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EXPORT IMPACT IN THE EEU
ON THE ECONOMY OF KAZAKHSTAN

Abstract

The controversy regarding the place of the Eurasian Economic Union in the economy of Kazakhstan has become
especially relevant in the current geopolitical conditions. Some economists consider the Union as a booster of the
economy, others as a ballast that pulls the development of the economy back. Kazakhstan is a country with an open
economy, so export plays an important role in the development of the economy. This article aims to consider the
role played by the export of the Republic of Kazakhstan in general, to the EEU and to countries outside the Union,
as well as how the Union has influenced the diversification of the economy of Kazakhstan. The authors' review
of the scientific literature on this topic showed that the analysis of Kazakhstan's foreign economic relations in the
EEU is given enough attention in domestic and foreign scientific literature. However, the authors wanted to present
their vision of this problem. We analyzed the impact of exports in the EEU on Kazakhstan's GDP in comparison
with the impact of total exports, as well as exports to non-EEU countries. As well as an analysis of changes in the
structure of exports to find out whether the Economic Union has contributed to the diversification of the economy
of Kazakhstan. The study used methods of comparison, analogy, regression and factor analysis using data from the
Bureau of National Statistics of the Republic of Kazakhstan, as well as statistics of the Eurasian Commission. The
results can be used in further research.

Key words: economic union, exports, regression analysis, export concentration, countries, foreign economic
relations, diversification.
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Introduction

As you know, integration processes have emerged as a way to jointly combat the challenges of
globalization within individual regions or territories, usually this leads to a rapprochement of the
participating economies and mutual benefit. As a rule, the creation of regional economic associations
should be accompanied by the following conditions:

¢ Similar level of economic development and market.

¢ Geographical proximity of countries, when countries are located on the same territory and have
transport communications.

¢ General economic or other problems (such as the problems of protecting domestic producers
from third countries, investments in economic growth, problems of economic regulation, political
cooperation, etc.).

+ A demonstration effect when the acceleration of economic growth, lower inflation, employment
growth and other positive economic shifts have a certain stimulating effect on other countries.

Domino effect, when countries that are not part of a regional association experience certain
problems, such as a decrease in trade turnover with countries that are part of a regional association.

It is impossible not to mention the advantages of international integration, which (at least de jure)
gives the participating countries and the Eurasian Economic Union. This:

1) access to the resources (technological, financial, labor, material) of the partner countries and
expansion of the market capacity (for comparison: the population of Kazakhstan is 19 million people,
and the population of the EEU is 184 million people);

2) privileged conditions for firms of the participating countries (for example, duty-free import of
goods), protection from competition from third-country firms;

3) mutual assistance in solving complex socio-economic, scientific, technical, environmental
and other problems by partner countries (including the delivery of medicines in the fight against the
pandemic, the creation of technological platforms, etc.).

The issues of Kazakhstan’s participation in this integration association are not entirely
unambiguous. These issues are particularly acute in today’s complex geopolitical situation, creating
both opportunities and threats for the country’s economy.

Literature review

The literature review showed that regional integration associations, including the EEU, are given
enough attention in both domestic and foreign literature.

A. El-Agraa made a certain contribution to the development of the theory of regional integration.
In his book “Regional Integration Experience, Theory and Measurement”, he presents a comprehensive
and critical analysis of the theoretical and empirical literature on international economics that has
emerged as a result of the spread of regional integration schemes over the past four decades [1].

Economic issues of regional integration are inextricably linked with political issues. The theory
of regional integration considers the following key issues: why and under what conditions States
decide to transfer political power to regional organizations; how regional organizations expand their
tasks, competence and number of members; what influence they have on States and societies in their
regions. F Schimmelfennig in the work “Regional Integration Theory” examines the main theories
explaining the development of European integration, such as inter-government, neofunctionalism
and post-functionalism. The key debates in the theory of regional integration took place between the
variants of the intergovernmental and neofunctionalist theory of integration from the point of view
of the key participants: governments in the first case and transnational corporations in the second [2].

Andrea Bonilla Bolafios notes that currently the terms “regional integration” and “regional
economic integration” are often used interchangeably, despite the importance attached in the literature
to non-economic factors of integration, especially political ones. Inspired by the South American
integration project, he developed a new approach evaluating regional integration initiatives. The
author suggests analyzing any regional integration project from three complementary points of view:
economic integration, political integration and physical integration. Moreover, he argues that political
and physical integration represent a preliminary step towards economic integration, and not the final
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stage, as many scientists assume. In other words, it is argued that the zero stage in the theory of
economic integration is necessary to ensure the long-term sustainability of the regional bloc [3].

Problems related to the existence of the Eurasian Union, which includes Kazakhstan, are widely
published both in the scientific and periodical press. In its formation and development, the Eurasian
Union has undergone many changes, there have been both positive moments and problems. E.
Vinokurov gives an assessment of the results of the creation of the Eurasian Economic Union. In his
opinion, “on the one hand, the EAEU was not an impeccable “success story”. The progress of the EEU
has slowed down after the initial rapid pace. On the other hand, the EEU has achieved a lot. It is best to
consider this union not as an exception to the general rules of regional economic integration, but rather
as a functioning customs union with its own successes and stumbling blocks.” His article examines
the state of Eurasian institutions, the single market of goods and services; the state of mutual trade and
investment flows between member states; work to eliminate non-tariff barriers; problems related to
effective coordination of macroeconomic policy; progress in creating a network of free trade zones of
the EEU; the state of the common labor market and the dynamics of public opinion regarding Eurasian
integration in the five member states [4].

Golam M., Monowar M. critically analyze the history and evolution of the EEU, as well as the
successes, problems and prospects of the Union. In their opinion, despite numerous attempts and
initiatives, the actions of the EEU have not achieved any significant success, since most of its goals
were either declarative or politically motivated and were not taken seriously. Russian dominance,
influence, control and pressure could also be the reasons for the lack of progress and success. Bitter
historical memories and mistrust between Member States also hindered the integration process. The
article concludes that this is the last attempt at integration in the region of the former USSR, and it
seems that it is in a difficult situation and may end in failure due to the deterioration of economic
conditions in Russia, the ongoing conflict between Russia and Ukraine and distrust between the
member states [5].

A. Yesdauletova, A. Yesdauletov in the article “The Eurasian Union: Dynamics and Difficulties
of the Post-Soviet Integration”, considering the events related to the integration processes between
Kazakhstan, Russia and Belarus, which jointly existed as a Customs Union and a Single Economic
Space (the article was published in 2014), also emphasized that integration into Eurasia is developing at
an amazing speed and faces a number of obstacles. The first of these difficulties is related to economic
relations. The second is the fears of Kazakhstan and Belarus of a potential loss of sovereignty, including
a decrease in the ability of these countries to independently manage their internal and external affairs.
The third group of problems is related to the desire of small countries to avoid dependence on one
state. The Eurasian Union is also designed to balance China’s increased involvement in Central Asian
politics [6].

R. Dragneva, K. Wolczuk in the work “The Eurasian Economic Union Deals, Rules and the
Exercise of Power” state that the EEU has received an ambiguous reaction. All member states have
different reasons for participating in Eurasian integration, including the interest of strengthening
global influence, countries are not interested in conducting deep economic integration in a regional
context. The competing goals of the member States actually prevent the project from becoming a
genuine economic union. The authors mention significant institutional shortcomings within the EEU,
for example, weak institutions, which, in their opinion, will make the organization ineffective in the
medium and long term [7].

V. Gursky identifies the following main contradictions that have arisen in the process of integration
of the EEU member states. Such as the formalization of the integration process, the discrepancy
between the growing number of signed intergovernmental agreements (“integration from above”) and
the declining activity of economic interaction of the EEU member states (“integration from below”);
the priority of political goals and initiatives, despite the declared economic nature of the integration
association; competition of the national regulatory and legal systems of the member states, which in
many respects do not correspond to the contractual legal system of the EEU; the unwillingness of the
EEU parties to free economic interaction without exceptions and restrictions (in some positions, the
issue has been postponed until 2025) [8].
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From the point of view of Zh.M. Medeubayeva, Kazakhstan initially pursued two important goals:
the creation of a single market for oil, gas and electricity and free access to the markets of neighboring
states, primarily Russia and Belarus as a transit [9].

B.M. Mukhamediev, J.S. Temerbulatova, G.K. Ilyashova assessed the impact of the Eurasian
Economic Union on bilateral trade between Kazakhstan and other member countries of the integration
bloc. As a result of the study, it was found that Kazakhstan’s bilateral trade flows with the EEU
countries in 2018 would have been 18.5% less if Kazakhstan had not joined the EEU [10].

A.B. Temirova, A.Sh. Abdimomynova also see many economic benefits for the development of
business and the economy as a whole [11].

A.A. Migranyan shows the stabilizing and stimulating effect of participation in the EEU on the
economy of Kazakhstan in conditions of instability of foreign markets. However, comparing the
geographical structure of Kazakhstan’s foreign trade by enlarged commodity groups in 2010 and
2018, the author comes to the conclusion that there were not literally any changes [12].

Materials and methods

The impact of Kazakhstan’s participation in the Eurasian Union on the development of the
economy, from our point of view, should be reflected in the main macroeconomic indicator: GDP.
Of the two components of foreign trade turnover, it is the growth of exports that directly affects
GDP growth. Therefore, we attempted to identify the relationship between exports and GDP, while
comparing the impact of total exports, external exports (exports to non-EEU countries), as well as
exports to the EEU. The indicators were used in terms of value (US dollars).

Further, an important priority and indicator of the sustainable development of Kazakhstan’s
economy 1is the diversification of production. In the last part of the study, the concentration of
Kazakhstan’s exports to the EEU was calculated in dynamics in order to analyze: has membership
in the EEU contributed to a decrease in the raw materials orientation of the economy of Kazakhstan?

To achieve these goals, such research methods as comparison, analogy, factor and regression
analysis were used. The indicators are calculated on the basis of official data of the Bureau of National
Statistics of the Republic of Kazakhstan and the Eurasian Commission.

The structure of exports/imports of EEU countries in Kazakhstan’s mutual trade was compared
with the rest of the Eurasian Union countries (Russia, Belarus, Kyrgyzstan, Armenia) to see the
differences and advantages/disadvantages for Kazakhstan.

Regression analysis was conducted in Excel in order to determine the degree of influence of
exports as one of the components on Kazakhstan’s GDP comparing exports to the EAEU with exports
to other countries and total exports. For this purpose, statistical data on Kazakhstan’s exports and GDP
in millions of dollars were used.

Export concentration was calculated using the Hirschmann-Herfindahl index (Formula 1).

HHH =Y d} (1)
i=1
here:
d is the share (%) of the i-industry in the structure of Kazakhstan’s exports to the EEU market.

According to the methodology adopted in Kazakhstan,

d>2000 means that the market is highly concentrated,

1000<d<2000 means that the market is medium concentrated,

1000>d means that the market is poorly concentrated.

The study was conducted in several stages. At the first stage, literary sources were studied. At the
second stage, the coefficient of determination of three types of exports and GDP of Kazakhstan was
calculated. At the third stage, the concentration of Kazakhstan’s exports to the Eurasian Union was
calculated.

The period analysed was 13 years (2010-2022): from the establishment of the Customs Union,
the precursor organisation to the Eurasian Economic Union.
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The authors believe that the period studied is sufficient for such an analysis to assess the economic
benefits and disadvantages. We also believe that the conducted research will make a small contribution
to the study of this problem and will be used in the future.

Main provisions

Kazakhstan is a country with a small open economy, the impact of exports on GDP is significant.

According to the national statistics and statistics of the Eurasian Commission, during the years
of Kazakhstan’s membership in the EEU, the share of exports was 9-13%, and the share of imports
was 23-27%, i.e. 2-3 times higher. At the same time, Russia (62—-66%) and Belarus (22-27%) have a
higher share of exports.

In our work, we used regression analysis to assess the impact of exports on the country’s GDP
as the main macroeconomic indicator of its condition. At the same time, the impact of exports to the
EEU, exports to countries outside the Economic Union and total exports on Kazakhstan’s GDP was
compared.

Kazakhstan, with its huge resource potential, has not yet moved away from a resource-based
development model dominated by the products of the extractive sector in its 30 years of existence. The
structure of the economy is reflected in the structure of exports and its concentration.

We have calculated the concentration of Kazakhstan’s exports according to available data (2011—
2022), which allows us to find out whether membership in the EEU contributed to the diversification
of Kazakhstan’s economy.

The authors conducted a literature review on this topic, and the analysis of the impact of
Kazakhstan’s participation in the integration association on the economy can form the basis for further
research in this area.

Results and discussion

After 13 years, an analysis of the results of Kazakhstan’s membership in the Eurasian Union is of
interest. The main indicator of trade cooperation is foreign trade turnover. Kazakhstan is a small open
economy country, foreign trade turnover amounted to 40—64% of GDP.

If we compare exports and imports from/to the Union and determine Kazakhstan’s place in the
structure of exports and imports of Eurasian Economic Union countries, we can state that Kazakhstan
is to a greater extent an importing country in the Eurasian Union. Kazakhstan’s share of exports in
mutual trade is 9—13%, while its share of imports is about 23-29%. As can be seen, the share of
imports was higher by more than 2 times. Share in exports was the highest at the very beginning — in
2010 (12.7%) and then with fluctuations but had a declining tendency and in 2021 was 10.7%.

According to Eurasian Commission statistics [13], imports dominate in the structure of mutual
trade of all countries except Russia. Thus, Belarus accounts for 22-27% of exports and 30—41% of
imports. Kyrgyzstan and Armenia have a share of about 1% in exports, while in imports: Kyrgyzstan —
3.4-4.5%, Armenia 2.2-3.2%. The opposite is true for Russia: the share in exports is 62—-66%, while
in imports it is 31-37%. Thus, Russia benefits the most (table 1, p. 14).

Considering that it is exports that improve the country’s economic situation (GDP, employment,
production, people’s incomes, etc.) and also contribute to social progress, we have considered the
results of Kazakhstan’s foreign economic activity in terms of exports.

Exports are a component of GDP through net exports: export growth contributes to GDP growth.
In the course of the study, we considered data for comparison: total exports (total); exports with
non-EU countries (external); exports to Eurasian Union countries. We used statistical data from the
Eurasian Economic Commission and the Bureau of National Statistics of the Republic of Kazakhstan
since the establishment of the Customs Union (2010).

Judging by the growth rate of export volumes, it can be noted that the Republic of Kazakhstan is
equally active in foreign trade and within the EEU, however, in the structure of total exports (in value
terms) the share of exports to the Eurasian Union countries was 7—13%.
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During the years under analysis, the growth of exports was higher with the countries of the
Eurasian Union — 61.8%. Total exports increased by 40 per cent, while exports to non-Eurasian Union

countries (external exports) increased by 37.6 per cent. At the same time, GDP growth was 48.9%
(table 2).

Table — 2 Dynamics of Kazakhstan’s exports, $ million

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

148052,4|192627,6 (208002,1|236633,3|221417,7{184387,0| 137278,3 |166806,3| 179337,8 | 181665,9 [171083,7|197055,6 | 220 472,1

GDP

60270,8 | 84335,9 | 86448,8 | 84700,4 | 79459,8 | 45955,8 | 36736,9 [48503,3 | 61111,2 | 58065,6 | 47540,8 | 60321,0 | 84 394

Export, total

54271,7 | 77232,6 | 80220,2 | 78766,8 | 73010,0 | 40835,5 | 32806,8 [43240,7 | 55064,4 | 51659,4 | 41868.,9 | 52506,9 | 74684,2

Exports to countries other

than the EEU

5999,2 | 7103,3 | 6228,7 | 5933,60 | 6449,9 | 5120,3 | 3930,2 | 5262,5 | 6046,8 | 6406,2 | 5671,9 | 7814,1 | 9709.8

Export to the EEU

countries

Note: Compiled by the authors on the basis of sources [13, 14, 15].

In value terms, GDP increased from $148,052.4 million to $220,472.10 million. Total exports
increased from $60,270.8 million to $84,394.00 million, exports to non-EEU countries increased from
$54,271.7 million to $74,684.20 million, exports to Eurasian Union countries increased from $5,999.2
million to $9,709.8 million.

The importance of exports in the economy is more clearly shown by the share of this indicator in
GDP, expressed in %.

Kazakhstan is an open economy with broad foreign trade relations. Total exports accounted for
25-44% of GDP in various years. Exports had a more significant impact on Kazakhstan’s GDP in
2010-2012 ‘post-crisis’ years and 2021-2022. A significant decline occurred in 2015, due to crisis
phenomena, devaluation in 2014 and 2015 caused by the military conflict between Russia and
Ukraine. Overall, the share of total exports in Kazakhstan’s GDP decreased from 2010 to 2015 and
then increased from 25% in 2015 to 38% in 2022.

The share of exports to non-Eurasian Union countries also declined from 2010 to 2015, and then
grew until 2022. Given that it is exports to other countries that account for the bulk of total exports
(about 90%), the dynamics of this indicator influenced the dynamics of total exports. The share of
exports to EEU countries in Kazakhstan’s GDP remained relatively constant and not very significant —
about 3—4% (table 3, p. 16).

The impact of the dynamics of exports to the EAEU on Kazakhstan’s GDP is shown by regression
analysis of the relationship between each of the exports and GDP.

The results of the Excel analysis illustrate the statistical method of the relationship between the
above indicators. The value of approximation reliability or coefficient of determination R2 measures
the reliability of the trend line. The closer R2 is to 1, the greater the dependence between the studied
indicators illustrates the trend line.
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Table 3 — Share of exports in Kazakhstan’s GDP

2010 | 2011

2012

2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016

2017

2018 | 2019 | 2020 | 2021 | 2022

Share

of total
exports in
GDP

41% | 44%

42%

36% | 36% | 25% | 27%

29%

34% | 32% | 28% | 31% | 38%

Share of
exports
to other

countries
in GDP

37% | 40%

39%

33% | 33% | 22% | 24%

26%

31% | 28% | 24% | 27% | 34%

Share of
exports to
the EEU
countries
in GDP

4% 4%

3%

3% 3% 3% 3%

3%

3% 4% 3% 4% 4%

Note: Compiled by the authors on the basis of sources [13, 14, 15].

In our case, the coefficient of determination R2 shows a closer relationship between total exports
and GDP, as well as exports to countries outside the EEU and GDP of Kazakhstan (the value of R2 is
0.8989 and 0.6584, respectively).

The correlation between Kazakhstan’s exports to EEU countries and Kazakhstan’s GDP is the
lowest: R2=0.3441. This indicates a low level of economic benefits of Kazakhstan’s membership
in the Eurasian Union, and is also associated with a low share of Kazakhstan’s exports to the EEU

(figure 1).

Export, total - GDP
250 000,0
y=14106% + 101451

Export, total, $ mill.

Exports to countries other
than the EEU - GDP

250000
y=1417% + 105586
R*=0,6584

150000

GDP, S mill.

Exports to countries other than the EEU,
S mill.

Export to the EEU
countries - GDP
250000

y=12,17%x + 111547

150000

GDP, 5 mill,

0 OO0 10000 15000

E:-cportuto the EELI countries, S mill.

Note: Compiled by the authors according to Table 2.

Figure 1 — Exports and GDP of Kazakhstan

One of the goals of the EEU was to modernise, cooperate and improve the competitiveness of
national economies. To achieve this goal, diversification of Kazakhstan’s resource-based economy is
necessary. Access to resources, expansion of market capacity, privileged conditions for participants
and mutual assistance should contribute to solving the problem of diversification.

Export diversification is closely related to the diversification of production and is an important
indicator of the level of development of the country’s economy.
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Regional integration, by reducing duties on mutual trade, provides the preconditions for the
development of all sectors of the economy. The technological platforms created in the EEU and the
free movement of labour, goods, services and finance are also the basis for the diversification of
Kazakhstan’s economy, which is rich in natural resources, the growth of production (and therefore
exports) of machinery and equipment, pharmaceutical products, computer and telecommunications
services, etc., which in turn has an impact on the size of GDP.

In fact, the following commodity groups had the largest share in the structure of Kazakhstan’s
exports to the EEU market: Mineral resources (35-50%), Metals and products made from them (17—
32%), Chemical industry products (7-20%).

In order to analyze the impact of participation in mutual trade in the Union on the diversification
of Kazakhstan’s economy, the concentration of exports to the EEU was calculated according to the
Herfindahl-Hirschman index.

The data for 2011-2022 were analysed. The statistics of the structure of mutual trade by commodity
groups was used [13—15]. Using Excel formula 1, the Herfindahl-Hirschman index was calculated for
each year (see the data obtained for each year in figure 2).

The concentration of exports did not change significantly, it was approximately at the same level,
the level of concentration according to the index is high (value 2029-3429), i.e. exports are highly
concentrated, export diversification is low.

The first and last years of the period are characterized by a sharp decline in the level of concentration
(by 600 and 500) (figure 2). Such changes in 2022, according to many analysts, are associated with
re-exports of goods to Russia. Moreover, in the structure of exports to the EEU, the share of exports
of machinery and equipment rose sharply in 2022 (from 7.8% to 24.9% over the year) as did that of
chemical products (from 13.4% to 21.2% respectively).

3428,56

06 2568,42
2570,69

2025,54

uuuuuu

2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020 2022 2024

Figure 2 — Concentration of Kazakhstan’s exports to the EEU market (2011-2022)

Note: Compiled by the authors based on the source [13].

At the same time, the high growth rates of foreign trade turnover indicate that the integration
potential has not yet been exhausted. Especially in the current conditions, when re-export opportunities
create favorable conditions for expanding production in the manufacturing industries of Kazakhstan.
This is the way to diversify production and exports.

Conclusion

The current geopolitical conditions are putting strong pressure not only on Russia and Belarus,
but also on all countries of the Eurasian Economic Union, including Kazakhstan.

The main problems for the economic relations of all member states of the Union are the geopolitical

situation and sanctions on the main trading partner, disruption of supply chains, reduced production
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due to reduced access to the latest technology, components and ingredients, and still existing barriers
and obstacles in the domestic market.

However, it should be remembered that changes in the situation make it necessary to look for
new ways of solving problems, and the current situation, apart from risks, creates opportunities for
diversification and development of Kazakhstan’s economy.

The results of the analysis show:

¢ Kazakhstan is import-oriented in mutual trade of the Eurasian Economic Union, given its
export/import structure.

¢ Dynamics of Kazakhstan’s exports to EEU in 2010-2022 was higher (61.8%) than dynamics of
total exports (40%) and exports to non-EEU countries (37.6%) and dynamics of GDP (48.9%).

¢ The share of Kazakhstan’s exports to the EEU countries in Kazakhstan’s GDP remained
relatively constant and not that significant at around 3—4%.

¢ Determination coefficient R2 shows a stronger relationship between total exports and GDP
(0.8989), exports to non-EEU countries (0.6584) and a lower one between exports to EEU countries
and GDP of Kazakhstan (0.3441). Exports to the EEU had no serious impact on the country’s GDP.

¢ The export concentration as measured by the Herfindahl-Hirschman Index as an indicator of
economic diversification high (2029-3429) initially decreased, then from 2012 to 2021 there was
no significant positive trend, changes only occurred in 2022, which according to many analysts is
attributable to re-exports of goods.
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EASO-JATBI OKCIIOPTTBIH KASAKCTAH
IKOHOMMKACBIHA 9CEPI

Anaarmna

Eypasusuiblk 5KOHOMHKAJBIK OMaKTHIH KazakcTaH 3KOHOMHKACBIHIAFBI OPHBI Typasibl Jay Ka3ipri reocasicu
JKarnaiinapaa epekimre o3ekTi. KelOip 3KOHOMHUCTEp OFaKThl SKOHOMHUKAHBIH KYIIEHTKIII em, ai OacKamapbl
OKOHOMHMKAHBIH JaMYbIH apTKa TapTaTbiH 6aJ'IJ'IaCT pI(Si ! CaHaﬁZ[bI. KaSaKCTaH OKOHOMUKAChI allIbIK €JI, COHABIKTaH
JKCIIOPT SKOHOMUKAHBIH JaMybIHJIa MaHBI3/IbI poll aTkapaabl. byt makanana xanmsl Kasakcran PecnyOnukachbiHBIH
EADO-ra xoHE OlaKKa KipMEHTIH eljiepre KCIIOPTHl KaHAal pell aTKapaThIHBIH, COHMai-aK oqakThiH Ka3zakcran
SKOHOMHKACHIH OpTapanTaHAbIpyFa Kalail ocep eTKeHIH KapacThIpy MaKcaThl KOWBUIFaH. ABTOPIAPIBIH OCHI
TaKBIPBINT OOMBIHINA JKYPTi3TeH FRUIBIMU 9nebueTTepre moiysl KasakcranHsiH EADO-1aFrbl CHIPTKBI SKOHOMHKAIBIK
OaiylaHBICTAPBIH TAJIIayFa OTAHJIBIK JKOHE IETENTIK FRIIBIMU 91€0UETTepAC KETKUTIKTI KOHIN 06IIHETIHIH KOPCETTI.
Amnaiina aBTopiap OyJ1 Moceliere KarbiCThl 63 KO3KapacTapblH YCHIHFBICHI KeJi. bi3 yKasmbl 3KCIIOPTTHIH, COHIAMN-
ak EADO-ra kipMEUTIH ejiepre 3KCIOPTTHIH ocepiMeH caibicThipranga EADO-marbl SkcriopTThiH KazakcTaHHBIH
XKIO-ne ocepin tammansik. CoHmali-aK SKOHOMHUKANBIK OMAKTHIH Ka3akcTaH 3KOHOMHUKACBHIH dpTapanTaHAbIpyFa
BIKIIAJT €TKEHIH aHBIKTAy YIIiH 3KCIIOPT KYPBUIBIMBIHAAFBI ©3TepicTep i TalmaablK. 3epTrrey OaprichiHaa Kazakcran
PecrryOnmukachiHbIH ¥YATTHIK CTATHCTHKA OIOPOCHIHBIH, COHOA-aK Eypasusiiplk KOMHCCHSHBIH CTAaTHCTHKACHIHBIH
JIEpEeKTepiH TaiganaHa OTBHIPHIN, CAIBICTHIPY, YKCACTBHIK, PETPECCUSIBIK JKoHE (DAKTOPIBIK Talgay oaicTepi KoJ-
JAHBUIIBL. 3EPTTCY HOTHIKEIICPI OCHI TAKBIPHIT OOUBIHIIIA KOCBIMIIIA 3ePTTEYCPAC KOJIAAHbLIA alaibl.

Tipek ce3xep: >KOHOMHKAIBIK OJaK, JKCIOPT, PErPECCUSIIBIK Tayjay, JKCIOPTTHIH IIOFBIPIAHYBI, €JIep,
CBIPTKBI 9KOHOMUKAJIBIK OaliiaHpICTap, opTapanTanbIpy.
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BJIMAHUE SKCIIOPTA B EADC
HA 3KOHOMMUMKY KA3AXCTAHA

AHHOTALUA

ITonemuka oTHOCHTENBHO MecTa EBpasuiiCKOro S3KOHOMHYECKOTO COI03a B dkOHOMHKe Kaszaxcrana crama oco-
OCHHO aKTyaJIbHOH B TEKYILUX I€ONOJIMTUYCCKUX YCIOBHIX. OIHH SKOHOMHUCTBI CUMTAIOT COI03 OyCTEPOM SKOHOMH-
KU, Apyrue — 0aniacToM, KOTOPBIH TSHET pa3BUTHE SKOHOMHKH Hazajl. KazaxcraH — cTpaHa ¢ OTKPBITOH SKOHOMHKOH,
MO3TOMY 3KCHOPT UrPaeT BaXKHYIO POJIb B PA3BUTUH SKOHOMMKH. B naHHOM cTaTbe MOCTaBiICHA LIETIb PACCMOTPETH,
Kakyto ponb urpaet skcropt Pecnybnuku Kazaxcran 8 EADC u B cTpaHbl, HE BXOJSIIUE B COI03, @ TAKXKe Kak MO-
BJIFSIUT COIO3 Ha TuBepcHUKanmio dYkKoHoMuKH Kazaxcrana. [IpoBeneHHBIN aBTOpaMu 0030p HAyYHOW JUTEPATypPhI
0 TAaHHOM TeMaTHKe TI0Ka3aj, YTO aHaJIM3y BHEITHeOKOHOMHUYeCcKuX cBs3eil Kazaxcrana ¢ EADC ymensercs nocra-
TOYHO BHHMAaHMsI B OTEUECTBEHHOH U 3apyOe:KHOI Hay4yHOi snTeparype. OfHAKO aBTOpaM XOTeNIOCh MPEACTAaBUTh
CBOE BHJICHUE JaHHOH mpobiembl. Hamu Obut mpoBenieH anaiu3 BimsiHus skcrniopra B EADC na BBII Kazaxcrana mo
CPaBHEHUIO C BIMSHUEM OOIIETo AKCIIOPTA, FKCIIOPTa B cTpaHbl, He Bxosume B EADC, a Takxke aHann3 U3MEHEHUH
B CTPYKTYpE IKCIOPTa, YTOOB! BBISICHUTD, CIIOCOOCTBOBAJ JIM SKOHOMHUCCKHH COI03 TUBEPCH(UKALUN SKOHOMUKH
Kazaxcrana. [Ipu mpoBeneHnn nccienoBaHus ObIIM MPUMEHEHBI METOIBI CPaBHEHMS, aHAJIOTHH, PETPECCHOHHO-
ro 1 (aKTOPHOTO aHAJM3a C MCIIONB30BAHNEM JTaHHBIX BIOopo HanmoHanmbpHOH crarncTuku PecmyOnmmku Kaszaxcraw,
a TaK)XKe CTAaTUCTUKU EBpasuiickoil komuccuu. Pesynbrarbl MCCIen0BaHUS MOTYT UCIOIb30BaTbCsl B JAJIbHEMIINX
M3BICKAHUSAX IO JAHHOM TeMe.

KiroueBble cj10Ba: SKOHOMUYECKHI COI03, JKCHOPT, pel"peCCI/IOHHHﬁ aHaJIn3, KOHICHTpANHusd OSKCIIOPTA,
CTpaHbI, BHCITHEOKOHOMHUYECKUE CBA3H, ,III/IBepCI/I(I)I/IKaLII/I}I.
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