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Analysis of the development of integration processes
in the Eurasian Economic Union

The article addressed issues dealt with development of integrativeprocesses integration in Eurasian economic
union. The purpose ofthe article was to study of degree of development of integration processes.The method-
ologies used are an analysis and synthesis, comparative and systematic approaches in research of current real-
ities.Implemented analyze is given and questions of questions ofthe effectiveness of integration processes in
the Eurasian Economic Union areconsidered in the article.Is indicated by authorsthat the emphasis ison re-
gional integration processes,representing theworld trend asmost correct model of the strategic develop-
ment.The dynamic developmentof trade in theEAEU countries was considered in detail.Sectoral orientation
of thetrade is indicated. The main reasons ofreduction of mutual trade in dollar equivalent are shown. The
analysis conducted above positive impact of economic integration on intra-industry trade. EAEUhas strength-
ened the economic relations betweencountries-participants. Econometric analysis of intra-industry trade‘s in-
dexes shows that since the formation of Customs Unionquality of intra-industry trade is improving. Quantita-
tive measures confirm totally EAEU"s creation positive effect.

Keywords: integration process, economic integration, the Eurasian Economic Union, integration,mutual trade.

The current difficult conditions for the development of the world economy stimulate states to look for
measures that could stop the slowdown in the growth rates of national economies and create an impetus for
their further development. The questions of the integration of the world countries therefore have a special
role. One of the key global trends - regional economic integration - has proved itself in the world practice as
an effective model of strategic development.Today it can be argued that the effectiveness of the regional in-
tegration associations and the quality of communications between them will determine the image of the fu-
ture world.

In such conditions of globalization of the economy, the determination of the effectiveness of the territo-
rial organization of production is an urgent issue of the ability to realize the goals and objectives of the all-
round development of the region, taking into account the ability, readiness and resource compliance with the
requirements of the integration economy, adapting the regional potential to environmental factors and obtain-
ing performance indicators in conditions of intercountry cooperation.
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Studies in the field of integration processes are mainly based on the development of foreign and mutual
trade, since the consequences of joining the regional trade agreement are assessed in terms of «static effects
of creating and rejecting trade, showing an increase or decrease in the welfare of countries as a result of an
agreement between them on economic alliance that eliminates tariffs in mutual trade» [1-3]. Kazakhstan sci-
entists A.B.Temirbekova, A.Uskelenova, S. A.Boluspaev, and N.A. A.Aldabergenov conducted studies of
the impact of integration processes on the competitiveness of the economy of the Republic of Kazakhstan on
the example of the agro-food system, since when the country is integrated into this or that regional group, the
goal is to obtain a certain positive effect, which should raise the competitiveness of the national economy in
general and the agricultural sector in particular [4].

Tough competition in the world market, strict division of the market between the leaders in the produc-
tion of goods and services led to the development of cooperation between the countries within the framework
of the established Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU). Today, the Eurasian Economic Union is the second
deepest regional economic integration project in the world after the European Union. The EAEU creates a
market with a population of over 180 million people, functioning practically according to unified transparent
rules. At the same time, the EAEU market de jure and de facto operates on the basis‘of the norms of the
World Trade Organization (WTO), which makes it open and understandable for investors and attractive for
third countries, especially in the conditions of world economic turbulence.

The Eurasian Economic Integration Project is open to interaction with/external partners and cooperation
with new potential members. On January 2, 2015 the Republic of Armenia became a member of the Union,
on August 12, the Agreement on Accession of the Kyrgyz Republic to the Agreement on the EAEU entered
into force. The inclusion of Armenia and Kyrgyzstan to the Union was the result of great cooperative work
on integration convergence. Starting from 2012, the Eurasian Economic Commission (EEC) systematically
developed bilateral relations with partners interested in creating free trade zones with the countries of the
Union. The result of this work was the signing in 2015 of the Agreement on a free trade zone with the So-
cialist Republic of Vietnam. Joint research groups are fruitfully working to study the prospects of free trade
agreements between the EAEU and Israel, India, Egypt.

In 2015, Memoranda of Understanding between the EEC and the Governments of the Republic of
Chile, the Republic of Peru and the Republic of Mongolia were signed. EEC conducts a dialogue with the
South American Common Market (MERCOSUR) and the Association of Southeast Asian Nations
(ASEAN). In total, more than 30 countries and associations showed their interest in liberalizing mutual trade
with the Union. The cooperation of the Eurasian Economic Commission and the United Nations has been
carried out for several years. In 2013, EEC received observer status in UNCTAD, the United Nations Con-
ference on Trade and DevelopmentECE cooperation with the United Nations Industrial Development Or-
ganization (UNIDO), the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO) and others is de-
veloping.

Forming the agenda of'integration cooperation, including the designing of the Treaty on the Union, the
Eurasian Economic Commission and the Member States took into account the totality of the following condi-
tions:

1. «National pragmatismy, i.e. the possibility of realizing the competitive advantages of member states
in the markets of partner countries.

2. «Synergetic effect», i.e. the potential for combining resources to achieve overall national develop-
ment priorities for tesource conservation, improving the effectiveness of measures taken.

3. «Complementarity», i.e. differences in national development priorities that provide the basis for
complementarities between the economies of member countries.

4. «Transnationalization of measures», i.e. the positive effect of mutual penetration of the best ap-
proaches and practices of implementing economic policy.

5. «Infection by growth (crisis)», i.e. the possibility of reducing the effects of negative mutual and ex-
ternal influences, an answer to the world economic development challenges.

6. «Global positioningy, i.e. prospects for the formation of several regional associations in the world
whose member states will be integrated within them much more than with third countries, and the system of
bilateral and multilateral connections and arrangements will be built not so much between countries as be-
tween economic blocs [5].

It should be noted that the first stage of the work of the Eurasian Economic Commission coincided with
a period of vivid manifestation of the first integration effects. So, cost volumes of mutual trade in 2010-2014
have grown by more than 60 %. In general, in 20122015, there was a convergence between the Eurasian
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Union countries (convergence of GDP per capita levels), which indicates the stability of the coordinated
intercountry dynamics. In addition, the commodity structure of the mutual trade of member states is more
diversified in comparison with the commodity structure of foreign trade with third countries. At the same
time, the primary effect of regional integration, achieved through the removal of barriers in trade, the harmo-
nization of regulatory and legal documents on technical regulation, the codification of the Customs Union
Customs Law and the improvement of customs infrastructure and customs information technologies, is now
exhausted. However, at the same time, the systemic factors of integration began to act: the complementarity
of the economies of the countries of the integration association, the activation of cooperative ties, and others.
So, despite the negative external factors, the formation of a single legal environment, harmonization of rules
and control procedures in mutual trade, in the areas of technical regulation, sanitary, phytosanitary, veteri-
nary measures, etc. became the drivers of growth and diversification of the economies of the’EAEU.coun-
tries.

On the other hand, the work of the Eurasian Economic Commission coincided with a period of high
volatility in the world economy. Despite a number of new economic challenges, in 2010-2014 the countries
of the EAEU managed to maintain their positions in the world economy: during this period the share of the
Union countries in the world economy has not changed significantly, remaining at the level of 3.9 %. In
2011-2012, the GDP growth rate of most member states exceeded the growth rate of the world economy,
and in 2013-2014 slowed, but still either exceeded the growth rate of the world economy; or the backlog was
insignificant. It should be noted that the EAEU member states have significantly improved their positions on
a number of international ratings, for example, on the index of countries' invelvement in international trade,
the index of global competitiveness, the index of investment attractiveness of Doing Business [6].

Crisis trends in the world economy found reflection in the indicators of external and mutual trade of the
countries of EAEU. At the same time, despite a general decline in the dynamics of mutual trade, the volume
of exports of the Republic of Kazakhstan to the Republic of Belarus'and the Russian Federation increased by
8.7 % or by 0.5 billion US dollars. It should be noted that the new economic challenges did not prevent the
Union states from ensuring the sustainability of a number‘of macroeconomic indicators.

The impact of external and internal factors on the'economies of member states, given their growing in-
terdependence, predetermined the importance of the stabilizing function of integration. In this regard, in
2012-2016, priority issues for discussion in the. EAEU. countries were the issues of free movement of goods,
services, capital and labor, which, above all; allow the competitive advantages of member countries to be
realized in the markets of partner countries. No less significant were the issues of reducing the effects of
negative mutual and external influences using integration tools and mechanisms, developing relations with
third countries and realizing the Union's foreign trade potential. One of the key goals of the EAEU under the
Treaty on the Union is «to create conditions for the stable development of the economies of member states in
order to improve the living standards of their populations» [5]. Thus, improving the quality of life of citizens
of the countries of the association.is extremely important for the development of the EAEU. One of the most
important results of integration in this direction was the creation of a common labor market in 2015 that al-
lowed the freedom of movement of labor within the Union. Previously, freedom of movement within the Un-
ion was ensured, thanks to which the mobility of the citizens of the’ member countries of the EAEU signifi-
cantly increased: Equal rights of labor migration for citizens of the states of the Union are ensured. Workers
are provided with unified conditions for taxation of personal income from the first day of employment on a
par with citizens of the state of employment. Social insurance and medical care are also provided on an equal
conditions. Since January 1, 2015, mutual recognition of diplomas in all specialties, except for pharmaceuti-
cals, medicine, jurisprudence and pedagogy has been ensured [6].

Improving the conditions for doing business is one of the priorities of the work of the Commission. The
system of institutions for working with the business community has been built and successfully functioning
in the EEC. At the Commission on an ongoing basis, there are Advisory Committees, which include both
officials and experts, as well as representatives of the business community of the EAEU countries. Twenty
Advisory Committees operate under the Board of the Commission, including those on business, trade, oil
and gas, intellectual property, financial markets, etc. In 2012, the Advisory Council on Interaction of the
Eurasian Economic Commission and the Belarusian-Kazakh-Russian Business-dialogue were created. It has
become a real working platform where the EEC and representatives of business associations interact and dis-
cuss systemic and strategic issues of the functioning of the EAEU. In 2015, the idea of creating a Business
Council of representatives of business associations of the EAEU countries, which develops the work of the
Advisory Council in a more in-depth format, began to be realized.
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A special role in deepening integration processes is played by the creation of common markets in the
EAEU. Since January 1, 2015, in accordance with the Treaty on the Union, a single market of services has
started functioning. In early 2016, the general markets for medicines and medical products are working. By
2025, it is planned to achieve a coordinated energy policy, which includes the creation of a common electric-
ity market by 2019 and a common market for gas, oil and oil products by 2025. Also, in 2025, the creation of
a supranational body for regulating the financial market is planned. No less significant is the forthcoming
step-by-step liberalization of transport services on the territory of the Union [7].

One of the main indicators of the development of integration processes in the EAEU is the dynamics of
indicators of mutual trade between the member countries of the association. The growth rate of imports since
the commencement of the functioning of the Customs Union has shown accelerated growth. At the same
time, in the period under review, Kazakhstan's exports to the EAEU countries (2011-2013) decreased;which
was not observed in the years before the entry into force of the CU agreements. The thesis-about increasing
the sales market of Kazakhstani products was not justified, moreover, as will be noted below, the export
structure is steadily narrowing and acquiring a commodity orientation.

The dynamics of trade development in the member states of the EAET is estimated by monitoring the
indicators of external and mutual trade, the calculated indicators of integration (Table I).

Table 1
Indicators of integration in the market of goods, services and labor
Commodity market Service market Labor market
Indicator of . Indicator of | dhdicator The indicator
Countries . mutual I-ndlcator of mutual ofim- The . of the
of the EAEU | ¥ aF'| openness of | importance openness@f Nabrince ba_lance; of importance pf
the of mutual migration | migration with
o the economy, | of mutual | . )
economy, trade, % o, trade. % inflows the countries
% ’ of EAEU, %
2010 12,76 21 2,11 20 -15.,8 -0,10
2011 12,25 19 1,71 21 -23.9 -0,14
Kazakhstan 2012 11,74 18 1,61 18 -22.7 -0,13
2013 10,61 18 1,63 22 -17,5 -0,10
2014 9,65 17 1,88 21 -21,6 -0,12
2015 8,6 20,8 2,4 23,8 -13.4 -0,08
2010 3,04 7 0,32 4 22,6 0,02
2011 3,24 8 0,27 3 37,9 0,03
Russia 2012 3,37 8 0,28 3 46,9 0,03
2013 3,06 7 0,32 3 43,9 0,03
2014 3,08 7 0,36 4 47,5 0,03
2015 3,2 8,1 0,5 5,1 245.,9 0,17
2010 52,96 48 3,37 24 5,7 0,06
2011 75,33 46 4,05 24 5,5 0,06
Belatis 2012 71,03 48 4,17 26 3.9 0,04
2013 56,21 52 5,06 29 5,8 0,06
2014 50,51 52 5,01 28 5,7 0,06
2015 52,3 50 5,6 27,3 18,5 0,002
Armenia 2015 11,5 25,5 1,7 13 -25,9 -0,009
Kyrgyzstan |2015 37,9 43,5 4,8 19 -4,2 -0,0007

Note. Used source: [7].

During the period of operation of the free trade zone (before the establishment of the CU in 2010), there
was a steady decrease in mutual openness (by goods) for all three member states of the CU and CES. After
the crisis in 2009, there was a cessation of this trend, and for Belarus - a steady increase in mutual openness,
which is largely due to the creation of the CU and the CES. The direct reason for the decline is the outpacing
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rates of GDP growth relative to the growth of mutual trade. In 2013, due to the decrease in mutual trade
flows within the Customs Union for all three countries, the ratio of mutual trade to GDP is decreasing, but
for Russia to a lesser extent. At the same time, mutual trade in Russia is shrinking at an accelerated pace
compared to trade with third countries, which is reflected in a decrease in the importance of mutual trade,
while for Belarus and Kazakhstan this indicator is growing.

In 2015, with the start of the functioning of the EAEU and the accession of Kyrgyzstan and Armenia,
relative to 2014, the relative weight of Kazakhstan's mutual trade with the EAEU countries increased to
20.8 % in the total volume of external commodity turnover in connection with the ban on the export of oil
products outside the EAEU, and accordingly with the reorientation of Kazakhstan in trade on the domestic
market of the Union, preferably with Russia against the background of a reduction in the supply of oil raw
materials to third countries. The statistics of mutual trade in services in the member states of the"CU and
CES has different depths, and therefore analytical conclusions differ. According to both indicators, it is ob-
vious for Belarus that the mutual trade in services is increasing, which is explained by close economic tela-
tions with Russia, and the accelerated growth of the openness of the economy in trade in services has been
observed since 2011, the importance of mutual trade in services is from 2012.

The shortest number for Kazakhstan shows a significant decline in the importance of mutual trade in
services until 2011, but in 2013 there is a significant increase in the share of mutual trade in services to
22 %: import of services to Kazakhstan from Russia grew by 46 %, exports by 22 % . The indicator of the
importance of mutual trade in services for Russia, although it is small in absolute terms (due to large vol-
umes of trade with third countries), shows a downward trend since 2011.

For Armenia and Kyrgyzstan, the trade in services is mostly important with the EAEU countries rather
than inside, which reflects the tightness of the relations between Armenia and Kyrgyzstan and the EAEU
countries in the field of mutual trips. Based on the statistical calculation of indicators of labor market integra-
tion, it was revealed that there is a net outflow from Kazakhstan and a net inflow to Russia. Thus, there is a
net migration inflow to Russia and a net outflow from the rest of the country. Comparison of the results with
an analysis of the importance of mutual trips shows that the migration flow to Russia is provided mainly
from Belarus (the volume of turnover of mutual trips between Russia and Belarus is growing).

An analysis of the significance of migration indicates that the share of inflow in the economically active
population as a whole for the EAEU decreased.until 2013 inclusive, then there was an upward trend. The
dynamics of the indicator for the countries is not homogeneous: for Belarus the indicator fluctuates slightly
above 0.2 %, for Kazakhstan there is an obvious downward trend, in Russia there is growth after 2013.

The largest share of exports with:the EAEU countries is exported by raw materials, such as mineral
products - almost 45 %, metals and products from them - 17.6 %, slightly less chemical products - 10.4 %,
machinery and equipment - 3.2 % [7].

In the structure of imports, the largest share is occupied by machinery, equipment and vehicles - 45 %,
food products and agricultural raw materials (except textile) - 9.8 %, mineral products - 3.4 %, metals and
articles thereof - 13.8 % products of the chemical industry, rubber - 15 %, textiles, textiles and footwear -
5% [7].

For Russia and Belarus, the integration processes in the trade in food products and agricultural raw ma-
terials are progressing significantly, which is reflected in the apparent upward trend in the openness of the
economies in trade. Moreover, the creation of the EAEU caused a significant increase in the importance of
mutual trade in food and agricultural raw materials for Russia and Belarus. After 2010, the importance of
mutual trade for Belarus remains virtually unchanged, while for Russia it is growing. For Kazakhstan, the
openness of the‘economy with the exception of 2010 is stable, the significance has grown, due to the growth
of agricultural exports in 2015. Thus, we can state a significant effect of the reorientation of trade from third
countries to the partners in the EAEU in the trade in food products and agricultural raw materials for Rus-
sia [8].

The analysis shows that the degree of intensity of integration processes varies greatly depending on the
type of traded goods: the effects are most pronounced in the trade in food products and agricultural raw ma-
terials, as well as in metals and products from them. According to the enlarged commodity groups, there is
an effect of reorientation of trade from third countries to partners in the EAEU.

An important characteristic of sectoral trade is the analysis of intersectoral and intra-sectoral trade,
which shows the level of cooperation between individual sectors in the member states of the EAEU. The sec-
toral orientation of mutual trade can be identified through the calculation of the Grobel-Lloyd index [9].
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Decomposition of aggregated indicators for large groupings of TN VED TS (excluding mineral prod-
ucts, food products and agricultural raw materials, products of the chemical industry, metals and prod-
ucts made from them, machinery, equipment and vehicles) provides additional information on sectoral trade
(Table 2).

Table 2
Sectoral orientation of the mutual trade of the EAEU

N fth Grobel-Lloyd index Dynamich
ame of the
enlarged group 2014 y. 2015 y. 2016 y.

RK|RB|RF| RK | RB| RF | RK | RB | RF | RK |-RB=| RF
Food and agricultural raw | 1) 1 36 1075 1037 1037 0,72 [0.28 [0.4 [0.73 |-0.14 |0.04 |-0,02
materials

Mineral products 0,90 10,20 [0,41 0,88 (0,17 |0,33 |0,96 |0,21 {0,44 10,06 (0,01 |0,3
Products of the chemical
industry, rubber

Tanning raw materials, furs
and articles thereof

Wood & Pulp & Paper
Products

Textiles,  textiles and
footwear

Metals and articles thereof |0,80 (0,66 |0,59 (0,79 (0,64 (0,65 (0,77 0,67 |0,78 |-0,03 |0,01 |0,19

Machinery, equipment and
vehicles

0,29 10,95 (0,74 {0,34 10,96 (0,72 |0,38 0,94 0,71 10,09 |-0,01 |-0,03

0,70 {0,58 (0,63 {0,64 |0,54 (0,59 |0,67 |0,44 0,48 [-0,03 |-0,1 |-0,11

0,03 {100 (0,60 {0,02 10,99 (0,55 |0,02]0,99 0,49 (-0,01 [-0,01 |-0,11

0,28 10,4 (0,74 10,31 (0,6 |0,76 (0,35 0,6 0,87 (0,07 |0,03 |0,13

0,1 |0,54 (0,86 (0,2 0,67 0,91 |0,11 0,86 |0,77 (0,10 0,32 |-0,09

According to the calculated Grobel-Lloyd index, intra-industry trade of Kazakhstan with the EAEU
countries is typical for trade in mineral products;as well as with metals and products from them, which con-
firms the thesis about strengthening Kazakhstan's exports.to the EAEU countries from raw materials. At the
same time, Kazakhstan's intersectoral trade with the EAEU countries is typical for food products and agricul-
tural raw materials, timber and pulp and paper products, as well as machinery and equipment, which is an
indicator of the continued and accelerated diversification of imports from the EAEU countries.

In 2016, the volume of foreign trade in food products and agricultural raw materials of member states
decreased by 26.3 % ($ 16.2 billion) compared to 2015 and amounted to $ 45.4 billion. Compared to 2015,
the balance of foreign trade improved 1.9 times ($ 11.1 billion), but remained negative and amounted to
$ 12.6 billion. A positive-trend in foreign trade in general for member states was due to the reduction in im-
ports by 32 % ($ 13.6/billion) to $ 29.0 billion. At the same time, for the same period, exports from member
states also decreased by .14 % ($ 2.6 billion) to $ 16.3 billion.

Exports from the Republic of Kazakhstan decreased by 20.0 % ($ 413.9 million) and amounted to
$ 1,657.4 million. This decrease was mainly due to a reduction in physical volumes of cereals supplies by
13.0 % (532.2 thousand tons) to 3.6 million tons in the amount of $ 684.6 million. Import to the Republic of
Kazakhstan decreased by 22.3 % ($ 553.0 million) and amounted to $ 1,930.0 million. The decrease is due to
a decrease inthe physical volumes of imports:

< dairy products in value terms - 1.8 times (by 60.8 million US dollars) for the amount of 75.0 million
US dollars;

—wvarious food products (extracts, essences, sauces, etc.) - by 30.2 % (11.6 thousand tons) to 26.9 thou-
sand tons;

— sugar and confectionery products from it - by 16.0 % (75.6 thousand tons) to 397.4 thousand tons;

— fruit - by 6.8 % (45.9 thousand tons) to 624.7 thousand tons [7].

The main commodity items in the structure of exports were cereals, fish and crustaceans, fats and oils,
residues and waste products of the food industry, tobacco and products of the flour-grinding industry. The
share of these goods accounted for 82 % of the total volume of exports of food products and agricultural raw
materials in value terms. The basis of imports were fruits, meat and offal, vegetables, alcoholic and non-
alcoholic beverages, oil seeds and fruits, fish and crustaceans, coffee and tea, various food products, food
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industry residues and waste. They accounted for 69 % of total imports of food products and agricultural raw
materials in value terms.

The share of food products and agricultural raw materials in the total volume of mutual trade in all
goods increased by 0.9 percentage points, reaching 15.5 %. In the structure of mutual trade of all goods of
ecach member state, the largest share of food products and agricultural products was recorded in the Republic
of Armenia - 70.9 %, the Kyrgyz Republic - 36.5 %, the Republic of Belarus - 35.1 %, the Russian Federa-
tion 8.3 % and the Republic of Kazakhstan - 8.6 %.

The main commodity items in the structure of supplies to the common market of member states are:
Republic of Armenia - alcoholic and non-alcoholic beverages, dairy products, processed fruits and vegeta-
bles, fish (79.2 %); The Republic of Belarus - dairy products, meat and by-products, vegetables and fruits
(74.8 %); The Republic of Kazakhstan - cereals, tobacco, alcoholic and nonalcoholic beverages, dairy.prod-
ucts, meat and by-products, sugar and confectionery (69.5 %); Kyrgyz Republic - meat and by-products,
vegetables, dairy products (87.4 %); Russian Federation - ready-made cereal products, fats and oils, various
food products, tobacco, cocoa and products from it, processed fruits and vegetables, alcoholic and non-
alcoholic beverages, dairy products (72.7 %).

The main reduction in the mutual trade in food products and agricultural raw materials in dollar terms in
the following areas of trade flows was:

— from the Republic of Belarus to the Russian Federation - by 21.1 % (994.7 million US dollars);

— from the Russian Federation to the Republic of Kazakhstan - by 24.3'% (410.8 million US dollars);

— from the Russian Federation to the Republic of Belarus - by 24.8 % (249:5 million US dollars);

— from the Republic of Armenia to the Russian Federation - by 31.3 % ($ 73.6 million);

— from the Republic of Kazakhstan to the Russian Federation - by 23.1 % (66.7 million US dollars).

At the same time, there was an increase in supplies from the Republic of Belarus and the Republic of
Kazakhstan to the Republic of Armenia by 31.5 % ($ 447.2 thousand) and 25.2 % ($ 10.4 thousand), respec-
tively [6].

The main trade partners of the Republic of Kazakhstan in mutual trade were the Kyrgyz Republic and
the Russian Federation - 99.8 % of all deliveries of food-and agricultural raw materials. From the Republic of
Kazakhstan to the Kyrgyz Republic, the decrease in supplies amounted to 29.2 % (US $ 80.8 million) to US
$ 195.7 million due to a decrease in the supply.of cereals; flour and cereals, various foods, alcohol and soft
drinks.

The nomenclature of the goods supplied from the Republic of Kazakhstan to the Republic of Belarus
decreased and by 90 % in value terms.milk and cream were presented by uncontracted, condensed and dry
products of animal origin - veins, tendons, scrap of unprocessed skins, etc. From the Republic of Kazakhstan
to the Russian Federation, shipments decreased by 23.1 % (by 66.7 million US dollars) to 222.2 million US
dollars due to a decrease in the physical volumes of cereals supplies by 14.4 %.

Thus, in the foreign trade of food products and agricultural raw materials of the member states, the ten-
dency of the prevalence of food imports over exports continued. At the same time, a significant decrease in
imports and a reduction in the deficit of the trade surplus was mainly due to the lack of supplies to the Rus-
sian Federation of food products from countries with import embargo imposed since August 2014.

The decrease in the aggregate volume of mutual trade in food and agricultural raw materials in 2016 as
compared to 2015 in value terms is mainly due to the growth of the US dollar against the national currencies
of the member states and, correspondingly, the decrease in average contract prices in dollar terms. Almost
90 %.of the reduction in the mutual trade in food products and agricultural raw materials in value terms oc-
curred in the following areas of commodity flows: from the Republic of Belarus to the Russian Federation -
by 994.7 million US dollars, from the Russian Federation to the Republic of Kazakhstan - by 410.8 million
USD and the Republic of Belarus - by 249.5 million US dollars [10].

Integration initiatives are aimed to achieve and provide the sustainable economic growth of member
States. The scale of economic effects for the states of the Union directly depends on the degree and depth of
integration processes. In order to promote integration in 2012-2016, the Eurasian Economic Commission has
been working to codify the international treaties that form the Customs Union and the Common Economic
Space and to draft the Treaty on the Eurasian Economic Union. In 2013, on behalf of the heads of the coun-
tries of the Customs Union and the Common Economic Space, the Eurasian Economic Commission began an
important work to identify and remove existing exemptions and other restrictions, including barriers that im-
pede the full operation of the CU and the CES. This work is key in the activities to ensure the functioning of
the Eurasian Economic Union on January 1, 2015.
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The analysis shows the positive effect of integration on intra-industry trade. The establishment of the
EAEU renewed the establishment and strengthening of economic ties between the member states. This con-
cerns not only the growth of aggregate volumes of mutual trade associated with the influence of integration
factors (reorientation to domestic sources due to the introduction of a single customs tariff), but also to im-
prove the situation in intra-industry trade. Econometric analysis of indices of intra-industry trade shows that
since the period of creation of the TS the quality of intra-industry trade is improving. Quantitative estimates
confirm the positive effect of the creation of the EAEU.
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b.C. Ecenrenpaiun, JL.C: Tapmmiosa, 3.X. CynraHoBa

Eypa3usi 3KOHOMHUKAJIBIK 0JAFbIHIa HHTETPANMAIBIK
YPAICTEepAiH JaMYbIH TAJAAy

MakaJsiaHblH MaKcaThl — WHTETPAlMsUIBIK YPIICTepAiH aMy KapKbIHBIH 3epTTey. OIicTeMeniK Herisuemeci
Tajnjay JKOHE CHHTE3. O/ICTEPIHCH, Ka3ipri JKargalabl 3epTTeyre JereH CalbICTHIPMAlbl JKOHE JKYHemiKk
Ke3KapacTapiaH Kypanabl. ABTopnap Eypasusuiblk 3KOHOMMKAJBIK OJAKTaFbl MHTETPALMSIBIK YpAicTepai
caparirarn, oJapAbIH THIMJIUIITT CypaKTapblH TOJBIK KapacThipraH. Heri3ri keHiT alMaKThIK HHTETPAIVSITBIK
Ypaicrepre OexiHeTiHI OailfkanraH, OyJI CTpaTeTHSIIBIK JaMy[bIH €H JYpBIC MOJETl peTiHiae QlIeMJIiK
3aHIplUIbIKKa colikec Kenedi. EADC Kartbicy MeMIICKETTEpiHAE CcaylaHblH AaMmy JHHAMHKACHI TOJIBIK
3epTTeIreH. ©3apa cayaaHblH CEKTOPIBIK OaFbITTAYbl aHBIKTAIIBI. JIOJUIapIIbIK OJIIIEM/ICTi 63apa cayIaHblH
TeMEHACYiHIH Heri3ri cebOenrtepi aranraH. ATKApbUIFaH Tajjay SKOHOMHKAJBIK HHTETPalMsSHBIH ©3apa
caJajblK caylara TUTi3eTiH OH ocepiH mamenaeni. EADC kaTbicylibl-enep apachblHAaFbl KOHOMHKAJBIK
OaiyampicTapapl HbFaiTTel. Cana imnHAeri cayma MHIGKCTEPIH SKOHOMETPHKAIBIK Talllay HOTHXKEC]
kepceTkeniei, KeneH omarbiH Kypy Ke3iHeH Oepi cana inmiHAeri cayga-caTThIK KeJeMi apThIl KeJie JKaTbIp.
Cangpik kepcerkimTepae EADC KypyabIH OH ocepi TOJIBIFBIMEH JONEIICHI].

Kinm co30ep: MHTETpanysUIBbIK YPAic, SKOHOMHKAIBIK Kipiry, EypasusuibK 9KOHOMUKABIK 0JjaK, HHTEeTpanus,
e3apa cayza.
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b.C. Ecenrenbnun, JI.C. Tapmmiosa, 3.X. CynraHoBa

AHaJIM3 pa3BUTHS HHTETPALIMOHHBIX MPOIECCOB
B EBpa3uiickoM 3)KOHOMHYECKOM COI03e

B nmanHOlf cTaThe paccMaTpUBAIOTCS AKTyaIbHBIE BOIPOCH Pa3BUTHS HHTETPAIMOHHBIX MPOILECCOB
B EBpasuiickoM s3xoHOMHIYECKOM coto3e. Llenblo cTaThy SIBISIETCS UCCIEN0BAHUE CTENEHN PAa3BUTHUSI HHTErpa-
IIMOHHBIX MPOIECCOB. METOIHMYECKYI0 OCHOBY CTaThbU COCTABIISIOT METO/BI aHANIN3a M CUHTE3a, CPAaBHUTENb-
HBIH U CHCTEMHBIH TOAXO MPU UCCIEOBAaHUN CETOAHALIIHUX peanui. JlaH aHanu3 u moapoOHO pacCMOTPEHbI
BONPOCHI 3G GEKTUBHOCTH MHTErPALMOHHBIX MpoleccoB B EBpasuiickoM 3KoHOMHYECKOM coto3e. OCHOBHOM
YIIOp AEeNAeTCs HA PEerHOHATIbHbIE HHTErPALIOHHBIC IPOIECCHI, YTO COOTBETCTBYET MHPOBOI TEHJICHIIMN KaK
HanboJiee TPaBMIIBHOM MOJENM CcTpaTerndeckoro passutus. IlonpoGHO paccMOTpeHa JUHAMHKA Pa3BHTHS
Toprosiu B rocyaapcreax-uneHax EADC. YcTaHOBIEHa CeKTOpalbHAass OPUEHTUPOBAHHOCTh B3aUMHOW TOP-
roBiy. [loka3aHel OCHOBHEIE NIPHYMHBI COKpAIIEHNs B3aNMHOI TOPrOBIN B JI0JUIAPOBOM BBIpakeHHH. [Ipu-
BEICHHBIII aHANIN3 CBHUAETENLCTBYET O IOJOKUTEIPHOM BIMSIHUM OKOHOMHYECKOH HHTETpaIuu
Ha BHYTpUOTpacieByio Toprosito. Kak cBumerenscTByroT ¢axtsl, EADC ykpemuio 3KOHOMHYECKHE CBSI3H
MexJy rocynaapctBamu-uieHaMu Coro3a. Tak, 3KOHOMETPHYECKHH aHAIN3 WMHICKCOB BHYTPHOTPACIEBOM
TOPrOBIY TIOKa3al, 4TO ¢ TMepuoja co3faHus TaMoKeHHOrO CO03a KadeCTBO BHYTPHOTPACIEBOH TOPIOBIM
TOJBKO yiyumaercst. KonnuecTBeHHbIE OLEHKH MOJHOCTBIO MOJTBEPKIAIOT TTO3UTHBHBI 3 (eKT 0T co3/a-
Hust EADC.

Kurouegvie cnosa: MHTErpallMOHHBIN MPOLIECC, IKOHOMHUYECKass MHTerpanys, EBpasuiickuli SKOHOMHUYECKHH
COI03, UHTErpalysl, B3aMHasi TOPTOBJISL.
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