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EEC: its integration role in region, examples of law problems in financial-tariff aspect 
and meaning for Kazakhstan’s economy in their context for today 

Connection of Eurasian Economic Union is the newest integration project at large of Commonwealth of Inde-
pendent States. Its foundation was determined by the fact, that previous integration alliances like CU and CIS 
were feeble in their economic function. The biggest part of experts estimate new format of EEU positively, 
because they think that it is going to be better than ex in aspect of economic cooperation. These statements 
are not unreasonable. However, on the assumption of political and law tendencies in this state block, EEU’s 
legislation also has a set of unfounded preferences, which induce discussions about its foundation and follow-
ing collisions. Many points of financial – tariff regulation are written in very indistinct manner, and also their 
law content is written in favour of other participants of integration agreement, or just it doesn’t match with 
economic and political interests of Republic of Kazakhstan. Similar facts shouldn’t be out of consideration, 
because Kazakhstan became a participant of all customs agreements in integration projects on the CIS territo-
ries voluntarily, and it has all rights to rely on profits from its membership in EEC.  In consequence of these 
integration processes, problems, appearing on practice, must be marked for the next decision and such need 
was a task for this article. 
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Economic integration implies by itself unification of economic policy between different states through 
the partial or full cancellation of tariff and non – tariff limits in trade, what happens among them before their 
union [1]. This definition is more common in economical law literature.  

History of economical integration development in countries of Europe, Asia and America is frequently 
conditioned by the necessity of long – term economic relations alignment. After all, creation of ECSC, 
ASEAN, NAFTA and other integration unions has primarily economical character, even in spite of explicit 
political overtone of Bangkok declaration about ASEAN creation (from 8th August of 1967) [2] and Ameri-
can expansion in neighbour countries. Certainly, it manifested itself on different developmental stages of 
these integrations: in postbellum Europe economic vector was the base of ECSC block becoming in 1957, in 
South – East Asia unification was an investigation of anticommunist hysteria of local elites, however, al-
ready in the end of 70th countries – participants fully estimated its economic benefits. Adoption of Vietnam 
in ASEAN in 1995 really brightly stresses the priority changing of this kind [3; 36]. 

Despite this fact, there are also many other integrations for today, which cover political purposes of 
some countries. League of Arab States is bright example for it, what was created, it would seem, for pur-
poses of consolidation and support of the poorest participants only, it always prioritize political questions. 
For example, when Egypt and Jordan have signed an agreement with Israel about ceasefire, LAG «attacked» 
them with sharp criticism, suspending their membership. There is also an indicative nowadays example of 
Syrian boycott in LAG.    

Integration of EEC block, what was appeared on the base of agreement «About creation of Eurasian 
economic union» from 29th May of 2014, also has ambiguous character. As it was shown by experience of 
CIS and EurAsEC, the biggest part of same unions on post — Soviet lands were created on necessity in po-
litical consolidation. That means that this vector was always in priority and wasn’t hidden. Result of interac-
tion also left much to be desired for efficiency of economic policy for its members in format of these integra-
tions. «Does Eurasian economic union have a chance to be transformed in Eurasian Union as analogy of Eu-
ropean Union in time, or it waits a destiny of other unsuccessful integration projects of CIS?» Professor of 
Russian Academy of Sciences, N. Ziyadullaev asks this question [4].  

Despite the availability of a number of political and even economic benefits, we shouldn’t forget about 
necessity for Russian Federation to take the own lead in decision of different foreground questions of this 
integration. This state, what has GDP in block’s format more than 85 %, it is simultaneously and stimulus 
and barrier for deep integration, because its economy is really different in amount from trade partners. For 
example, potential countries for entering in the original format of European Union had approximately equa-
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ble economic institutes by scale on the share of participants. In opinion of academician Ziyadullaev, even 
Russia, with emphasizing attention on this purpose and having giant economy, bears losses in different 
branches with a need of improvements for integration development.  

Other republics are also not an exception. Adoption of the last members like Armenia and Kyrgyzstan 
in the union was a really negative repercussion for Kazakhstan. For the first one: adoption of Armenia in this 
union automatically prevents for adoption of Azerbaijan in this block. If these countries can relatively calm 
coexist in format of other regional unities, it is only for a reason of absence of conditions about opened bor-
ders. This factor hinders for establishing of closer relations of block with «Turkish world» and for Kazakh-
stan in particular. (A number of experts think that this economic union is de – facto «Christian block» or 
«block of derelict – countries» by its role). Certainly, these statements have extremely dubious argumenta-
tion, however, lack of alternatives for Kazakhstan, in view of close integration with potentially more attrac-
tive country from political and economic side of question became a very negative fact. 

Membership of Kyrgyzstan also provides a number of economic inconveniences in keeping of regions 
for sales of agricultural products, as for domestic market, as for foreign one. For example, livestock products 
of Kyrgyzstan is more developed and oriented on foreign market, than Kazakhstani products.  

Removal of customs borders won’t let for Kazakhstan to create artificial barriers for export from this 
state. In this way, republic risks not only to full a segment of domestic consumption by foreign products, but 
also to do a part of their own perspective manufactures unprofitable. After all, besides livestock sphere, there 
are also well developed agricultures in Kyrgyzstan. In their comparison, south regions of Kazakhstan are also 
weak and have no ability for market competition.   

Creation of covered barriers in question of quality is also ineffective, as it was shown on practice with 
Belarusian milk products. Kazakhstan will have to make concessions for Kyrgyz partners, and membership 
in WTO does it to encouraging free trade. 

In opinion of professor Ziyadullaev, the biggest profits from union’s creation had Belarus, by export re-
arranging of their own products in countries – participants, Russia became a «sponsor of this project», Ka-
zakhstan, with a very wide range of unsolved market problems, extracted from this union the smallest bene-
fit. In despite of presence of many tax privileges, which Kazakhstan provides to foreign investors, there is no 
significant inflow of capital in republic, when much more conservative Belarus had from Russia about  
70 billion dollars of subsidies and preferences, including some for reorganization of potential exporting 
manufactories [4].  

Despite of such uneven encouragement for keeping of Customs Union in the newest format, Kazakhstan 
and Belarus expressed their support and loyalty to Russia in connection with economic sanctions, and indi-
rectly divided their negative macroeconomic effect with it. But Russian Federation declares to partners some 
statements about profits about potential of import substitution policy, caused by contra - sanctions of Mos-
cow.  

But import substitution in this interpretation seems unlikely. It entails with itself a cardinal reconstruc-
tion of economy for the newest vector of development, with condition of availability of free and in the same 
time competitive production capacities. In Kazakhstan and in Belarus the availability of such funds is 
unlikely, and their realization in conditions of crisis will be extremely difficult.  

By these reasons, EEC is not very perspective variation for Kazakhstan in the context of integration in-
stitute for the nearest years.  

In financial – tariff aspect all also is not so uniquely. Decision of The Council of Eurasian economic 
commission from 16.07.2012 №54 (red. from 05.04.2016) «About affirmation of united Trade nomenclature 
of foreign economic activity of Eurasian economic union and United customs tariff of Eurasian economic 
union» has converted the previous set of tariffs for Customs Union (from 16.07.2012) [5]. These measures 
were really important for coming reunification and now, thanks to these amendments, states – participants 
reached a simplified ubiquitous system of tariff stakes.  That was one of the purposes of the modernization 
for this aspect in EEC format.  

Despite that fact, that according with the new amendments, Kazakhstan receives the largest part of 
profit from customs tariff after Russia (7,5 %), what is a fully acceptable mark in comparison with other par-
ticipants, there are many stayed unsolved problems of tariff regulation. 

As narked The President of Republic of Kazakhstan N.A. Nazarbayev in the course of the XVI regular 
Congress of party «Nur Otan»: «there is a need to simplify a tariff policy in EEC». «Our customs procedures 
take a lot of time for now, tariff policy is really difficult and intricate. Tariff barriers go against world prac-
tice. We need in large – scale work to reform it by simplification of these tariffs in Eurasian economic un-
ion» [6].  
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For example, European Economic Commission recently revealed a number of shortcomings in parity 
of tariff policy of CIS and EEC, and according them even simplifications are not always legal in the law 
practice, where principles of the newest customs regulations really poorly work. «Commission intends 
to consider the application of internal tariffs in railway transit with antimonopoly authorities of EEC coun-
tries, reported the member of the board (minister) for competition and antimonopoly regulation of Euro-
pean Economic Commission, Nurlan Aldabergenov». «Every our subject, moving around the territory of 
state (-member of EEC), pays by internal tariffs. But we envisages this measure for sea ports. When we 
move on the territory of other state, these tariffs increase to 40 % at once», - marked N. Aldabergenov on the 
conference «Advocacy of competition in sphere of manufacturing on transboundary markets of Eurasian 
economic union» in Astana.  

By calculation of European Economic Commission, if we have transit from Russian ports, Kazakhstani 
consignors must overpay for transportation of ferroalloys in containers in 1,7 times, for coal - in 2,3 times, 
for aluminium – in 2,1 times, as here applied boost coefficient TP (of trade policy) CIS. In particular, in the 
transit of Kazakhstani products through the Russia to Riga: we have a boost coefficient for ferroalloys in 
containers 1,40 TP of CIS; for coal in gondola cars - 0,70 TP of CIS; for aluminium in boxcar – 0,77 TP of CIS.  

According to the words of N. Aldabergenov, saving from tariff alignment will offer for Belarus to have 
additional savings in money about 14 million in dollars, for Kazakhstan – 329 million in dollars, for Russian 
Federation – 246 million in dollars. «As a matter of fact, we always hear when they say for us, that we are in 
one united Eurasian economic union and we need to have the same conditions respectively. It is equal in un-
ion and in CIS for us today. I think that we and our national antimonopoly authorities will carry out neces-
sary work and will present our own suggestions to the national governments of our states immediately» – he 
added [7].  

This is far from being the only example of discrepancy of declared norms in well – established customs 
practice of Eurasian states. However, besides problems of state scale, there is also more covered problematic. 
It is reflected in conformity of the real state of affairs to EEC conception about that fact, when this integra-
tion is in the interests of «citizen’s economy». 

But how citizens satisfied by the tariff policy of EEC? For example, for today we have a question about 
ubiquitous licensing for auto - dealers in Kazakhstan. Licensing will offer to equalize prises for auto in EEC. 
The Head of Association of Kazakhstani Auto – Business (AKAB), Andrey Lavrentyev, talks about this.  

«When we talk about licensing of dealers, we got a talk more about secondhand dealers, who select the 
cheapest autos and deliver them here. There can be such cars, which were staying on stocks, were keeping in 
abnormal conditions etc. Finally, consumer receives a «pig in a poke». Licensing provides not only for sim-
ple limit, but monitoring and control of companies, which participate in process of realization of new and 
used automobiles in Republic of Kazakhstan. This is a control for prices on auto and for their quality. This 
mechanism will be contributed for alignment of auto prices with Russia and in whole EEC. There will be 
precise and clear system of pricing». 

He marked, that innovation, what has no clear terms of inculcation, won’t touch individuals. Kazakh-
stani citizens can easily bring own automobile from abroad. As for the methods for price levelling on the 
market of used auto, for it can be used program Trade In and cheap auto – credits for the newest domestic 
produced cars, said Lavrentyev.  These mechanisms are aimed on the need to have cheaper prices for auto in 
Kazakhstan. 

But by the fact, local distributors in any way will be investing in marketing and salary, and that’s why 
risk of rise in prise for cars is high as never been. Besides that, we shouldn’t forget that officials of Kazakh-
stan can have indirect influence on dealers with prediction for them large profits from licensing, and «push-
ing» citizens to by automobiles of domestic assembly by this way, which are cheaper at production cost and 
do not provide tariff pay.  Not by chance previous expert marked that local automobiles will be noticeably 
cheaper, than imported from abroad [8]. 

Consumer, who waited facilitation in price policy from customs after accession to the WTO, receives 
artificial barriers of new format in fact, which were done in interests of local business and state import sub-
stitution (we should mark that this situation is typical not only for auto building).   

We also shouldn’t forget about tastes of consumers here: for example, if the same barriers stimulate lo-
cal auto manufacturing in Turkey, it is rentable only by its productive diversity. In Kazakhstan auto manu-
facturing is presented by some car assembly plants, which cooperate with East – European or with Korean 
companies. By consumer stereotypes, quality of their automobiles is very doubtful in comparison with West 
– European, Japanese and American. And that means, potential consumer, who was deprived of the part of 
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his consumer choice, will continue to «hold on» the «checked, well proved», but used autos of their brands, 
and no customs or price type privileges for automobiles of the newest assembly won’t force him to buy pro-
duction of local manufactures. Segment of consumers, who support such buying policy is very big in Ka-
zakhstan, it can be proved by current state of cars on the roads of our country.  

This practice undermines ecological conception of automotive industry in state, because there are not 
many people, who is agree to buy newest cars, when they are not applicable for accepted purchasing repre-
sentations, especially in period of crisis in national economy.  

After considering of all these examples, we can see, that EEC is not such uniquely perspective on prac-
tice, how politicians and propagandistic economists coerce us to think. However, this article is not an exhor-
tation for cardinal review of Kazakhstani membership in this block.  

Unification and integration achievements of EEC for the last years were mostly approximated to practi-
cal understanding of economy, than all previous variations of united blocks. There was done a colossal work, 
for integration of economies of countries – participants, as in format of Customs Union, as in nowadays now. 
Kazakhstan became one of the most important subjects – participants, what was repeatedly proved in nowa-
days integration realities.  

However, if we want to see integration like European, we will hardly reach it in the nearest future: there 
is too heterogeneous composition of block members in the context of development of national economics.   

That’s why for saving of last year achievements, EEC really needs in work for continuous law unifica-
tion and interrelation of its results with objective economical practice. If these norms go contrary with citi-
zens preferences, we need to abolish them completely, or try to achieve of «smoothing» on certain, more 
problematic integration - legal aspects. 

After all, without high – grade economy, what is directly oriented on needs of citizens, what is the base 
of every economic integration, this block can be in «economical fiasco», as all previous alliances, it would 
be looking unprofitable under the strike of new economic crises and by many other reasons. 

Confidence of countries citizens for this format, what is proved by objective practice, will be a catalyst 
for saving of this union. And problematic aspects for its building, which seem to be «temporary trivia» , must 
be decided immediately, with support of business and official governments.   
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Г.Т. Нұрбекова, C.В. Полевой 

ЕАЭО: аймақтағы оның интеграциялық рөлі, қаржылық жəне тарифтік 
аспектілердегі құқықтық мəселелердің мысалдары жəне бүгінгі күні  

олардың контекстіндегі Қазақстан экономикасы үшін маңызы 

Еуразиялық экономикалық одақты біріктіру Тəуелсіз Мемлекеттер Достастығындағы жаңа 
интеграциялық жоба болып табылады. Оның құрылуы Кеден одағы жəне Тəуелсіз Мемлекеттер 
Достастығы мысалында өткен интеграциялық құрылымдардың экономикалық функцияларын нашар 
орындағандығымен негізделген. Көптеген сарапшылар ЕАЭО жаңа форматына оң баға бере отырып, 
бұл экономикалық ынтымақтастық аспектілерінде өткеннен гөрі жақсы болады деп есептейді. Мұндай 
мəлімдемелер негізсіз емес. Дегенмен, осы блоктың саяси жəне құқықтық үрдістеріне сүйене отырып, 
ЕурАзЭҚ заңнамасында оның негізділігі мен кейінгі қақтығыстары туралы пікірталас тудыратын 
бірқатар негізсіз жеңілдіктер бар. Тарифтік жəне қаржылық реттеудің көптеген пунктері олардың 
заңдық мазмұны интеграциялық келісімдердің басқа қатысушыларының пайдасына жазылған немесе 
Қазақстан Республикасының экономикалық жəне саяси мүдделеріне сəйкес келмейтіні туралы өте си-
рек сипатталады. Мұндай фактілерді қараусыз қалдырмау керек, себебі Қазақстан ТМД аумағында 
интеграциялық жобалар бойынша өз еркімен барлық кедендік келісімдерге қатысушы болып табыла-
ды жəне ЕАЭО-ға мүшелігінен түскен пайдаға сенім артуға құқылы. Осы процестердің арқасында 
мақаланың мақсаты болып табылатын кейінгі шешім үшін практикада пайда болатын жаңа 
проблемаларды анықтау қажет. 

Кілт сөздер: интеграция, ЕАЭО, экономикалық жəне құқықтық мəселелер, Қазақстан Республикасы, 
экспорт, кеден құқығы, бəсекелестік, қаржы-тарифтік аспект, реттеу, саяси мүдделер, интеграциялық 
блок, одақ, құқықтық реттеу. 
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ЕАЭС: его интеграционная роль в регионе, примеры правовых проблем  
в финансово-тарифном аспекте и значимость для экономики  

Казахстана в их контексте на сегодняшний день 

Объединение Евразийского экономического союза является новым интеграционным проектом на про-
сторах СНГ. Его создание обосновано тем, что предыдущие интеграционные образования на примере 
ТС и СНГ слабо выполняли свою экономическую функцию. Большинство экспертов позитивно оце-
нивают новый формат ЕАЭС, полагая, что он будет лучше прошлых в аспекте экономического со-
трудничества. Подобные высказывания небезосновательны. Однако, исходя из политико-правовых 
тенденций данного блока, законодательство ЕАЭС имеет также ряд необоснованных преференций, 
что вызывает дискуссии о его обоснованности и последующих коллизиях. Многие пункты тарифно-
финансового регулирования описаны весьма невнятно, к тому же их правовое содержание прописано 
либо в пользу других участников интеграционного соглашения, либо просто не совпадает с экономи-
ческими и политическими интересами Республики Казахстан. Подобные факты не должны оставаться 
без рассмотрения, поскольку Казахстан добровольно стал участником всех таможенных соглашений 
в интеграционных проектах на территории СНГ и имеет полное право рассчитывать на прибыль от 
своего членства в ЕАЭС. Вследствие данных интеграционных процессов появляющиеся на практике 
новые проблемы должны быть обозначены для последующего решения, что и стало целью данной 
статьи. 

Ключевые слова: интеграция, ЕАЭС, экономико-правовые проблемы, Республика Казахстан, экспорт, 
таможенное право, конкуренция, финансово-тарифный аспект, регулирование, политические интере-
сы, интеграционный блок, союз, правовое регулирование. 
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