics. This idea is
not new for the Russian-language academic literature.”® In the mid-1990s there existed substantial
literature empathizing the role of the so-called transnational financial-industrial groups (TFPG) as
instruments of post-Soviet integration; however, it has been purely normative's. While a number of
TFPG have been established, their contribution to actual integration has been minor.

Empirical papers have been published in the past that concentrated their attention on the actual
interdependencies, rather than on the normative analysis of top-down linkages.!” However, during
recent years there has been a substantial growth of research in this field, reflecting the actual growth
of the micro-level linkages between the post-Soviet countries. First, there has been skyrocketing
number of studies investigating foreign direct investments implemented by Russian, and partly by
Kazakhstani companies, and the possible obstacles and consequences of this mode of ‘corporate
integration’ in the FSU;'® as well as interaction in particular sectors, such as banking and finan-

* Morozov, Op.cit.

s See Kheyfets, B. (1989) Novaya Model’ Integracionnogo Sotrudnichestva Stran SEV. Moscow: SEV, for one of the first examples
of this type of analysis.

6 See Lenskiy, E. V., and V. A. Tsvetkov (1998) Transnacional’nye Finansovo-Promyshlennye Gruppy i Mezhgosudarstvennaya
Ekonomicheskaya Integraciya. Moscow: Ekonomika i Zhizn, as well as further publications of these authors

7 A good example of early studies of the economic linkages on the micro-level, along with ‘standard post-Soviet integration papers’
can be found in the semi-regular edited volumes of the Problemy Postsovetskikh Stran series, published by the Department for
International Economic and Political Studies

8 The main contributions in this area have been published by Boris Kheyfets from the Institute of Economics RAS, who in a
number of papers discusses the potential of regionalization as the key tool of regional integration in the FSU. Some examples
of further studies in this field include: Libman, A., and B. Kheyfets (2006) Ecspansiya Rossiyskogo Kapitala v Strany SNG.
Moscow: Ekonomika; Kuzentsov, A. (2007) Internaciolanizatsiya Rossiyskoy Ekonomiki: Investicionnyi Aspekt. Moscow: URSS,
Kheyfets, B., and A. Libman (2008) Korporativnaya Integraciya: Al’ternativa Dlya Postsovetskogo Prostranstva. Moscow: Libro-
kom; Kheyfets, B. (2001) Vzaimnye Investicii v SNG. Ekonomist (8); Barkovskiy, A., and N. Ushakova (2001) Vzaimodeistvie
Predprinimatel’skikh Struktur Stran SNG. Problemy Prognozirovaniya (2); Kuz’'mina, E. (2008) Ekonomicheskie Pozitsii Rossii
v Central’no-Aziatskom Regione: Puti Ukrepleniya v Usloviyakh Global’noi Konkurencii. Moscow: IE RAS; Kheyfets, B. (2011)
Rossiyskiy Biznes v Stranakh EvrAzES: Modernizatsionnyi Aspekt. Moscow: Ekonomika. A set of important papers were pub-
lished by Aleksei Kuznetsov from the Institute of World Economy and International Relations RAS, who deals primarily with the
dynamics of Russian multinationals, and also covers their role in the FSU, which, however, does not constitute the main field
of their research.
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cial markets," nuclear power,? agriculture, telecommunications etc.?! The research in this field
is carried out by both academic and non-academic research groups.?” Second, a field attracting
more and more attention is post-Soviet labor migration. This has also become an important issue
of domestic political discussions in several post-Soviet countries.” The research on migration, at
present, is also the most ‘advanced’ area of post-Soviet integration studies from the methodo-
logical point of view. As the quality of data in this case is very bad, substantial work is done by
sociologists studying particular migrants’ communities. This is substantially different to other
literatures that rely mostly on secondary data. Third, an extremely important area of research is
related to the role of sub-national units in post-Soviet economic integration, and the variety of
their strategies.”* A number of recent studies investigated the consequences of the economic crisis
2008-2010 for post-Soviet regionalization.” The contributions of this empirical literature could
probably be most interesting for ‘outsiders’, i.e. researchers who are not interested in post-Soviet
integration in particular, but are engaged in the comparative analysis of regionalism, or studies
of the external economies of the post-Soviet states. So far this interest has been to my knowledge
very small.

The list of empirical studies should be complemented by a number of large-scale projects that
provide background material in this area. One is the recently published System of Indicators
of Eurasian Integration (SIEI), developed by the Eurasian Development Bank. It provides a
comprehensive data set of the evolution of integration across the post-Soviet countries and
country groups in five areas: trade, migration, agriculture, energy and educational services.
It also covers a number of indicators of economic convergence of the post-Soviet states. The
second project is the Eurasian Monitor. It implements a number of regular surveys dealing
with post-Soviet integration in a broad set of countries, and provides regular detailed studies of
individual topics that are relevant to regional integration. These surveys include, for example,

® See Golovnin, M. (ed., 2010) Vzaimodeistvie Finansovykh Sistem Stran SNG. St. Petersburg: Aleteya; Vinokurov, E. (2009) Vzaim-
nye Investicii v Bankvskom Sektore SNG. Evraziyskaya Integraciya (2); Abalkina, A. (2008) Predposylki i Perspektivy Bankovskoi
Integracii v Stranakh EvrAzES. Evraziyskaya Ekonomicheskaya Integraciya (1); Mishina, V. (2010) Integraciya Finansovykh Rynkov
i Vzaimodeistvie Birzh Stran SNG. Evraziyskaya Ekonomicheskaya Integraciya (2); Zakharov, A. V. (2002) O Konceptsii Edinogo
Valyutnogo Prostranstva Strang SNG. Moscow: Yustitsinform, as well as other papers mostly of these four authors.

20 Vinokurov, E. (2007) Perspektivy Integracii Atomno-Energeticheskikh Kompleksov Rossii i Kazakhstana v Kontekste Processov
Ekonomicheskoi Integracii. Atomnaya Strategiya (6)

2 The regularly published reports of the Eurasian Development Bank provide detailed empirical information on the dynamics in
particular areas. So far, in 20082011 EDB published 12 industry reports on: nuclear power, water, electricity, ecological problems,
transportation, climate change, agriculture, space industry, telecommunications and stock exchange cooperation.

2 See e.g. RUSAL (2006) Russkie Idut: Zarozhdenie Razvivayushikhsya Rossiyskikh Trancional’nykh Korporaciy. Moscow;
SKOLKOVO (2008) Rossiyskiy Biznes za Rubezhom: Dinamika Razvitiya. Skolkovo; Deloitte (2008) Rossiyskie Mezhdunarodnye
Kompanii: Novye Igroki dlya Global’noi Ekonomiki. Moscow

2 See Reznikova, O. (2009) Postsovetskaya Trudovaya Migraciya. Mirovaya Ekonomika i Mezhdunarodnye Otnosheniya, (3); Ty-

uryukanova, E. (2005) Denezhnye Perevody Migrantov v Rossiyskom Kontekste. Pro et Contra 9 (1); Ryazantsey, S. (2005)

Trudovaya Migraciya v SNG: Tendencii i Problemy Regulirovanya. Mirovaya Ekonomika i Mezhdunarodnye Otnosheniya (11); Ry-

azantsey, S. (2008) Trudovaya Migraciya v Rossii v Usloviyakh Integracii v EvrAzZES. Vorposy Ekonomiki (6); Ivakhnyuk, 1. (2008)

Vliyanie i Fukcionirovanie Evraziyskoi Migracionnoi Sistemy. Dr. Sc. Thesis, Moscow State University, among other authors. This

literature probably represents the field where the link between the Russian and the international literature is present and strong,

probably because here the demand for empirical data generated by Russian scholars is very large, but also the methodological
sophistication of the Russian researchers is substantial. Thus, it is not rare that Russian scholars studying migration in the FSU
publish internationally, see for example loffe, G., and Z. Zayonchkovskaya (2010) Immigration to Russia: Inevitability and Prospec-

tive Inflows. Eurasian Geography and Economics 51 (1)

See: Vardomskiy, L. (2008) Prigranichnoe Sotrudnichestvo na Novykh i Starykh Granitsakh Rossii. Evraziyskaya Ekonomicheskaya

Integraciya (1); Vardomskiy, L. (2009) Rossiyskoe Porubezhie v Usloviyakh Globalizatsii. Moscow: Librokom; Zabello, Ya., and

A. Sobyanin (2001) Regiony Rossii v Kazakhstane i Srednei Azii: Pravila Effektivnogo Sotrnudnichestva. Mimeo

One has to mention a set of papers published by Mikhail Golovnin, Darya Ushkalova and Aleksandra Yakusheva, as well as by the

author of this survey in EDB Eurasian Integration Yearbook 2011; as well as Kurmanalieva, E., and E. Vinokurov (2011) Trends in

Post-Crisis Capital Flows in the CIS. Euromoney Emerging Markets Handbook 2011/12, forthcoming; Yudaeva, K., and K. Kozlov

(2010) SNG 2009: Polnyi Nabor Krizisnykh Stsenariev. Moscow: Center for the Macroeconomic Studies of Sberbank.
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the importance of the Russian language in the FSU (there was a related project of the Furasian
Heritage Foundation in 2008) and social integration in the post-Soviet states.”® There are a
number of quantitative studies dealing with various aspects of post-Soviet integration. The
list of these papers is very short as the main focus has been on qualitative analysis due to the
availability of data. However, there are papers providing quantitative analysis of trade in the
FSU?, including foreign trade prices,” and of the institutional convergence across the post-
Soviet countries.?

2.3.3. Open regionalism, Eurasian integration and normative analysis of regionalism: The
weakness of the formal institutions of post-Soviet integration is in attempting to create the
‘Eurasian EU’, which, as discussed, has been the implicit assumption of the ‘average papers’. It
calls for adjustments in the normative analysis of post-Soviet regionalism as well. In fact, in
past years there have been a number of papers dealing with this issue, and focusing on providing
alternative solutions to the problem. There are two lines of development that are relevant in
this context. The first can be referred to as ‘open regionalism’.* This is not the same as the ‘open
regionalism’ in East Asia, which concentrated on non-discriminatory trade blocs. In the post-
Soviet context ‘open regionalism’ is primarily an attempt to firstly, reduce the ambitions of the
post-Soviet countries; this done by focusing on more realistic low-level cooperation without
creating strong supranational institutions. Secondly, to point out the opportunity to use multi-
ple regional integration structures with diverse, but partly overlapping membership to pursue
a multi-vector international economic policy, which takes the heterogeneity of interests and
countries in the post-Soviet region into account. The already cited work of Boris Kheyfets
(pointing out the advantages of the regional economic integration on the micro-level), as well
as numerous insightful papers of Lidiya Kosikova on the optimal design of the post-Soviet re-
gionalism®! are particularly important and interesting in this respect.

The second line of reasoning is associated with what one could call a movement from post-Soviet to
Eurasian integration. The idea has been discussed in various contexts and from various methodo-

2 The analysis of public perception of the post-Soviet regionalism and of the divergence of public opinion in the FSU countries
has been offered in a number of further papers, e.g. Kertman, G. L. (2005) SNG — Mezhdu Proshlym i Nastoyashim. POLIS
(6); Balackiy, E. (2005) Social’naya Geterogennost’ Edinogo Ekonomicheskogo Prostranstva. Monitoring Obshchestvennogo
Mneniya (2). Ekaterina Furman offers a number of interesting contributions on the comparative analysis of public opinion on and
public support of the EU and the CIS, see Furman, E. (2007) Ideya Integracii v ES i SNG: Social’naya Baza i Al'ternativy. Sovre-
mennaya Evropa (2); Furman, E. (2006) ES i SNG: Integraciya i Ee Podderzhka Naseleniem. Svobodnaya Mys!’ (7-8)
In this context, one has to mention the work of Irina Gurova: See Gurova, |. (2009) Regional’naia Torgovlya i Torgovaya Integraciya
v SNG. Evraziyskaya Ekonomicheskaya Integraciya (2); Gurova, |. (2010) Regional’naia Torgovlya SNG: Mekhanizm Tyagoteniya.
Mezhdunarodnaya Ekonomika (3); Gurova, |., and M. Efremova (2010) Potentsial Regional’noi Torgovli Stran SNG. Voprosy Eko-
nomiki (7)
2 See Savin, V. A. (1999) Eksportno-Importnye Tseny v Torgovle Rossii s Raznymi Gruppami Stran (SNG i Dal’'nee Zarubezhye).
Marketing v Rossii i za Rubezhom (4)
2% See Libman, A. (2006) Rol’ Ekonomicheskoi Integracii i Dezintegracii na Postsovetskom Prostranstve: Kolichestvennyi Analiz.
Problemy Prognozirovaniya (5)
See: Kosikova, L. (2010) Na Vsekh Parusakh. Pryamye Investicii (2) it is an interesting typology of recent work on post-Soviet
regional integration. It explicitly points out the ‘open regionalism’ option.
See e.g. Kosikova, L. (2008) Integracionnye Proekty Rossii na Postsovetskom Prostranstve: Idei i Praktika. Moscow: IERAS;
Kosikova, L. (2010) Problemy Konsolidatsii Sodruzhestva vokrug Rossii v Usloviyakh Vnutrennei Neodnorodnosti Regiona SNG,
in: Grinberg, R. (ed.) Izbrannye Statyi 2005-2009 gg. Moscow: Ekonomika; Kosikova, L. (2010) Ekonomicheskaya Politika Rossii
na Postsovetskom Prostranstve: Evolyutsiya Podkhodov, Rezul’taty, Problemy. Moscow: IERAS. The work of Kosikova should be
pointed out as an excellent reference for the surveys of the historical evolution of the post-Soviet regionalism, see e.g. Kosikova, L.
(2008) ltogi Pyatnadtsatiletnego Razvitiya Gosudarstv SNG i Ikh Vzaimnogo Sotrudnichestva. Kontinent Partnerstva (5); Kosiko-
va, L. (2004) Nesostoyavshaysya Integraciya, ili Pochemu Rossii ne Udalos’ Ob»edinit’ Strany SNG. Mir Peremen (1); Kosikova,
L. (2010) Ekonomicheskaya Politika Rossii v Postsovetskom Regione (Retroanaliz, Otsenka ltogov, Predlozheniya). Rossiyskiy
Ekonomicheskiy Zhurnal (2) and (3)
32 Among other contributions, one should point out Issue 7 of the Problemy Postsovetskikh Stran series published in 2005 and
concentrating on the bilateral cooperation in the FSU as an alternative to the less successful multilateral regionalism.
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logical, theoretical and ideological viewpoints.** The key argument is that post-Soviet integration
should not be treated as a ‘separate entity’; on the contrary, it should be integrated in the context of
the multiple regional integration projects and economic linkages emerging in Eurasia. In particular,
post-Soviet integration should not be considered as a ‘competitor’ of European regionalism. This is
an assumption usually made in the ‘average regional integration’ papers and also by Russian politi-
cians. It should be designed in a way compatible with the European integration vector pursued by
many post-Soviet countries.* In Asia, on the other hand, it is crucial to ensure China’s participation
in the regional integration initiatives; as the Chinese role in Central Asia is gradually increasing.

Another departure from the ‘average post-Soviet regional integration’ paper is based on a more
detailed normative analysis of post-Soviet regionalism. Unlike the approach of the ‘average’
papers, which assume the need for the post-Soviet integration, several recent contributions at-
tempt to prove that regional integration in the FSU is attractive in a particular setting. The av-
enues for the analysis used by various researchers also differ. In the work of Leon Zevin the key
arguments are linked to the size and density of the economic space in the FSU as opposed to
individual countries.* The group of Feliks Klotsvog in the Institute of Economic Forecasting
of the Russian Academy of Sciences attempts to evaluate the economic impact of various sce-
narios of post-Soviet regionalism looking at the input-output matrices of the FSU countries.*
In the Gaidar Institute of Economic Policy a number of papers investigate the potential of the
currency union in the FSU.*” The establishment of the Customs Union resulted in a wave of
new projects dealing with the potential economic effects of post-Soviet integration.®

2.3.4. Further approaches: As a final note, one should point out a number of further contri-
butions to post-Soviet regional integration studies in Russia. These attempt to look at it from a
perspective different from the ‘average post-Soviet integration paper’, and do not fit into three
lines of research described above. Here one should point out the work of Marina Sterzhneva on
the comparative analysis of institutions of the CIS and the EU,* and of Vladimir Evstigneev
on the semantics of post-Soviet integration and the role of regionalism as a tool of protection
of quasi-monopolies.” Unlike the majority of papers on this topic both studies are published in
the FSU. They are extremely interesting and heavily theory-based; unfortunately, they seem
to have a rather limited impact on the way Russian scholars theorize about post-Soviet integra-
tion. This is a very serious drawback for this literature.

Summing up, in spite of the dominance of the ‘average post-Soviet integration paper” approach,
the Russian scholarly community has recently provided a number of important and interest-
ing contributions to the studies of post-Soviet integration. Regional integration in the FSU
remains an important field of research among Russian academics.

3. International studies of post-Soviet integration

33 See Vinokurov, E. (2010) Ot Postsovetskoi k Evraziyskoy Integracii. Evraziyskaya Ekonomicheskaya Integraciya (3); Bykov, A.
(2009) Postsovetskoe Prostranstvo: Strategii Integrcii i Novye Vyzovy Globalizatsii. St. Petersburg: Aleteya

34 See Chernyshoy, S. (2010) Na Puti k Edinoi Evrazii. Rossiya v Global’noi Politike (3); Spartak, A. N. (2011) Evraziyskaya Perspek-
tiva Postsovetskoi Integracii. Zhurnal Novoi Ekonomicheskoi Assotsiacii (11)

% See Zevin, L. (2009) Vektory Vneshneekonomicheskoi Politik Rossii. Voprosy Ekonomiki (10)

3% See e.g. Klotsvog, F,, Sukhotin, A., and L. Chernova (2008) Modelirovanie i Prognozirovanie EEP Rossii, Belarusi, Kazakhstana i
Ukrainy. Problemy Prognozirovaniya (2)

37 See Drobyshevskiy, S., and D. Polevoi (2004) Problemy Sozdaniya Edinoy Valyutnoi Zony v Stranakh SNG. Moscow: IEPP

38 See Mutinyan, V. I. (2011) Ob Integracii Ukrainy v Tsifrakh. Evraziyskaya Ekonomicheskaya Integraciya (3); Tochitskaya, |. (2010)
The Customs Union between Belarus, Kazakhstan and Russia: An Overview of Economic Implications for Belarus. GET IPM
Policy Paper No. 2; Jandosov, Oraz, and Lyaziza Sabyrova (2011) Indicative Tariff Protection Level in Kazakhstan: Before and After
Customs Union (Part | and Part Il). RAKUSRS Center for Economic Analysis Discussion Papers No. 5.3 and 5.4

3% See Sterzhneva, M. V. (1999) Evropeiskiy Soyuz i SNG: Sravnitel’nyi Analiz Institutov. Moscow: MONF

40 See Evstigneey, V. (1997) Valyutno-Finansovaya Integraciya v ES i SNG: Sravnitel’nyi Semanticheskiy Analiz. Moscow: Nauka;
Evstigneey, V. (1999) Tamozhennaya Integraciya v SNG kak Primer Ekonomicheskogo Psevdomorfizma. Voprosy ekonomiki (12)
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3.1. Post-Soviet integration: dynamics and perspectives

The situation is, however, very different if one considers the international scholarly community. First,
the overall attention to post-Soviet regionalism is limited. Unlike Russian scholars, often driven by
normative motivation, international researchers are more inclined towards a positive analysis. There-
fore the ‘non-existing’ post-Soviet regional integration clearly attracted little attention. Even during
the ‘high period’ of Russian studies in the West in the 1990s — when debate on economic and political
transition received significant attention of leading economists and political scientists — post-Soviet
integration remained a marginal research topic. Second, however, the analysis of FSU regionalism has
been much more advanced in terms of methodology and, especially, theoretical foundation. Although
the analogue to the a-theoretical ‘average post-Soviet integration paper’, with clear normative moti-
vation, can be found in international academia as well, it is clearly not an ‘average paper’ but rather a
marginal’ contribution. One does not find many papers along these lines in the refereed journals. To
our knowledge, there exist no research groups or centers systematically devoting their attention to
the topic and functioning outside Russia; although there are individual researchers paying significant
attention to the topic. There are several lines of investigation of post-Soviet regionalism, which differ
significantly in terms of their methodological foundation and research objectives. They are rooted in
different social sciences: economics, IR, political science or area studies.

3

Before I proceed to the discussion of more substantive and interesting contributions, it is proba-
bly helpful to introduce the ‘Western variety’ of the ‘average post-Soviet integration paper’. Once
again, this type of work does not really represent the ‘average’ publication on the topic. This is un-
like Russia, probably, because of much higher barriers existing by international journals and pub-
lishers, preventing theoretically and empirically weak work from being published. It still seems
to have a profound impact on the thinking of Western scholars on the topic, particularly, those
engaged in Russian studies. In some sense, this ‘average paper’ is the mirror image of the Russian
‘average paper’, as it relies on a number of similar premises. As in the Russian case, it is accepted
without any proof or with only very little scientific investigation. First, post-Soviet integration
is considered to be unambiguously inefficient in terms of economic and political development
of the member countries. There is no economic rationale behind it, as it merely contributes to
the conservation of inefficient Soviet ties. Second, therefore, the only reason for the existence
of post-Soviet regionalism is the political ambitions of Russia, attempting to restore its empire
and to re-establish control over the FSU countries. Therefore, third, participation in post-Soviet
integration precludes any integration with the European Union. In some sense, as the gauges of
the post-Soviet and the European railways differ, so do the regional projects. Once again, three
assumptions made in this literature are removing the really interesting questions from the discus-
sion. First, the economic effects of the possible post-Soviet regionalism should be studied based
on solid empirical and scientific evidence. Therefore, the perception of post-Soviet regionalism
as a mere tool of Russian domination is problematic. Second, it is in fact not the case that Rus-
sia has been the most active player in the establishment of this type of integration links. Quite
often Belarus or Kazakhstan has been pro-active, while Russia simply reacted on the changes in
the FSU.*! Overall, the simplistic view of the FSU as an arena of contest between Russia and the
West seems to be inherited from the Cold War stereotypes. They are not really productive for

41 There are cases when it was the reluctance of Russia to pursue regional integration, which prevented it from coming into exi-
stence: e.g. the Eurasian Union proposed by Nazarbaev in early 1990s ort he pan-CIS FTA suggested by the Timshenko go-
vernment instead of the Single Economic Space. One can argue that in both cases Russia’s reluctance was well-informed and
associated with significant institutional deficits of the projects. Nevertheless, it was not Russia that was generating new initiatves.
Relations between Russia and Belarus provide yet another striking example of both countries suggesting new projects and then
backing off.
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modern scholarship. Third, the ‘average paper’ approach cannot explain the growing regionaliza-
tion in the FSU, and the development of economic linkages on the micro-level. Therefore, as is the
case with Russia, the most interesting contributions are outside this ‘average paper’ framework,
and will be reviewed in the following sub-sections.

3.1.1. Post-Soviet trade: First, a relatively large literature in economics looks at the post-Soviet
trade in terms of the gravity equation analysis. It attempts to find out the speed and the scope of
economic and political fragmentation in the region. These studies mostly conclude that the post-
Soviet countries still over-trade with each other.*? This is hardly surprising, if one looks at the
overall evidence from the analysis of trade flows among the former colonies and the metropolitan
powers, or between the states originally comprising a single political entity*. There are certain
similarities in the trade structure of the FSU states as opposed to the transition economies of
Central and Eastern Europe; though there is also evidence of increasing diversification of geo-
graphical trade patterns.** While this literature usually does not make any explicit normative
statements, the conclusions in most studies are indirectly quite dismal for FSU regionalism. The
structure of trade of the post-Soviet countries is typically less advanced; the high stability of
the post-Soviet trade is associated with the deficit of integration into the global economy. It is
claimed that this is due to inefficient economic and political institutions.

3.1.2. Estimated economic effects of regionalism: The second strand of the literature explicitly
looks at the possible economic effects of FSU regionalism. Here the international scholarly com-
munity is more diverse than the Russian researchers. Some researchers, who are focusing on the
empirical analysis of regional integration, consider post-Soviet regionalism to be growth-enhanc-
ing. A substantial part of the global academic community is extremely sceptical regarding what
FSU regionalism can actually achieve. The analysis in this case also remains relatively limited,;
there are very few detailed empirical studies. Constantine Michailopulos and David Tarr inves-
tigate the possible static and dynamic effects of a customs union within the CIS framework, and
come to negative conclusions.” On the other hand, deeper integration between the FSU and the
EU is also not necessarily beneficial for all parties. There are also papers which suggest that post-
Soviet integration could potentially be beneficial for its members, contributing to the economic
growth and development.”” Overall, one could possibly conclude that more detailed analysis is
required; the situation in the FSU states changes over time, as does the structure and the mem-

“2 See Djankov, S., and C. Freund (2002) Trade Flows in the Former Soviet Union. Journal of Comparative Economics 30 (1); Fidrmuc, J.,
and J. Fidrmuc (2003) Disintegration and Trade. Review of International Economics 11 (5); De Sousa, J., and O. Lamotte (2007) Does
Political Disintegration Lead to Trade Disintegration: Evidence from Transition Countries. Economics of Transition 15 (4); Babetskii, 1.,
Babetskaia-Kukharchuk, O., and M. Raiser (2003) How deep is your trade? Transition and international integration in Eastern Europe
and the former Soviet Union. Mimeo; Elborgh-Woytek, K. (2003) Of Openness and Distance: Trade Development in the Commonwealth
of Independent States, 1993-2002. IMF Working Paper No. 03/207; Shelburne, R. C., and O. Pidufala (2006) Evolving Trade Patterns in
the CIS: The Role of Manufacturing. UNECE Discussion Paper No. 2006.2; Shepotylo, O. (2009) Gravity with Zeros: Estimating Trade
Potential of CIS Countries. KSE Discussion Paper No. 16; Havrylyshin, O., and H. Al-Atrash (1998) Opening Up and Geographic Di-
versification of Trade in Transition Economies. IMF Working Paper No. 98/22; Djankov, S., and C. Freund (2002) New Borders: Evidence
from the former Soviet Union. Review of World Economics 138 (3); Kurmanalieva, E., and E. Vinokurov (2011) Holding-Together or
Falling Apart: Results of Gravity Equation of the CIS Trade. MPRA Working Paper No. 32003

See a survey in: Frankel, J. (1997) Regional Trading Blocs in the World Economic System. Petersen Institute for International
Economics

4 See Broadman, H. G. (ed., 2005) From Disintegration to Reintegration: Eastern Europe and the Former Soviet Union in Interna-
tional Trade. World Bank

Michailopulos, C., and D. Tarr (1997) The Economics of the Customs Union in the Commonwealth of Independent States. World
Bank Working Paper; cf. also: de Sousa, L. V. (2011) An Initial Estimation of the Economic Effects of the EurAsEC Customs Union
on Its Members. Economic Premise, no. 47.

See Sulamaa, Pekka, and Mika Widgren (2003) EU Enlargement and Beyond: A Simulation Study on EU and CIS Integration.
CEPR Discussion Paper No. 2768

Freinkman, L., Polyakoy, E., and C. Revenco (2004) Trade Performance and Regional Integration of the CIS Countries. World Bank
Working Paper No. 38
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bership of possible regional integration agreements. Once again, this literature is dominated by
economists, but is extremely small. There are a number of studies that estimate the contribution
of the collapse of the FSU to the extent of the transition recession, and find it to be substantial .*®

3.1.3. Heterogeneity and interdependence of the post-Soviet space: The third strand of lit-
erature investigates one of the probably most fundamental questions of post-Soviet regionalism:
even assuming that international cooperation between post-Soviet countries could produce ben-
eficial economic results, one still has to accurately ‘map’ the borders of the post-Soviet space. In
other words: ‘why do we expect the group of FSU countries to form a coherent entity, which can
be used as the basis for the regional integration?” The question is not trivial, since the divergence
of economic and political systems in the post-Soviet countries after the collapse of the FSU has
been substantial.*” Various papers also provide various answers to this question, which often de-
pend upon the particular methodological focus chosen by the studies.

From the constructivist perspective, the region-ness of the post-Soviet space and its sub-regions
is in flux; for instance, the papers of this group devote substantial attention to the region-ness of
Central Asia.”® As for the essentialist perspectives, there are two variations used for the analysis of
the post-Soviet space. First, one can focus one’s attention on the interdependencies in the FSU. This
type of studies is most notably rooted in the regional security complex theory. It often concludes
that the FSU is still characterized by a very high level of interdependencies.” Second, another ap-
proach suggests focusing on homogeneity of the FSU countries. Here, once again, the results devi-
ate. There are those who concentrate their attention on the Soviet heritage, and thus on possible
homogeneity of the region;*? and those who pay particular attention to the pre-Soviet legacies, and
therefore usually conclude that the FSU consists of highly heterogeneous countries.® This litera-
ture has been heavily influenced by political science and international relations.

3.1.4. Positive analysis of the formal integration in the FSU: The fourth literature finally
moves away from examining only the preconditions and the possible factors determining
the evolution of the post-Soviet institutional integration; which is the dynamics of formal
integration agreements like the CIS or the EurAsEC. In this case, however, the debates in the
international literature are entirely different from those in the Russian academic publications.
The major focus of attention of this literature is exactly the reasons for the failures and partial

successes of post-Soviet regionalism. Usually, this literature is inherently comparative. It

48 See Linn, J. F. (2004) Economic (Dis) organization Matters: The Soviet Collapse Revised. Mimeo; Bevan, A. A., Estrin, S., Hare,
P. G., and J. Stern (2001) Extending the Economics of Disorganization. Economics of Transition 9 (1)

“ The literature contains a number of typologies of post-Soviet political and economic development; in this context, one has to point
out the following papers by Russian and international scholars: Grigoriey, L., and M. Salikov (2006) Virazhi Perekhodnogo Perioda.
Rossiya v Global’noi Politike (6); Pistor, K., Raiser, M., and S. Gelfer (2000) Law and Finance in Transition Economies. Economics
of Transition 8 (2); Barkovski, A. (ed., 2003) Ekonomicheskie Strategii Stran SNG i Rossiya. Moscow: RUDN; Furman, D. (2004)
Divergentsiya Politicheskikh Sistem na Postsovetskom Prostranstve. Svobodnaya Mysl (10); Stykow, P. (2010) Die Wahl des Wahl-
systems: Demokratische Regeln, undemokratische Wahlen. Osteuropa 60 (9); Makarkin, A. (2007) Nezavisimo ot Politicheskikh
Reform v Stranakh SNG Prezident Prodolzhaet Ostavatsya Glavnoi Figuroi. Nezavisimaya Gazeta, Jan 22; lwasaki, |. (2003) Evolu-
tion of Government-Business Relationship and Economic Performance in the Former Soviet States. Economics of Planning 36 (3);
Gel’'man, V. (2008) Out of the Frying Pan, Into the Fire? Post-Soviet Regime Changes in Comparative Perspective. International
Political Science Review 29 (2); Frye, T. (1997) Politics of Institutional Change: Post-Communist Presidencies. Comparative Political
Studies; Makarenko, B. (2005) Tsvetnye Revolyutsii v Kontekste Demokraticheskogo Tranzita. Mir Peremen (5)

50 See Quoraboyey, |. (2010) Around the Names of Region: The Case of Central Asia. UNU-CRIS Working Paper No. 5; in the

Russian-language literature, the idea of ‘emerging’ Central Asia is investigated in: Kazantsev, A. (2008) Bol’shaya Igra s Neizvest-

nymi Peremennymi: Mirovaya Politika i Central’naya Aziya. Moscow: Eurasian Heritage Foundation. Some work has been done

on the role of regional integration in the FSU as a tool of state social identity construction, see Molchanov, M. (2007) Regionalist

Promises in State Social Identity Construction: The Rhetoric of a Single Economic Space. Mimeo

See Buzan, B., and O. Waever (2003) Regions and Powers: The Structure of International Security. Cambridge: Cambridge Uni-

versity Press

52 See Jones Luong, P. (2002) Institutional Change and Political Continuity in Central Asia. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press

%8 Gleason, A. (2010) Eurasia: What Is It? Is It? Journal of Eurasian Studies 1 (1)

5

47



STUDIES OF REGIONAL INTEGRATION IN THE CIS
AND IN CENTRAL ASIA

attempts to place the FSU in the overall debate on regionalism in various parts of the world. It
therefore employs a broad theoretical framework, usually derived from IR and IPE. It is able to
distinguish among multiple factors leading to the weakness of the FSU regionalism beyond the
simple ‘lack of political willpower’. The literature has a mostly positive orientation. Although
many papers are implicitly normative, it rarely affects the validity of the positive results. A
number of papers look at a broad array of factors determining the evolution of the post-Soviet
regionalism.”* Other contributions study particular factors including: historical legacies™,
power asymmetry®®, economic and political asymmetries®, economic ideologies®, interaction
with the European integration®, other external influences®, post-Soviet bureaucracy®, and
institutional features of the regional organizations,® or foreign policy orientation of the FSU
countries.®

A related group of studies has been prepared by legal scholars, investigating the institutional
design of the post-Soviet regional integration.* Most of these papers are relatively old and have
been written during the early period of post-Soviet integration. This is when the expectations
regarding its progress were higher. There are, however, numerous recent interesting contribu-
tions from Rilka Dragneva-Lewers, examining various legal aspects of economic integration
in the FSU.® There are almost no contributions to the studies of the post-Soviet institutional
integration written by economists. While in the first years after the collapse of the USSR the

54 See Kubicek, P. (2009) The Commonwealth of Independent States: An Example of Failed Regionalism? Review of International
Studies 35; Olcott, M. B., Aslund, A., and S. Garnett (1999) Getting It Wrong: Regional Cooperation and the Commonwealth of In-
dependent States. Wash.: Carnegie Endowment for International Peace; Obydenkova, A. (2011) Multi-Level Governance in Post-
Soviet Eurasia: Problems and Promises, in: Enderlein, H., Walti, S., and M. Zurn (eds.) Handbook on Multi-Level Governance.
Cheltenham: Edward Elgar; Molchanov, M. (2009) Regionalism in Eurasia. In: Fagan, G. H., and R. Munck (eds.), Globalization
and security: An Encyclopedia. Santa Barbara: Praeger Security International.

% See Obydenkova. A. (2011) Benefits and Deficits of Multilateralism: Conceptualizing the Lessons of the Commonwealth of

Independent States. Rivista ltaliana di Scienza Politca 41 (1); Kux, S. (1996) From the USSR to the Commonwealth of Indepen-

dent States: Confederation or Civilized Divorce? In Federalizing Europe? The Costs, Benefits and Preconditions of Federal Politi-

cal Systems, eds. J. J. Hesse and V. Wright. Oxford: Oxford University Press; Bremmer, I., and A. Bailes (1998) Sub-Regionalism

in the New Independent States. International Affairs 74

See Miller, E. A. (2006) To Balance or Not to Balance? Alignment Theory and the Commonwealth of Independent States. Al-

dershot: Ashgate; DAnieri, P. (1997) International Cooperation among Unequal Partners: The Emergence of Bilateralism in the

Former Soviet Union. International Politics 34 (4); Hancock, K. J. (2009) Regional Integration: Choosing Plutocracy. New York:

Palgrave MacMillan

Obydenkova, A. (2011) Comparative regionalism: Eurasian cooperation and European integration. The case for neofunctionalism?

Journal of Eurasian Studies 2

Darden, K. A. (2009) Economic Liberalism and Its Rivals: The Formation of International Institutions among the Post-Soviet States.

Cambridge: Cambridge University Press

See Malfliet, K., Verpoest, L., and E. Vinokurov (eds., 2007) The CIS, the EU and Russia: Challenges of Integration. London:

Palgrave MacMillan; Molchanov, M., and Y. Yevdokimov (2005) The European Union versus Russia: Evaluating attractiveness of

inter-state cooperation in the post-Soviet space, Papanikos, T. G. (ed.) International research on global affairs. Athens: Athens

Institute for Education and Research

Molchanov, M. (2011) The Hubbless Spokes: Competitive Regionalism in Eurasia. Mimeo; Molchanov, M. (2009) Regionalization

from Above. Mimeo

6 See Libman, A., and A. Vinokurov (2012) Post-Soviet Integration and the Interaction of Functional Bureaucracies. Review of
International Political Economy, forthcoming

62 See Gleason, G. (2004) The Reintegration of Eurasia: Functional Theory and Inter-State Policy Coordination, in: Khudoley, K. (ed)

Post-Communist Countries in the Globalized World. St.Petersburg

Jackson, N. (2003) Russian Foreign Policy and the CIS: Theories, Debates, and Actions. New York and London: Routledge

54 See e.g. Voitovich, S. A. (1993) The Commonwealth of Independent States: An Emerging Institutional Model. European Journal of Inter-
national Law 4; Balayan, O. M. (1999) Institutionelle Struktur der Wirtschaftsintegration in der Gemeinschaft Unabhaengiger Staaten
(GUS) Eine rechtliche Untersuchung der Organisation der GUS im Vergleich zur Europaeischen Gemeinschaft. Berlin: Duncker &
Humblott; Danilenko, G. M. (1999) The Economic Court of the Commonwealth of Independent States. International Law and Politics31

% See e.g. Dragneva, L. (2007) CIS Model Legislation and Its Contributions to Company Law Reform and Harmonization. In: Dragneva, L.
(ed.) Investor Protection in the CIS. Leiden: Martinus Nijhoff; Dragneva, R., and J. de Koort (2007) The Legal Regime for Free Trade in
the Commonwealth of Independent States. International and Comparative Law Quarterly 56 (2); Dragneva, R. (2004) Is ‘Soft’ Beauti-
ful? Another Perspective on Law, Institutions, and Integration in the CIS. Review of Central and East European Law 29 (3)
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issue of inter-republican economic relations did attract some scholarly attention,% the low effec-
tiveness of the FSU regionalism resulted in the disappearance of these studies.

3.1.5. Protective integration: The fifth literature, unlike the previous four, seems to be on
the rise. The major objective of these studies is to link the existence of informal and formal
ties between the FSU countries, including regional integration agreements, to the pros-
pects of democratization in the region. The issue of external influences on democratization
has received substantial attention in scholarly literature in the past; however, it has almost
always been studied from the point of view of external democratic influences. The post-
Soviet space seems to be a region where external non-democratic influences are also par-
ticularly pronounced. From this point of view, post-Soviet regionalism receives an entirely
new interpretation. Its main objective is not to foster economic and political cooperation
between countries. Instead it creates a ‘mutual protection’ for the autocratic regimes in the
FSU, or at least to ‘insulate’ some countries from external democratic influences. Specifi-
cally, regionalism can be used in domestic political games, as it has been actively used by
Russia and Belarus.®” Post-Soviet non-democracies can ‘exchange’ symbolic and even mate-
rial support. This problem has been investigated in greater detail by Russian® and interna-
tional scholars; the latter have studied formal regional integration arrangements®, informal
intergovernmental relations,”® and mutual learning across autocratic regimes and societies
in the FSU.”™ Some recent work also deals with the impact of regionalization and cross-
border economic linkages on the sub-national democratization.”? Obviously, this literature
belongs principally to the domain of political science, though it is also partly influenced by
the international relations studies. At first it was mostly studied by the more narrow area
studies research community. Recently the «mutual support of autocracies» topic gained
more attention from the mainstream political scientists, in particular the regime transition

% See Orlowski L. T. (1994) The Disintegration of the Ruble Zone: Driving Forces and Proposals for Policy Change. Aussenwirtschaft
49; Orlowski L. T. (1995) Direct Transfers between the Former Soviet Union Central Budget and the Republics: Past Evidence and
Current Implications. Economics of Planning 28; Dabrowski, M. (1995) The Reasons of the Collapse of the Ruble Zone. Unpub-
lished manuscript, CASE

See Danilovich, Alex (2006) Russian-Belarus Integration: Playing Games behind the Kremlin Wall. Aldershot: Ashgate; in the
Russian-language literature an excellent survey has been published by: Drakokhrust, Yu., and D. Furman (1998) Perepetii
Integracii, in: Furman, D. (ed.) Belorussiya i Rossiya: Obshchestva i Gosudarstva. Moscow: Prava Cheloveka

Furman, D. (2004) Rossiya, SNG i ES. Mir Peremen (3); Fel'dman, D. (2005) Vzaiomdeistvie Elit Stran SNG. POLIS (4); Furman,
Dmitriy (2010) Dvizhenie po Spirali: Politicheskaya Sistema Rossii v Ryadu Drugikh Stran. Moscow: Ves’ Mir.

Allison, R. (2008) Virtual Regionalism, Regional Structures and Regime Security in Central Asia. Central Asian Survey 27
(2); Collins, Kathleen (2009) Economic and Security Regionalism among Patrimonial Authoritarian Regimes: The Case of
Central Asia. Europe-Asia Studies 61 (2); Allison, R. (2007) Blockaden und Anreize: Autoritarismus und regionale Kooperation.
Osteuropa 58 (8-9); Allison, R. (2010) Virtual Regionalism and Protective Integration in Central Asia, in: Sengupta, A., and
S. Chatterjee (2010) Eurasian Perspectives: In Search for Alternatives. Kolkata: Shipra Publications; Cameron, D. R., Orenstein,
M. (2011) Post-Soviet Authoritarianism: The Impact of International Actors, Linkages and Alliances. APSA 2011 Annual Meeting
Paper

Ambrosio, T. (2009) Authoritarian Backlash: Russian Resistance to Democratization in the Former Soviet Union. Ashgate;
Ambrosio, T. (2006) The Political Success of Russia-Belarus Relations: Insulating Minsk from a Color Revolution. Demokraizatsi-
ya 14 (3); Silitski, V. (2006) Contagion Deterred: Authoritarianism in the Former Soviet Union (The Case of Belarus). CDDRL
Working Paper No. 66; Tolstrup, J. (2009) Studying a Negative External Actor: Russia’s Management of Stability and Instability in
the ‘Near Abroad’ Democratization 16; Burnell, P., Schlumberger, O. (2010, eds) Promoting Democracy — Promoting Autocracy?
International Politics and National Political Regimes. Special Issue of Contemporary Politics. Vol. 16. No. 1

See Herd, G. P. (2005) Colorful Revolutions and the CIS: «Manufactured» versus «Managed» Democracy. Problems of Post-
Communism 52; Silitski, V. (2005) Preempting Democracy: the Case of Belarus. Journal of Democracy 16; Hale, H. E. (2005)
Regime Cycles: Democracy, Autocracy, and Revolution in Post-Soviet Eurasia. World Politics 58; Hale, H. E. (2006) Democracy
or Autocracy on the March? The Colored Revolutions as Normal Dynamics of Patronal Presidentialism. Communist and Post-
Communist Studies 39 (3); Silitski, V. (2010) «Survival of the Fittest»: Domestic and International Dimensions of the Authoritarian
Reaction in the former Soviet Union following the Colored Revolution. Communist and Post-Communist Studies 43 (4); Kubicek,
P. (2011) Are Central Asian Leaders Learning from Upheavels in Kyrgyzstan? Journal of Eurasian Studies 2

See Obydenkova, A., and A. Libman (2011) Rethinking the Nature and Impact of External Factors on Regime Transition: Lessons
for the Russian Regions. Mimeo
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and democratization theorists.”

One can probably distinguish between two varieties of this literature. The first and so far the
most popular looks at the role of Russia as an anti-democratic force. It takes the argument of the
«average paper» on post-Soviet integration as a tool of Russian dominance. It translates it from
the language of geopolitical power, «Russia’s attempt to control the neighboring states», into the
language of regime diffusion, «Russia’s attempt to establish a set of autocracies in the neighboring
states». This move has a certain advantage: it looks at a much broader set of implications than
the ‘standard zero-sum game perception of geopolitical conflicts over power’ that is shared by the
«average paper». The disadvantage is that it is more realistic to assume that Russia aspires to have
control and geopolitical power in the FSU, than it is to assume that Russia consciously promotes
autocracies in the neighboring states. The autocracies could arise as a by-product of attempts to
create loyal regimes, but the emergence of this by-product is not necessary. In fact, if it better
suits its geopolitical agenda, Russia could support democracies. It probably partly does support
them as happened with Kyrgyzstan in 2010. Overall, unlike in the case of the «average paper»,
there seems to be no consensus regarding the presence of the Russian anti-democratic influence
in the scientific community. While some studies confirm its existence, other papers argue that it
is mostly absent. Many important papers call for the need to implement further research on the
topic to establish exact pathways of influence, and possible variation of outcomes.

The second branch of the literature considers post-Soviet integration as a coalition of autocrats
mutually supporting each other. This is not necessarily because of the Russian pressure; it as-
sumes that autocracies evolve through a combination of mutual learning and internal forces, and
then try to sustain each other through cooperation. These studies have several advantages, and
are very different from the «average paper». First, they do not concentrate on the actual interna-
tional hierarchies, and power in the international relations, which are questionable in the post-
Soviet world. Instead they concentrate on the symbolic action and domestic concerns of autocra-
cies. Second, they do not consider post-Soviet regionalism a mere ‘power tool” of Russian foreign
policy. In fact the ‘protective integration” analysis clearly shows why Russia is likely to be a more
reactive than pro-active participant of post-Soviet regionalism; and why other autocracies, like
Belarus, may be so interested in maintaining the ineffective and non-functioning integration ritu-
als. A good example is the short-lived membership of Uzbekistan in the EurAsEC. On the one
hand it was consistent with the ideas of «mutual support» of the members of the Autocratic Inter-
national; on the other hand it had nothing to do with Russia’s pressure or influence. Finally, this
literature does explain why autocracy could «breed» autocracy in the FSU: due to attempts by
regimes to prevent the cross-border learning effects originating from the new democratic states.
However, this second branch of the literature seems to be even smaller than the first one.”

The studies of ‘protective integration’ are very important from yet another point of view. The

73 As mentioned the last years have witnessed the growing attention to the anti-democratic external factors, i.e. promotion of non-
democracies by the non-democratic regimes (the so-called Authoritarian International), e.g. in Ambrosio, Th. (2010) Constructing a
Framework of Authoritarian Diffusion: Concepts, Dynamics, and Future Research. International Studies Perspectives 11 (4). The
post-Soviet regionalism (along with the Gulf Cooperation Council during the Arab Spring and the Shanghai Cooperation Organiza-
tion) seems to be one of the most obvious examples fitting this concept. Specifically, the 2011 American Political Science Associa-
tion conference featured two panels dealing specifically with this topic. The first («External Actors and Political Change») included
a paper of Valerie Bunce with co-authors, exploring the dimensions of cooperation of autocracies facing the external pressure of
democratization. The second («The Impact of Counter-Hegemonic Powers on Democratization after the Cold War») included three
papers on the post-Soviet case (by Lucan Way, David Cameron and Mitchell Orenstein and Timothy Colton), which mostly dealt with
the anti-democratic Russian influences in the FSU, which was concluded to be not really strong (although sometimes present) and
non-trivial (in fact, there have been cases reported when Russia’s influence indirectly supported democratization in the FSU).

This type of studies is to my knowledge more popular in the analysis of Central Asian regionalism, where the temptation to
«blame»Russia (and to concentrate on Russia as the empirically most accessible case) is much smaller.

7

®

50



3. International studies of post-Soviet integration

previously summarized literature on the institutions of post-Soviet integration pays a lot of at-
tention to the reasons of failure of the FSU regionalism. It is less helpful in understanding why
the FSU governments continue engaging in new rounds of ‘integration rituals’; even taking their
limited effectiveness in the past into account. The ‘protective integration’ logic could be a pos-
sible explanation.”™

3.1.6. Regionalization and soft power: The sixth literature concentrates its attention on post-
Soviet regionalization. There are, basically, two varieties of these studies. The first pays primary
attention to the ‘political logic’ underlying the foreign direct investments and trade in the FSU.
It considers ultimately the expansion of trade linkages as an example of ‘soft power” used by Rus-
sia instead of traditional military or political pressure tools.”® A substantial problem associated
with these studies is the key assumption about the dominance of politics in the international ex-
pansion of Russian business. This assumption is empirically highly questionable; although it is
certainly present in some setups, it does not seem to dominate the entire Russian outward FDI
decision-making”. They are particularly interesting in specific contexts, such as the Russian oil
and gas trade with the FSU.™

Therefore the second group of studies concentrates on understanding the actual logic of eco-
nomic linkages emerging between the FSU countries. This is similar to their Russian counter-
parts. In most cases these studies belong to international business and management literature.”
As such, they do not attempt to provide an explanation of the regionalization patterns in the
post-Soviet space. Instead they focus on emergence and development of Russian multinationals,
also acknowledging a strong regional focus of many companies. There are currently a number of
individual detailed papers exploring the Russian investments in the FSU and the overall FDI
of Russian multinationals in terms of their regional focus.*® The Pan-European Institute (PEI)
in Turku also regularly publishes reports on Expansion or Exodus of Russian companies.! Most
papers in this area are purely descriptive, concentrating on individual case studies, which is simi-

7> See Libman, A. (2007) Regionalization and Regionalism in the Post-Soviet Space: Current Status and Implications for Institu-
tional Development. Europe-Asia Studies 59 (3)

76 See Nygren, B. (2008) The Rebuilding of Greater Russia: Putin’s Foreign Policy Towards the CIS Countries. Abingdon: Routledge;
Nygren, B. (2008) Russia’s Use of Natural Gas to Reintegrate the CIS Region. Problems of Post-Communism 55; Tsygankov, A.
(2006) If Not By Tanks, Then By Banks? The Role of Soft Power in Putin’s Foreign Policy. Europe-Asia Studies 58

77 See Hanson, P. (2010) Russia's Inward and Outward Foreign Direct Investment: Insights into the Economy. Eurasian Geography
and Economics 51 (5); Kalotay, K. (2002) Outward Foreign Direct Investments and Government in Central and Eastern Europe.
Journal of World Investment 3 (2)

78 See e.g. Orttung, R. W., and |. Overland (2011) A Limited Toolbox: Explaining the Constraints on Russia’s Foreign Energy Policy.
Journal of Eurasian Studies 2 (1)

7® Although some contributions look at the migration in the FSU as well. See Korobkov, A. V. (2007) Migration Trends in Central
Eurasia: Politics versus Economics. Communist and Post-Communist Studies 40

8 See Crane, K. W., Peterson, D. J., and O. Oliker (2005) Russian Investments in the Commonwealth of Independent States.

Eurasian Geography and Economics 46; Filippov, S. (2010) Russian Companies: The Rise of New Multinationals. International

Journal of Emerging Markets 5 (3/4); Sethi, D. (2009) Are Multinational Enterprises from Emerging Markets Global, Local or

Regional? European Management Journal 27; Filatochey, I., Buck, T., and M. Write (1993) Soviet All-Union Enterprises as New

Multinationals in the CIS. International Executive 35 (6); Kalotay, K. (2010) The Future of Russian Outward Foreign Direct Invest-

ment and the Eclectic Paradigm: What Changes after the Crisis of 2008-2009 Competitio 9 (1), as well as multiple other papers

by Kalmar Kalotay and co-authors. One has also to mention the paper of Yudanov (Yudanov, A. (2000) Economic Change and
the National Question in Twentieth-Century USSR/Russia: The Enterprise Level, in: Teichova, A., Matis, H., and J. Patek (eds)

Economic Change and the National Question in Twentieth-Century Europe. Cambridge), who suggests the existence of a «com-

munity of enterprises» surviving after the collapse of the USSR. In this case, once again, the attribution of the author to either

Russian or international community becomes difficult — the author works in Russia, but this particular paper has been circulating

primarily in English.

See e.g. Vahtra, P. (2005) Russian Investments in the CIS — Scope, Motivation and Leverage. Pan-European Institute, Turku

School of Economics, Electronic Publication No. 9; Vahtra, P. (2007) Expansion or Exodus? — The New Leaders among the

Russian TNCs. Pan-European Institute, Turku School of Economics, Electronic Publication No. 13, as well as many other

interesting papers published mostly as electronic publications of the PEI.
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lar to their Russian counterparts. Some work, however, has used solid econometric techniques.?
There are therefore clear parallels between the development of this literature in international, and
in Russian academic community.

Interestingly enough, this is also one of the areas where Russian academia explicitly reacts to research
done in the international scholarly community. In most other cases the work published in interna-
tional journals seems to have almost no influence on the debates in Russia. Some Russian scholars are
extremely critical vis-a-vis international studies. This is because the latter seem to ignore the Rus-
sian-language literature; and they partly disregard the issues of data quality.®® As for the first problem,
it seems to be unavoidable if the same topic is investigated by two separate scientific communities.
Similar problems have been present in the relations between German-speaking and English-speaking
economists in the past. The only viable solution to this problem is for the members of the smaller
academic community, the Russian researchers, to attempt to publish their work internationally. They
should pursue an active strategy of integration into the global community. This solution has been
used, for example, in the transformation of the German economic profession®. Clearly, this integra-
tion can face serious difficulties;* however, it is at least in the long run a clearly feasible alternative.
The second problem of data quality, in some sense, represents a trade-off: while the papers written
by Russian scholars are partly better informed in terms of data, they are usually weaker in terms of
theory, and almost always substantially weaker in terms of methodology. This is also one of the main
barriers for their reception abroad: the international scholarly community sets extremely high require-
ments in terms of the quality of empirical methodology, which many Russian scholars fail to pass.®

3.2. Integration in Central Asia

Central Asia became a subject of an independent scholarly literature; which is unlike other sub-re-
gions of the post-Soviet space, such as the Russia-Ukraine-Belarus triangle. The literature interacts
with the studies of the post-Soviet space in general, and it also has its own objectives and points
of interest, as well as journals and conferences. The attention of the international scholarly com-
munity to Central Asian integration is, in some sense surprisingly, much larger than to the topic of
post-Soviet regionalism. In fact, while Russian studies seem to decline in almost all social sciences,
the Central Asian studies remain important. This reflects on the one hand, the persistent strategic
importance of the region in the modern world, and on the other hand, the difficulties associated
with understanding the dynamics of Central Asian countries without detailed regional knowledge.
In their analysis some researchers restrict their attention to what one could call the ‘post-Soviet
Central Asia”: Kazakhstan, Kyrgyz Republic, Uzbekistan, Tajikistan and Turkmenistan. Other re-
searchers attempt to include other countries outside the former Soviet Union: China, Afghanistan,
Pakistan, India or Mongolia. Another interesting feature is a very different normative focus of the
studies of integration in Central Asia. For post-Soviet integration, the dominant point of view in
the scholarly community seems to be rather sceptical. Some observers acknowledge that regional
integration in the FSU could contribute to the positive economic dynamics. Other observers are
expecting negative effects. For Central Asia, however, the consensus seems to be mainly positive.

82 Kalotay, K., and A. Sulstarova (2010) Modeling Russian Outward FDI. Journal of International Management 16

8 See Kuznetsov, A. (ed., 2010) Vliyanie Rossiyskoy Investicionnoy Ekspansii na Obraz Rossii v Evrope. Moscow: IMEMO

84 See Libman, A. (2011) Nemetskaya Ekonomicheskaya Nauka: Mekhanizmy Transformatsii. Zhurnal Novoi Ekonomicheskoi As-
sotiskacii (8)

8 See, for the Russian case, discussion in: Savelyeva, |. M., and A. V. Poletayev (2009) Publikacii Rossiyskikh Avtorov v Zarubezhnykh
Zhurnalakh po Obshchestvennym i Gumanitarnym Distsiplinam v 1993-2008 gg. HSE Working Paper No. WP6/2009/02

8 However, one should point out that there are examples of papers of Russian scholars on the topic investigated published in
international journals, see e.g. Kuznetsov, A. (2010) Urgent Tasks for Research on Russian TNCs. Transnational Corporations 19 (3)
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Most papers consider regional integration as a possible source of growth.®” Martin Spechler even
refers to the absence of cooperation in Central Asia as ‘pathology’.®

There are probably several reasons for this difference between the studies of post-Soviet and of Central
Asian integration. First, Central Asia consists of a group of landlocked countries, which have empiri-
cally been shown to encounter huge difficulties in getting access to international markets.® Regional
cooperation seems therefore to be a reasonable solution contributing to economic growth. Second, in
Central Asia there is no superior alternative to regional cooperation. In other parts of the FSU situa-
tion is different. European integration seems to be more attractive to Eastern Europe than participa-
tion in the FSU regionalism. These are very often interpreted as mutually exclusive options by both
Russian and international scholars. Third, the impact of the ‘average post-Soviet integration paper’
of the ‘Western style’ on the studies of regionalism in Central Asia is much smaller. It is less likely
therefore to be interpreted in terms of power dominance; if Kazakhstan and Kyrgyzstan integrate, it is
clearly not about ‘Russian imperialism’. On the contrary, Central Asia is observed through the lens of
the standard development studies literature. This considers regional integration as an important tool
of facilitating economic development. In fact papers on Central Asia, unlike FSU in general, can be
found in mainstream development studies journals.”

The weakness of regional integration in Central Asia resulted in a significant number of papers. They
very often reproduce arguments similar or even identical to those regarding the FSU regionalism.
Some arguments are more region-specific, like the Central Asian water and power nexus. It makes re-
gional cooperation more important, but also increases the difficulties for the regional cooperation.®!
In terms of the current development, Central Asian regionalism is very often interpreted as a case of
‘protective integration’ similar to that of the post-Soviet space.”

The flexible borders of Central Asia increase the attention to yet another question: the ‘optimal’
integration space based on both heterogeneity of preferences, and the extent of actual interde-
pendencies. This has already been discussed in the context of the post-Soviet integration. A sub-
stantial body of research looks specifically on Central Asia, and cooperation between five Central
Asian countries. However, several papers point out that Central Asian integration is hardly viable
without the participation of other post-Soviet countries.”® A further large group of books and pa-

87 See Green, D. J. (2001) Regional Co-operation Policies in Central Asia. Journal of International Development 13; Bartlett, D. L.
(2001) Economic Development in the Newly Independent States: The Case for Regionalism. European Journal of Development
Research 13, Geyikdagi, N. V. (2005) Regional Integration in Central Asia, Journal of Asia Pacific Business 6; Gleason, G. (2001)
Inter-State Cooperation in Central Asia: from the CIS to the Shanghai Forum, Europe-Asia Studies 53; UNDP (2005) Central Asia
Human Development Report: Bringing Down Barriers. Bratislava, UNDP; Badykova, N. (2006) Regional Cooperation in Central
Asia: A View from Turkmenistan. Problems of Economic Transition 48 (8); Olimova, S., Kurbonoy, S., Petroy, G., and Z. Kahhorova
(2006) Regional Cooperation in Central Asia: A View from Tajikistan. Problems of Economic Transition 48 (9)

8 See Spechler, M. C. (2001) Regional Non-Cooperation in Central Asia: A Pathology, in Sutcliffe, P. (Ed) NATO Economic Collo-
quium. Brussels: NATO

8 See: World Bank (2009) World Development Report 2009: Reshaping Economic Geography. Wash.: World Bank; Raballand, G.,
Kunth, A., and Richard A. (2005) Central Asia’s Transport Burden and Its Impact on Trade. Economic Systems 29

% This is also probably one of the reasons why Central Asia receives relatively more attention than the FSU: Russia does not fit the
development studies profile, and papers on Russia cannot be published by development studies and development economics journals.

9! Akiner, S. (2007) Regional cooperation in Central Asia. School of Oriental and African Studies, University of London; Pomfret,
R. (2002) National Borders and Disintegration of Market Area in Central Asia after 1991, in Mueller, U. and H. Schultz (eds.)
National Borders and Economic Disintegration in Modern East Central Europe. Berlin: Anno Spitz; Pofmret, R. (2009) Regional
Integration in Central Asia. Economic Change and Restructuring 42; Spechler, M. C. (2002) Regional Cooperation in Central
Asia. Problems of Post-Communism 49; Kulipanova, E. (2010) Functional Cooperation in Central Asia: The Case of Asymmetrical
Interdependence? Mimeo; Melvin N. L. (2008) Engaging Central Asia. Brussels, CEPS; Olcott, M. B. (1996) Central Asia's New
States: Independence, Foreign policy, and Regional Security. Wash.: US Institute of Peace Press; Rall, T. (2006) Silk Road to
Ruin: Is Central Asia the New Middle East? New York: NBM Publishing; Spechler, M. C. (2000) Regional Cooperation in Central
Asia: Promises and More Promises. PRAXIS — The Fletcher Journal of Development Studies 16

9 The relevant papers have been cited above

% See Qoraboyey, I. (2010) From Central Asian Regional Integration to Eurasian Integration Space? Changing Dynamics of the
Post-Soviet Regionalism. EDB Eurasian Integration Yearbook 2010. Almaty: EDB; Libman, A., and E. Vinokurov (2012) Is It Really
Different? Patterns of Regionalization in the Post-Soviet Central Asia. Post-Communist Economies, 23 (4)
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pers investigate the role of ‘extra-regional’ players, like China and Russia, in the political and eco-
nomic cooperation in Central Asia. They also look at their relative power balance.”* The literature
often looks at both hard and soft power tools available for, and used by individual extra-regional
powers to strengthen their role in Central Asia. Soft power tools are analyzed from the point of
view of energy trade, stability of trade ties, and foreign investments. A substantial portion of the
debates looks at the relative decline of Russia’s power in the 1990s, and Russian attempts to re-
store its influence in the 2000s. They also look at the growing role of China as an economic and
political player in the region.

Finally, an extremely interesting part of literature deals with regionalization in Central Asia.
Central Asia is in this respect very different from the rest of the FSU; particularly because of the
very strong role of informal trade networks. Several contributions study the changes of trade
patterns in Central Asia looking at official statistics.”” Another important paper analyzes market
integration in Central Asia, using the impact of borders on the retail price dispersion.’® Finally,
there are a substantial number of studies explicitly looking at informal trade in Central Asia. In
this case, the analysis is mostly based on more or less elaborated variations of the mirror trade
gaps. However, researchers also pay special attention to the particular channels of trade, and to
the role of extra-regional partners. At present Chinese consumer goods imports entering Central
Asia through Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan, and re-sold to other countries, seem to play a particu-
lar role in the integration of the region.” Central Asia is also a region of investigation in a small
number of papers, attempting to ‘cross the border’ from post-Soviet to Eurasian integration. They
investigate both formal regionalism and informal regionalization.®

% See, for instance, Spechler M. C., and D. R. Spechler (2010) Is Russia Succeeding in Central Asia. Orbis 54; Allison, R. (2004) Regional-
ism, Regional Structures and Security Management in Central Asia. International Affairs 80; Blank, S. (1995) Energy, economics and
security in Central Asia: Russia and its rivals. Central Asian Survey 14; Bohr, A. (2004) Regionalism in Central Asia: New Geopolitics,
Old Regional Order, International Affairs 80; Allison, R., and L. Johnson (eds., 2001):Central Asian Security: The New International Con-
text. Royal Institute of International Affairs, London; Kavalski, E. (ed., 2010) The New Central Asia: The Regional Impacts of International
Actors. New Scientific Publishing, Singapore; Li, H. Y. and Z. Wang (2009) Assessing China’s Influence in Central Asia: A Dominant
Regional Power? University of Nottingham China Policy Institute Briefing No. 53; Niklasson, C. (2008) Russian Leverage in Central
Asia, Report No. FOI-R-2484-SE, FOI; Peyrouse, S. (2007) The Economic Aspects of the Chinese-Central-Asia Rapprochement, Silk
Road Papers, Central Asia and Caucasus Institute, Washington; Tang, S. (2000) Economic Integration in Central Asia: The Russian and
Chinese Relationship. Asian Survey 40; Wu, H.-L., and C.-H. Chen (2004) The Prospects for Regional Economic Integration Between
China and the Five Central Asian Countries, Europe-Asia Studies 56; Rumer, E., Trenin, D., and H. Zhao (2007) Central Asia: Views
from Washington, Moscow, and Beijing. Armonk, M. E. Sharpe, among many other contributions

Luecke, M., and J. Rothert (2006) Central Asia’s Comparative Advantages in International Trade, Kiel Economic Policy Paper No.
6; Myant, M., and J. Drahokoupil (2008) International Integration and the Structure of Exports in Central Asian Republics, Eur-
asian Geography and Economics 49; Pomfret, R. (2005) Trade Policies in Central Asia after EU Enlargement and before Russian
WTO Accession, Economic Systems 39; Kurmanalieva, E. (2008) Empirical Analysis of Kyrgyz Trade Pattern. Eurasian Journal of
Business and Economics 1 (1); Kurmanalieva, E., and Z. Papava (2008) Geography and Trade in Central Asia. EERC Research
Grant Paper RO6-085; Carrere, C., and C. Grigorou (2008) Landlockedness, Infrastructure and Trade: New Estimates for Central
Asian Countries. CERDI Working paper No. 2008.01; Felipe, J., and U. Kumar (2009) The Role of Trade Facilitation in Central Asia:
A Gravity Model. Mimeo; Grigorou (2007) Landlockedness, Infrastructure and Trade: New Estimates for Central Asian Countries.
World Bank Working Paper WPS 4335

Grafe, C., Raiser, M. and T. Sakatsume (2008) Beyond Borders — Reconsidering Regional Trade in Central Asia, Journal of Com-
parative Economics 36

Kaminski, B. and S. Mitra (2010) Skeins of Silk: Borderless Bazaars and Border Trade in Central Asia. World Bank, Washington;
Kaminski, B. and G. Raballand (2009) Entrepot for Chinese Consumer Goods in Central Asia: The Puzzle of Re-Export through
Kyrgyz Bazaars, Eurasian Geography and Economics 50; Raballand, G., and A. Andresy (2007) Why Should Trade Between
Central Asia and China Continue to Expand?, Asia Europe Journal 5

See Linn, J. F, and D. Tiomkin (2006) The New Impetus Towards Economic Integration between Europe and Asia. Asia Europe
Journal 4 (1). Johannes Linn has promoted the idea of ‘Eurasian integration’ in a number of further papers. One has also to point
out numerous contributions by Markus Kaiser dealing with informal trade and networks in Eurasia; one can hope that many of
these results will be summarized in his forthcoming book: Kaiser, M. (2012) Eurasia in the Making — Revival of the Silk Road. A
Study on Cross-border Trade and Markets in Contemporary Uzbekistan. Transcript Verlag. The systematic analysis of the Eur-
asian and post-Soviet integration should be the topic of two forthcoming books, written by the author of this survey jointly with
Evgeny Vinokurov and currently under contract with Palgrave MacMillan: Holding-Together Regionalism: Twenty Years of Post-
Soviet Integration and Eurasian Integration: Challenges of Transcontinental Regionalism.
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4. Conclusion

4. Conclusion

The aim of this paper was to summarize the main directions of research on post-Soviet and Central
Asian regional integration in both the Russian and international scholarly community. There is, in
fact, a significant difference between these two research groups. Communication between the Rus-
sian and international scholars working on post-Soviet regionalism seems to be very limited: Rus-
sian papers are rarely cited in international journals, and vice versa. In Russia one still observes the
dominance of the highly simplistic, inherently normative, and often ideologically loaded ‘average
post-Soviet integration paper’. It describes the shining prospects of a top-down integration project
on Eurasia, and complains about the lack of political willpower to implement it. There is, however,
growing research that is departing from the unrealistic assumptions of the latter. It is concentrating
on the empirical investigation of economic linkages between the post-Soviet countries, specifically
in the area of FDI, migration, and sub-regional cooperation. There are also a growing number of
normative papers, moving away from the ‘Eurasian EU’ idea of the ‘average post-Soviet integration
paper’. They are attempting to provide a more elaborate framework for international cooperation
in Eurasia. Anyway, the studies on post-Soviet integration still attract substantial attention from
Russian scholars, mostly economists and political scientists, also historians.

The attention of the international community to post-Soviet regionalism and regionalization has

been much smaller. There is also an analogous ‘average post-Soviet integration paper’ describing,
in the traditions of the Cold War thinking, the malevolent power ambitions of Russia. Post-Soviet
integration is used by Russia to restore its influence in the near abroad. However, this seems to have

asignificantly smaller impact on the body of research. There are, specifically, six distinct types of lit-
erature. They produce interesting results: econometric studies of post-Soviet trade (mostly in eco-
nomics); quantitative analyses of the possible impact of the FSU regionalism (once again, published

by economists); quantitative and qualitative assessments on the homogeneity and interdependence

of post-Soviet countries as a key prerequisite for integration (implemented by area studies special-
ists and IR scholars); analyses of formal institutions of post-Soviet integration and reasons for its

weakness and prospects (published by political scientists, IR scholars and legal scholars); studies of
the negative impact of post-Soviet regionalism on democratization in the member countries (mostly
produced by the political scientists and area studies); and studies of emerging cross-border linkages

between the FSU countries (in the management and international business research and area stud-
ies), and the role of these linkages in the ‘soft power’ strategies of the FSU countries (in political

science, area studies and IR). Overall, the normative assessment of FSU regionalism seems to be

ambiguous.

Over time, there is a certain increase of attention to the last two types of literature. Interest in the
first four types of literatures seems to be declining. Interest in the non-democratic impact of FSU
regionalism is, probably, driven by the internal logic of comparative democratization studies, where
the issue of non-democratic external forces becomes more and more important. Interest in the soft
power and business expansion of Russian multinationals is probably driven by the changes in the
region itself. It is attracting the attention of both Russian and international researchers. There are,
however, further important changes in the region, which could possibly affect the scholarly commu-
nity. One of the most pronounced is the establishment of the Customs Union in 2010. The previous
generations of post-Soviet regionalism have mostly represented a case of ‘ink on paper’ integration.
CU is a functioning integration group, and it therefore makes sense to investigate its possible eco-
nomic effects on the member countries, and the conflict potential between the CU participants. An
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interesting question for research is why CU succeeded, while its predecessors failed?* These issues
could possibly attract greater scholarly attention in the future.

An interesting feature of the post-Soviet integration studies is that most of them ignore another,
clearly relevant group of papers: the detailed research on the collapse of the Soviet Union. It has re-
ceived significant attention in both the international'® and Russian-language scholarly community.
From the point of view of both varieties of the ‘average paper’, the problem is trivial. For the ‘Rus-
sian’ variety, the collapse of the FSU was merely a historical mistake, which ought to be corrected
by regional integration. It does not necessarily apply to the entire collapse, but certainly to disin-
tegration among the key countries. For the ‘Western’ variety regionalism is exactly an attempt of
Russia to restore control over its lost empire. But from positive point of view, the problem is far less
clear. Many arguments explaining, for instance, why regionalism in the FSU could be beneficial, ig-
nore the fact that the same preconditions have already existed in the USSR, but did not prevent this
country from failing.!”* There are a large number of studies explaining why the Russian Federation
did not fail, although the USSR did fail. Almost no comparative research between the USSR and
the center-region bargaining in the Russian Federation has been carried out.!*® In my opinion, the
establishment of direct linkages between these three types of literature (collapse of the USSR, Rus-
sian federalism, and post-Soviet regionalism) is part of the important objectives of further research.

The situation with international studies of Central Asia is entirely different. The region attracts
a lot of attention, and the assessment of the prospects of regional integration and cooperation is
almost unambiguously positive. The literature points out the difficulties for regional integration,
which very often coincide with those for the FSU. It discusses possible questionable effects of re-
gionalism on democratization. There is also an extremely interesting research on the informal cross-
border linkages in Central Asia, which indeed play a significant role in this region.

% One possible explanation could be the greater propensity of FSU countries to cooperate during the periods of crisis, see Vinoku-
rov, E. (2010) The Evolution of Kazakhstan’s Position in Relations with Russia in 1991-2010. MPRA Working Paper No. 22187

10 For a review see: Laitin, D. (2000); Post-Soviet Politics. Annual Review of Political Science 3

101 A certain exception is the already cited work by Dmitriy Furman, who places the evolution of the USSR and of the CIS in the same
framework.

2 See, however, Sakwa, R. (2011) The Clash of Regionalisms and Caucasian Conflict. Europe-Asia Studies 63 (3); Libman, A.
(2011) Russian Federalism and Post-Soviet Integration: Divergence of Development Paths. Europe-Asia Studies, 63 (8); Libman,
A. (2009) Federalism, Integration, and Multilevel Governance in Eurasia: Intergovernmental Relations Across and Within the
National Borders in the Post-Soviet Space. Saarbruecken: VDM Verlag

56



06 aBTOpE

Anexcanap JlubMan — Muaaammid npodeccop MeKAYHAPOAHOW MOJIUTHIECKON SKOHOMUU
ODpankdyprcroil MKOJAbI (HUHAHCOB W MEHEKMEHTA U CTAPUINN HAyYHBIA COTPYIHUK
Wucturyra akonomukn PAH. [loktop sxomommuecknx mayk (2010, 13 PAH), PhD in
Economics (2009, MannarefiMckuil yHUBEpCUTET). ACCONNPOBAHHBIN HAYIHBIN COTPYIHUK
Bocrouno-Kuraiickoro mefarormaeckoro yHUBEPCHUTETa, IMPUIJIANIEHHBIN  mpodeccop
MockoBckoit mmkonsr axkonomukn MIY. HccmenoBaTesnbckne WHTEpPECHL MOIUTHYECKAS
SKOHOMMKA PETHOHAJIbHON WHTerpanuu u Qeaepaynama, IOJUTHYECKAsT HKOHOMUKA
HEJIEMOKPATHYECKUX — CUCTEM, OMIMPUYECKAsd HKOHOMHUKA OOIIECTBEHHOTO — CEKTOPa.
[Tybnukauuu B xypuasax Journal of Common Market Studies, Journal of Comparative
Economics, Review of International Political Economy, Empirical Economics, Europe-Asia
Studies, Post-Communist Economies, a Takyke B APyrux U3aHusx
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Ooknap Ne 1
KomMiuiekcHasi oleHKa MaKpOIKOHOMHYECKOro 3(p¢eKra pasiuuHbix GopM riry0oKoro

9KOHOMHYECKOTO COTPYAHHYECTBA YKpauHbl €O cTpaHamMu TaMOKeHHOTO co103a
u Enqunoro akonoMuueckoro npocrpancrsa B pamkax EBpA33C

ABTOpBI TOKJIAIA YKA3bIBAIOT, YTO Pa3BUTHe Hanbosee KPYIMHBIX 9KOHOMUK TIOCTCOBETCKOTO
mpoctpancTBa (Poccmn, Ykpaunnl, Besopyccnn, Kaszaxcrana) cBS3aHO €O CTPYKTYPHBIMU
N3MEHEHUSAMN, a TIOTeHIINAJd 3HAYUTEJbHOTO SKOHOMHYECKOTO POCTa, OCHOBAHHOTO
Ha CBIPHEBOM IKCTIOPTE W MOPATHLHO YCTapeBled 00pabaThIBAONEl MTPOMBIIIEHHOCTH,
630K K MCUYepmaHuio. B mpeacTaBIeHHOM MCCTeI0BAaHNH, BIiepBble 3a mociennne 20 e,
copMUPOBaH MEKOTPACTIEBOH MMPOTHO3HO-aHATUTHYECKUH KOMIIJIEKC MOZIesIeH /7T 9eThIpex
BEYINX CTpaH pernoHa. JJoCTOMHCTBOM PabOTHI SIBJISIETCST MPOBEAEHNE MEKOTPACIEBOTO
aHalIM3a B €JUHON MEeTOMOJOTHH. TaKoif IOAXOM He TOJBKO ITO3BOJIMJ CMOJETNPOBATDH
COBMECTHYIO JKOHOMUYECKYIO AWHAMWKY W CTPYKTypHBIE W3MEHEHUs, HO U TOJYYUTh
0060CHOBaHHBIE OTIEHKY BO3MOKHBIX CIIeHAPHEB MHTETPAIINH Ha TIOCTCOBETCKOM TIPOCTPAHCTBE.

Ha pyccxom u aneauiickom s3vikax.

Doknag Ne 3

Onenka skoHOMHYecKOTO 3¢dekTa M MHCTHTYIHOHATIbHO-TIPABOBBIX IOCJIEICTBUIL
coramenuii EAMHOro 3K0HOMMYECKOTo IPOCTPAHCTBA B 00JACTH TPYAOBOM MUTPAIMA

B oxmasenpesnctaBien aHan3 By X COTIANICHNH, BCTYyTUBIMUX Beny 1 auBaps2012T. BpaMkax
ESII Poccun, bemapycn n Kasaxcrana: «Cormaimenns o mpaBOBOM cTaTyce TPYAAMINXCS-
MUTPAaHTOB U YJE€HOB UX cemeii» u «CoramnieHus o COTPYAHUYECTBE T10 HpOTHBOI[efICTBHIO
HeJIeraJbHOM pr[[OBOfI MUTPpaAIn N3 TPETbUX TOCYLaPCTB». ﬂaHHbIe JOKYMEHTBI OII€eHUBaJINCh
C TOYKM 3PeHUS IOPUIMYECKNX HOBAIW, BJINAHUSA Ha CYIIECTBYIONIYIO JOTOBOPHO-
PaBoBYIO 6a3y ¥ HHCTUTYIIUOHAJILHBIE PAMKK B 00JIACTU TPYNOBOI MUTPAIIUU U COAEHCTBUS
2 GeKTUBHON 3amuTe MPaB M CONMATBHBIX TAPAHTHH TPYASNNXCI-MATPAHTOB. B mokmiaze
CONIEP’KUTCS  aHATTN3 IKOHOMUYECKOTO 3(PdeKrTa TPUHATHIX COTJAIMEHNNH, WX BIUSHUSI
Ha MHTEHCUBHOCTD TPY/OBBIX MUTPAITMOHHBIX MIPOIECCOB, HAa PBIHOK W MTPOU3BOUTEIBHOCTD
TPyZa, Ha Pa3BUTHE XO3IHCTBEHHOH JEATENBHOCTH B PETHOHE M YKPeIJIeHNe PeTHOHATBHDIX
9KOHOMUYECKUX CBsi3eil. 3HAUUTEIbHOE BHUMAHUE B PAbOTE YIEIISIeTCs OIIEHKE TIOCAeCTBUN
TMPUHATHS COTJIAMIECHUT /71T MATPAIMOHHBIX TOTOKOB 13 [lenTpanpHoit A3um.



EDB Centre for Integration Studies

The regional economic integration processes, boosted by the establishment of the Customs
Union (CU) and the Common Economic Space (CES) of Belarus, Kazakhstan and Russia, are
in need of robust analytical support. The EDB Centre for Integration Studies was founded in
2011 with this very purpose in mind. The Centre has been assigned with organising research,
preparing reports, and formulating recommendations for the governments of the EDB mem-
ber states on the subject of regional economic integration.

Priority research areas include:

* economic integration, including assessment of the economic effects of the CU and
CES as well as issues related to the harmonisation of applicable legislation and corpo-
rate integration;

* measures aiming at the establishment of the Eurasian Economic Union;

» monetary and financial integration, including stockmarket integration and banking
expansion as well as common and settlement currencies;

* conceptualisation of Eurasian integration based on theories of regional integration;
promotion of the idea of Eurasian integration, publishing a series of analytical pub-
lications (a series of EDB Reports and policy papers, ‘Journal of Eurasian Economic
Integration’, ‘EDB Eurasian Integration Yearbook’, etc.), hosting and organising con-
ferences and roundtables.

EDB Centre for Integration Studies:
7 Paradnaya street, St. Petersburg, 191014, Russia
Tel.: +7 (812) 320 44 41

E-mail: centre@eabr.org



EDB Centre for Integration Studies Reports in 2012

Report # 1

Comprehensive assessment of the macroeconomic effect of various forms of deep eco-
nomic integration of Ukraine and the member states of the Customs Union and the
Common Economic Space

The authors of the report indicate that ongoing development of the largest economies within
the post-Soviet area (Russia, Ukraine, Belarus, and Kazakhstan) is associated with structural
change, whereas the potential for significant economic growth based on raw exports and
outdated manufacturing industries is nearing exhaustion. For the first time in the last 20 years,
the study formulates an inter-industry set of analytical-forecasting models for the region’s
four leading countries. The notable merit of the work lies in the fact that it applies a single
methodology to its inter-industry analysis. Taking such an approach has allowed the authors
to model common economic dynamics and structural changes, as well as to obtain sound
assessments of possible integration scenarios throughout the post-Soviet area.

Available in Russian and English.

Report # 3

Assessment of the economic, institutional and legal impact of labour migration agree-
ments within the framework of the Common Economic Space

The report presents an analysis of two agreements that enter into force on January 1, 2012
within the framework of the CES shared by Russia, Belarus and Kazakhstan: “Agreements on
the Legal Status of Migrant Workers and Their Family Members” and the “Agreements on
Cooperation to Counteract Illegal Labour Migration from Third Countries.” These documents
are evaluated from the standpoint of legal novations, impact on the existing contractual and
legal framework surrounding the issue of labour migration, and the furtherance of effective
protection for the rights and social guarantees of migrant workers. The report contains an
analysis of the economic effect of the adopted agreements and their impact on the intensity
of labour-migration processes, on the labour market and labour productivity, on economic
development in the region, and on the strengthening of regional economic ties. The report
focuses particular attention on an assessment of the effects of agreement adoption on migratory
flows from Central Asia.
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