
ISSN 2224-5227 
 

 2016  4 

 

 

 

   

  ҚАЗАҚСТАН РЕСПУБЛИКАСЫ 
 ҰЛТТЫҚ ҒЫЛЫМ АКАДЕМИЯСЫНЫҢ 

 БАЯНДАМАЛАРЫ 
  
 ДОКЛАДЫ 
 НАЦИОНАЛЬНОЙ АКАДЕМИИ НАУК 
 РЕСПУБЛИКИ КАЗАХСТАН 
                            

 REPORTS  
 OF THE NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES  
 OF THE REPUBLIC OF KAZAKHSTAN 

 

 

 

 
  
 
 
 
 
 ЖУРНАЛ 1944 ЖЫЛДАН ШЫҒА БАСТАҒАН  

 ЖУРНАЛ ИЗДАЕТСЯ С 1944 г. 

                               PUBLISHED SINCE 1944 

 

 

   

 

   



Доклады Национальной академии наук Республики Казахстан  
  

   
2  

ҚАЗАҚСТАН РЕСПУБЛИКАСЫ 

ҰЛТТЫҚ ҒЫЛЫМ АКАДЕМИЯСЫНЫҢ 

БАЯНДАМАЛАРЫ                                                                         2016  4 
 

Б а с  р е д а к т о р  
ҚР ҰҒА академигi М.Ж. Жұрынов 

 
Р е д а к ц и я   а л қ а с ы: 

 

 
хим.ғ. докторы, проф., ҚР ҰҒА академигі Əдекенов С.М.  (бас редактордың орынбасары), эк.ғ. 
докторы, проф., ҚР ҰҒА академигі Əділов Ж.М., мед. ғ. докторы, проф., ҚР ҰҒА академигі 
Арзықұлов Ж.А., техн. ғ.докторы, проф., ҚР ҰҒА академигі Бишімбаев У.К., а.-ш.ғ.докторы, 
проф., ҚР ҰҒА академигі Есполов Т.И., техн. ғ.докторы, проф., ҚР ҰҒА академигі Мұтанов Г.М., 
физ.-мат.ғ. докторы, проф., ҚР ҰҒА академигі Өтелбаев М.О., пед. ғ. докторы, проф., ҚР ҰҒА 
академигі Пралиев С.Ж., геогр.ғ. докторы, проф., ҚР ҰҒА академигі Северский И.В.; тарих.ғ. 
докторы, проф., ҚР ҰҒА академигі Сыдықов Е.Б., физ.-мат.ғ. докторы, проф., ҚР ҰҒА академигі 
Тəкібаев Н.Ж., физ.-мат.ғ. докторы, проф., ҚР ҰҒА академигі Харин С.Н., тарих ғ. докторы, 
проф.,ҚР ҰҒА корр. мүшесі Əбүсейітова М.Х., экон. ғ.докторы, проф., ҰҒА корр. мүшесі 
Бейсембетов И.К., биол. ғ. докторы, проф., ҚР ҰҒА корр. мүшесі Жамбакин К.Ж., тарих ғ. 
докторы, проф., ҚР ҰҒА корр. мүшесі Кəрібаев Б.Б., мед. ғ. докторы, проф., ҚР ҰҒА корр. мүшесі 
Локшин В.Н., геол.-мин. ғ. докторы, проф., ҚР ҰҒА корр. мүшесі Өмірсеріков М.Ш., физ.-мат. ғ. 
докторы, проф., ҚР ҰҒА корр. мүшесі Рамазанов Т.С., физ.-мат. ғ. докторы, проф., ҚР ҰҒА корр. 
мүшесі Садыбеков М.А., хим.ғ. докторы, проф., ҚР ҰҒА корр. мүшесі Сатаев М.И.; ҚР ҰҒА 
құрметті мүшесі, а.-ш.ғ.докторы, проф. Омбаев А.М. 
 
 
 

Р е д а к ц и я    к е ң е с і: 
 

Украинаның ҰҒА академигі Гончарук В.В. (Украина), Украинаның ҰҒА академигі Неклюдов 
И.М.  (Украинa), Беларусь Республикасының ҰҒА академигі Гордиенко А.И. (Беларусь), Молдова 
Республикасының ҰҒА академигі Дука Г. (Молдовa), Тəжікстан Республикасының ҰҒА академигі 
Илолов М.И.  (Тəжікстан), Қырғыз Республикасының ҰҒА академигі Эркебаев А.Э.  
(Қырғызстан), Ресей ҒА корр.мүшесі Величкин В.И. (Ресей Федерациясы); хим.ғ.докторы, 
профессор Марек Сикорски (Польша), тех.ғ.докторы, профессор Потапов В.А.  (Украина), 
биол.ғ. докторы, профессор Харун Парлар (Германия), профессор Гао Энджун (КХР), филос. 
ғ.докторы, профессор Стефано Перни (Ұлыбритания), ғ.докторы, профессор Богуслава Леска 
(Польша), философия ғ. докторы, профессор Полина Прокопович (Ұлыбритания), профессор 
Вуйцик Вольдемар (Польша), профессор Нур Изура Удзир (Малайзия), д.х.н., профессор Нараев 
В.Н.  (Ресей Федерациясы) 
 
 
 
 
 
   

  



ISSN 2224–5227                                                                                                                               № 4. 2016  
 

 
3 

ДОКЛАДЫ                                                                                 2016 4 
НАЦИОНАЛЬНОЙ АКАДЕМИИ НАУК 

РЕСПУБЛИКИ КАЗАХСТАН 

 
Г л а в н ы й    р е д а к т о р  

академик НАН РК М.Ж. Журинов 

Р е д а к ц и о н н а я    к о л л е г и я: 

доктор хим. наук, проф., академик НАН РК С.М. Адекенов (заместитель главного редактора), 
доктор экон. наук, проф., академик НАН РК Ж.М. Адилов, доктор мед. наук, проф., академик 
НАН РК Ж.А. Арзыкулов, доктор техн. наук, проф., академик НАН РК В.К. Бишимбаев, доктор 
сельскохоз. наук, проф., академик НАН РК Т.И. Есполов, доктор техн. наук, проф., академик НАН 
РК Г.М. Мутанов, доктор физ.-мат. наук, проф., академик НАН РК М.О. Отелбаев, доктор пед. 
наук, проф., академик НАН РК С.Ж. Пралиев, доктор геогр. наук, проф., академик НАН РК И.В. 
Северский; доктор ист. наук, проф., академик НАН РК Е.Б. Сыдыков, доктор физ.-мат. наук, 
проф., академик НАН РК Н.Ж. Такибаев, доктор физ.-мат. наук, проф., академик НАН РК С.Н. 
Харин, доктор ист. наук, проф., чл.-корр. НАН РК М.Х. Абусеитова, доктор экон. наук, проф., чл.-
корр. НАН РК И.К. Бейсембетов, доктор биол. наук, проф., чл.-корр. НАН РК К.Ж. Жамбакин, 
доктор ист. наук, проф., чл.-корр. НАН РК Б.Б. Карибаев, доктор мед. наук, проф., чл.-корр. НАН 
РК В.Н. Локшин, доктор геол.-мин. наук, проф., чл.-корр. НАН РК М.Ш. Омирсериков, доктор 
физ.-мат. наук, проф., чл.-корр. НАН РК Т.С. Рамазанов, доктор физ.-мат. наук, проф., чл.-корр. 
НАН РК М.А. Садыбеков, доктор хим. наук, проф., чл.-корр. НАН РК М.И. Сатаев; почетный 
член НАН РК, доктор сельскохоз. наук, проф., А.М. Омбаев  
  
 

Р е д а к ц и о н н ы й  с о в е т: 
 

академик НАН Украины Гончарук В.В. (Украина), академик НАН Украины И.М. Неклюдов 
(Украинa), академик НАН Республики Беларусь А.И.Гордиенко (Беларусь), академик НАН 
Республики Молдова Г. Дука (Молдовa), академик НАН Республики Таджикистан М.И. Илолов 
(Таджикистан), член-корреспондент РАН Величкин В.И. (Россия); академик НАН Кыргызской 
Республики А.Э. Эркебаев (Кыргызстан), д.х.н., профессор Марек Сикорски (Польша), д.т.н., 
профессор В.А. Потапов (Украина), д.б.н., профессор Харун Парлар (Германия), профессор Гао 
Энджун (КНР), доктор философии, профессор Стефано Перни (Великобритания), доктор наук, 
профессор Богуслава Леска (Польша), доктор философии, профессор Полина Прокопович 
(Великобритания), профессор Вуйцик Вольдемар (Польша), профессор Нур Изура Удзир 
(Малайзия), д.х.н., профессор В.Н. Нараев (Россия) 
 
 
 
 
«Доклады Национальной академии наук Республики Казахстан» ISSN 2224-5227 
Собственник: Республиканское общественное объединение «Национальная академия наук Республики Казахстан»                  
(г. Алматы) 
Свидетельство о постановке на учет периодического печатного издания в Комитете информации и архивов 
Министерства культуры и информации Республики Казахстан №5540-Ж, выданное 01.06.2006 г. 
Периодичность: 6 раз в год. Тираж: 2000 экземпляров 
Адрес редакции: 050010, г.Алматы, ул.Шевченко, 28, ком.218-220, тел. 272-13-19, 272-13-18  
 http://nauka-nanrk.kz.    reports-science.kz 
Адрес типографии: ИП «Аруна», г.Алматы, ул.Муратбаева, 75       
 

©Национальная академия наук Республики Казахстан, 2016 г.  
 

 

 



Доклады Национальной академии наук Республики Казахстан  
  

   
4  

REPORTS                                                                                   2016  4 
OF NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES OF THE  

REPUBLIC OF KAZAKHSTAN 

 
E d i t o r-i n-c h i e f 

M.Zh. Zhurinov, academician of NAS RK  

Editorial board:  
 

S.M. Adekenov (deputy editor in chief), Doctor of Chemistry, prof., academician of NAS RK; Zh.M. 
Adilov, Doctor of Economics, prof., academician of NAS RK; Zh.A. Arzykulov, Doctor of Medicine, 
prof., academician of NAS RK; V.K. Bishimbayev, Doctor of Engineering, prof., academician of NAS 
RK; T.I. Yespolov, Doctor of Agriculture, prof., academician of NAS RK; G.M. Mutanov, Doctor of 
Physics and Mathematics, prof., academician of NAS RK; M.O. Otelbayev, Doctor of Physics and 
Mathematics, prof., academician of NAS RK; S.Zh. Praliyev, Doctor of Education, prof., academician of 
NAS RK; I.V. Seversky, Doctor of Geography, prof., academician of NAS RK; Ye.B. Sydykov, Doctor 
of Historical Sciences, prof., academician of NAS RK; N.Zh. Takibayev, Doctor of Physics and 
Mathematics, prof., academician of NAS RK; S.N. Kharin,  Doctor of Physics and Mathematics, prof., 
academician of NAS RK; M.Kh. Abuseitova, Doctor of Historical Sciences, prof., corr. member of NAS 
RK; I.K. Beisembetov, Doctor of Economics, prof., corr. member of NAS RK; K.Zh. Zhambakin, 
Doctor of Biological Sciences, prof., corr. member of NAS RK, B.B. Karibayev, Doctor of Historical 
Sciences, prof., corr. member of NAS RK; V.N. Lokshin, Doctor of Medicine, prof., corr. member of 
NAS RK; M.Sh. Omirserikov, Doctor of Geology and Mineralogy, prof., corr. member of NAS RK; T.S. 
Ramazanov, Doctor of Physics and Mathematics, prof., corr. member of NAS RK; M.A. Sadybekov, 
Doctor of Physics and Mathematics, prof., corr. member of NAS RK; M.I. Satayev, Doctor of Chemistry, 
prof., corr. member of NAS RK; A.M. Ombayev, Honorary Member of NAS RK, Doctor of Agriculture, 
prof. 
 

Editorial staff: 
 

V.V. Goncharuk, NAS Ukraine academician (Ukraine); I.M. Neklyudov, NAS Ukraine academician 
(Ukraine); A.I.Gordienko, NAS RB academician (Belarus); G. Duca, NAS Moldova academician 
(Moldova); M.I. Ilolov NAS Tajikistan academician (Tajikistan); A.E. Erkebayev, NAS Kyrgyzstan 
academician (Kyrgyzstan); V.I. Velichkin, RAS corr.member (Russia); Marek Sikorski, Doctor of 
Chemistry, prof. (Poland); V.A. Potapov, Doctor of Engineering, prof. (Ukraine); Harun Parlar, Doctor 
of Biological Sciences, prof. (Germany); Gao Endzhun, prof. (PRC); Stefano Perni, Doctor of 
Phylosophy, prof. (UK); Boguslava Leska, dr, prof. (Poland); Pauline Prokopovich, Doctor of 
Phylosophy, prof. (UK); Wójcik Waldemar, prof. (Poland), Nur Izura Udzir, prof. (Malaysia), V.N. 
Narayev, Doctor of Chemistry, prof. (Russia) 

 
Reports of the National Academy of Sciences of the Republic of Kazakhstan.  
ISSN 2224-5227 
Owner: RPA "National Academy of Sciences of the Republic of Kazakhstan" (Almaty) 
The certificate of registration of a periodic printed publication in the Committee of Information and Archives of the Ministry of 
Culture and Information of the Republic of Kazakhstan N 5540-Ж, issued 01.06.2006 
Periodicity: 6 times a year 
Circulation: 2000 copies 
Editorial address: 28, Shevchenko str., of.219-220, Almaty, 050010, tel. 272-13-19, 272-13-18,  
http://nauka-nanrk.kz /     reports-science.kz 
Address of printing house: ST "Aruna", 75, Muratbayev str, Almaty 

 
                                                                                               © National Academy of Sciences of the Republic of Kazakhstan, 2016 
  



ISSN 2224–5227                                                                                                                               № 4. 2016  
 

 
31 

REPORTS OF THE NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES  
OF THE REPUBLIC OF KAZAKHSTAN 
ISSN 2224-5227 
Volume 4, Number 308 (2016), 31 – 36 
 
УДК 339.923 
 

A.А.Rakhimbayeva 
 

DoktorPhD 
L.N.GumilyovEurasianNationalUniversity Department of Economics 

asema.31.1983@mail.ru 
 

ON THE EXISTING PROBLEMS AND PERSPECTIVES  
OF THE EURASIAN ECONOMIC UNION 

 
Abstract: This article divulges problems occurring in the Eurasian Economic Union. 
The main reasons of the defined problems are undoubtedly military and political situation in the Ukraine, 

geopolitical issues, sanctions between the West and Moscow. 
Therefore, the author is right raising the problem connected with complicated changes in the world, in some 

regions, as well as in external trade, foreign economy of Kazakhstan comprising export and import.  
The topicality of the problems being discussed is also explained by the following data. For example, in 2003 the 

indicator of external trade among participating countries  of the Eurasian Economic Union (Russia, Kazakhstan, 
Belorussia) was 64,1 billion US dollars, at this the share of the participating countries of the European Economic 
Union (EEU) in the external trade of Russia was 6,9%, the share in external trade of Kazakhstan was 18,4%, and the 
share in external trade of Belorussia was 50,6%. In total the external of the participating countries of the EEU was 
1 077,5 billion dollars (Russia – 865,9 billion dollars, Kazakhstan – 131,4 billion dollars, Belorussia – 80,2 billion 
dollars), the share of mutual trade was 11,6% in 2013.   

During researches of external trade of the defined countries the author pay a special attention to such indicators 
as economic development level and external imbalance under the current account. It is connected with the fact that 
commodity circulation and external trade are registered within aggregative indexes of the current account. 

Thus, the results of econometric analysis prove that there is a statistical connection between the economic 
development level and the external imbalance under the current account.   

As we can see from the picture 1, parameters of regression equation become statistically significant, while the 
correlation ratio becomes sufficient. 

In other words it means that within the process of conducting foreign-economic policy the Government and the 
National Bank should not only prevent occurrence of deficit balance of payments, but also constantly secure its 
surplus.    

Only under these indicators a necessary and high level of economic development of the country can be reached. 
For instance, by the results of 9 months in 2015, a deficit balance of payments amounted in 4 billion US dollars 
under the current account was observed in Kazakhstan. 

Key words: Eurasian economic union, Customs union, balance of payment, current account, foreign trade. 
 
At present, it is widely discoursed thatby economically integrating European and Asian parts of the 

former Soviet Union, Russia would be able to recreate its former glory. Doubtless,theintegration of 
economies largely generatespositive impact on the extent of trade and competitiveness within the union. 
However, this could be implemented only under following two conditions: the economy must be at least 
partially complementary, and their union should give a significant increase in the total of the whole. 

 
From Customs Union to the Eurasian Economic Union 
 
When in European Economic Community (EEC) there was introduced common external customs 

tariff and the movement of goods on the domestic marketwas liberalized in 1968, the rules of cooperation 
were set by three comparable economiesof the bloc: Germany, France and Italy.As a result of the growth 
of trade turnover between them and due to the expansion around 1990s, nearly 68% of trade in each of the 
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EEC countries accounted for the other members of the bloc, and the growth of trade turnover between 
them exceeded growth in trade with other countries by almost 1, 8 times. When, in 1992, within ASEAN 
there was signed an agreement on free trade zone, the biggest and similar in size of the regional 
economies -Malaysia, the Philippines, Thailand and Indonesia - happened to occur in the same union 
united. As of now, we notice the rapidly growing economic cooperation within the organization. 

In the light of these examples, the Customs Union seems to be significantly different. Primarily, it 
didn’t give the increment power to its members - neither quantitative nor qualitative. At market 
prices,Russia's GDP is 88, 5% (62, 4 trillion rubles) of the total GDP of the participating countries, i.e. the 
increase of the Russian market due to Customs Union do not exceed 12% (in 1968, it was  2, 7 times for 
Germany; with the introduction of free trade for each of the ASEAN countries - more than 3 times).[1]. 

Secondly, there have taken place an integration of economies withquite similar specializations: oil 
and raw materials account for 77, 3% of exports of Russia, while in Kazakhstan - 91%. Therefore, the 
sudden sharp increase in trade between members of a major TC cannotbe anticipated. In 2012, the share 
of Belarus in Russian trade was 4, 3%, the share of Kazakhstan - 2, 7%. But Kazakhstan's share in the 
turnover of Belarus –was just 1%.[2]. 

The third issueis the difference in the standard of living of the citizens of the participating 
countries.The Kyrgyzstan whose integration process is ongoing has nominal GDP per capita which is 12 
times lower than in Russia. This means that the Union will require strong support of lagging countries 
which in its own case will be put to shoulder of Kazakhstan. 

Hence, comes out the first performance resultsof Customs Union(CU) and its perspectives. In 2011, 
after the formation of the CU, the new partners developed their relations not faster than the rest of the 
world. Russia's foreign trade turnover grew by 31, 2%, and the trade turnover with Belarus and 
Kazakhstan increased by 37, 7% and 30, 6% respectively. The weaker members get principal benefits in 
any Customs Union. They are expanding their markets at the expense of the big countries, and not vice 
versa. Therefore, from 2010 to 2012, Russia was able to increase its exports to Belarus and Kazakhstan 
only by 0, 5% of its GDP. In the same year, the figure for Belarus was higher for... 20 times! It is 
important to emphasize that other members of Customs Union will outperform Russia regarding business 
conditions as well. So far,more than 5 thousand Russian companies have been re-registered for tax 
optimization in Kazakhstan.[3]. 

Does all this mean that there is no any need for Customs Union? Of course not: it will bring benefits 
to citizens and businesses in all countries –as in any Customs union. It is just insane to anticipate huge 
expectations and large-scale changes. [4]. 

Eurasian Economic Union (EAEC) –an agreement on creation of the international economic 
integration association (union) which was signed on 29 May, 2014 and acted into force on January 1, 
2015. The union includes Russia, Kazakhstan and Belarus. EAEC is based on the Customs Union of the 
Eurasian Economic Community (EurAsEC) to strengthen the economies of the participating countries and 
“convergence to each other”, to modernize and improve the competitiveness of the participating countries 
on the world market. EAEC member states plan to continue economic integration in the coming years.[5].  

 
The history of the Eurasian Economic Union 
 
Before the technical regulations came to force, the basis for the market access of member countries of 

the Customs Union had following rules: 
1. National Certificate - to access the product on the market of the country where it was issued  
2. Certificate of the Customs Union - a certificate issued in accordance with the “List of products 

subject to mandatory conformity assessment (verification) in the Customs Union”- the similar certificate 
is valid in all three member countries of the Customs Union. 

On 19 November 2011, the Member States have established the Joint Commission (Eurasian 
Economic Commission) to enhance closer economic ties to create the Eurasian Economic Union by 2015. 

From 1 January 2012, three States form a single economic space to promote further economic 
integration. All three countries have ratified the basic package of 17 agreements governing the launch of 
the Common Economic Space (CES). 
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Economics of the Eurasian Economic Union 
 
The macroeconomic effects of the integration of Russia, Belarus and Kazakhstan EAEC are 

generated by: 
- Falling commodity prices by reducing transport costs of raw materials or export of finished 

products. 
- Incentivizing “healthy” competition in the common market of the EAEC through equal level of 

economic development. 
- Increasing competition in the common market of the Customs Union member states thanks to the 

entry of new countries. 
- Achieving increase in average wages through reducing costs and increasing productivity. 
- Increasing production due to increased demand for commodities. 
-Increase the welfare of the peoples of the EAEC, by reducing food prices and an increase in 

employment. 
-Increasing return on new technologies and products due to the increased volume of the market. 
 

Table 1 - Characteristics of the EAEC (as of 2013) 
 

Countries 
Population, mill. 

people 
RealGDP, bill. 

$ 
GDP per 

capita 
Inflation, % Unemployment, % 

Trade 
balance, bill. 

$ 

Russia 142.5 2113.0 14.8 6.8 5.8 174.0 

Belarus 9.6 69.2 7.2 19.0 0.0 -3.1 

Kazakhstan 17.7 224.9 12.7 5.8 5.3 35.2 

Source- CIA WorldFactbook[7]. 
 
Russia's attempts to restore the former Soviet Union 
 
On January 1, 2015 the Eurasian Economic Union has officially been launched. By creating this 

Union, Russia has begun the process of “gathering” of post-Soviet countries that have not yet become 
parties to other integration projects, or were afraid to be left without the strong support of foreign political 
forces. But the chances of success of this initiative today appear rather unlikely.  

The Eurasian Economic Union (EAEC) hastily formed during 2014, the same year in which Russia 
had suffered one of the biggest foreign policy defeats in its modern history - the loss of Ukraine not only 
as an ally, but also as a friendly state.EAEC at this point secures the balance of power coinciding with the 
25th anniversary of the collapse of the Soviet Union. On the western “front”it faces a complete failure: the 
Baltic States are in the NATO and the EU (and from January 1 - and even in the euro area); Moldova and 
Ukraine are on course to Brussels. In the south, we see lonelyleftArmenia: without oil, without sane 
reform team, without access to the sea, and even in the unfinished state of war with its neighbor –
definitely there is no other choice on the part of the integration (on January 2, Armenia became the 
member of the EAEC).[6]. 

In the east –there are three countries as well, without ocean trade routes, and only one of them, 
Kazakhstan is capable of independent survival (in Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan, transfers of migrants 
working in Russia exceeds 30% of GDP, while the share of Russia in foreign trade of these countries for 
not full 2014 year was respectively 28 and 26%). If Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan are included in the EAEC, 
Moscow manages to collect only about 30% of the population and 40% of the economic potential of the 
countries currently existing outside the territory of the former USSR. 

The foremost question today is not about whether to expand the Eurasian Union (chances of joining 
of the other countries are zero except Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan), but about whether the structure is going 
preserved even in its current form. 

At the end of December 2014, Vladimir Putin stated that in 2011 the turnover in three countries of the 
Customs Union (i.e. the current EAEC) grew by 50%. However, in 2013 the growth was only 2.1%, and 
for the first ten months of 2014, this figure decreased by 6.3% compared to the same period of 2013. 



Доклады Национальной академии наук Республики Казахстан  
  

   
34  

Russia's share in Kazakhstan's exports for the first ten months of 2014 was the lowest in the post-Soviet 
period-only 5.9%. Apart from that we notice the following less pleasant market trends: businessesare 
leaving Russia and moving to Kazakhstan, theincreased investment in Kazakhstan and Belarus for later 
expansion into Kazakhstani market andexpanded difficulties with the transit of goods due to sanctions. 
However, even the price that Russia will have to pay for political games on the former Soviet Union, may 
not be sufficient to satisfy its partners. 

 
The benefits are uncertain 
In fact, the Eurasian Economic Union (EAEC) is a “broader and deeper” Customs Union with plenty 

challenges. The economy of the three member countries are quite different in size: in troika,Russia’s share 
accounts for 87.9% of total GDP, Kazakhstan makes - 9.2%, Belarus - only 2.9%. 

The Russia and Kazakhstan are well-known raw material appendages of the rest of the world (energy 
and metals only accounted respectively for 77.3 and 89.1% in their exports). Therefore, any kind of 
synergy of industries is not expected. 

Given the Russia’s WTO membership, Belarus and Kazakhstan are facinga very difficult situation: 
primarily,by opening their borders to goods from third countries while getting nothing in return; 
secondly,they are actually suspending their negotiations regarding WTO accession, as theyneed to re-
negotiate previously discussed tariffs.  

What kind of benefits the various parties hope to gain from the new union? Kazakh President 
NursultanNazarbayev mentioned about “additional 900 billion dollars of GDP of the participating 
countries towards 2030” at the signing ceremony. It sounds quite impressive, but if you divide this 
amount in proportion to the weight of the economies, then Russia share make 49 billion dollars per year. 
It is difficult to implement, given that exports from Russia to Belarus and Kazakhstan made to 37.5 billion 
USD in 2013 and has decreased by 8% within a year .[7]. 

The union between Russia, Kazakhstan, Belarus, Armenia and Kyrgyzstan are by definition not able 
to bring Russia more than a “weight”of their economies themselves i.e. there is more than $ 310 billion or 
14.5% of Russia's GDP. In fact, it is sane to expect 15-20% of this amount in the best case - it is 
something that can give market expansion to Russia and increase in efficiency due to growing 
competition. That is the economic effect of the integration for Russia fits into the 2.3-3.0% of GDP. For 
comparison: in the first 20 years after the  Treaty of Rome establishing the European Economic 
Community in 1957, the effect of integration was around 30% of the GDP of the participating countries, 
while the share of intra-trade turnover reached 62% (it is now just over 9% of turnover within EAEC). 

 
Economic growth and balance of payments of Russia 
The balance of payments in which cash inflows exceed the spending,called active, balance of 

payments, where the expenditure exceeds its revenue is called passive.  
Part of the balance of payments are the balance of current account transactions 
(including trade balance, which includes balance of exports and imports of goods, balance of invisible 

current transactions, comprising net exports of services, income from investments, transfers) and capital 
account balance (reflecting the outflow and inflow of capital from and to the country).  

The balance of payments is an important indicator and tool to anticipate the extent of possible 
participation of countries in world trade, international economic relations, to establish its solvency.  

In the absence of sufficient currency reserves to pay for imports a country can resort to foreign loans 
that are not mediated by the export of goods and services (but which later should be covered by increasing 
national exports). In this case, the trading side of the transaction (importation of goods or services) means 
the appearance of the debt to foreigners, requiring repayment (which is recorded with the sign "−"), and 
loans of non-residents means an increase in liabilities to foreigners (marked with "+"sign). 

That is why the balance of payments is divided into two major sections: the current account (current 
account balance) and the account of operations with capital and financial instruments (capital and 
financial account). The IMF publishes the balance of payments through two schemes: an aggregated and a 
more detailed balance. 

Given the relevance of the balance of payments, we identified a statistical relationship between 
economic growth and the current account.  



ISSN 2224–5227                                                                                                                               № 4. 2016  
 

 
35 

 
 

Figure 1 - The level of economic development and balance of payments on current account (130 countries)[8] 
 
As can be seen from the figure, between the indicators revealed a stable relationship, the correlation 

coefficient becomes high enough, and the parameters of the regression equations are statistically 
significant. 

In our view, ceteris paribus, if the current account is zero (0), the level of economic development 
varies from $5 thousand per capita. 

If the current account surplus reaches $2-$4 billion, per capita GDP will be $10 thousand. 
However, this pattern does not answer two questions. 
First, in countries such as USA, UK, Australia, France, Italy, Portugal, there is a high level of 

economic development, while the current account deficit. 
We believe that in these countries the level of national lower than the level of national investment. 

Therefore these countries is invested through other countries. 
In other words, the current account deficit covered at the expense of other articles of the balance of 

payments. Including capital and general account. 
In other countries, the deficit is covered by securities. For example, the U.S. proportion of imports 

covered through securities. 
Secondly, a number of countries – exporters of oil (Russia, Kazakhstan, S. Arabia,UAE, Algeria, 

Libya, Iran, etc.) with the high price of oil reach a current account surplus, but their level of economic 
development remains low . 

Thus, given the above economic pattern, despite the presence of current account surplus of the 
balance of payments to the Governments of Russia and Kazakhstan follow to hold responsible structural 
reform in the country.[5]. 

Otherwise, the level of economic development will remain low. 
 

REFERENCES 
 

[1] World Development Indicators 2015, World Bank Group.   
[2] InozemtsevVladislav, Doctor of economic Sciences, Vice-Chair of World Economy Department of the Faculty of 

Public Administration of Moscow State University afterLomonosov 
[3] http://news.ivest.kz/78805835-soyuz-utopayuschih-vovremya-li-rossiya-vzyalas-stroit-eaes---v-inozemcev 
[4] CIAWorldFactbook 
[5] WorldEconomicOutlook 2010-2015 
[6] Space on time. By 2015 Russia, Kazakhstan and Byelorussia promise to start Eurasian economic union. 

http://www.rg.ru/2011/11/21/soyuz.html 
[7] Nazarbayev criticized politicization of Eurasian economic union. http://www.nur.kz/295894.html 
[8] International Financial Statistics. IMF, 2005-2013 
 

А.А. Рахимбаева  
 

ЕНУ имени Л.Н. Гумилева Кафедра "Экономики" 
 

О СУЩЕСТВУЮЩИХ ПРОБЛЕМАХ И ПЕРЕСПЕКТИВАХ ЕВРАЗИЙСКОГО 
ЭКОНОМИЧЕСКОГО СОЮЗА 

Аннотация. В данной статье раскрываются проблемы, сложившиеся в Евразийском экономическом 
союзе. 

Основными причинами указанных проблем, безусловно, являются военно-политическая обстановка в 
Украине, геополитические вопросы, санкции между Западом и Москвой. 
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В связи с этим, автором правильно поднята проблема, связанная со сложными изменениями в мире, в 
некоторых регионах, а также во внешней торговле, внешней экономике Казахстана, составляющих экспорта 
и импорта. Актуальность затронутых проблем также высока. Так, в 2013 году показатель внешней торговли 
среди стран-участниц Евразийского экономического союза (Россия, Казахстан, Беларусь) составил 64,1 
млрд.долларов. при этом доля стран-участниц Европейского экономического сообщества (ЕЭС) во внешней 
торговле России составила 6,9%, доля во внешней торговле Казахстана – 18,4%, а во внешней торговле 
Белоруссии – 50,6%.  

В общей сложности, внешнеторговый оборот стран-участниц ЕЭС в совокупности составляет 1 077,5 
млрд.долларов (Россия – 865,9 млрд.долларов, Казахстан – 131,4 млрд.долларов, Беларусь – 80,2 
млрд.долларов), доля взаимной торговли в 2013 году составила 11,6% 

В ходе исследования внешней торговли указанных государств автор обратил особое внимание таким 
показателям, как уровень экономического развития и сальдо платежного баланса по текущему счету. Это 
связано с тем, что товарооборот и внешняя торговля фиксируются в рамках агрегатных показателей 
текущего счета. 

Так, результаты эконометрического анализа свидетельствуют о том, что между уровнем экономичес-
кого развития и сальдо платежного баланса по текущему счету существует статистическая связь.   

Как видно из рисунка 1, параметры регрессионного уравнения становятся статистически значимыми, а 
коэффициент корреляции достаточным. 

Другими словами, это означает, что при проведении внешнеэкономической политики Правительство и 
Национальный банк должны не только не допустить дефицит платежного баланса по текущему счету, но и 
постоянно обеспечить его профицит.  

Ключевые слова:  внутрення торговля, инфраструктурный,  праавовой, экномический, кадровые риски 
и опасности. 
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ЕУРАЗИЯЛЫҚ ЭКОНОМИКАЛЫҚ ОДАҚТЫҢ КҮНДЕЛІКТІ  

ПРОБЛЕМАЛАРЫ МЕН ПЕРСПЕКТИВАЛАРЫ 
 

Аннотация.  Осы мақалада Евразиялық экономикалық одақта қалыптасқан проблемалар көрсетілген.  
Əрине аталған проблемалардың басты себептері – Украинадағы əскери-саяси ахуал, геосаяси мəселелер, 

Батыс пен Мəскеу арасындағы санкциялар. 
Осы орайда, автор əлемдегі, кейбір өңірлердегі, сондай-ақ Қазақстанның сыртқы саудасындағы, сыртқы 

экономикасындағы, экспортпен импорт құрамдарындағы күрделі өзгерістерді дұрыс көтерген. 
Сонымен қатар қозғалған проблемалардың өзектілігі де жоғары. Мысалы, Еуропалық экономикалық 

одаққа мүше елдер ішіндегі (Ресей, Қазақстан, Белорусь) сыртқы сауда көрсеткіші 2013 жылы 64,1 млрд. 
долларды құрады. Бұл ретте Еуропалық экономикалық қоғамдастыққа (ЕЭҚ) мүше елдердің  Ресей сыртқы 
саудасындағы үлесі 6,9 %-ды, Қазақстанның сыртқы саудасындағы үлесі - 18,4 %-ды, Беларустың сыртқы 
саудасындағы үлесі - 50,6 %-да құрады. Жалпы, ЕЭҚ мүше елдерінің сыртқы саудадағы айналымын 
жиынтықтағанда 1 077,5 млрд. долларды құрайды (Ресей - 865,9 млрд. доллар, Қазақстан - 131,4 млрд. 
доллар, Беларусь - 80,2 млрд. доллар), өзара сауда үлесі 2013 жылы 11,6 %-дықұрады. 

Аталған мемлекеттердің сыртқы саудасын зерделеу барысында автор экономикалық даму деңгейі мен 
төлем балансының ағымдағы есеп-шотына ден қойған. Өйткені сауда айналымы мен сыртқы сауда ағымдағы 
есеп-шоттың агрегаттық көрсеткішімен анықталады. 

Жүргізілген эконометрикалық талдау нəтижелері көрсеткендей, экономикалық даму деңгейі мен төлем 
балансындағы ағымдағы есеп-шоттың арасында статистикалық байланыстың бар екендігі байқалды.  

1 суретте көрсетілгендей, регрессиялық теңдеудің параметрлері статистикалық жағынан маңызды 
болып, корреляция коэффициенті жеткілікті болып отыр. 

Басқаша сөзбен айтқанда, бұл дегеніміз сыртқы экономикалық саясатты іске асыру кезінде Үкімет жəне 
Ұлттық банк ағымдағы шот бойынша төлем теңгерімінің тапшылығына жол бермей отырып, оның 
профицитін тұрақты түрде қамтамасыз етуі тиіс.   

Тірек сөздер: ішкі сауда, инфрақұрылымдық, заңнамалық, экономикалық, кадрлық тəуекелдер мен 
қатерлер.  
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