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C

KAZAKHSTAN’S EURASIAN 
INITIATIVE
VYACHESLAV DODONOV

y  E v 
w      S
v U y  v 
 K   w 
    

   y  E E
 Cy (EAEC)  E 
C U (ECU)  E E 
S (EES)   E E U 
(EEU).

I  y  vw   
    E   
w    P Nyv  K
  Lv Mw S Uv
y  M 1994. Hwv K’ 
tiative	had	been	articulated	for	the	first	time	in	
1991    Bv A  B
 R  U    
 Cw  I S 
and	 the	 USSR	 had	 been	 officially	 dissolved.	
N Nyv   v   
       Sv R
  AA y  v  v
y x     
    . T 
 E v  K   
y     Sv x   
CIS     w   
 .

Hitr f Eraian Initiati: fr l-
a-ta Prtcl t t Eraian Ecnic 
Unin

Given	that	the	first	step	towards	an	integra
 w  Sv  w   
        S
v R  AA  y 
Nyv  D 21 1991  w 
  v    
  Bv A     
D 8 y      Sv 
R  B U  R. T 
  AA  y v  
  Sv R   
   AA P   
 j v     
Cw  I S. T 
v w  w: 

 Cw      
  qy      
   y      
  y   w  
   Cw w   
        
y;

 j     y 
    v   w
   x     
 y; wv    
  ’   v  
    ()  ; 

    Cw  I
 S       
 Sv U R  w  y  
       C
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    Cw  
firm	their	commitment	to	cooperation	in	forma
  v     
   E  E 
 [1].

T v       
   E    
the	first	 time	appeared	 in	Alma-	Ata	Protocol.	
T      E 
v      D 1991.

The	 next	 significant	 step	 in	 the	 deve-
    w  y P  
Nyv  Lv Mw S U
vy. D   Nyv 
  j   E   
w        
   “E U”  
  K’ P  w 
     v 
      CIS.  
Nyv    CIS w  
q      y w 
        
  w  . 
T “E U”   y  N
yv’  w xy w   
 [2].

Nyv     
   CIS     v
 w       
v v       400 
       
   y  [2].

Nyv      v 
 CIS   qvy  v  
    w    
    v  qy. 
S     K’ 
P       E 
U. T   w    
      CIS;   
       
v  w y  ..    
       
  y [2].

I     wv   

Nyv   v    
        
 . O  y    
    vy   
 y   y  
 w      
    U      
   [2].

L  2001 Nyv   
affirmed	 the	 basic	 principles	 he	 thought	 the	
E U     w 
 vy  . 
I     “Ivy” w  
Nyv   w . T 
first,	he	said	that,	although	the	cultural	and	civi
  w vy   
   v y y 
 . “T   
       
   ”  Nyv 
w. T   K’ 
P   E U   
       
        
 v [3].

T   Nyv  w  
     j 
  vy. E      
      
     w  
wy  . Hwv Nyv 
   y  w 
w       
cherish	 one’s	 self-sufficiency	 and	 uniqueness	
     [3]. 

T   w   qy 
     E U   
Nyv    v    
w  . T     
 ’ vy  vy  
      y 
       w 
   U.

T      
  w      
Nyv w    w 
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    v    
 . T    
ed	 very	well-defined	 and	 realistic	 powers	 and	
     y   
     vy   
 . Nyv   x 
  E U      
 [3].

I 1994   w  
 y y      
CIS. Hwv      
significance	for	the	idea	of	the	Eurasian	integra
      y K 
  w   w   
principles	were	articulated	for	the	first	time	that	
w y       
j. 

I    1994   v
   E   w 
         
       
        
      w 
v     v
y    . T   
v  w wy y    
ECU   EES  vy   EEU.

S   y  E 
         
    y v w 
 CIS   x   E 
 . S   v   
w:  

  A 15 1994 Aj A 
B G K Kyy 
Mv R Tj U  
U   CIS F T Z A
;

  Jy 20 1995 B K
stan	and	Russia	conducted	 the	first	 agreement	
  C U; 

  M 29 1996 B K 
Kyy  R   Ty  
I I   E  H
 F.

T    1990 w  CIS 
 w       

    v    
   C U. Hwv vy 
 w ;    
  w   v   
significant	difference	in	terms	of	a	genuine	in
 w   v  
.

T x   CIS FTZ  vy 
v. T v A w   
A 1994 y  Nyv’  
 Mw S Uvy. Hwv  
     w  
. T   R  
      x    
   w      
 CIS F T Z A.

F v 15 y    vv  
CIS F T Z  w vy
   . T w   
     CIS   
 w      y 
 Cw Hwv   w 
   O 18 2011 w  
H   Gv   CIS  
  w y   F T Z 
 S. P. Y  A w  
 y    v CIS 
   *. I w w  y  
CIS FTZ y . 

T x   CIS FTZ   
 w     w 
how	inefficient	the	Commonwealth	was	as	a	fa
   . T x 
w   CIS v  y  
 w   w 
 y  v     
y       
   y   
w y w       
  vy.

T E E Cy (E
AEC)    CIS   
       
 . T EAEC w     E
  .

T Ty   EAEC w 
1 Notably,	not	all	the	signatories	have	ratified	the	treaty	so	far.
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  O 10 2000  A  
    My 30 2001. T 
  w y  y  
five	 states,	 namely	Belarus,	Kazakhstan,	Kyr
y R  Tj  w y 
     w   
     
      vy  
    v  . 

O Jy 25 2006 U  
 P  A. I O 2008 
U wv   
. S My 2002 U  Mv 
   v  w  EAEC 
 A    v  J
y 2003. T Ty   E E 
Cy      
I Av C (IAC)   
E Dv B (EDB).

T EAEC w    
    ECU   EES w  
        
economic	and	humanitarian	fields.	

S      E 
   w :  E
 E Cy (EAEC) E
 C U (ECU) E E
ic	 Space	 (EES)	 and	 finally	 the	 Eurasian	 Eco
 U (EEU)     
 Jy 1 2015 w  ECU  EES 
      v 
w  EAEC w    “T 
EAEC C U”  “T EAEC 
C E S”.

T j    EAEC w  
w:

-	 establishment	 of	 a	 full-fledged	 free	 trade	
 y     
   y   ;

   v  ;
-	creation	of	a	single	financial	market;
-	 finding	 the	 common	 ground	 to	 formulate	

       
 y w  EAEC;

        
        
 ;

-	establishment	of	a	common	unified	system	
   ;

 v     
intergovernmental	 programs	 of	 specific	 goal-
 ; 

        
v      y;

     y ;
  q     v

    ;
    v   

   EAEC   w  
Cy;

       
    y   w  
      
 y  w    
      
 ;

 v     
      
   y   EAEC  
       w  
Cy [4]. 

Ay     
 y  E Dv 
B  AC F   C  
H Ty w  w  
EAEC      
  y    v 
   x . 

I  w  EAEC  w  
 j   E   
the	Eurasian	Economic	Space	(EES).	The	first	
y     y B 
K R  U w   
v y  S 2003. Ny 
   U y    
v;  y  
    ww  
 EES  y w    y   
 . F x  2005 U 
 w      
   EES y 
      w y 
 ..    q  . Kv  
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  y    
       C 
U       q. I 
    v  U  
     w  
     w y  
  y.

O D 9 2009    
  Ay P  B K 
 R v  A P  2010
2011  v    wy 
    x w y  
  E E S w v 
  y Jy 1 2012. 

F     y  
 v      
w   EES w   2010
2011 v    
    y Jy 1 2011 
w   x    EES 
   y Jy 1 2012. U 
  9   S E E
 C  Ty   E E
 S     Jy 1 
2012.

T EAEC w    
 w     E 
C U. I w    
the	ECU	that	signified	a	decisive	step	forwards	
the	full-fledged	Eurasian	economic	integration	
        
  K   y 
      w 
      . S 
 1990  C U j   
     v w  
   Jy 1 2015. T 
 w  w:

  1999 B K Kyy 
R  Tj   Ty   
C U   C E 
S    v 
   C U  w  
  C E S [5];

  A 2006     E
AEC      S 
       

  C U  B K 
 R w w  y j y 
Kyy  Tj   
 [5];

 v     
  S  B  K 
 R    Ty   E 
C U  O 2007 [5];

  J 2009   y   
ECU        
 y w  ECU  Jy 
1st,	2010	as	the	first	stage	of	its	formation	[5];

  Jy 1 2010      
  B  R w ;  
ECU	member	states	 introduced	a	unified	cus
  w  . S J
y 1 2011      
   v    v. 
Fy  Jy 1 2011   w 
    w K  
R. T      
      B K
  R w  [5];

Nx      w  
       
w     y  ECU. 
T P  B K  
R   D  E I
  Nv 18 2011. T  
w   E E S 
w   w   Jy 
1 2012. T EES   x  w 
    v  
  v   . T w 
w        
  ECU    EES   
     E E 
U [5]. O   y     
    A  E 
E C  w    
 y   ECU    EES. T 
C    Fy 
2 2012 [5].

I        
  w    v   
E  j   AA 
P  D 21 1991    
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      E E
 S  B K  R 
 Jy 1 2012  P  K
 N Nyv y   
   . B Ay  A 
  v  v     
      E 
 . T  w    
x      
 w E      
  v   E (
matic	Eurasianism)	articulated	for	the	first	time	
y P Nyv  K  
  E v   y  
  K     . 

acrcnic Dnaic witin Int-
gratd Eraian Rgin: Crrnt rnd 
and Prliinar Otc

K’ v   E 
  wy  y v y 
economy	 and	 aimed	 at	 intensification	 (some
 )     
in	the	key	fields,	namely	trade,	industry	and	in
v. T   v 
wy        
K w       

   v     
     w  
PSv . T v v  
     CIS   
 jy    Sv R  
 j   E U    
  Jy 1 2015.  

T   w  y   v
    w    
integration	had	been	since	the	first	instances	of	
       
 E E U. T   
  y      
     v  
y v y  EAEC  w 
  ECU  EES  y  EAEC.

S  Ty   E E 
Cy     2001  
         
     y. T  
  y     v 
     v   
 vv     E 
. Mv  y  
    E   
w     EAEC  
   ECU/EES. F   

Figr 1. Mj M I  EAEC C  20012010  %
Source: http://www.evrazes.com 
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 w      
the	five	EurAsEC	member	states	in	the	period	
 2001  2010. 

Fy   y    
  EAEC  q  y 
w    y  
tors.	That	growth	was	experienced	in	all	the	five	
      
   EAEC   w (F 1).

T GDP     
indicator,	increased	in	the	five	countries;	for	ex
  w w 141%  Kyy  
198%  Tj. T   
w      w
   Kyy   x 
   B. I  vy  
      w w   
investment	 into	 the	fixed	capital	 that	provided	
     w. 
Those	indicators	grew	in	 the	all	five	countries	

  E E Cy   
 184%  Kyy   x 
428%  B.

Hwv  qv y   
EAEC     
is	 not	 suffice.	 The	 background	 global	 trends	
      w. T w 
       
     E E 
Cy    w  
      
   y w   
  w  w   
        .

I    GDP w   
20012010   EAEC w  
 GDP w       
    EAEC w  
w     w v  
(F 2).

Figr 2. GDP Gw R  EAEC  C w G GDP Gw R  
20012010

Source: http://www.evrazes.com and http://data.worldbank.org 

T GDP w x  w v 
  jy   EAEC   
   . W  v 
w   w y  20012008 
amounted	to	3%,	that	figure	measured	9.4%	in	

K 8.9%  Tj 8.3%  B
 6.6%  R  4.9%  Kyy 
vy. D    2009  2010 
    EAEC     
w v     GDP w. 
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Mv  v w    
was	significantly	higher	both	 in	 the	 individual		
   EAEC    C
y   w     w v.

A   GDP w    
       
   .  T   
       
 w     
cause	 intensification	of	 trade	volume	 is	consi-
          
in	 the	 first	 place.	 Therefore,	 free	 trade	 zones	
        

. I        
     EAEC   
   20012010. Sy   GDP 
analysis	 above,	 these	 figures	 are,	 then,	 com
 w  w v  .
F 3 w  y    
   E E Cy  
 w  w x. A    
  w   w  EAEC 
w      w  
 y 3.1  ( $31.1  $95.2 
) w  w x  y y 
2.5  ( $6194  $15283 ). 

Figr 3. F T  EAEC  20012010  C w W Av
Sources: http://www.evrazes.com and http://unctad 

T        
w   w EAEC  x  
w v. Hwv  v   
       EA

EC  w     C
y   w     w  
  . T 1 w     
trade	of	the	five	EurAsEC	member	states	from	
2001  2010. 
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tal   Exrt Frign rad rnr
Inclding 

ErEC Cn-
tri

tal  
  

Inclding 

ErEC 
Cntri

Blar 2001 7451 4017 15737 9489

2008 325708 109924 719521 346878
2010 252259 104072 600941 288828

Kazaktan 2001 8639 2063 15085 5118

2008 711835 71046 1090725 214462
2010 592166 57046 889766 173501

Krgztan 2001 476 161 943 402

2008 18556 5266 5928 24414
2010 17598 7317 49829 22573

Ria 2001 100060 8778 141944 15534
2008 4675806 389079 7346813 565432
2010 3964417 305196 6253951 454129

ajikitan  
 

2001 652 198 1340 576

2008 14087 1464 46813 15855
2010 11952 1357 3853 13466

ErEC

tal 

2001 117278 15217 175049 31119
2008 583428 610743 9414449 1226609
2010 4838392 474988 7833017 952497

Source: http://www.evrazes.com 

T  v w    EAEC 
       
    w   
2001  2010    . W 
    v  w  
EAEC    w   
trade	figures	with	the	rest	of	the	world,	the	situ
   w:    B w 
    w w y 3.8  w 
  w  EAEC   
by	3	times.	For	Kazakhstan,	those	figures	were	
5.9  3.4 vy;  Kyy  
w 5.3  5.6; R w 4.4  2.9

   Tj’ w   
   w     w w y 
2.9     w  EAEC 
  y 2.3 . T    
EAEC    w  
w  Cy.

A   x     
w w  EAEC w  v 
w     2001  2010 
w  w :  B  
 y 3.4  2.6  vy;  
Kazakhstan,	 the	 figures	 were	 6.9	 and	 2.8;	 in	
Kyy  w 3.7  4.5 

* I U.

al 1. F T  Ex  EAEC C  20012010    $
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; R’ w     w  
   w w 4  w   
EAEC   w 3.5. T 
  Tj  :   y 
1.8   x      w  
  y 31%   EAEC.

T  v w   EAEC 
 x Kyy  w  
w   w     
   Tj w  EAEC  
v w  v w. 

T        
EAEC       x
  . T w   
(  )     x   
w     y  E
AEC. A    w  EAEC 
 w y .

I    2001  2010  w 
 vy     w   
   y  qy  
 . T  w y 
    j   
   v  
v . Ay     

w  x w   y 
         
 w   x   EAEC  
  y  2011   
   w     
  . T     
     EAEC. T  
 v   w  y  
  EAEC  w  
    EEU. 

A     
  w     
     E  
   . T y  
        
  w. T     
        
 v    y (  
   v)   
GDP. 

D      
   E E Cy 
  w vy vy 
  w     
   v (T 2).

al 2. Av My N W  EAEC C  2001  2010  $**

 2001 2010 Grwt Rat 
(i )

B 87 414 48
K 118 526 45
Kyy 30 155 52
R 111 686 62
Tj 10 81 81

Source: http://www.evrazes.com 

T  v w w  v 
y w    EAEC   
   4.5  8.1 . T   
 y         
v    E   
     .

T E    w 
  2011 w  E C 
U w . T   
        
y  w    y w 
y      ECU C

**	The	Indicators	are	taking	into	account	the	official	annual	average	exchange	rate	to	the	USD	throughout	the	period.
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   w    E
 E C  
 w   w :  

   ;
        

;
      ;
  ;
  ;
    ;
 y y;
  ;
 v ()  

;
    v  v;
   ;
 y y;
  y  ;
  ;
-	financial	markets	(banking,	insurance,	cur

y   );
    ;
  .
T ECU   w    E 

  B K  R 

 y       
v     w  
    v   x  
   .

W y    
      ECU v  
     w 
   . Fy    
y  y  w    
 2011 w  EUC y   x
    2007 w  w y 
. Sy   y    
      y  
y    . A  
   v     
  w()  j   ECU 
w    . Y   
year	data	is	not	enough	to	make	a	final	conclu
         
 . Hwv  
  y      
. 

T v       
ECU	 countries	 increased	 during	 the	 two	 first	
y   w w   2013  
  y (F 4). 

Figr 4. B T  EES  20112013
Source: http://www.eurasiancommission.org
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R      x
  2013  91.2%   2012  
w  v w  94.1%    
  K w B  
   x y 3.4 %. I   
   w     
 w        ECU 
  w      x 
 2011. I 2011  w   
 134% w    v y 
whereas	in	2013	the	figure	was	only	94.5%.

B w  y y  
y   x   EES w 
 . T B   
    EES v  27.6 % w 
R  K   
v w. T   K  
  y   w y 
 2.2%. T v    w  
EES  w  q    
   y  (F 5).

Figr 5. S  EES M S  T M T  EES  20112013
Source: http://www.eurasiancommission.org 

A      v 
of	trade	in	2013	was	significant,	a	more	impor
tant	observation	would	be	 that	 it	was	 the	first	
    y   ECU/EES x
 w    w w   
w      x   

v   (T 3). I  2011 
 2012  v     w 
 ECU/EES x q y  
 x     y  
ECU/EES,	 in	2013,	however,	 the	figures	were	
94.5%. 98.6% vy (T 3). 
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al 3. M T w ECU  By Ix***

rad wit ird Cntri tal rad wit 
ECU Cntr 

V Ex I Ex 
2011  1322 133 1308 1339
2012  1030 1021 1046 1075
2013  996 986 1014 945

Source: http://www.eurasiancommission.org

D  ww      
2013        y  
 C U’ x   v  
   w  ECU w   
  y  U   2011   
2012. T  w  x   
ww      2013.

A   E E C
        
  w      y 
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flows	in	the	developing	countries*;
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39.3%  w         2000 [3]. 
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Kazakhstan on Eurasian 
Integration and the 
Eurasian Economic Union
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Figr 1. W K  K’ I Ivv (U) D Y S? (% 
  vy)

Source: KazSS. 2014. Eurasian Integration and Kazakhstan’s Participation of the Eurasian Economic Union //
Public Survey. Almaty: KazSS under President of Kazakhstan.
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there	were	no	any	significant	differences	of	the	
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Figr 2. Hw W Y A P   ECU S F? (%   vy)

Source: KazSS. 2014. Eurasian Integration and Kazakhstan’s Participation of the Eurasian Economic Union //
Public Survey. Almaty: KazSS under President of Kazakhstan.
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Figr 3. H  ECU I  K B My Pv  Nv? (%   
vy)

Source: KazSS. 2014. Eurasian Integration and Kazakhstan’s Participation of the Eurasian Economic Union //
Public Survey. Almaty: KazSS under President of Kazakhstan.
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Figr 5. D Y S K’ M   EEU? (%   vy)

Source: KazSS. 2014. Eurasian Integration and Kazakhstan’s Participation of the Eurasian Economic Union //
Public Survey. Almaty: KazSS under President of Kazakhstan.
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Source: KazSS. 2014. Eurasian Integration and Kazakhstan’s Participation of the Eurasian Economic Union //
Public Survey. Almaty: KazSS under President of Kazakhstan.
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Source: KazSS. 2014. Eurasian Integration and Kazakhstan’s Participation of the Eurasian Economic Union //
Public Survey. Almaty: KazSS under President of Kazakhstan.
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Source: KazSS. 2014. Eurasian Integration and Kazakhstan’s Participation of the Eurasian Economic Union //
Public Survey. Almaty: KazSS under President of Kazakhstan.
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The Eurasian Union: 
Implications for Kyrgyz 
Economy
AZAMAT AKELEEV
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al 1. Av T  I y Iy
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  0062 0015

   . M 0846 1296
 y 2763 9164
 y 8837 11110
ww   0109 6276
   y 0975 6269
      5764 10757
 y 0007 3783
    1279 7965
 4799 3760

   2049 11939
Source: Eurasian Service of Kyrgyzstan, (calculated by author)
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  C U. O v  
 w       
on	imports	of	food	and	more	than	five	times	in	
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   y. 
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      w 
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  y . A    
        
     y  
. A   v  Kyy
   49.8%    CU 
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    y x   

 w        Kyy 
 j  C U (T 1).



45QUARTERLY ANALYTICAL REVIEW 1 (57)/2015

E U R A S I A N  E C O N O M I C  U N I O N

T 2 w w     
  CU   w  
  y 1%. F x  v 
w  1%      
  y w    
        CU 
by	2.85%	in	the	first	two	years;	by	2.69%	in	the	
first	three	years,	0.52%	in	the	next	four	years.	

Based	on	the	calculated	flexibilities	and	the	
   v   j  CU 

 yy  w    
v   CU  CU . 
T     w   
       w 
 CU  CU  w  
    v     
w  (T 3). T  v 
   2019     
v   v   Kyy’ 
   E E U. 

The	first	hypothesis	meant	that	since	the	new	
   CU   y   
 w w     
   U    w 
  w  . B    
 y     w 
    CU   
     .

B   y v w v 
 w  w y   
      q  
  . F    
called	 “price	 flexibilities”	were	 calculated	 on	
   w y     
        
     2008  2012 (T 2).

al 2. Fxy  I S   NCU C y P

Indtr Flxiilit 
12-08

Flxiilit 
12-09

Flxiilit 
12-10

agriculture,	forestry,	fisheries 4.10 0.98 8.78

  0.85 2.75 2.18

   .  0.85 2.75 2.18

 y 0.52 2.69 2.85

 y 0.29 1.31 6.03

ww   2.11 8.67 9.80

   y 0.85 2.75 2.18
     

 0.17 0.13 0.91

 y 0.99 4.36 2.07

    0.41 1.72 5.24

 0.85 2.75 2.18

   0.17 2.55 2.69

Source: Akeleev, A., Hasanov, R., Attokurov et al . 2014. Analysis of consequences of entering Eurasian Union 
for Kyrgyz Republic
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al 3. C  I P  J  CU/EEU y Iy ( )

Indtr 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
agriculture,	forestry,	fisheries 1 1005 1002 1002 1002 1
  1 1000 1000 1000 1000 1
     1 1004 1002 1002 1002 1
 y 1 1062 1024 1033 1031 1
 y 1 1021 1004 1011 1010 1
ww   1 1062 1013 1035 1031 1
   y 1 1052 1023 1027 1026 1
     
 1 1047 1022 1024 1024 1
 y 1 1000 1018 1019 1019 1
    1 1066 1020 1034 1033 1
 1 0990 0995 0995 0995 1
   1 1097 1035 1052 1049 1

Source: Akeleev, A., Hasanov, R., Attokurov et al . 2014. Analysis of consequences of entering Eurasian Union 
for Kyrgyz Republic
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The	first	 pessimistic	 scenario	 suggests	 that	
j  E U w   x
pected	positive	changes	in	terms	of	simplification	
         
 . 

T      
    E U y  
   25%    . I  
     y  
w    y     
     .

T E U    
         
   w  y 
. Mv      

       
w  U  v   
y w   v  
. T      
   v   
 w  U. 

Silatin Otc
Increased Import Tariffs Simulation w 

that	 the	most	 significant	 effect	 the	 economy	
Kyy w       
 y      .
F 1 w  v v 
   GDP    v 
      .

Fig.	1	shows	that	in	the	first	year	after	join
  EU     GDP ( 6.3%) 
 x w     w 

  v    x (. 
Fig.	2	and	3)	due	to	a	significant	increase	of	the	
        
 Kyy.

Figr 1. S: C  GDP*
Source: MAMS (calculated by author)

Figr 2. S: C  Ex

Source: MAMS, calculated by author

*	In	the	figure	above,	the	""      ""     "  "
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Trade Facilitation Simulation y  
  v      
is	 that	 the	 trade	 barriers	will	 be	 significantly	
  w      x   
   E U. A   w 

 F 4  GDP w w  v  
  w  I  Import 
Tariffs Scenario v (F 3) y    
   v     
  . 

Figr 4. GDP Gw  M S

Source: MAMS, (calculated by author)

F 4 w   v w  
  20162019  4.10%  Baseline Sce-
nario; 3.50%  Import Tariffs Scenario  
3.76%  Trade Facilitation Scenario.

Hwv v v   
 20162019        

   w   y v. T 
x        
v w  v y   w  
x v  w    
 . I      v 
  w    ww.

Hwv  w     
        
a	slowdown	in	the	growth	figures	as	the	major	

y    w   
y      w 
x w.

 

Figr 3. S: C  I

Source: MAMS, (calculated by author)
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Russia’s and China’s 
Energy Policies in Central 
Asia1

AINUR NOGAYEVA

T   C A 
which	is	defined	as	“global	Bal
” y   [1; .62] 
 “w” [2] y   
v    

   USSR y    
        w
. I   w   USSR 
   w w   j 
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   w    
. S  y   J  EU 
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  w v     
y w  vv. 

I  x    x
     y  w w  
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y  I  I  w  
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and,	therefore,	can	be	observed	and	influenced,	
         .

Ria’ Enrg Plic in Cntral ia
A  E ’  y 

 R      

         
 . Russia’s National Security Strategy 
(2009)         
 vy    y 
   M E  N P 
 C S  C A  
y. T  w   y 
      v   
      
y     . I    
“     v   
   R F    
  ” [3].  

T Energy Strategy  2020   
2003 x R’     
. Ty  j  y  
      E 
 A    R v 
   y  y 
 v   y  w  
y. T    v 
     R  
  v     
       
y j [4]. H    
C A    y w R
     y w   
x. T Strategy    wy 
 y   R’ j ;  
   y     
      y 

* F : Russia, the USA and China in Central Asia:A Pursuit of Balance in the New World Order, LAP P Sü Gy 2014). 
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