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Stages of formation and further development
of Eurasian Economic Union legal acts system

This article sets the task to consider the main issues of the formation and development of the legal framework
of the regional integration association of states — the Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU). The development
of international economic integration is impossible without a legal framework, since it is through bilateral and
multilateral treaties, as well as domestic legislation, that the states parties of international economic integra-
tion carry out political decisions and ideas into real life. Prospects of Eurasian Economic Union development
require an analysis of new approaches to integration interaction, as well as the solution of certain legal prob-
lems. First of all, it concerns the legal support of the functioning of both the EAEU itself and the enactment
of acts of its bodies. This article focuses on solving many legal problems in the framework of the implemen-
tation of customs cooperation between the Member States of the Union, as well as the adoption of national
acts, the introduction of changes and amendments to national legislation. The work says that it is necessary to
clearly define the system of views mutually agreed by the EAEU member states on their common goals and
priorities for the development of the Union’s legal framework in the sphere of customs. Special attention is
paid to the formation of the legal framework of the EAEU, the significance and structure of the legal frame-
work of the EAEU is analyzed. Based on the analysis of international experience of regional integration or-
ganizations, the difficulties of forming of common market, common borders, legal system, common currency,
trade and economic policy, etc., and ways to solve these problems are revealed. The authors notes that the in-
ternal economic systems of sovereign subjects of international law go to interact with each other, uniting
among themselves in the Common Economic Space, which is a manifestation of the globalization of the in-
ternational economic space. The article states that the relations of domestic economies in different parts of the
international community go at different speeds. If in some states disintegration processes are developing rap-
idly, in certain territories sovereign subjects of international law take the strategic course for accelerated do-
mestic economic relations.
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Introduction

The Eurasian Economic Union (hereinafter referred to as the EAEU), as regional economic integration
and as a model of strategic development, is a response of the post-Soviet countries to the challenges of frag-
mentation of global economic governance and strengthening regionalization. The EAEU is a platform for
mutually beneficial cooperation between Russia, Belarus, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, and Armenia. The main
goal of the EAEU until 2030 is achievement and maintain high-quality and sustainable economic growth of
the participating countries.

The processes of interstate integration in the economic, political and other spheres in the post-Soviet
space are a fundamentally new field of rule-making, which began to take shape after the abolition of the
USSR literally from scratch, if we do not have in mind the legal framework of the European Union, which
has become a kind of legal «model line» for of all, the Eurasian Economic Union as the post-Soviet integra-
tion format closest to the EU.

One of the most sought-after and promising areas of modern social thought is the «concept of
Eurasianismy. Its foundation was laid by the scientists of the «Eurasian sect» among the Russian emigration
in Europe in the first half of the XX century. The founders of the theory of Eurasianism — P.N. Savitsky,
G.V. Florovsky, N.S. Trubetskoy, G.V. Vernadsky, S.M. Soloviev, L.N. Gumilyov — believed that the
commonality of the Eurasian space is predetermined by nature itself, and its historical development is based
on the close interaction of natural-geographical and socio-cultural factors [1; 677].

G.V. Vernadsky wrote about the high unifying potential that exists in Soviet society, he created a holis-
tic scheme for the formation of a single Eurasian state, ranging from the Scythians and right up to the Soviet
period. The basis of the Eurasian statehood should take into account the mutual interests of the partici-
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pants [2; 16]. According to the Eurasian scientists, the peoples in the Eurasian space are not competitors, but
allies, and therefore the emergence of an All-Eurasian state based on the principles of voluntariness and mu-
tual benefit is historically inevitable [3; 28].

In the early 1990s, the ideas of Eurasian theorists were creatively rethought by the President of Kazakh-
stan N.A. Nazarbayev in his concept of «practical Eurasianismy», contained in the «Project on the Formation
of the Eurasian Union of States (EAUS)» [4].

In the process of formation in the CIS countries of the new legal space, several areas and conceptual
vectors can be distinguished.

Firstly, the life process of the new independent states demanded from each of them an almost complete
renewal of the entire legal system.

Secondly, the above process required the updating of all international treaties and agreements and the
formation of a new and modern system of legal support for the international contacts of the CIS countries.

Third, the interaction of the post-Soviet states and the need to restore the broken ties and their subse-
quent strengthening required the formation of the legal basis of this interaction, including the base for eco-
nomic, political and other integration.

Note that the process of total renewal of national legal systems of the CIS member states could not be
synchronous and therefore very soon there were at least three problems in the legal sphere of the former
USSR: conceptual and other dissynchronization of the legal systems of post-Soviet states, the growth of con-
tradictions between national legal systems and international law and the growing contradiction between the
need of each of the CIS countries to protect their national market and the rules established by WTO and other
regulations international bodies and organizations.

The establishment of the CIS, EurAsEC, the Customs Union of Belarus, Kazakhstan and Russia al-
lowed the countries of the post-Soviet space to get closer to solving the following tasks: synchronize the law-
making process, define the limits of national jurisdictions, start forming a new (Eurasian) legal sphere, that
is, define the limits of Eurasian jurisdictions.

Methods and Materials

As a methodological basis of the study, general scientific methods of cognition of objective reality and
special methods and techniques characteristic of the legal sciences are used: dialectical, historical, teleologi-
cal methods, the method of comparative law, the method of logical deduction and induction, the systems ap-
proach, etc. The research methodology will be based on historical and comparative legal methods. The his-
torical method is based on a detailed analysis of the founding treaties of the Eurasian Economic Union
(EAEU). The methodological and theoretical basis of the dissertation research is made up of modern general
scientific and special research methods, the use of which allows studying and analyzing the problems under
consideration in their interconnection, unity and contradictory development trends, to develop proposals rel-
evant to the theory and practice of constitutional legal regulation of the participation of the Republic of Ka-
zakhstan and other states in interstate association within the EAEU.

To substantiate the conclusions and proposals techniques and methods used in modern legal science are
applied. The methods of concrete historical, comparative legal, systemic, statistical, formal legal and theoret-
ical prognostic study and analysis of the subject of research are widely used.

An important tool in this work was the principle of «unification of national legislations». This unifica-
tion should take place not only through the mechanical mixing of national legal systems, but its moderniza-
tion under the tasks of Eurasian integration and civilization development. Obviously, this unification should
occur not only through mechanical mixing and optimization of national legal systems, but also through the
conceptualization of the Eurasian legal sphere — its modernization for the tasks of Eurasian integration and
civilization development. Including on the basis of consolidating the ethics inherent in the participants of the
Eurasian integration [5; 7].

Results

The particular interest is the contractual framework of Eurasian integration and the formation of the
Common Economic Space (hereinafter - the CES). Prior to the formation of the Customs Union (hereinafter -
the CU), concluded between the parties to the integration processes agreements were purely declarative.
Since the establishment of the Customs Union in the space of Northern Eurasia, an intensive process of legal
support for the formation of the Common Economic Space and the corresponding unification of national le-
gal systems in the sphere of customs, tax legislation, product certification, etc. began.
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During the negotiations, 28 international treaties concluded within the framework of the Customs Union
and the Common Economic Space were preserved as independent ones. The Treaty on the Eurasian Econom-
ic Union, concluded on May 29, 2014 in Astana, entered into force on January 1, 2015 [6]. From this point
on, the work on the improvement of the contractual framework of Eurasian integration was not simply con-
tinued — it reached a new level.

According to experts, the formation of the Eurasian legal space began with the signing of the Treaty on
the Creation of the CIS, that is, we can say that the complete destruction of the Soviet legal field did not hap-
pen [7; 10].

The possibilities of forming of single legal space have sharply grown up with the formation of the Cus-
toms Union of Belarus, Kazakhstan and Russia and have intensified many times after the signing by several
of the CIS countries of the Treaty establishing the Eurasian Economic Union.

Obviously, economic integration implies a rapprochement of legal systems not only in the economic
sphere, but also in the sphere of social and other relations. For example, the formation of a single labor mar-
ket requires not only the establishment of common rules for migrants of countries-participants, but also the
unification of labor legislation, national education systems of post-Soviet countries, and some aspects of civil
legislation.

In addition, one should not pay attention to the value rapprochement between the participants of Eura-
sian integration and the civilizational basis of the peoples of Northern Eurasia. In addition, in the post-Soviet
space, we see incompatibility of the legal systems of the Baltic States and the EAEU member countries. Be-
sides economic integration, the leaders of the CIS raised the issue of collective security. Here we are dealing
with the formation of the Eurasian legal sphere in the non-economic sphere.

A separate topic for research is the legal personality of the EAEU and Eurasian legislation and interna-
tional law. Of course, the EAEU is based on the principles of international law. However, law enforcement
practice shows that recently in a number of Western countries, double standards are increasingly being used.
Especially when it comes to the activities of those countries and organizations in respect of which various
kinds of political and economic sanctions are applied.

It is known that each contract of a supranational character, in one way or another, goes beyond the legal
sphere of the CIS and requires consideration of international norms. The Treaty on the Eurasian Economic
Union regulates issues related to customs regulation, the functioning of financial markets, foreign trade, etc.

An important place in the structure of the Treaty on the Eurasian Economic Union and other treaties and
agreements of the countries participating in Eurasian integration is occupied by the sections governing rela-
tions in the sphere of energy and transport. And these norms are also in direct contact with international
norms and rules, since the global transport and energy space has long been formed in the world. Particular
attention in the Treaty on the EAEU is given to rules relating to intellectual property. A feature of interstate
relations in this area is that the Treaty establishes a regional principle of the exhaustion of the exclusive right
to a trademark. According to this principle, the use of a trademark is permitted for goods legally entered into
civil circulation in the territory of any Member State. However, in the future, it is planned to create a unified
customs register of intellectual property items of the member states and to adopt standards for its protection
outside the EAEU and the CIS.

Discussion

For successful integration, a legal framework is needed, which includes three components.

The first is the national-legal level, which, in order to enter the interstate level, must be harmonized
with the legal acts of integration education (EAEU, CIS, etc.), forming its second level. Such harmonization
of the two levels of legal regulation (national and transregional) provides an opportunity for member states
not only to ensure the implementation of integration tasks, but also to reach the third level of legal regula-
tion, which involves harmonizing the regional legal system with the global system of regulating economic
and trade relations.

In general, the legal framework should consist, firstly, of the contractual norms, secondly, the norms of
the internal law of an interstate association, which fix the rules of the internal organization of the activities of
their bodies, and thirdly, the norms of the law, which are established by the bodies of the Union for their di-
rect or mediated application of regional integration in Member States. In this regard, the process of regional
integration and the formation of the legal framework of the Eurasian Economic Union imply a clear legal
terminology, a rethinking of almost all general theoretical concepts, including the key ones that make up the
«framework» of jurisprudence, such as «sources of law», «types of sources of law», «hierarchy of sources of
law» and others.
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As is known, in legal science international treaties, international customs, general principles of law, ju-
dicial decisions and doctrine, as well as resolutions and decisions of international organizations and confer-
ences traditionally belong to the sources of international law. In this regard, the question arises: how, for
example, does the name «model law», which is today one of the sources of law of the Member States of the
Customs Union and the Common Economic Space in the sphere of competition, agree with the theory of law
and legal practice of law-making? After all, the term «law» in modern legal science and practice means a
regulatory legal act having the highest legal force, adopted in a special order by the highest representative
body of state power or directly by the people and regulating the most important public relations [8; 172].
And in this sense, its adoption by an international organization or by signing an international treaty by the
heads of state as a source of international law is not supposed at all. In this case, the agreement signed by the
heads of state cannot be called a model law, and even less of a recommendatory character.

The next question concerns the nature and content of the Eurasian Economic Union, which determines
the name and status of its bodies. Here it is necessary to emphasize that among the characteristics peculiar to
interstate organizations in accordance with relevant conventions and scientific research in the sphere of in-
ternational law, the following are distinguished:

a) the formation of such associations only on the basis of a bilateral or multilateral international treaty;

b) only states can act as their members;

c) strictly targeted nature of education and activities;

d) the presence of each international organization of the relevant bodies and officials with the authority
necessary to manage the activities of the organization and to solve its tasks.

An analysis of the characteristics of each interstate (intergovernmental) organization, as applied to the
European Union, shows that it is not an exception as an international organization in this regard. In the fu-
ture, the Eurasian Economic Union as well as the European Union or even much more will have all the fea-
tures that are characteristic of any intergovernmental organization, and in this sense, the political and legal
status of the Eurasian Economic Union can be confidently equated to the status of an international organiza-
tion [9; 88].

Such an approach today is enshrined in the signed Treaty, clause 2 of Article 1 of which reads:
«The Union is an international organization of regional economic integration with international legal person-
ality» [6].

Professor M.T. Alimbekov correctly noted., noting the groundlessness of the opinion of some research-
ers, who consider the creation of the Eurasian Economic Union as a kind of transition from traditionally in-
terstate cooperation to the creation of the prototype of the union state — an international supranational asso-
ciation, to which the states give part of their sovereign competence. It’s premature to talk about the emer-
gence of a new type of organization, a unique structure and the rule of law, not suitable for any of the cur-
rently existing political and legal forms. And, based on such verified postulates, it is not quite reasonable to
call the bodies of the Eurasian Economic Union supranational, in the opinion of the aforementioned author
[10; 45].

And finally, the interaction of the EAEU countries with the European Union, the World Trade Organi-
zation (hereinafter - the WTO) and other international economic associations is important. Back in 2009, the
members of the CU Russia, Belarus and Kazakhstan declared their intention to join the WTO as a single cus-
toms territory; however, because of the position of the USA and the EU, they were forced to build their rela-
tions with the WTO individually. The decision of the WTO is strange, given the fact that the constituent
documents of this organization provide not only individual, but also collective membership. Here we are
dealing with double standards, given the fact that other international economic associations (the EU,
ASEAN, NAFTA, etc.) work with the WTO through their common representative.

Another problem is the conditions under which the countries of the EAEU receive the right or, more
precisely, permission to participate in the work of the World Trade Organization. For example, the condi-
tions of a single customs tariff (SCT). No matter how it was, the political pressure on the EAEU countries
from the USA, the EU and other states and international structures shows that it is important for the countries
of the Eurasian region to have a clear and coordinated long-term economic strategy that allows them to max-
imally protect their own economic interests when joining the WTO. It would be optimal for the EAEU mem-
ber countries to join the WTO collectively even after, within the framework of Eurasian integration, uniform
customs and currency areas are established and protected by regional legislation.
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Within the EAEU, the following structure of decision-making institutions functions:

* The Supreme Eurasian Economic Council (hereinafter referred to as the Supreme Council);

* Eurasian Intergovernmental Council (hereinafter - the Intergovernmental Council);

* Eurasian Economic Commission (hereinafter - the EEC, the Commission);

* Court of the Eurasian Economic Union (hereinafter - the Court of the EAEU).

In addition to the supranational Eurasian Economic Commission responsible for ensuring the conditions
of functioning and development of the EAEU, and the EAEU Court guaranteeing «ensuring uniform applica-
tion by the member states and the Union bodies of the Treaty on the Eurasian Economic Union, international
treaties within the Union, international treaties of the Union with third parties and decisions Union’s bodies»,
there are three EAEU intergovernmental institutions: the Supreme Eurasian Economic Council, the EAEU
Intergovernmental Council and the Eurasian Economic Commission Council.

The Eurasian Economic Union began operations on January 1, 2015. The first chairman of the supreme
bodies of the association — the Supreme Eurasian Economic Council at the level of heads of state, the Eura-
sian Intergovernmental Council at the level of heads of government and the EEC Council at the level of dep-
uty prime ministers — was the Republic of Belarus.

Simultaneously with the January 1, 2015 in several sectors, certain by States EAEU, single market of
services began to operate. The total number of services sectors in the single market amounted to 43. In value
terms, it is almost 50 % of the total amount of the provision of services in the States of the Union. Work con-
tinued on the development of those sectors.

From January 2, 2015, after the completion of the ratification procedures, the Republic of Armenia be-
came a full member of the Eurasian Economic Union. In March 2015, the first documents necessary for start-
ing work in the Union of Common Markets for Drugs and Medical Products were submitted for public dis-
cussion. In October 2015 - the last of the thirty-five that were required to accept the countries of the EAEU
and the Commission.

On May 29, 2015, the countries of the EEU and the Socialist Republic of Vietnam signed an agreement
on the creation of a free trade zone. The document, which assumes the zeroing of duties on 90 % of the
goods, will allow by 2020 to increase the trade turnover of the allied states and Vietnam more than doubled.
The agreement marked the beginning of the subsequent closer integration of the EAEU with the countries of
the Asia-Pacific region.

In May 2015, the Presidents of the EAEU countries decided to start negotiations with China to conclude
an agreement on trade and economic cooperation. In order to effectively organize this activity, in October
2015, the heads of state adopted a decree on coordinating the actions of the Union countries on the interface
between the Eurasian Economic Union and the Silk Road Economic Belt. Official negotiations started in the
first half of 2016.

On August 12, 2015, after the implementation of the roadmap and the completion of ratification proce-
dures, the Kyrgyz Republic became a full member of the Union. In October 2015, at the Supreme Eurasian
Economic Council, the Presidents of the five Allied countries approved the main directions of economic de-
velopment of the EAEU, defining promising areas of socio-economic development of the Union until 2030 —
an important document determining the further coordination of national policies and ways to improve the
competitiveness of the economies of the Union states [11]. The effect of participation in the EAEU by 2030
for member states is estimated at up to 13 % of additional GDP growth.

On February 1, 2016, the new membership of the Board of the Eurasian Economic Commission,
chaired by the representative of the Republic of Armenia Tigran Sarkisyan, began its work. Most of the
members of the College carried out their powers in the previous four-year cycle of work of the EAEC, which
ensured a high level of continuity in the Commission. The decision that the former Prime Minister of the Re-
public of Armenia Tigran Sarkisyan will head the EAEC Board was taken in October 2015 at a meeting of
the Supreme Eurasian Economic Council by the Presidents of five EAEU countries.

Taking into account the four-year practice of the Commission, as well as the areas of regulation that are
within the competence of the EAEC today and the medium-term perspective, the heads of the EAEU states
have changed the size of the Board. Now the member countries of the Union are represented in it by ten
members of the Collegium (Ministers), including the President, two Ministers per country each.

In October 2016, the Agreement on the Free Trade Area of the EAEU and Vietnam entered into force.
The agreement deals primarily with the mutual abolition of trade duties. In December 2016, the heads of
state signed a statement on the Union’s digital agenda, which marked the beginning of the development of
integration in the digital sphere.
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In May 2017, the rules for the operation of common markets for medicines and medical devices began
to function in the EAEU space. The launch of these markets will increase the availability of effective and
high-quality medicines and medical products for the citizens of the Union, as well as create optimal condi-
tions for improving the competitiveness of the pharmaceutical and medical industry products of the EAEU
countries on the world market.

In March 2017, the White Book was published — a program document that defined the main priorities of
the work of the Eurasian Economic Commission to identify and eliminate obstacles in the internal market of
the Union.

On April 11, 2017, the Presidents of the Union countries signed the Treaty on the Customs Code of the
Eurasian Economic Union. In April 2017, plans to liberalize services came into force, according to which
until 2021 another 20 service sectors will be transferred to the single market of services, including especially
dangerous construction work, tourism, assessment, surveying, and research.

In May 2017, the heads of government of the EAEU countries signed an Agreement on the voluntary
coordination of specific subsidies for manufactured goods. According to this document, Union States are
entitled to voluntarily approve specific subsidies from the EAEC, while the party applying to the Commis-
sion will be insured against the risk of the subsequent introduction of a compensating measure by any of the
Member States regarding the subsidy agreed with the EAEC. The agreement entered into force on April 17,
2018.

In October 2017, the Presidents of the EAEU countries approved the main directions for implementing
the digital agenda of the Eurasian Economic Union until 2025. In November 2017, the Pharmacopoeia of the
Eurasian Economic Union was included in the World Pharmacy Register of the World Health Organization
(WHO).

On January 1, 2018, the Customs Code of the Eurasian Economic Union entered into force. The new
customs code is a modern instrument of customs regulation that meets the challenges of today, and provides
for a number of significant innovations aimed at optimizing the system for regulating foreign trade activities
and balancing the interests of government bodies and the business community [12].

In May 2018, after the implementation of 9 liberalization plans by a decision of the High Council,
changes were made to the list of sectors (subsectors) of services for which a single market of services oper-
ates in the Union - 9 more were added to 43 sectors, 3 of which will begin to fully operate in a single market
later than January 2020. In terms of value, this is approximately 55 % of the total volume of services provid-
ed in the countries of the Union. Active work is under way to expand these sectors, including through the
implementation of liberalization plans, which will strengthen the Eurasian integration project.

At the same meeting, the Presidents of the EAEU countries decided to grant observer status to the Re-
public of Moldova to the EAEU. Representatives of a state with such status may attend, upon invitation, at
meetings of the EAEU bodies without the right to participate in making decisions and receive documents that
are not confidential received by the Union bodies. A state with observer status is obliged to refrain from any
actions that could harm the interests of the EAEU and the participating countries.

In May 2018, within the Astana Economic Forum, the Interim Agreement was signed, leading to the
formation of a free trade zone (hereinafter — FTZ) between the Eurasian Economic Union and the Islamic
Republic of Iran. The document involves two stages of creating a free trade zone. For three years, it is
planned to agree on a full-format agreement on an FTZ between the EAEU and Iran. It will cover almost the
entire commodity nomenclature. In the future, trade can increase up to one and a half times (150 %).

In May, the Agreement on Trade and Economic Cooperation between the EAEU and the People’s Re-
public of China was signed. The agreement sets a high standard of regulation in various areas, including the
protection and enforcement of intellectual property rights, while it is non-preferential in nature and does not
provide for the abolition of export duties.

Conclusions

In a counterbalance to the world crisis phenomena, the consistent and successful transformation of the
Eurasian space continues on market economic principles while preserving political independence and the
established cultural identity of sovereign states. The book of Eurasian integration is updated with new chap-
ters.

The Eurasian Economic Union today faces various challenges, primarily with an imbalance within the
union — Russia remains the main trade center and political center of the EAEU. The imbalance of the Union
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is also manifested in the economic context — the member countries are fundamentally different and do not
correlate with most macroeconomic indicators.

According to experts, the decision-making mechanism within the EAEU «makes the management sys-
tem heavier and complicates bureaucratic decision-making procedures». Also, the mechanism «does not ful-
ly take into account the national interests of all involved parties» (due to certain dominance of the Russian
side, although Russia often has complaints against Kazakhstan and Belarus, often abusing their votes), and
the process of forming the EAEC Board, like the entire Union, does not there is a lack of a perfect institu-
tional infrastructure and a reduction in the level of bureaucratization [13; 112].

Moreover, intergovernmental cooperation within the EAEU has a small «share of fear» of supranational
institutions that select part of sovereignty, which also leads to a slow and not always effective development
of supranationality in the EAEU [14; 57]. Within the framework of Eurasian integration, an institution is
needed that allows developing trusting relations between countries on the most important issues on the agen-
da, including on the issue of delegation of authority to supranational institutions. And here an analysis of the
experience of the EU and other integration associations in terms of intergovernmental cooperation can come
to the rescue.

One of the most important tools to improve the national practices of public administration and interstate
cooperation is the perception of international best practices. The European Union is recognized as the most
advanced practical experience in the world, the most developed regional economic and, partially, political
association.

It is necessary to note the role of such close and constant contacts between representatives of executive
authorities within European institutions, which, firstly, gives them some confidence in integration as a
whole, secondly, makes it possible for states to perceive supranational EU institutions (such as the EC or EP)
not as «selecting» national sovereignty, but as valuable partners [15; 57].

But today the context is changing — Kazakhstan among the priorities has declared the need to maintain
close, mutually beneficial cooperation with other states and integration groups. Thus, the analysis of experi-
ence and opportunities for cooperation with other associations is an absolute priority for the EAEU.

Thus, the conducted analysis allows us to conclude that it is necessary to combine supranational and in-
tergovernmental approaches in the institutional design of the EAEU, since it is this method that, as the EU
experience shows, can most effectively and efficiently solve the problems that the participating states put
into integration.

Regional economic integration is a key trend in the development of the world economy, the future of
which will largely depend on the effectiveness of the global dialogue of integration formations and on their
internal sustainability. Therefore, striving to take optimal positions in the emerging in recent years new struc-
ture of the world economic system, the member states of the Eurasian Economic Union are developing their
economic integration project.

The Treaty on the Eurasian Economic Union of May 29, 2014 legally formalized the EAEU as a full
subject of global economic relations and became a solid foundation for building international relations be-
tween the Union and other subjects of international relations — third countries, integration associations and
international organizations.

The Eurasian Economic Union as an international organization for regional economic integration has
international legal personality and is entitled to conclude international agreements with other subjects of in-
ternational relations and undertake obligations corresponding to the status of an international organization.
The Treaty on the Eurasian Economic Union, in accordance with Article 102 of the Charter of the United
Nations, was registered on July 24, 2015 with the Secretariat of the United Nations. The registration of the
Treaty ensures the openness and transparency of the agreements of its participants at the highest international
level.

The Treaty on the EAEU reaffirmed the commitment of its participants to the purposes and principles
of the Charter of the United Nations, as well as other generally accepted principles and norms of internation-
al law. The Eurasian integration project not only acquired legal independence and internationally recognized
influence, but also became an active and prominent participant in international relations.

Summarizing all the above, several recommendations can be made to ensure the success of the EAEU
as a supranational regional integration association on the world stage:

1. A regional integration association is more successful if it is older and if it is/was more in the active
phase of its development. Therefore, the EAEC and other interested parties must do everything in order to
maintain an active «integration drive» of the Eurasian Union.
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2. The implementation of national strategies for the long-term economic development of the member
states and their coordination by a supranational center (Supreme Council, Intergovernmental Council, and
EAEC) is extremely important.

3. During the prioritization of the EAEU integration agenda, it is necessary to give preference to long-
term economic development and modernization of the association, as, for example, described in the «Main
Directions of Economic Development of the EAEU until 2030», and not so much as a hasty solution of im-
mediate trade conflicts.

4. To strengthen the confidence of national elites, the business community and citizens of member
states in the supranational bodies of the Union and their decision-making mechanisms, it is necessary to con-
tinue work to increase the transparency, publicity and accountability of these bodies. The more this happens,
the more the national business, departments and citizens will turn to the supranational bodies of the EAEU,
their authority and relevance will rise.

5. Convergence of macroeconomic indicators (inflation and exchange rates, budget deficit, public debt)
is a fundamental condition for the success of further integration. For example, the creation of a single inter-
nal market can become a source of conflict in case of sharp currency fluctuations of the participating coun-
tries.

6. Because of its relatively insignificant economic weight in the global economy ($ 1.4 trillion), the
Eurasian Economic Union should look for continental allies in the person of China and the European Union.
Therefore, the EAEU can be considered as one of the «Lego stones» in the plans to create the Greater Eura-
sian Partnership «from Lisbon to Vladivostok».

It follows from the above that all sovereign states are interconnected, in summation all members of the
international community are players and active participants in the world economy. The self-limitation of the
state in entering the world economy threatens disintegration, backwardness of the national economy, destruc-
tion of infrastructure, and similar gloomy forecasts.

The EAEU will become the core of economic integration in the post-Soviet space, identifying ways of
its development for the long term. The creation and active work of the Union are of historical significance
for the future of its member states and other post-Soviet countries, which in the future will join it. The for-
mation of such a powerful regional association is a significant event both for the Eurasian continent and for
the world as a whole. The EAEU will be the main obstacle to building a unipolar world order on the planet,
which is bringing to life a completely new geo-economic reality of the XXI century.
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K.C. Omipbexk, A. JlaBHU9aK

Eypa3usiiblKk YJKOHOMHUKAJIBIK 0aKTHIH KYKBIKTBIK aKTijIep
KYleCiH KaJbINTACTHIPY KIHE O/1aH IPi JaMBITY CATHLIAPBI

Makamana Eypasusmblk sxoHoMuKaIBIK omak (EADO) memitekeTTepiHiH aiMakTBIK HHTErpParisiIbIK
OipJiecTiriHiH KYKBIKTHIK 0a3achIH KAIBIITACTHIPY MEH JaMBITYABIH HETi3Ti MacesenepiH KapacTepy MiHAETi
KOMBITFaH. XaJIbIKapaJIbIK ’KOHOMUKAJIBIK HHTETPALMSIHBL JaMbITy 3aHJIBIK HETi3ci3 MYMKIH emec, cebeli eki-
JKOHE KOIDKAKTBI KeNiCiMep apKbLIbl, COHAAN-aK IIIKi 3aHHaAMara COHKec, XaJbIKapalsblK SKOHOMHKAJIBIK
UHTErpalysaFa KaThICYLIbl MEMJICKETTEp CasCH LICHIIMACP MEH HIesIapibl HAKThl eMipre aifHaigbIpajpbl.
Eypa3usiblK SKOHOMHKANBIK OJAKTBIH JaMy MepCHeKTUBAIapbl HHTETPALMSIIBIK ©3apa OpeKeTTeCYAiH JKaHa
TOCLIACPIH Tanaay/bl, COHIal-aK Oenrini 0ip KYKbIKTHIK Maceneaep i uemry i tanamn ereqi. Ex angpiven, Oy
EADO-HbIH 631 ie, OHBIH OpTaHJapbIHBIH aKTUIEPIiH ¢ KOJIaHyFa 3aHIbI Koyaay kepceTy. ABropiap Onmakka
MYIIe-MeMJIEKeTTep apachIHAarbl KENEHNIIK BIHTBIMAKTACTBIKTBI JKy3ere achlpy HIeHOepiHge KenTereH
KYKBIKTBIK MaceJesiep/ii MIenry, COHai-aK WITTHIK aKTiaep/l KaObuiaay, YITTHIK 3aHHaMara e3repictep MeH
TOJBIKTBIPYJIAp SHTi3y Typaibl Macenenepai Tankeiansl. XKymsicta EADO-ra Myle-MeMIIeKeTTepAiH OpTaK
MaKcaTTapbl MEH KeIEHIIK OJAaKThIH 3aHHAMAaJbIK 0a3achlH JaMBITYABIH OachIMABIKTapbl Typaisl e3apa
KeICUIreH Ke3Kapac JKYHeCiH HaKThl aHBIKTay KaXeT [el caHaWabl. AMMAKTBIK HMHTETPalHsIIbIK
YHBIMIApABIH XalblKapalblK TOKIPHOECIH Tainnay Heri3iHae OpTak HapbIKThI, JKAIIbI LIEKapanaplbl,
KYKBIKTBIK JKYHEHi, OpTaK BaJIlOTaHbl, CayJa-d)KOHOMHKAJIBIK CasCaTThl JKOHE Tarbl Oacka Moceleliepai
HIEMIyIiH KUBIHIBIKTAphl AHBIKTAIABL. XaIBIKAPAIBIK KYKBIKTBIH €reMEHMAIK CyOBEeKTUIepiHiH imki
SKOHOMHMKAIBIK JKYHellepl XabIKapaiblK SKOHOMMKAIIBIK KEHICTIKTIH kahaHTaHYBIHBIH KepiHici 0okl
TaObUIAaTHIH bBipTyTac >KOHOMHKAJBIK KeHICTiKke Oip-OipiMeH apamacen, Oip-OipiMeH e3apa iC-KHMBLI
JKaCaWTBHIHBIH aTaJblll KepceTurmi. Makamama OTaHABIK 3KOHOMHKAHBIH XAJIBIKAPAJIBIK KOFaMAaCTHIKTHIH
opTYpiai OGemikTepiHIEri KapbIM-KaTBIHACTAPHI QPTYPJIi IKBUINAMIBIKTA JKYpPreHi alTerFaH. Erep keiOip
MEMJIEKETTep/ie e3MHTErPalsIbIK YASPICTep Te3 JaMbI jkaTca, Oenrimti Oip ayMmakTapaa XajbIKapablk
KYKBIKTBIH €reMeHIIK CyOBeKTiIepl jKeAeNASTUIreH iIIKi IKOHOMUKAIIBIK KAaThIHACTAp YIIiH CTPATETHsIIBIK,
OaFbIT amafbl.

Kinm ce3dep: MeminexeTapaiblK SKOHOMMKAJBIK MHTErpanus, eypasus Teopusichl, Kenen onarsl, bipbiaraii
SKOHOMMKAIBIK KEHICTIK, Eypa3usuiblk SkOHOMHUKANBIK onak, EADO KYKBIKTHIK 0a3achlH KaJbINTAacTHIPY,
EADO opranmaps;, EADO xamsikapanblK KYKBIKTBIK cyObekrici, EADO Kenen xomekci, Eypasnsursik
SKOHOMMKAJIBIK KOMUCCHSTHBIH IIEIIiMIEpi.

K.C. Amup6exk, A. JlaBanuak

Jdranbl GOPMUPOBAHUS U JaJIbHElIIee pa3BUTHE CHCTEMbI
NPaBOBbIX aKTOB EBpa3niickoro 3xkOHOMHMY€eCKOro cor3a

B crarse paccMOTpeHBI OCHOBHBIC BOIIPOCH! (POPMHUPOBAHYS U PA3BUTHUS IIPAaBOBOH 0a3bl PErHOHAIBLHOTO UH-
TETrpallMOHHOTO 00BeANHEHHs rocynapcts — EBpasmiickoro skoHommueckoro coro3a (EADC). Passurue
MEX[yHapOAHON SKOHOMHYIECKON MHTErpalii HEBO3MOXKHO O€3 MpaBOBOM 0a3bl, MOCKOIbKY UMEHHO Uepe3
JBYCTOPOHHHE M MHOTOCTOPOHHHME JOTOBOPBI, a TaKKe BHYTPEHHEE 3aKOHOAATEIbCTBO TOCYIapCTBa-
YYaCTHUKH MEXIYyHApOIHON SKOHOMHYECKON MHTErpalMi MPOBOJIAT B PEANbHYIO KU3Hb MOIUTUYECKHE pe-
meHust 1 unen. IlepcrexTussl pa3Butus EBpasniickoro s5KOHOMHYECKOTO COI03a TPeOYIOT MPOBEACHHs aHa-
JIM3a HOBBIX IOJXOJO0B K MHTEIPAllMOHHOMY B3aUMOJCUCTBHIO, a TAKXKE PEIICHHS ONpPEICICHHBIX IIPAaBOBbIX
npobem. IIpexne Bcero, 3To KacaeTcst MpaBoBOro obecreueHus GyHKIMOHUPOBaHUS Kak camoro EADC, tak
W BBEJICHUS B JICHCTBHE aKTOB ero opranoB. Oco0oe BHUMaHNE B CTaThe yAEIECHO PEIICHUI0 MHOTHX IPaBo-
BEIX IpOOJIeM B paMKaxX OCYLIECTBICHHS TaMOXXEHHOTO COTPYIHHYECTBA MEXKIY IOCyJapCcTBaMHU-4ICHAMHU
Co103a, a TaKKe NMPUHATHIO HAIIMOHAJBHBIX AKTOB, BHECEHUIO M3MEHEHHMI U JIOMONHEHUH B HAllMOHATbHOE
3aKOHOZATeNbCTBO. KpoMe TOro, 0TME4EHO, YTO HEOOXOAUMO UYETKO ONPEAENUTh CHCTEMY B3aHMMOCOTIIACO-
BaHHBIX rocyjaapcrBaMu-yyacTHukaMu EADC B3risgoB Ha oOLMe A HUX IIENU M NPUOPHUTETHI PA3BUTHUS
npaBoBoii ocHOBBI Coro3a B chepe tamoxeHHoro jaena. Ocoboe BHHMaHHe oOparieHo Ha (HOpMHUpPOBaHHE
npaBoBoit 6a3s1 EADC, nmpoananm3npoBaHbl 3HaYCHNE U CTPYKTypa mpaBoBoit 6a3el EADC. Ha ocHoBe aHa-
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JM3a MEXIYHApOJHOTO OIBITA PETMOHANBHBIX HMHTETPALMOHHBIX OpPTaHW3alMi BBIABISIOTCS CIOXKHOCTU
(opmMHpoBaHus O0LIEro PhIHKA, OOLIMX TPAHULL, TPABOBOH CUCTEMBI, €IMHO BaJIOThI, TOPTOBOM U SKOHOMH-
YEeCKO! MOJUTHKU U T. [., @ TAKXKE MyTH PEICHUs] JaHHBIX NMPoOaeM. ABTOPBI OTMEUAIOT, YTO BHYTPEHHHE
SKOHOMHYECKHE CHCTEMBI CyBEpEHHBIX CyOBEKTOB MEX/[yHapOIHOTO IIpaBa YT Ha B3aMMOAEIHCTBHE APYT C
JIpyroM, oObeIUHSIICH MEXKy coOoi B EnuHoe sKOHOMIYECKOe NMPOCTPAHCTBO, UTO SIBIISIETCS HPOSBICHUEM
rII00aNnn3anuy MEKIyHapOIHOTO 3KOHOMHUYECKOTO IMPOCTpaHCTBA. Jl0Ka3aHO, YTO OTHOLICHHS! BHYTPHUTOCY-
JAPCTBEHHBIX SKOHOMHK B Pa3HBIX yroJIKaX MEKIyHapOIHOTO COOOIIECTBA Pa3BUBAIOTCS C Pa3HBIMU CKOPO-
cTamu. Eciii B HEKOTOPBIX TOCYyJapcTBaX CTPEMUTENBHO Pa3BUBAIOTCS JE3HHTEIPALIHOHHBIE TPOLIECCHI, TO Ha
OTAENBHBIX TEPPUTOPUAX CyBEPEHHBIE CYOBEKTHI MEXIYHAPOAHOIO IpaBa OepyT CTpaTerHueckuii Kypc Ha
YCKOpPEHHbIE BHYTPEHHUE SKOHOMHYECKHE OTHOLICHHSI.

Kniouesvie cnosa: MeXrocynapcTBeHHasl SKOHOMUYECKas MHTETPalys, TEOpHUsl eBpa3uiicTBa, TaMO>KEHHbIH
coto3, Enunoe skoHoMmueckoe npocrpancTso, EBpasniickuii 5KoHOMHYECKHH c0103, popMHpoBaHHE MTPaBO-
Boii 6a3e1 EADC, ucrounuku npasa EADC, opransr EADC, Mexnynaponnas npaBocyosekTHOCTE EADC,
Tamosxennsiii kogekc EADC, pemenus EBpazuiickoll 5KOHOMUYECKOH KOMUCCHU.
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