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Formation and development of legal framework
of the EAEU states-founders integration

The present article addresses the task to examine the main questions of formation and development of the le-
gal framework of the new Union Association of states — the Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU). The devel-
opment of international economic integration is impossible without a legal basis, because it is through bilat-
eral and multilateral treaties and also domestic legislation the states-participants of the international economic
integration carried out in real life political solutions and ideas. Prospects of development of the Eurasian Eco-
nomic Union require the analysis of new approaches to the integration interaction, as well as solutions of cer-
tain legal issues. First of all, it concerns the functioning of the legal support of both the EAEU, and the intro-
duction of the acts of its bodies. Particular attention in this article is given to the solution of many legal prob-
lems in the framework of implementation of customs cooperation between the Union's Member States, as
well as the adoption of national regulations, amendments and additions into the national law. The article
states that it is necessary to clearly define the system of mutually views on their common objectives and pri-
orities for the development of the legal framework of the Union in the sphere of customs by EAEU member
states. The authors notes that these measures should be based on voluntary participation and independence of
states in determining of the directions and depth of the participation in the processes of convergence, harmo-
nization and unification of customs legislation.
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The formation of the EurAsEC Customs Union (hereinafter — CU), and subsequently the Eurasian Eco-
nomic Space (hereinafter — EES), the Eurasian Economic Community (EurAsEC), has set scientists studying
the Customs Law, the task is not only to analyze more than 2,000 regulations, but also to try in constantly
changing conditions to find answers on specific questions, summarize tried and tested materials, revealing
the general laws of development of legal regulation to define new categories.

The beginning of the legal framework of integration EAEU founding members can be regarded in 1991
the formation of the Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS) — association that is very soft in legal es-
sence (according to the opinions of some researchers, «at the initial period of CIS creation of and activities in-
tegration aspirations were declared more than fulfilled in reality» [1; 94]), but wider in scope of participants.

In 2000 a number of member states of the CIS (Russia, Belarus, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan)
established the «second floor» of post-Soviet integration — the Eurasian Economic Community (hereinafter -
EurAsEC). It was more effective: in its framework nearly 200 international treaties were adopted; States par-
ticipants were able to unify the domestic legal systems in part of trade and the economy in general. At the
same time there was a definite imbalance in their rights and obligations: some states have not ratified certain
treaties, haven’t satisfied them [2; 127].

The problem was in the method of making and implementing decisions, so Russia, Belarus and Kazakh-
stan as the states more prepared decided to change the method — to transfer some part of the competences to
the supranational level. In 2010, the Customs Union of three countries has been established, and as its main
body — the Commission of the Customs Union with supranational powers was. Later, the Customs Union
was amended by draft of the Common Economic Space; Eurasian Economic Commission was established
instead of the Customs Union Commission (hereinafter — EEC).

In 2014, three countries signed the Treaty establishing the Eurasian Economic Union — the next «level»
of integration. EurAsEC, which has performed its task, has been abolished. An optimization of the integra-
tion of the control system by means of international legal instruments, «multiplicity» of integration structures
was eliminated, which are drawn to the attention of experts [3].

For a more complete understanding of the concept of the kEAEU law», which is formulated in Article 6
of the EAEU Founding agreement should apply to the formation of its origins and evolution within the Cus-
toms Union and Common Economic Space, which were the forerunners of the Union.
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The foundations of the Customs Union between Belarus, Republic of Kazakhstan and the Russian Fed-
eration have been formulated January 6, 1995, when the Heads of this States signed in Minsk Agreement on
the Customs Union between the Russian Federation and Belarus, and on January 20 of the same year Ka-
zakhstan acceded to this Agreement. In 1996 the Kyrgyz Republic joined to this agreement, and in 1999 —
Republic of Tadzhikistan.

In the future, the legal framework of the Customs Union has been supplemented by such agreements as
the Treaty on the deepening of integration in economic and humanitarian spheres (1996), the Treaty on the
Customs Union and the Common Economic Space (1999) and a number of others.

October 10, 2000 the Agreement on the Establishment of the Eurasian Economic Community
(EurAsEC) was signed in Astana, an international organization, which has put in Article 2 the own aim the
effective promotion of the formation process by its member states of the Customs Union and Common Eco-
nomic Space, as well as other goals and tasks defined in the previously mentioned agreements on the Cus-
toms Union, the Treaty on the deepening of integration in economic and humanitarian spheres, and the Trea-
ty on the Customs Union and Common economic space, according to the chalked out steps identified in the
above documents [4].

Treaty establishing a single customs territory of the Customs Union on October 6, 2007 was the found-
ing (basic) international legal instrument establishing a framework for cooperation among States Parties
(Russian Federation, Belarus and Republic of Kazakhstan) in the formation process of the customs union. On
the same day the Agreement on the Customs Union Commission was signed, which was established by a
single permanent regulatory body of the Customs Union.

December 9, 2010. three CU member states signed 17 documents on the creation of the Eurasian Eco-
nomic Space (hereinafter — EES), among which the Action Plan for 2010-2011 on the formation of the Eura-
sian Economic Space of three states, which includes the development and signing during two years, to Janu-
ary 1, 2012, twenty international agreements, ensuring the creation of the EES was. The whole package of
documents forming the EES, ratified by the parties and entered into force for the States Parties to January 1,
2012.Finally, November 18, 2011 three CU Member States signed the Treaty on the Eurasian Economic
Commission (hereinafter - EEC), which replaced the CU Commission. EEC was established as a single per-
manent regulatory body of the CU and EES.

At the same day, presidents of the CU and the EES member states signed a document that opens the
next stage of integration. We are talking about the Declaration of the Eurasian economic integration, which
expresses the transition from 1 January 2012 to the next stage of the integration building — EES, based on the
norms and principles of the World Trade Organization (WTO) and open at any stage of its formation for ac-
cession by other States. The final goal of this stage — the creation in 2015 of the Eurasian Economic Union
(EAEU), has been successfully implemented.

Within the framework of the Customs Union of Russia, Republic of Belarus and Republic of Kazakh-
stan (CU) was formulated the concept of the legal base of the Customs Union, that is complex of internation-
al agreements concluded between States Parties, the implementation of which creates the Customs Union.

In CU practice, all international treaties constituting the contract legal base, were divided into three
groups:

a) international treaties acting in the framework of the Eurasian Economic Community (altogether 13
international agreements);

b) international agreements, aimed at completing the formation of the contract legal base of the Cus-
toms Union (38 international agreements);

c) other international treaties (42 international agreements).

This classification is based on the provisions of the Protocol on the procedure of entry into force of in-
ternational treaties aimed at the formation of the contract legal base of the Customs Union, out of them and
joining them taken October 6, 2007.

After the establishment of the Eurasian Economic Space in the decision of the board of the Eurasian
Economic Commission on April 12, 2012 were specified the basic parameters of the contract legal frame-
work of the CU and EES. In that decision the EEC departments responsible for monitoring realization pro-
cess of the agreements forming the legal base of the Customs Union and Eurasian Economic Space were
listed.

The document specified for four groups of agreements:

a) international agreements aimed at the completion of the formation of the contract legal base of the
Customs Union (29 international agreements);
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b) list of international agreements provided for the Action Plan for the introduction of the Customs
Code of the Customs Union (16 international agreements);

¢) other international agreements of the Customs Union (23 international agreements);

d) international treaties on the formation of the Eurasian Economic Space (17 agreements).

Unlike the list drawn up by the CU, from consideration international agreements acting in the EurAsEC
were excluded [5; 52].

Article 6 of the Founders Agreement describes the EAEU law, which allows making the conclusion that
the authors have overcome the narrowness of the concept of «the contract legal framework» of integration. It
is established that the right of the Union consists of as international treaties: Founders Agreement of the Un-
ion, international agreements in the framework of the Union, the International contracts of the Union with
third party, as well as acts of secondary order, namely the international legal acts adopted by EAEU bodies.
These include: the decisions and orders of the Supreme Eurasian Economic Council, the Eurasian Intergov-
ernmental Council and the Eurasian Economic Commission, adopted within the framework of their powers
stipulated by the Founders Agreement and international treaties within Union frameworks [3].

Outside the Article 6 of the Treaty establishing the EAEU some international legal instruments and
norms of international law were still, which, apparently, will play a role in the legal regulation of the integra-
tion process and take its place in the legal system of the EAEU. First of all, we are talking about judicial acts
taken by the Court of the Eurasian Economic Union. According to Chapter VII of the Statute of the Court it
is as a result of the dispute shall decide, and at the request of explanation — provides advisory opinion.

It should be emphasized that the Statute of the Court quite carefully formulated legal nature and value
of judgments. Thus, according to p.98 of the Statute of the advisory opinion at the request of clarification has
recommendation character. In turn, the Court's judgments will be binding on the parties to the dispute or by
the EAEU Commission (p.99-100). In this case, the Court's judgment could not go beyond specified in the
statement of issues (claim 101). In addition, the Court's judgment does not change and (or) does not change
the existing rules of Union law, the legislation of the Member States and does not create new (p. 102) [6].

Finally, the concept of the legal system (or law) EAEU will inevitably include the norms of «soft law,
adopted by EAEU bodies and Member States, which will also affect the international legal regulation of the
Eurasian economic integration.

Determination of the normative legal base regulating customs relations in the EAEU Customs Union is
the one of the basic questions, the answer to which depends on the methodology of solving other facing cus-
toms law problems. The study of the Supreme Eurasian Economic Council, the legal status showed that the
legal regulation of the main body of the Common Economic Space is not without flaws; violating one of the
principles law established activity — the principle of systematic.

Only a few studies are devoted to the legal regulation in the EAEU. This is probably one of the reasons
that the customs relations between the EAEU Member States «number of exceptions and limitations have not
diminished, and in some areas even increased». Study summarizing and systematizing knowledge about the
sources of legal regulation in the framework of the EAEU, are of particular relevance in relation to the inten-
sity of the legislative process [7; 111].

Recall that from January 1, 2018 the Treaty on the Customs Code of the Eurasian Economic Union
(hereinafter -EAEU CC), adopted April 11, 2017 in Moscow came into force. Simultaneously with the entry
into force of the Treaty on the Customs Code of the Eurasian Economic Union on April 11, 2017 the Agree-
ment on the Customs Code of the Customs Union on 27 November 2009 ceased to operate, as well as a
number of international agreements, which were subject to the customs legal and signed at the stage of the
Customs Union (Annex 2 and Annex 3 to the Treaty of EAEU CC).

In the study of the legal regulation of sources it is important to organize them and define the limits of
the normative legal acts on each of the regulatory levels (international, national or supranational). However,
despite ongoing researches, features of the legal framework regulating specific relations remain unexplored.
In particular, international legal base of regulation of custom-tariff relations has not been investigated cus-
toms tariff of relations, which were a key in the formation of the EAEU.

Since the beginning of the XX century international customs and treaties concern to the sources of in-
ternational law. Sources of international law are characterized as «official-legal form of the existence of in-
ternational law norms ... and represent the external form in which the normative content of the rules embod-
ied» [8; 387].

All sources of international law are combined by the concept of international legal framework. There is
a classification, according to which all sources of international law are divided into major (international trea-
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ty, international customs and general principles of law) and additional (regulations, decisions of international
institutions and bodies).

Creating of the EAEU led to arising of new classifications of sources of international law in the EAEU:
legal and doctrinal.

Legally in the EAEU customs legislation there are three groups of legal acts:

— The EAEU Customs Code;

— International treaties of the Member States of the EAEU regulating customs relations in the EAEU;

— The decisions of the Eurasian Economic Commission, including the decision of the Commission of
the Customs Union (abolished with the transfer of the powers of the Eurasian Economic Commission).

Doctrinal classification is wider than legal classification, which indicates that the number of normative
legal acts regulating customs relations, more than the number of normative legal acts constituting the cus-
toms legislation of the EAEU.

Allocation of a special group of legal acts — Customs legislation of the EAEU — solves several prob-
lems. Firstly, in addition to Art. 1 of the Treaty «On the Customs Code of the Customs Union» establishes a
hierarchy of legal acts, which are taken in the framework of the EAEU [9]. Secondly, it makes a distinction
between the laws of the Member States of the EAEU and the other normative legal acts adopted in the
framework of the EAEU and components EAEU customs legislation. However, the introduction of the term
«customs legislation of the Customs Union» led to the fact that the definition of international legal sources
that regulate customs relations in the EAEU, is not a trivial task.

For example, why EAEU CC doesn’t mention international treaties which Member States EAEC con-
cluded with states which are not members EAEU? These contracts are not included in the customs legislation
of the EAEU and, as rightly A.N. Kozyrin observes, «they will be used as the international legal sources of
national customs law» [10; 65]. Exclusion of international agreements concluded by the EAEU Member State
with non-members of the EAEU, of the customs legislation of the EAEU is fundamentally different from the
approach used in the definition of the customs legislation of the Customs Code of the European Union.

In accordance with Art. 4 p. 2 of the new Customs Code of the European Union (Union Customs Code),
which entered into force on 1 May 2016, the customs legislation includes not only the Code and adopted in
accordance with it the positions, but also the Common Customs Tariff, legislation establishing a Community
system of exemption from customs duties but also international agreements containing provisions on cus-
toms matters, to the extent that they are applicable in the European customs Union.

Commitments made by one of the CU Member States within the framework of international agreements
concluded between the Member State of CU and non-CU member states, may be contrary to the interests of
other CU Member States and the EAEU in general and deal with the legal regulation of relations associated
with the movement of goods across the customs border of the EAEU. Realizing the potential risks, but taking
into account the importance of the conclusion of certain international agreements, the obligations which may
interfere with the consensus reached within the framework of the EAEU, the CU Member States have con-
cluded the Treaty on the functioning of the Customs Union within the framework of the multilateral trading
system (signed in Minsk on May 19, 2011). At that time, an agreement was signed by Russia, Kazakhstan
and Belarus.

In accordance with this Treaty, EAEU Member States committed themselves to co-ordinate the condi-
tions of accession to the World Trade Organization (hereinafter — the WTO) and to comply with the com-
mitments made by States members of the EAEU accession to the WTO. However, even the existence of the
Treaty cannot guarantee to reach a compromise. For example, the WTO can deliver to the Republic of Bela-
rus the condition of a significant reduction in import duties on cars. For the economy of the Republic of Bel-
arus the implementation of such conditions has no significant risk, at the same time the interests of the Rus-
sian Federation can be observed only at high rates of import customs duties on cars.

In what way and at what price compromise in this and other similar situations will reach, it is impossi-
ble to predict. It is possible that one of the ways could be the development of national regulations, restricting
the movement of goods within the EAEU. For example, the Russian Federation Government is considering
question about development of regulations, «providing the establishment of restrictions on the import by per-
sons on the territory of Russia in Kazakhstan and Belarus alcoholic products».

At the same time, in accordance with sub-paragraph 1 of Art.3 of the Treaty establishing a single cus-
toms territory and formation of the Customs Union (signed in Dushanbe on October 6, 2007) since the estab-
lishment of a single customs territory the EAEU Member States shall not apply customs duties, quantitative
restrictions and equivalent measures in mutual trade, although it is not excluded various measures aimed at
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protecting the national interests of the EAEU Member States. The adoption of such normative legal acts by
the EAEU Member States could be the beginning of the end of one of the most successful integration associ-
ations.

Thus, international treaties of the EAEU Member States with third countries to the extent that they are
applicable to the regulation of customs and tariff relations in the EAEU, should be included in the interna-
tional legal framework of customs and tariff regulation in the EAEU, and the process of signing such agree-
ments should always pass the stage of coordination with the EAEU Member States.

There is no definite answer to the question of the legal nature of the decisions of the Eurasian Economic
Commission in the regulatory legal acts. The researchers note that «the legal nature of the decisions of some
intergovernmental bodies of integration associations are not defined, it is not always a positive effect on their
implementation». A.A. Kashirkina and A.N. Morozov believe that the described problem concerns including
the decisions of the Commission of the Customs Union and the Eurasian Economic Commission, which, in
their opinion, are not international treaties, but researchers do not answer what the legal nature of these solu-
tions are supranational bodies.

The authors propose the construction, according to which «the decisions of the Eurasian Economic
Commission are included into the «fabric» of the national legal order» through the Regulation on the Eura-
sian Economic Commission, in accordance with sub-paragraph 13 of Art. 1of which «the Commission within
its powers takes decisions with regulatory and binding for Member States, resolutions which have organiza-
tional and administrative character, and recommendations have no binding character. Decisions of the Com-
mission are part of Union law and are directly applicable in the territories of Member States» [11; 250].

The proposed construction makes it possible to explain why the decision of the Eurasian Economic
Commission have direct effect in the territory of the Member States of the EAEU, but did not give an answer
to the question of the legal nature of the Eurasian economic Commission decisions.

If the decisions of the Eurasian Economic Commission are not an international treaty, on what basis
they are part of the contractual and legal base of the EAEU? If the decisions of the Eurasian Economic
Commission are not an international treaty, then what kind of normative legal act they are and whether or not
the decisions should be seen as a new kind of normative legal act? If this is a new kind of normative legal
act, it is necessary to highlight the characteristics that distinguish the decisions of the Eurasian Economic
Commission on the other types of normative legal acts, such as trying to make to the technical regulations of
interstate integration associations.

It is possible that the problem of determining the legal nature of the decisions of the Eurasian Economic
Commission is the fact that at the beginning of the formation of the EAEU role of the Commission of the
Customs Union, and now the Eurasian Economic Commission, was not sufficiently clear. An indirect con-
firmation of this is still occurring attempts to consider the Eurasian Economic Commission, not as a suprana-
tional body, but as an «international inter-governmental autonomous body, created on the basis of interna-
tional law in order to ensure the conditions for the functioning and development of the Customs Union and
the Common Economic Space, as well as developing proposals the sphere of economic integration within the
Customs Union and Common economic space» [11; 128].

Taking into account that the treaty «means an international agreement concluded between States in
written form and governed by international law» (item «a» p. 1, art. 2 of the Vienna Convention on the Law
of Treaties (concluded in Vienna on May 23, 1969), as well as the fact that the decisions of the Eurasian
economic Commission de-facto reflected the will of the Member States of the EAEU, there are the prerequi-
sites to refer the decisions of the Eurasian economic Commission to treaties.

The dispute about the legal nature of the decisions of the Eurasian economic Commission has theoreti-
cal character until then; the question of enforcement will not arise. This could happen if, the decision
of the Board of the Eurasian Economic Commission will be contrary to the interests of one of the Mem-
ber States of the EAEU. In this case, the lack of consensus would lead the parties to the EAEU Court, and
further development of events will depend on the legal nature of the decisions of the Eurasian Economic
Commission.

If we accept the decisions of the Board of the Eurasian Economic Commission for an international trea-
ty, the court can resolve the dispute of the EAEU and, if necessary, it remains possible to apply to the Inter-
national Court of Justice. Also in this case, the decision of the Eurasian Economic Commission could not be
examined by the Court of the EAEU for compliance with international treaties constituting the contractual-
legal base of the EAEU. If the decisions of the Board of the Eurasian Economic Commission regarded as
normative legal act of any legal nature, in accordance with p. 1, Art. 34 of the Statute of the International
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Court of Justice (signed in San Francisco June 26, 1945) Member State of the EAEU, do not agree with the
decision of the question before the EAEU Court, we can only withdraw from the EAEU or to search for
ways out of court settlement of the question.

Taking into account, the name of the normative legal act has no value to assign it to the international
treaties, the inclusion of decisions of the Eurasian Economic Commission in the juridical EAEU framework
as well as the real law-making conditions within the body, there are reasons to consider the decision of the
Eurasian Economic Commission unless as international treaties, the regulatory acts included in the interna-
tional framework customs tariff regulation EAEU.

A special place in the international legal framework of customs and tariff regulation belongs to the Cus-
toms Code of the EAEU, which is annexed to the Treaty «On the Customs Code of the EAEU» from April
11, 2017. The CC of the EAEU defined: types of customs duties, exemptions from payment of customs du-
ties, the order of calculation of customs duties, the object of taxation, rates, payers, the origin and termina-
tion of the obligation to pay customs duties, terms and order of payment, ensure of payment, refund (offset)
excessively paid or excessively collected amounts of customs duties, order of collection of customs duties.
However, a large number of CC of the EAEU rules are blanket, which requires the adoption of legal acts,
including the components of the international legal framework [9].

All Member States of the EAEU acceded to the International Convention on the simplification and
harmonization of customs procedures, the provisions of which set the legal minimum that should be provided
in the regulation, including customs and tariff relations. For example, it was found that the legislation should
determine the conditions of occurrence of the obligation to pay customs duties; it determined that the rates of
customs duties shall be published in the official publications; the requirements for the establishment of a mini-
mum value and a minimum amount of customs duties, below which customs duties shall not be charged, etc.

The international legal framework regulating customs and tariff relations includes the International
Convention on the Harmonized Description and Coding System of the goods, which was joined by all the
Member States of the EAEU. This Convention is in the basis of the Common Customs Tariff of the EAEU,
approved by the Board of the Eurasian Economic Commission decision dated July 16, 2012 number 54 and
is based on:

— Harmonized system of description and coding of goods;

— Combined Nomenclature of the European Union (for most products);

— United commodity nomenclature of foreign economic activity of the EAEU.

Priority of the EAEU customs legislation should be the basic principle of the emerging law of the Cus-
toms Union within the EAEU, which implements the provisions of p. 2 of Art. 1 of the CC of the EAEU,
according to which the regulation of customs relations in accordance with the legislation of the Member
States of the EAEU is carried out only before establishing the appropriate relations at the level of the cus-
toms legislation of the EAEU. Therefore, the role of the international legal framework for the regulation of
customs, in particular customs tariff relationship will grow.

However, it should refrain from the forced transition from the regulation at the national level to the in-
ternational and supranational as long as Member States of the EAEU will be the prevailing understanding of
the legal structure of the system within the EAEU, until the problems will not be resolved with the hierarchy
of normative legal acts on the legal force and their place in the national legal systems of the Member States
of the EAEU.
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K.C. omipbek, A. JlapHU9aK

EAJO kypyumbI-MeMJIeKeTTePiHiH HHTErpalusiCbIHbIH KYKBIKTBIK
0a3acbIHBIH KAJBINTACYbI MEH 1aMYybl

Makanaga MeMIEKeTTepiH jkaHa oJarbl — EypasusuiblK SKOHOMHKAJIBIK OJAKTHIH KYKBIKTHIK 0a3achlH
KaJIbIITACTBIPY MEH JaMBITYIbIH HErisri Moceienepi KapacThIpbULABL. —XaJbIKapajablK SKOHOMUKAIBIK
MHTETPAlUsIHbl AaMbITy 3aHIBIK HETi3Ci3 MYMKiH eMec, ceOeOi eKi- KoHEe KOIDKAKThI KeliciMaep apKbUIb,
COHJaif-aK XaJbIKapajblK SKOHOMHUKAJIBIK MHTErPALMSAFa KaThICYIIbI-MEMJICKETTED HAKThl CasCH LICLIIMAEp
MEH HJIesIap/bl JKy3ere achlpaThlH iIIKi 3aHIap apKbUIbl XKy3ere achIpblUIaabl. EypasusiblK SKOHOMHKAIIBIK
OJaKTHIH JaMy IepCIeKTHBANAPHI HHTErPALMSIIBIK 03apa opeKeTTeCYAiH XKaHa TOCUIIEpiH Talaay/Ibl, COHIak-
aK Oenriyi Oip KYKBIKTBIK Macelnenep i memry i tanan ereni. bipinminen, 6yn EypA3DK-ubIH 31 e, OHBIH
OpTaHIAPHIHBIH aKTUIepiH A€ KoJNJaHyFa KYKBIKTBIK Kosmay kepcery. Ocbl Makamama Opakka Mylie-
MEMJIEKETTEep apachIHIaFbl KeICH K BIHTBIMAKTACTHIK MEHOEPiHAe KONTEreH KYKBIKTBIK Moceenepi mIemry,
COHJaif-aK YITTBIK aKTiIepAi KaObligay, YITTHIK 3aHHAMara e3repicTep MEH TOJBIKTHIPYJIAp €Hri3y epekiie
Hazap aynapbuinbl. JKymbicTa Eypasusiiblk 5)KOHOMHKAJIBIK 0JJaKKa Myle-MeMiekeTTepin KeaeH oqarbIHbIH
3aHHaMaJIbIK 0a3aChIH JaMbITY/IbIH OPTAK MaKCaTTapbl MEH OAChIMIBIKTAPhI TYpaJIbl ©3apa KemiclireH xyiteHi
HaKThl alKbIHAAY Ka)KeT SKeHiH aWTajpl. ABTOpiiap aral OTKeHIeW, OyJ miapanap epikTi )KoHe Tayencis
MEMJICKETTIH JKaKbIH/IACy, KeAeH 3aHHAMAachlH YillecTipy jxoHe Oipi3feHIipy MHpoLecTepiHe KaThICYIbIH
OaFbITHIH XKOHE TEPEHIITIH aliKbIHIayFa Heri3aemyi THic.

Kinm ce3dep: mMeMiekeTapaliblk SKOHOMHKAIIBIK BIKHAJIACTHIK, KeneH omarsl, Eypasnsuiblk 9KOHOMUKAIIBIK
keHicTiKk, Eypasusmbk SkoHOMHKANbIK oxak, EADO KyKBIKTBIK 0a3achlH KajemTacTelpy, EADO
3aHHaAMAacBHIHBIH ke3xepi, EADO xambikapaiblk KYKBIKTHIK cyOnekrici, EADO Kenen xonekci, Eypasusuisik
SKOHOMHKAJIBIK KOMUCCHSHBIH IIELIiMi.

K.C. Amup6exk, A. JlaBanuak

@®opMHUpPOBaHUE M Pa3BUTHE NPABOBOIl 0a3bl MHTEIPALIUH
rocyaapcrs-ocHoBateseil EA9C

B crarbe craBuTCs 3ama4a paccMOTPETh OCHOBHbIE BOIPOCH! ()OPMUPOBAHUS M PA3BUTHS NPABOBOH 6a3bl HO-
BOT'O COIO3HOTO 00BbeAMHEHHUs rocyaapcTB — EBpasuiickoro sxoHomuyeckoro corsa (EADC). Pasutue Me-
KYHAPOJHOH 3KOHOMMYECKOW WMHTErpallii HEBO3MOXHO 0e3 mpaBoBOW 0asbl, MOCKOJILKY MMEHHO uepes
JIBYCTODOHHHE ¥ MHOTOCTOPOHHHE IOTOBODBI, @ TAKXK€ BHYTPEHHEE 3aKOHOJAATENIbCTBO T'OCYIAapCTBa-
YYaCTHUKHM MEXTyHapOITHON SKOHOMHYECKOH MHTETPAIMU MPOBOJAT B PEANBHYIO XKHU3Hb HMOIUTHYECKHE pe-
meHus U uzen. IlepcrexTuBel pa3sutust EBpa3uiickoro 5KOHOMHUYECKOTO COI03a TPeOYIOT MPOBEICHUS aHa-
JIM3a HOBBIX ITOJIXOJOB K HHTETPAlMOHHOMY B3aUMOJCHCTBHIO, a TAKXKE PELICHHs OIpPEeIeHHBIX MPaBOBBIX
npoGiiem. IIpexie Bcero 3To KacaeTcs NpaBoBOro odecriedeHust GPyHKIMOHUpoBaHus kKak camoro EADC, tak
U BBE/ICHUS B JICHCTBHE aKTOB ero opraHoB. Oco0oe BHUMaHNE B JAHHOH CTAaThe yIENACTCS PELICHUIO MHO-
I'MX TIPaBOBBIX MPOOJIEM B paMKax OCYLIECTBICHUS TaAMOXKEHHOT'O COTPYIHHYECTBA MEXKJY IOCyIapCcTBaMH-
yiaeHamu Co103a, a TakKe NMPUHATUIO HALMOHAJIBHBIX aKTOB, BHECEHUIO U3MEHEHUH U JOTONHEHUH B HALMO-
HAJIbHOE 3aKOHOJATEIbCTBO. B paboTe roBOPUTCS, YTO HEOOXOAMMO YETKO OIPEICIUTh CUCTEMY B3aHMOCO-
TJIaCOBAaHHBIX rocynapcrBamMu-ydactaukamu EADC B3MsanoB Ha o0mue Ui HUX el U IIPHOPHUTETH Pa3BU-
THSI IpaBOBOH O0CHOBEI Cor03a B chepe TaMOKEHHOTO Jena. ABTOPEI OTMEYAIOT, YTO YKa3aHHBIE MEPhI JOIK-
HBl OCHOBBIBATHCS Ha JTOOPOBOJBHOCTH M CaMOCTOSTEIBHOCTH TOCYJapCTB B OIPEACNICHUH HaIpaBiIeHHI
1 TITyOUHBI yYacTHs B IIpoIieccax cONMIKEeHHsI, TApMOHI3AIMH ¥ YHH(HKAIINK TAMOXEHHOTO 3aKOHOIATENIbCTBA.

Kniouesvie cnosa: mexrocynapcTBeHHass >KOHOMHYECKass MHTErpauusi, TamoxeHHBIH coro3, EBpasuiickoe
9KOHOMHYECKOE MpoCcTpaHcTBo, EBpasuiickuii sxoHOMHUYecKHi coto3, hopMupoBanue npaBoBoii 6a3sr EADC,
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ucrounuku npasa EADC, mexnynapoanas npaBocyosekTHOocTh EADC, Tamoxxensslii kogeke EADC, pere-
Husl EBpa3zuiickoil 5KOHOMHUYECKONH KOMUCCHUM.
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