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Factors and forms of migration in the Eurasian migration system

The article is intended for a comprehensive analysis of global problems of classification and regulation of
migration. The problem of migration in the world is notable for its complexity. The reason is that, besides'le-
gal issues, political economic, demographic and social problems, both ethnographic and economic problems
of human resources are relevant. The legal aspect has a special place. The legal branch plays a crucial role in
the legal regulation of the migration process and its regulation. The change in the age structure of the popula-
tion of the CIS countries is associated with the problem of aging. In the vast majority of countries in the post-
Soviet space, the proportion of people of retirement age will increase, as well as the proportion.of youth and
working-age population will decline. This process will be especially intensive in Ukraine, Russia, Moldova,
Georgia and Armenia. An increase in the share of pensioners in the total population will be fraught with an
increase in pension burdens and an increase in the expenditures of states for pension payments, health care
and social expenditures. At present, a stable migration subsystem has emerged/between Russia, Kazakhstan
and the countries of Central Asia, which is characterized by large-scale migration flows and a steady
geographical orientation.

Keywords: migration, types of migration, resettlement, labor migration, migration factors, refugees, migration
policy.

Introduction

By migration system is meant as a group of countries that are connected by relatively extensive and sta-
ble migration flows, which are the results of historical;cultural, economic, demographic and political factors
and lead to structural transformations in the countries of entering and leaving of migrants, reproducing the
direction of migration flows and giving them flow resistance. The term «Eurasian Migration System» was
proposed and justified by I1.V. Ivakhnyuk. She identifies features that allow to characterize post-Soviet Eura-
sia as a unified system of migrants: the presence of stable migration flows between the countries of the for-
mer USSR; common historical past and long existence within a single state; formation of the center of the
migration system (Russia) and the new center of the migration system (Kazakhstan); the existence of the
Russian language as an opportunity for migration; mutual interest in maintaining «within the regional» mi-
gration of Russia and Kazakhstan, on the one hand, and countries of origin of migrants, on the other. After
1991, more than 20 million people from the former Soviet republics changed their place of permanent resi-
dence, with 90 % of them resettled within the countries of the near abroad. Only Russia during 1992—-1997
accepted 12 million migrants from the countries of the former USSR, and the total number of labor migrants
from these countries who were recruited in Russia amounted to about 4 million people. According to re-
search data, 92 % of immigrants in the CIS countries come from other CIS countries and only 8 % enlist in
the region from other states. With regard to expatriates, the corresponding figures are 72 % and 28 %.

Table 1
The balance of migration for permanent residence in the countries
of the Eurasian migration system, thousand people*
Country 1991 1995 2000 2005 2010 2013
1 2 3 4 5 5 7
Azerbaijan -40,1 -9,8 -5,5 -0,9 1,4 2,3
Armenia 23,1 -7,8 -10,4 -7,8 -0,7 -24.4
Belarus 48,5 -0,2 -12,2 10,3 11,6
Georgia -17,1 -0,2 (year 1998) | -10,2 (year 2008) | 34,2 (year 2009)
Kazakhstan -1,3 -238,7 -108,3 22,6 15,5 -0,3
Kyrgyzstan -27,5 -19,6 -23,4 27,1 -50,6 -7,2
Moldova -15,7 -17.1 -3,7 -2,4
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1 2 3 4 5 5 7
Russia 455,9 599,0 241,7 107,4 158,1 295,9
Tajikistan -26,4 -36,1 -13,7 9.3 -6,5
Turkmenistan 2.9 -8,7 -10,8 (year 1999)

Uzbekistan -30,2 -89,0 -66,6 -101,6 -51,7
Ukraine 239,3 (ye_;r?,i’9296) -46,6 4,6 16,1 31,9

Note. The data are based on the number of people registered with the internal affairs agencies when they change their
permanent residence [1; 36].

Methods and Materials

The statistics of the CIS countries currently include two main sources of information ‘on migration..The
first source is data on migration for permanent residence, it relies on the system of population registration by
place of residence, mostly through the internal affairs bodies of the respective countries:"According to these
data, the main pole of the attractiveness of migrants over the past twenty years has been the Russian Federa-
tion, in the last decade have become Ukraine, Kazakhstan and Belarus, and literally recent years — Azerbai-
jan and Georgia. Displacement areas of migrants are Armenia, Tajikistan, Kyrgyzstan, Moldova and Uzbeki-
stan. For a long time migratory swelling occurred in Azerbaijan and Georgia, which recently became the
pole of migrants' permanent residence (Table 1).

The second source is data on temporary labor migration, which is based on data from migration and
border control services in sending and receiving migrant countries. According to official sources, the scale of
legal labor migration in the CIS countries over the past years has been steadily increasing: if in 2002 in the
region there was a figure of about 390 thousand labor migrants,‘then in 2010 this figure exceeded 1.7 million
people (Table 2) [2; 58].

Table 2
The number of foreign workers attracted to the economy of some CIS countries, thousand people

Country 2000 2005 2010
Azerbaijan 6,8 .. 15,5
Belarus 1,8 0,7 6,8
Kazakhstan 10,5 24,8 29,2
Kyrgyzstan 1,5 10,1
Moldova 0,3 . 0,8
Russia 2133 702,5 1640,8
Tajikistan 1,4 . 3,3
Ukraine 5,9 2,3 13,7

The territory of the former USSR can be differentiated in terms of trends in economic development
and the course of economic reforms. According to the method of conducting systemic reforms, states
can be divided. into three groups: 1) «radicals» (Baltic states, Kyrgyzstan, Kazakhstan, Russia);
2) «conservativesy (Uzbekistan, Turkmenistan, Belarus); 3) «transitional group» (Moldova, Ukraine, Tajiki-
stan, Georgia, Armenia and Azerbaijan). The «radical» can be attributed to countries that used mainly meth-
ods of «shock therapy». «Conservatives» used more cautious ways of transition to a market economy, which
18 by no means evidence of the failure of their socio-economic reforms. For example, in 2005 Belarus ranked
second in the CIS in terms of industrial production growth rates and divided third and fourth in terms of GDP
growth rates. The most extensive group of «transitional countries» included, respectively, those who carried
out the transformation more slowly than «radicals», but faster than «conservatives». Of course, this classifi-
cation is conditional, since there are many criteria for systemic reforms. The above classification was com-
pared with the classification by the impact of labor migration. The countries — «radicals» from the point of
view of the labor migration ratio are heterogeneous: Russia and Kazakhstan accept migrants, and Kyrgyzstan
gives migrants abroad. According to our calculations, in Russia the entry of labor emigrants (labor migra-
tion) exceeds departure (labor emigration) 12 times, and in Kazakhstan — 10 times. In Kyrgyzstan, the ratio
is inverse — the departure of migrant workers over entry prevails here. The «transitional group» of the CIS
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countries is more homogeneous in terms of migration. In all of these states (Moldova, Ukraine, Tajikistan,
Georgia, Armenia, and Azerbaijan) labor emigration exceeds immigration. For example, in 2005 in Ukraine,
there were six migrants per worker migrant who arrived in the country who went abroad to work. In Moldo-
va and Tajikistan, this ratio is as follows: 1:40 and 1: 600. Among the states of «conservatives» there are ob-
vious migration donors — Uzbekistan and Belarus and practically isolated from the point of view of labor
migration — Turkmenistan (Table 3).

Table 3
Typology of the CIS countries by the ratio of the main parameters of the official
labor migration and the methods of carrying out systematic work
Countries on the ratio of labor Countries by type of systemic reform
igration abroad (emigrati . .. .

migration abroa .(erm.gra 10 n) «Radicals» «Transitional group» «Conservatives»

and from abroad (immigration)
Donor countries (with a predomi- | Kyrgyzstan, Estonia, Moldova (1:40), Uzbekistan,
nance of migrant workers leaving Latvia, Tajikistan (1: 600), Belarus (1:7)

the country) Lithuania Ukraine (1: 6), Azerbai-
jan, Armenia, Georgia

Recipient countries (with a pre- Russia (12:1),

dominance of the entry of labor | Kazakhstan (44:1)
migrants into the country)
«Closed» countries (labor migra- Turkmenistan
tion is limited to the state)

Note. The ratio between labor immigrants and emigrants is calculated on the basis of the legal flow of labor migrants for
2005 [3; 85].

If we compare two «radicals» and «recipients».at.the same time — Russia and Kazakhstan, then it is
more objective to do this on the basis of relative data, since Russia has a large population and the size of the
economy. According to calculations I.V. Ivakhnyuk, in 2005, was ahead of Kazakhstan by 28 times, going to
work abroad — by 108 times. In her opinion, this indicates a higher migration turnover in Russia. In other
words, despite the seemingly successful economic development, Russia continues to actively transfer labor
migrants abroad. It also proves that a special labor market regime has been formed in the country, which is
characterized by «deliverance» of itscown employees due to low wages and their replacement by cheap labor
resources from abroad. Such an extensive way of economic development indicates an irrational use of labor
resources in Russia.

Russia is currently the center of the Eurasian migration system; economically, it surpasses other coun-
tries of the former USSR in térms of economic potential and scale of the labor market; demographically,
Russia is experiencing such quantitative and structural changes that make it dependent on attracting foreign
labor; politically, Russia is showing interest in strengthening integration in the post-Soviet area, giving prior-
ity in its migration policy to interaction with the CIS countries; geographically, Russia is for most countries
of the former USSR the closest neighbor with which they are connected by direct transport links. The evolu-
tion of the structure of the Eurasian migration system and the emergence of new centers of attraction for la-
bor migrantsn Kazakhstan and Ukraine suggests that in the near future the direction of migration flows in
the post-Soviet area may diversify and Russia will face increasing competition for labor resources at the re-
gional level. Under these conditions, a strategically verified migration policy at the national level, the devel-
opment of regional integration processes aimed at creating a common labor market and the intensification of
intergovernmental mechanisms of migration cooperation with countries — exporters of labor resources at
this stage becomes a vital task for Russia.

At the present stage of development, subsystems are distinguished in the structure of the Eurasian mi-
gration system, some of which originated and develop «within the system», others are «outside the system»,
connecting the states of the Eurasian system with other countries and systems. First, it is a sub-regional Cen-
tral Asian subsystem, uniting Russia and the countries of Central Asia. Secondly, this migration subsystem
unites Russia and Belarus, where the labor mobility between two countries and unified employment rights
are governed by the existence of the Union State Treaty. Ukraine and Moldova have a special position, the
geopolitical position and the political course of the leadership of these states bring them closer to the coun-
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tries of the European Union and form the western vector of migration, while the centuries-old history and
preservation of economic, cultural, socio-psychological and emotional ties with Russia and other countries
the former USSR contribute to the maintenance of the eastern vector of migration. Demographic trends in the
development of Ukraine and Moldova make them potential recipients of migrants. In the coming years,
Ukraine and Moldova will remain simultaneously part of two migration systems, maintaining migration links
with Russia, attracting temporary and permanent migrants from the CIS countries, remaining transit coun-
tries, as well as developing migration cooperation with the EU, including through migration networks
already formed there. Ukrainian and Moldovan migrants. Turkmenistan and Georgia stand separately, migra-
tion from which to other countries of the Eurasian migration system is limited due to political factors. The
Baltic republics, which until 2004 were part of the Eurasian migration system, after joining the EU became
part of the European migration system, while maintaining migration ties with the former Soviet republics.
Also, some CIS countries are part of migration systems connecting them with Israel, the USA, Germany and
China.

Results

The heterogeneity of the space of the Eurasian migration system is due to the complex action of several
factors.

Cultural and historical factor. It can be argued that this factor is one of the main factors in the for-
mation of migration flows in the post-Soviet area. The Eurasian migration system was practically formed
within the framework of the former Soviet Union. The main for its formation-were the socio-economic rela-
tions between people and countries, formed over the seventy years of the USSR, as well as the spread of the
Russian language, as the main means of communication between people within the entire former Soviet
Union. Obviously, when choosing the direction of migration abroad, residents of Central Asian countries are
guided by the fact that knowledge of the Russian language and understanding of the population's mentality
significantly increases their chances of finding jobs in Russia and Kazakhstan, countries that are close not
only geographically but also culturally.

Infrastructure and geographical factor. The convenience of the geographical position of Russia and
Kazakhstan for Central Asia is also obvious. The state for Central Asia, despite its geographical location in
the «heart» of Eurasia, is significantly more closely connected with Kazakhstan and through Russia with
Russia than with China, Afghanistan, the Middle East and other regions. One can get to the territory of Rus-
sia and Kazakhstan from Central Asia by<various types of transport: rail, road, sea, air. In recent years, air
transportation has been widely developed; tickets for flights to major Russian cities are relatively inexpen-
sive. As a result, the transport factor began to significantly stimulate the migration of the population.

The political factor. On the one hand, the presence of relatively normal political relations among the
countries of Central Asia with Kazakhstan and Russia, as well as the non-visa regime of displacement prede-
termines the significant scale of migration flows. Currently, citizens of Tajikistan, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan,
Uzbekistan and a number of other countries can enter the Russian Federation without a visa (only Turkmeni-
stan is an exception for Central’Asian countries). In Kazakhstan, residents of Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, Uzbek-
istan, Russia and some other states can come without a visa. Of course, periodically political relations are
aggravated, which partly affects the situation primarily of temporary labor migrants. For example, in 2011,
after the detention of Russian pilots in Tajikistan, several hundred Tajik labor migrants were deported from
Russia, who were in major Russian cities without registration or work permits. Periodically in the Russian
political area; the issue of introducing a visa regime with Tajikistan and other Central Asian countries begins
to arise: However, while between countries there is no open conflict at the political level, while maintaining
a visa-free regime and relative labor mobility for the population.

On another hand, in the countries of origin there is a group of political factors that predetermine the em-
igration of certain groups of people to Kazakhstan and Russia. First of all, it is the departure of the Russian
and Russian-speaking population, who could not adapt to the countries of Central Asia. The reason for this
was the reduction in the use of the Russian language, the impossibility of moving up the career ladder, na-
tionalism, and security threats. In many countries of Central Asia, ethnic conflicts still periodically occur, a
person can be prosecuted for disagreeing with the hen of power, political beliefs, sexual orientation, this pro-
vokes a part of Central Asia to emigrate for political reasons. The latest wave of political upheavals in a
number of CIS countries (the coup in Kyrgyzstan, the Orange Revolution in Ukraine, the Rose Revolution in
Georgia, and the events of Uzbekistan) increased the number of people willing to leave these countries in
Russia, primarily from ethnic Russians.
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The economic factor. On the one hand, in the Central Asian countries, the main economic prerequisites
for leaving a significant number of the working population are typical «displacement» factors: stagnation of
production, relatively low wages, widespread poverty, high unemployment, lack of jobs. On another hand, in
the host countries (Russia and Kazakhstan) there are «attracting» economic factors: diversified labor markets
make it possible to find a job in different sectors of the economy and regions, to receive higher wages. In this
situation, between the countries of Central Asia, on the one hand, with Russia and Kazakhstan, on another
hand, a typical migration model has emerged, based on the factors of «attraction» and «displacement». This
situation is clearly illustrated by Table 4.

Table 4

Indicators of living standards in some CIS countries

Country Unemployment rate, according to labor force surveys Average monthly salary in
in 2009, % of economically active population 2010, USD
Kazakhstan 6,6 525.7
Kyrgyzstan 8,4 155,4
Russia 8,4 689,4
Tajikistan 11,5 81,0
Uzbekistan 52,2 (year 2004)

The problem of unemployment concerns primarily the rural population. It is clear that here, even after
losing a job, people can provide for themselves thanks to the land and subsidiary farming in the natural
economy. Usually, the level of registered unemployment in rural areas can be significantly affected by the
territorial distance and transport accessibility of the rural settlement. Many unemployed people from villages
simply cannot register as unemployed due to the lack of opportunities to go to the district center, to the em-
ployment service [4; 15]. The lack of work in the place of permanent residence pushes a person to look for it
first in the immediate environment (regional center, regional city, capital), and in the absence of it within the
transport accessibility — in another country.

Social factor. This factor has become central to deciding on the need for migration. In many localities
of the countries of Central Asia, behavioral stereotypes have emerged in the mass consciousness that is fo-
cused on labor migration in Russia as a strategy for/life success. A significant part of young people, having
graduated from school, prefer to go to work in Russia or Kazakhstan, preferring this strategy to studying at a
university, considering migration as a more successful strategy of behavior. The reason was the examples of
the success of many relatives, neighbors and acquaintances who worked abroad and were able to buy a
house, a car, necessary things, and so on. Interestingly, in recent years, the social basis of labor migration
from Central Asia has significantly expanded at the expense of rural residents. Now they are increasingly
involved in the process of labor emigration. Migration networks, created on the basis of social contacts, kin-
ship and social ties, have a significant impact on the direction of migration. As various studies show, the ma-
jority of labor migrants from Central Asia in Russia and Kazakhstan are now finding jobs through social
networks and private intermediaries. At the same time, the role of state structures and private employment
agencies in the‘'employment of migrants in Russia and Kazakhstan remains extremely low.

A large=scale sociological survey conducted in April 2005 within the framework of the Eurasian Moni-
toring projectin four CIS countries (Russia, Kazakhstan, Ukraine and Belarus) showed that residents of Ka-
zakhstan are very satisfied with the standard of living. However, a sufficiently large number of respondents
noted.an unsatisfactory standard of living, the economic condition of the country, rather uncertain and pes-
simistic about the prospects for its change. All this testifies to the fact that the population attitudes to work
abroad in the CIS countries remain at a high level, and a significant part of people will seek work abroad.

Demographic factors are manifested by the existence of a democratic disparity between the CIS coun-
tries. By the nature of demographic processes can be divided into three groups. The first group — the states
experiencing depopulation and population decline — Russia, Ukraine, Belarus. In the three Slavic countries,
the decline in population is due to the low birth rate and high mortality. External migration does not fully
compensate for the natural population decline, and as a result, the population is decreasing. Forecasts show
that if these trends continue, by 2050 Russia with a population of 112 million people will move from the cur-
rent ninth place to the seventeenth place in the world. In addition, there are economic aspects of this prob-
lem — the country can expect a shortage of labor resources, a reduction in draftees, schoolchildren and stu-
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dents, and intensive aging of the population. The second group includes countries in which the population is
almost unchanged. These include the three states of the former USSR — Armenia, Georgia, Moldova. A
slight decrease in the population was noted in Moldova and Georgia, which was due to a decrease in the birth
rate and emigration outflow of the population. In Armenia, despite significant emigration outflow of the
population, the total number remained almost unchanged throughout the 2000s.

The third group includes states in which the population is growing. First of all, these are the countries
of Central Asia, as well as Azerbaijan. The population of Uzbekistan grew at the fastest pace, increasing
from 24.5 million to 27.1 million over the 2000 period till 2008. Uzbekistan is the most populous country in
Central Asia, where the birth rate is 2.5 children per woman (on average for 2005-2010). The birth rate is
even higher in Tajikistan — 3.3 children per 1 woman of reproductive age. Here, the population grew 6.1
million to 7.2 million over the same period. In Kyrgyzstan and Turkmenistan, the birth rate was at the same
level, but population growth was smaller, although for Turkmenistan it is very difficult to give accurate esti-
mates due to the lack of demographic statistics. The lowest birth rate was in 2005-2010 in
Kazakhstan — only 1.9 children per woman of reproductive age. However, even with a low birth rate, the
total population of the country grew from 14.9 million to 15.6 million people from 2000to 2008.

Discussion

The forecast of the Institute of World Economy and International Relations (IWEIR) of the RAS indi-
cates that the population in the CIS regions in the medium term will increase against the background of the
global population growth trend. By 2010, the world's population will grow to-6.715 million people, and in
2020 it will be 7.335 million people. In the CIS region, population growth will also be noted, but much
Smaller both in absolute and relative parameters (growth rates): in 2010, the population will be 277 million,
in 2020-282 million people. Population growth in the CIS countries will not be ubiquitous. The population
will decrease within the SES and EurAsEC, respectively, by 2.9 and 3.1 million people. The population in
the European countries of the CIS will not practically increase, but it will grow in the countries of Transcau-
casia and Central Asia. It is an increase in the population in these regions that will mainly be able to ensure
the projected growth in the total population within the-entire CIS. Mainly, the population will increase in
three states — Uzbekistan, Turkmenistan and Tajikistan. Population growth in the countries of the South
Caucasus and other countries of Central Asia will be minimal. As a result, the share of the CIS countries in
the total population of the world against the background of intensive growth in the number and proportion of
the population in developing countries will'decrease from 4.73 % (2005) to 3.85 % (2020).

According to the UN forecast, the population in the CIS will decrease in the future. By 2050, it may de-
crease by 37 million people. Also, the population will decline within the SES and EurAsEC, respectively, by
53 and 18 million people (Table.3). However, according to this forecast, the population decline will not be
widespread. CIS countries can be divided into two groups. In the first group, population growth will occur
primarily due to the high birth rate. These are Azerbaijan and the countries of Central Asia (Uzbekistan,
Kyrgyzstan, Turkmenistan and Tajikistan). The largest population growth rates will be in Uzbekistan, where
the number of inhabitants will‘grow by 30 % or more than 11 million people. The population of Tajikistan
will increase by almost 3.8 million people. The population of Turkmenistan and Kyrgyzstan will grow by 1.8
and 1.3 million, respectively, by 2050.

The second group is the states in which the population will decline due to a further decline in the birth
rate and the'maintenance of a high mortality rate. These include Russia, Ukraine, Belarus, Moldova, Arme-
nia, Georgia‘and Kazakhstan. The population, primarily of the Slavic countries — Russia, Belarus, and
Ukraine — is declining quite actively. According to the UN forecast, by 2050 the population of Russia will
decrease by 30 million people, Ukraine — by 19 million, Belarus — 2.6 million. The loss of population in
Kazakhstan can be quite significant — about 1.7 million people. Less noticeable will be the decline in the
population in Moldova (0.8 million) and Georgia (1.4 million).

The change in the age structure of the population of the CIS countries is associated with the problem of
aging. In the vast majority of countries in the post-Soviet area, the proportion of people of retirement age
will increase, as well as the proportion of youth and working-age population will decline. This process will
be especially intensive in Ukraine, Russia, Moldova, Georgia and Armenia. An increase in the share of pen-
sioners in the total population will be fraught with an increase in pension burdens and an increase in the ex-
penditures of states on pension payments, healthcare and social expenditures.
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Conclusions

At present, a stable migration subsystem has emerged between Russia, Kazakhstan and the countries of
Central Asia, which is characterized by large-scale migration flows and a steady geographical orientation. It
is from these states that the main stream of migrants for permanent residence took place recently, and now
they provide Russia and Kazakhstan with labor migrants for various sectors of the economy and Russian
universities with educational migrants.

Population decline and population aging in some CIS countries will have a number of negative demo-
graphic, socio-economic and geopolitical consequences. Disproportions in the population can lead to a'short-
age in labor markets, competition for labor resources, and increased migration. Against the background of
the depopulating and aging countries of the European part of the CIS, the demographic situationdn.the coun-
tries of Central Asia seems to be radically opposite. Here, the working age population will increase: in Uz-
bekistan — by 6.4 million, in Tajikistan — by 2.8 million people, in Turkmenistan — by 900 thousand, in
Kyrgyzstan — by 600 thousand and in Azerbaijan — by 300 thousand people until 2050. Even with the ac-
celerated development of the economy in these states, the entire working-age population cannot be em-
ployed. Therefore, in the near future, the countries of Central Asia will remain the most likely migration do-
nors for Russia and Kazakhstan.
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I.M. BIckakoB

Eypa3usiyiblK Kei-KoH sKyleciHgeri Komi-KoH (GakTopJiapsbl sKdHe HbICAHAAPbI

Makana Kemi-KOH/BI JKIKTey XKoHe peTreyaiH skahaHmbIK mpobiieManapblH JKaH-KaKThl TaldayFa apHaJFaH.
OneMJeri Kelli-KoH Macelleci OHBIH KypJemiiirine OaitmanbeicTel. Ce6ebi KYKBIKTBIK MaceleNepieH, CascH-
SKOHOMHKAIBIK, JEeMOTPaQISIbIK JKOHE JIEYMETTIK mpobieManapman 0acka, agaM pecypcTapbIHBIH
STHOTPa(USUIBIK XKOHE SKOHOMHKAJBIK IpoOieManapsl Aa ©3eKTi OOoJBI TaObLIagsl. 3aHABI TYPFHI epeKIle
opblH anajpl. KYKBIKTBIK ‘66J1iM Kellli-KOH NPOLECiH KYKBIKTBIK PETT€Y MEH OHbI PeTTeyle LISyl pei
arkapansl. TMJ[ ennuepiHiH TYpFBIHIAPBIHBIH JKac KYPbUIBIMBIH ©3repTy KapTar NpoOieMachIMeH
GaitnanplcThl. TloCTKEHecTiK KeHicTiKTeri enmepiAiH 0achlM KOMIILTriHAE 3eHHETKEPIIK JKaCTaFbl
azaMIapablH yliecl apra Tycedi, COHAaif-ak jkacTap MeH eHOEKKe KaOileTTi jkacTarbl XaJbIKTHIH Yiieci
temenzelni. by nponecc acipece Ykpauna, Peceit, Monnosa, ['py3us xoHe ApMeHHsAa KapKBIHIBI O0JIa IbL.
3eHeTKepIepAiH JKallbl XajblK CAHBIHIAFBl YIIECIH YIFaWTy 3eHHEeTaKsl KYKTEMECIHIH YJIFalOblHA JKOHE
MeMJIEKETTepAiH 3eHHeTakbl TeJeMJepiHe, [CeHCAayNBIK CaKTayFa »JKOHE QIEyMETTIK IIBIFBIHIApFa
JKYMCAJIATBIH IIBIFBICTApIBIH apTybIMeH OaimaHblcTel Oosansl. Kasipri yakeirra Peceif, Kazakcran sxone
OpTa A3susi enzepiHiH apacblHIa KOIIi-KOH aFbIHIAPBIHBIH KEH ayKbIMbI MEH TYpPakKThl TeorpadusuibIK
TYPFBIIaH CHIATTAJATHIH TYPAKThI KOIIi-KOH Killli )Kyieci maiina 60aplL.

Kinm co30ep: keuri-KoH, KOIIi-KOH TypJjepi, KOHBIC ayAapy, €HOeK KOIli-KOHbBI, KOIli-KOH (aKTopiapsl,
OOCKBIH, KOIII-KOH CasiCaThl.

.M. UckakoB

®axkTops! ¥ popMbl MUrpauuu B EBpa3uiickoi MUTpaliMOHHOM cUcTeMe

CraTbsi IpeJHA3HAYCHA JUIA BCECTOPOHHETO aHaM3a IJIOOAIbHBIX Mpo0ieM KiaccuUKAUUM U
perynupoBaHusi Murpanuu. IIpobnema Murpaiu B MUpe OTIHYaeTCsl CBOEH ClIoxHOCTBIO. [IpuunHa B ToM,
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YTO, NOMHMMO IIPaBOBBIX BONPOCOB, IOJIUTUYECKHX, SKOHOMHMYECKHX, JIEMOrpauuecKuX M COLHMAIIbHBIX
npo6iieM, akTyalIbHbl U 3THOrpaduueckue, 1 SKOHOMHIECKHE TPOOIIEMBI ueoBeueckux pecypcos. IIpaBoBoit
acIeKT 3aHMMaeT ocoboe MecTo. FOpuanueckast BETBb UTPAET PEIIAIONLYIO POJIb B IPABOBOM PETYIHPOBAHUH
MUTPALMOHHOIO IIpoLecca U ero perynupoBaHuu. M3MeHeHHe BO3pacTHOro cocTasa HaceneHus crpan CHIT
CBSI3aHO C MpoOJeMolt crapeHus. B moxasisroneM GONBIINHCTBE CTPaH MOCTCOBETCKOTO MPOCTPAHCTBA OY-
JIeT yBEIMYUBATHLCS OIS JIFOAeH IIEHCHOHHOM BO3pPacTe, a TAKXKe COKPAIAaThCs J0JI MOJIOAEKU U HACEICHUS
TpyaocrocoOHoro Bo3pacta. OcoOEHHO MHTEHCHBHBIM JIaHHBIH nponecc OyzxeT B Ykpaune, Poccun, Monmo-
Be, I'py3un u ApmeHun. YBenuueHue J07I1 MEHCHOHEPOB B OOIIEH YHCIEHHOCTH HaceleHHs OyAeT 4peBaTo
POCTOM TMEHCHUOHHBIX HAarpy3KH U yBEIMYEHHEM 3aTpaT roCyAapCTB Ha MEHCHOHHBIE BBIILIATHI, 3ApaBOOXpa-
HEHHE U CoLUabHble pacxoasl. B HacTosmee Bpems mexay Poccuelt, Kazaxcranom u crpanamu LlenTpans-
HOHI A3uM copMHpOBanIach yCTOHUMBAs MUTPAI[MOHHASA MOACHCTEMA, KOTOPAs XapaKTepU3yeTCsl MacHiTal-
HBIMH MUTPAIIMOHHBIMHU ITOTOKAaMH ¥ yCTOHYMBON reorpaduieckoil HalpaBIeHHOCTBIO.

Kniouesvie cnosa: Murpanus, BUAbl MUT'pALIUU, PACCCIICHUE, TPYyAOBast MUI'pallus, @aKTOpBI MuUrpamnuu, Oc-
JKCHIIbI, MUTpAallUOHHAs IOJIMTUKA.
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