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REVISITING EURASIANISM: PARTNERSHIP OR DOMINATION?"
Bekir GUNAY™

Abstract

This article examines the application of state modalities, from empires to
nation-states to transnational state forms. The line of enquiry is whether the
Eurasian Union, a nascent transnational formation, will evolve into a partners-

hip or domination.
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Ozet

Bu makale, imparatorluktan ulus devletine, oradan uluslar iistii devlet mo-
del uygulamalarin1 genel hatlariyla degerlendirip, XXI. yiizyilda “yeni ulus-
lar iistii olusumlardan biri olan “Avrasya Birligi’nin paylasimciliga mi; yoksa
hiikmedicilige mi?”” dogru evirilecegi sorusuna cevap aramaktadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Avrasyacilik, Avrasya Birligi, Rus Avrasyaciligi,

Kiiltiir Avrasyaciligi, Avrupa Birligi.

* This article was presented on May 5, 2014 at Turkish-Russian Relations Roundtable
held at St. Petersburg State University, Russia. The Russian version in appendix
was translated by Lola Kadyrova Kizil, Lecturer at Institute of Eurasia, Istanbul
University.

** Assoc. Prof. Dr., Director of the Institute of Eurasia and member of Faculty of
Political Sciences, Istanbul University, begunay@yahoo.com
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From empires to nation states

The dominant state model until the 19th century was the empire. In analy-
sing the formation of empires, it becomes clear that the dominant structure
used its military, political and economic power to rule over the kingdoms as
well as vassals, first integrating and then assimilating them. Based on a py-
ramid concept of administration, the power is concentrated at the hands of a
single man, i.e. the emperor. The lack of checks and balances in this system
enabled the emergence of tyrants, to use Plato’s term. An important feature of
this structure is the number and range of component nations and states. The
weak nations lost the particular identity characteristics such as language, cul-
ture, folklore, and even belief systems after a certain duration. The dominant
power deprived its subjects of the right to live, and imposed its own national
forms of identity. The Roman Empire provides the best example in this respect.
The dominant structure is like a magnet; it compels alignment..

If we assess the French Revolution through this lens, we see that
the force of the magnet was repelled when the subjects revolted against the
dominant structure. This meant the dissolution of the empires. The emergence
of the nation state gave birth to a new era and new state model. The nation
state format also faced a number of challenges. The constituent and dominant
element of the nation state comprises of otherizing politics, aimed at
eradicating other religions, languages and races. This dominant ideology of
the 20™ century elevated the otherising process to another level, by seeking to
invade the living space of the other and completely assimilate it. This gives rise
to a merciless state model. We can consider Hitler’s Germany and Mussolini’s
Italy as examples in this regard; their radical ideological orientations of the
nation states paved the way for the Second World War. However, the world
has rejected this model. Taking into account the post-1945 developments, it is

evident that a new supra-national state model has appeared in Europe.

Supranational state model: European Union

The Second World War caused an upheaval among the Europeans states

and nations. The greatest powers of Europe and the world lost their positions in
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the balance of power. The notion of a supranational entity rather than a single
dominant state in continental Europe came to the fore. In fact, the model of
combining forces in times of extraordinary situations - i.e. military alliances
- was widely used in the 18" and 19" centuries. Its integration with the world
system emerged as a new model. After 1945, the supranational model came
into existence, in the form of the European Economic Community, later the

European Community and finally the European Union.

The EEC, which was established based on compulsory cooperation,
became a supranational model that functioned like a state, i.e. the EU. This
structure was successful in certain respects, but the imperial discourses re-
emerged in the EU at the end of the 20™ century; dominant states interfered
with the territory of other states. Despite discussions of a European supra-
identity, the breaking point arrived when an economically dominant power
pursued aggressive and domineering approaches towards other nations. The
recent German policies towards Greece, Spain and Portugal are of good
examples of this. On the other hand, Island’s reluctance to EU is a crucial reflex
worth considering. These discussions are signals of that the EU model has
transformed into a different kind of structure. The domineering and dominant
type of power which became authoritarianism in empires has also infected
the EU. An examination of the structure of EU is sufficient to grasp what the
nature of the problem. Even though theoretically, the EU is based on upon
equal power, the reality is far from this. The recent power formation inside the
EU presents a different picture. The transformation of EC into the EU in the
late 1980’s marks this progression. While the early flexible supranational but
non-binding organization of European Parliament resembled a thin layer of
authority over the member countries, the discussions about new world order
have given rise to the aforementioned dominant structure. When the actual
situation is assessed, EU comprises of three types of countries, which we can

classify as A, B and C types.

Group A consists of Germany, the UK and France, while Group B includes

Italy and Spain. Group C is comprised of Eastern European countries like
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Poland and Balkan states. Among the dominant countries of Group A, the
sphere of German influence has been extensive. When the relations among the
Group A countries are evaluated, it is easily detected that power is weighted
to Germany’s advantage. The UK’s political focus has traditionally extended
beyond the continent, and while France’s influence has waned, Germany has
turned its economic power to political clout, and has begun dominating the

EU. The German financial policy towards Greece is a good examples of this.

I hold the view that the flexible structure of the EU will move away from
the principle of “the richness of diversity” through an assimilation of member
states, whereby differences shall be flattened by the dominant power. This
indicates that the concerns about the future of EU will grow. If we review
Germany’s EU policies within the context of German foreign policy, we see that
it follows the Prussian path in the process of formation of German Empire. It is
no coincidence that Merkel’s current policies resemble that of Bismarck, who
followed a policy of assimilation vis-a-vis other German principalities, with
the aim of creating a uniform German identity. The aim of this paper is not to
discuss the future of EU. But we can conclude that supranational organisations
have tended to become empires around the end of the 20" century.

The Eurasian Union as a 21* century model for supra-national
organisations: will it be a partnership of domination?

When the supranational models of empires are examined, it is evident that

the dominant power first integrates and then assimilates the weak communities.

Thus, the crucial question is whether the supranational organisations of
this century will demonstrate similar tendencies. From this perspective, I will

review the new supranational formation of Eurasia.

The notion of a Eurasian Union was first made public in 1994 by the
President of the Republic of Kazakhstan Nursultan Nazarbayev in a speech
at Moscow State University. This idea implies a new economic structure and
coincides with the trend towards to a multipolar world system seen in the 21
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century. In recent years, the Eurasian Union has started to become a political
tool for Putin’s Russia. From 2011, Putin has focused on the Eurasian Union.
As a result, on November 18, 2011, Belarus, Kazakhstan and Russia agreed to

form the Eurasian Union in 2015.

We must not forget that in the 21% century, Asia has become the focus of
Eurasia. What we said about the Middle East in the 20™ century, tomorrow we
will say about Central Asia, and what was said about Europe will be said about
Asia. After all, the largest populations, the largest economic structures and
the oldest historical civilisations are there. On this basis, economic, political
and cultural events across Eurasia should be properly supervised. Today, we
stand at the threshold of the formation of a new economic community, and
potentially a political one. There is a Turkish saying: “The water flows as you
draw its route.” The trajectory of the Eurasian Community will be determined

by the result of discussions.

With regard to the economic capacity of the Eurasian Union, along with
Russia and Kazakhstan, a similar rhetoric by South Korea has attracted
attention. Let’s analyse the process of intellectual formation in these countries,

starting from the position of South Korea.

South Korea began to reap the results of its planned investments of the
1980’s during the early 2000’s. Now the country is taking confident steps to
becoming one of the most influential countries in a number of fields, from
information technology to the automotive industry. In short, South Korea sees
Eurasia as an economic market and is keen to foster commercial relations, with

the historical Silk Road as a central factor.

South Korean President Park Geun Hye, in his speech at the International
Conference on Global Cooperation in the era of Eurasia in 2013, described
the Eurasian vision aimed at economic integration, from South Korea, China,
Russia, Japan, including the Central Asian countries and ending in Europe.
In this regard, he spoke of a continental economic formation based on

combination of natural resources, human resources and technological power
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in Eurasia on the principle of “mutual enrichment”. The aim is to revitalise
cities and civilisations all along the historical Silk Road. This project foresees
the integration of trans-Pacific and Asian economies and the creation of the
world’s largest economic organisation. Naturally, this organisation will be
created gradually. South Korea sees itself as a Eurasian gateway to the Pacific
Ocean. In other words, it is trying to integrate the Silk Road with other global
trade routes.

However, returning to the discussion of the classic Eurasian community,
you will notice the difference in the visions of Russia and Kazakhstan on
the Eurasian community. Particularly in terms of “Cultural Eurasianism”,
Kazakhstan perceives the Eurasian Union as an economy-based structure, and
that unites member states’ through cultural compatibility and the principle of

equality.

On the other hand, the Russian view of Eurasia is based on a classical
Eurasianism approach. Political statements like “Russian Eurasia” or “Euro-
Russia” often crop up in speeches by Vladimir Putin. This gives rise to
cautious among potential members of this organisation, which is still under

construction.

A critical approach to the eurasian union

After determining the general features of the Eurasian Community, it will
be useful to evaluate the assumption that eventually “Cultural Eurasianism”
will become a model of “Russian Eurasianism.” The reason for this assumption
is the power imbalance between the constituent states of the Eurasian Union.
From any perspective, we can see huge discrepancies between the constituent
members - Belarus, Russia and Kazakhstan. Russian dominance cannot be
outpaced in the economic, political or military spheres. In other words, we
are talking about a union in which dominant power is preordained. If Eurasian
Union is built in this way, we will encounter an organisation that risks soon
becoming a Russian Empire instead of fostering equal “Eurasianship”. The

main issue here is whether Russia will adhere to the principle of equality. We
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know that in such organisations, even in a model with a Secretary General
(such as the UN) or alternating leadership by presidents, the last word will
be with those who have the economic, political and military superiority.
During the creation and launch of this model, there will be inevitablly cautious
approach on the part of the candidate countries for membership. With this
model it will be impossible to achieve equality in the coming years, and the

risk of overwhelming assimilating remains significant.

As long as Russia’s vision of Eurasianship feeds Moscow’s dreams of
reviving a Russian empire, it is necessary again and again to review all the
steps to create a Eurasian Union. Instead of an empire, an organisation in the
form proposed by Nazarbayev’s “Eurasianism, based on equality of forces,
cooperation and dialogue” is more likely to generate rapid and extensive
development. The future of the organisation will be determined not by the
action of Kazakhstan, but by an open and friendly approach by Russia. In
economic communities, the parties can only achieve effective results if they
agree on a common interest. Therefore, in economic communities and with
the likely political coherence that ensues, the driving force must be the logic
of equal partnership. Equal partnership is possible in a society where there is
a culture of coexistence. The main issue is whether the rich can coexist with
the poor. A society where the rich man crushes the poor cannot prosper; the
loser will be the rich. Coexistence comes along with earning together. For
economic organisations that do not adhere to the principles of coexistence, the
end is the inevitable fate of the EU and past empires. In the process of creating
a new structure in the new century, it is not an unattainable dream to have
organisations where the power is equal, where there is positive discrimination
in favour of the weak, and which employ the principle of shared interests.
If instead of these, each establishes a structure based on its own on race or
language, in subsequent years we shall see the inevitable emergence of various

small religious, racial, and economic structures.

If we want to make history, we should look for new structural models

instead of relying on traditional ones. Structures in which the driving factor
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is humanity, and which foster the balance of power and peaceful coexistence,

will achieve influence in the Asian part of Eurasia during this century.

APPENDIX
HOBOE OCMBICJIEHUE EBPABUICTBA:
PABHOITPABUE WJIM JJOMUHUPOBAHUE?
Jlou. JIp. Bexup TFOHATI*

OTa cTarbs UMEET Lelb OLIEHUTh IPUMEPBI OT UMIIEPUI 10 HALIMOHAJIBHBIX
TroCylapCcTB M Ha4yuMHasg C BTOM OTIPaBHOM TOYKM [0 HaJHALMOHAIBHOMN
rocyJapCTBEHHOM MOJENU, U UCKaTh OTBET Ha BOIIPOC, B KAKOM HAIPABIECHUU
pa3BUBaeTCs ABIISIFOLIEECS HOBOM HaIHAIIMOHAJIBHOU CTPYKTYypoii EBpasuiickoe

COO6H.[CCTBO — K paBHOIIPABHUIO WJIK JOMHUHHUPOBAHUIO.
Or I/IMHepI/Iﬁ K HallMOHAJIbHBIM roCyaapCTBaM

Ecnu mpoananu3upoBaTh TOCIOACTBYIONIYI0O B MHUPE TOCYAapCTBEHHYIO
mozenb 10 XIX Beka, TO MOKHO NMPUNTH K BBIBOLY, UTO IMOJAABISIOLIAs CHJIa
MpUHaANeKaNa K UMIepusiM. B cBoto ouepeib, aHAJIN3 CTAHOBICHUSI UMITEPUI
MTOKA3BIBACT, YTO JOMUHAHTHOE 00pa30BaHUE, HCIIOIB3YS CBOE SKOHOMUYIECKOE,
MOJINTUYECKOE WIIM BOEHHOE TIPEBOCXOJICTBO, BKIIIOYAI B30HY CBOETOTOCIIO/ICTBA
Oomee cnabble TEPPUTOPHUH, KOTOPHIE B AalbHEHUIIIEM MPAKTHUECKH HCUYE3aTH
B UMIIEPUSIX CHayaja MyTeM MHTErpaluu, a B JaJIbHEUIIEM — aCCUMUISIINU.
B mupaMuonomoOHOM yCTpOICTBE BIACTH CHJIA KOHIIEHTPUPYETCS B OTHOM
YEIIOBEKe, KOTOPBIH M SIBIAETCS uUMIieparopoM. OTCYTCTBHE KaKOTO-JIHOO
JIIEMEHTa, TOPMO3SIIET0 HUMIeparopa, Kak roBopwi [lmaToH, mopommio
TUPaHOB. B TakoM KJIaCCHUYECKOM YCTPOMCTBE CJeayeT OOpaTHTh BHUMAaHHE
Ha COCTOSHHE PAa3NWYHBIX HAW{ M rocyaapcTB B uMmmepun. [loaHas moreps

cJ1a0bIMU HaIlMSIMU CBOETO SI3bIKA, KYJIBTYPBI, (DOJIBKIIOpa U JIPyTUX CBOMCTB

* Jlou.Jp., npenogasarens Gakynsrera nomutonorin CraMOyibcKoro YHUBEpCHTETa,
nmupekrop Mucruryra EBpasus, Cram0yi, Typuns, begunay@yahoo.com
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4yepes3 ONPEACIICHHBIN IIEPUOJl BPEMEHHU, HE MOXKET HE IIPUBJIEKaTh BHUMAaHUS
nccnenosarenei. Tor ¢axrt, 9To TOMUHMpYIOIIas CUja HE MpPU3HAET Npasa
Ha JKHU3Hb JPYTOH, MOATBEP)KIACTCS YHHUUTOXKEHHEM S3bIKa, KYyIbTYpHl U
Jlake Bepbl c1aboil Hanuu. B 3TOM miaHe caMbIM IOKa3aTelIbHBIM SBIISCTCS
Pumckas Wwmnepus. JlomuHupyroliee yCTPOMCTBO HAllOMMHAET MArHUT.
CHauana OH MPUTATUBAET UIOJNKH, a 4epe3 HEKOTOPOE BPEMsI OH HAYMHAET
yHUUTOXKaTh UX. Ecinu paccmorpers Opanily3ckyro PeBosItonuIo ¢ 9Tl TOUKU
3pEHUS, MOXKHO YBHJIETh, KAK MTOJIKHM IMOKUJAIOT MarHAT, 0OPETaroT MpEeKHIH
BujJ. Takoe COIPOTUBIICHHE CTAHOBUTCS IPUYMHOM pacmnajga umnepuid. B
HOBOM BEKE Hapsiay ¢ MOACTSIMH HAIMOHAJIBHBIX TOCYIapcTB 00paszoBajcs
HOBBI THUII rocyaapcTsa. HanmonanbHOe TOCyapcTBO Tak K€ CTOIKHYJIOCH C
HEKOTOPBIMH (pyHIaMEHTANBHBIMH MTpoOeMaMu. OCHOBATENb HAMOHABHOTO
rocyJapcTBa, T.e. JOMUHUPYIOINI 2JIEeMEHT, 00pa3yIoIUi pACOBYIO, I3bIKOBYIO
W PEINUTHO3HYI0 OCHOBY CTpaHbl, HAuMHACT pa3padaThIBaTh IOJIUTHKY,
HaIpaBJICHHYIO HA OTUYKJICHUE IIPEICTABUTEIICH NPYTUX PEIUTUM, SI3bIKOB U
pac, IpOKUBAIOIINX Ha 3TON TeppuTopun. Mneonorus, nomuHnposasias B XX
BEKe, JIeTaeT 3TO OTUYKACHHE ellie 0oJiee CMEPTENbHOMN: OIHOE YHUUTOKEHNE
¢11ab0T0, BTOPTascCh B €0 )KN3HEHHOE MPOCTPAHCTBO. Takoe MOHATHE, HA ATOT
pa3 IpeAcTaBisieT Iepes HaMu OecCHOIafHYI0 TOCYyAapCTBEHHYIO MOJEIb.
B stom kimtoue mMoxHO oueHUTH [epmanmto Anonbpda [mrmepa m WUrtammio
bennro Mycconmuuu. PanukanbHOe MOBEACHUE HJCOJOTMYECKOro InadioHa
HAIMOHAJIBHOTO TOCYJAapCTBa, B KAKOH-TO Mepe MOATOTOBUIIO MOYBY Bropoi
Muposoii Boiinbl. B ¢Bsi3u ¢ 3TUM, MUp YK€ HE BOCIIPUHUMAET TaKyt0 MOJEIb
rocynapcersa. Ecnu pacemorpets nepuoa nociie 1945 rona, B EBpone Havana

(hOpMHUPOBATHCS HOBAst MOJIEITD.
HannaumonanbHasi Mozesib rocynapcersa u EBponeiickoe Coo61ecTBo

Bropast Muposas BoiiHa nepeBepHyna Bce cTpaHbl M Hauuu B EBpore.
Bnustensusle cubl Eponmsr XIX Beka, Ja ¥ Bcero Mupa OKa3alucCh
JULOM K JHIy C Yrpo30d OBITh CTEPTBIMH C HCTOPHUYECKOM CIICHBI.
Bosnukimas B KontuHeHTansHOM EBpome nuckyccust o co3JaHMM HEKOH

«IIOCTOSTHHOW HAJTrOCYIapCTBEHHOH CTPYKTYPbI» ITyTeM OOBEIMHEHUS CHII

9 AVID, 11/2 (2013)



Revisiting Eurasianism: Partnership Or Domination?

CTpaH, HEe co3[aBas €IMHOI0 TOCYIapcTBa, B IMOCIEAYIOIIHE TOAbI Hayaia
TIPETBOPATHCS B KM3Hb. B mpuHImIe, Mosiess 00beANHEHNS CHIT TOCYJapCTB
B UPE3BBIYAMHBIX CUTyallUsX, TaK Ha3bIBACMbIC «BOCHHBIC ANbSHCBI», YXKe
npumensuiack B XVIII n XIX Bekax. HoBuzHa 3ToM ke MOJENH 3aKI04aIach
B €¢ MOCTOSHHOM XapakTepe W CIMSIHUU ¢ MUpOBOH cucteMoi. [locie 1945
roga ObUI Ha4aT MHJIOTHBIM TMPOEKT HOBOM HAJIrOCYAapCTBEHHON MOJCIIH.
Oro 6but0 EBpormeiickoe Dxonomuueckoe CoobmiectBo (EDC), a Tak xe
EBpomneiickoe Oovenuuenne Y u Cramu (EOYC), koTopble B HadbHEHIIIEM
nepepociu B Esponetickuii Coro3 (EC). Co3nanHoe Ha OCHOBE 00s13aTEIEHOTO
ynedncta EDC B janbHeilieM npeBpaTuiachk B HAArOCyAapCTBEHHYIO
monenb (EC), aeiicTByroIIyto Kak eaAnHoe rocyaapctBo. HecMoTpst Ha T0, 4TO
9Ta MOzieNb Obla yCHemHo#, K KoHIy XX Beka HaOIogaaich HEKOTOpPHIE
Hecorvacusi BHYTPH Hee, MOJ0OHBIE TeM, KOTOpbIE B CBOE BpeMs HMENH
MECTO B UMIIEPHAX. ITO OBIJIO HE YTO MHOE, KaK BTOPKEHHUE JOMUHHUPYIOIINX
TOCYapcTB B JKM3HEHHOE MPOCTPAHCTBO OCTaNbHBIX. JIMCKyccHMM Ha Temy
«Kro ectp eBpomeen?» u «Urto ecTb OBITH eBpomeiieM?» MPHUBEIH K TOMY,
YTO uepe3 HEKOTOPOe BpeMs KyJIbTYpHbIE KOJbl TaKUX CTpaH Kak IepMmaHus,
Dpaniyst 1 1p. Ha9aIH MPEACTABIATHCS B KAUECTBE EBPONEHCKIX, M HECMOTPSI
Ha 9TO, OBUTO BHUJHO, YTO OCHOBHOW TOYKOH IMeperomMa ObLIO JKECTOKOE
1 JIOMHHHUPYIOIIEE OTHOIIEHHE O3KOHOMHYECKH MPEBOCXOMHONH CHIIBI K
OCTaJbHBIM. B mpuMep MOXHO MPUBECTH MOJIUTUKY [epMaHMU TOCIETHHX
net no otHoweHuto k ['peunn, Ucnanum u Iopryramuu. C 1pyroit cTopoHsl,
¢daxr Bbixoma Mcemanamum n3z EC sBusiercst peduiekcoMm, 3acTaBISIONIAM
3agymarbes. Bee aTH coOBITHS AaloT HaM TMOHSTH, 4ro Monens EC Hawamo
nepeOpMHUPOBBIBATECS B JIPYryl0 CTPYKTypy. Buano, uto EC 3apa3zuinock
TOM ke OONIE3HBIO, YTO ¥ MMIEPHH, KOIJIa THETYIIasl JOMHHUPYIONIas CuiIa
CTaHOBMJIACh CHAaYaja aBTOPUTAPHOH, a TIOTOM TiepepacTaiia B TupaHa. UTtoObl
MIPAaBIIIBHO OMPENENUTh 00JIe3Hb, JOCTATOYHO B3MIAHYTh HA (hAaKTHUECKYIO
crpykrypy EC. Teopernueckn m Ha Oymare opranuzaumss EC omupaercs
Ha «PaBEHCTBO CHJI», HO TEM HE MEHee, peanbHasi KapTHHA TOBOPHT COBCEM
apyroe. Ecnu paccMoOTpeTh CHIIOBbIE 0Opa30BaHUs MOCICIHUX JIET BHYTPH

EC, to nepen Hamu Bcraet apyras kaptuHa. Jleranu, BHeceHHbIe nocie 1980

AVID, 11/2 (2013) 10



Bekir Giinay

rona B niepuo/ npeodpazosanust EDC B EC (k koniy 1990), npuaanu sicHOCTb
kaptuHe. Torna kak »nacTU4Has HaJHAIMOHAIIbHAS CTPYKTypa EBponeiickoro
[TapnamenTa, KoTOpast HU4eM He CBs3bIBaJIa HALMHM, TaK CKa3aTh, BBIIVIA/ENA
KaK «TIOJIb, HAKMHYTasl Ha CTPaHbD), JUCKYCCUU 10 OUCKY HOBOI'O MUPOBOTO
NOpsIIKa HAadaJla CKJIOHATHCS K TOM JOMMHAHTHOHN CTPYKTYpE, O KOTOPOU MBI
TOBOpHIIM BbllIIe. Ecnu paccMoTpeTs peanbHyto kaptuny EC, To MOKHO 4eTKO
YBHJETh, Kak oOpa3zoBaiuchk crpanbl rpynn A, B u C. I'pynna A: Tepmanus,
Anrmus u @panuus; rpynna B: Uranus, Ucnanus u T.o.; rpynna C: crona

MOkHO oTHecTH [lonbiry, BocTounoeBponelickue u bankanckue CTpaHsbl.

Ha mpakrtuke, cpeau cTpaH TOMUHAHTHOW rpymibl A OpocaeTcs B riasa
I'epmanus, ¢ ee mpecTw)KeM W IIHPOTOH 30HBI BIUSHUS B COBPEMEHHOM
Mupe. PaccmarprBasi OTHOIIICHHS M@Ky CTpaHAMH T'PYMIBI A, JIETKO MOYKHO
3aMETUTh HEKOe OOBCAWHCHWE CHWII, HampapicHHOe Ha [epmanuto. Taxoke
MIOHATHO, YTO AHININSA, KaK BCErJa, BHE MaTepuka; OpaHIMs TepsieT BIUSHHUE
U TapajulesIbHO 9TOMY 3KOHOMHYECKash MolLlb [epMaHMM MpeBpalaeTcs: B
MIOJUTUYECKYI0O M OHa HaunHaeT noMmuHupoBath B EC. B mpumep MoxkHO
npuBecTH (PUHAHCOBYIO MOMUTHKY [ epMaHuu 1Mo OTHOIICHUIO K [permn. Mer
MIPUACPIKMUBAEMCST MHEHHS, YTO B MOCJIEAYIONIME TOAbl I'MOKas CTPYKTypa
EBpocoro3a U3 moHATHS «pa3HOOOpa3ue ecTh OOraTcTBO» IMEpeiiIeT B dTarl
pacTBOpeHHs CIAObIX CTPaH B CHJIBHBIX, U OTIMYHBIC OT JOMHHHUPYIOIIECH
CTpaHBI I[BETa HA000pOT OyayT mprodperaTh ee nBeT. 1 310 moKa3bIBaeT, 4To
TpeBora 3a oyaymiee EC Oyzmet pactu. B pamkax u3ydeHus BHEITHEW TTOTUTHKH
I'epManuu MOXHO 3aMeTUTh, 4TO monutuka [epmanum B oTHowmeHun EC
cienyert no mytu [Ipyccuu, koTopas B JaibHelem nepepocia B ['epmanuto.
W necnmyuwailHO, 4TO MEXIy NOJUTHKON BpeMeH bucmapka, OCHOBaHHOU
Ha pacTBOPEHHUH BCeX KHSKECTB B €IUHOM [epmaHCKOM obOpase, mpH 3TOM
HE MNPEIOoCTaBisisi UM IpaB Ha CyLIECTBOBAHME, U MOJUTHKOM, MPOBOAUMOMN
Mepxkenb, ecTh ompenereHHoe cxoncTBo. Ho muckyccnu Ha Temy Oyaymiero
EC — ne ectb 1enp naHHOM cTarbu. Pe3ynbrar oueBUACH: HaAHALIMOHAIbHbBIE

CTPYKTYpHI K KOHITy XX BeKa Jal0T CUTHAJIBI IPe0o0pa3oBaHNs B UMIIEPHIO.
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EBpasuiickoe Coo011ecTBO KaKk MpuMep HOBOii HATHAIIMOHAJILHO
cTpykTypbl XXI Beka: cTaHeT Jii OHO PABHONPABHBIM MJIU

JOMHUHHPYOIHM?

[Ipr w3y4eHnn HaTHAIIMOHATBHBIX MOJETECH MMICpUi B OOLINX YepTax,
MOYKHO YBHJIETb INOMNBITKH JOMHUHUPYIOIIEH CHUJIBI CHadajla MHTErPHUpPOBATH,
a 3aTeM M acCHMWIOBATh ciaOble HApOAbl, HE MPENOCTaBISAs MM IIPaB HA
CYIIECTBOBaHME, KOTZIa B PE3YJbTaTe TUX MOMBITOK MPOSBISAETCSA MKECTKas

TCTCMOHMUA.

B »3T10#i cBA3M TOSIBIsIETCSl BONPOC: OyAyT JIM TIPOSIBISITBCS TTOAOOHBIE
OTHOILICHHSI B HaJHAIMOHANBHBIX oOpazoBaHusix XXI Beka? C 3Toil TOUKM
3peHust ObUIO0 OBl YMECTHBIM paccMoTpeTh EBpasmiickoe CooOmecTBo Kak

MOJIeTb HaJJHAlIMOHATIBHOTO 00pa3oBanust B EBpazuiickom pernose.

Wnes Espasuiickoro CooOmecTtBa BrepBble Oblia ornamieHa B 1994
rony IIpesunentom Pecryomukm Kaszaxcran Hypcynranom Hazap6aeBbim
B €ro BBICTYIUICHHH B MOCKOBCKOM [ OCymapCTBEHHOM YHHUBEpCHUTETE. JTa
ujes, MOApa3yMeBalollas HOBYIO SKOHOMHMYECKYIO CTPYKTYpY, MOIHOCTBIO
COBIIQJIa€T C TPEHAOM, BOCXOJAIIUM K MHOTOMOJsIpHOUN cucteme mupa XXI
Beka. B mocnenuue roxer EBpasuiickoe CooOmiecTBo Hadasio MpeBpamiaThbest
B HauBakHeWImii nonutuyeckuit uHCTpymMeHT [lytunckoit Poccun. Haunnas
¢ 2011 rona ITytun cocpenorouns BHuManue Ha EBpasuiickom CooO1ecTse.
B pesynwrare 18 HOs0pst 2011 roga Obu10 perieHo o6pa3oBath EBpaswmiickoe

CooomectBo, Britoyaroniee benmapycs, Kazaxcran n Poccnto.

Henb3s3a0b1BaTh TO, yTO B MEpPE B X X BeKka IICHTPOM BHUMAHU S CTAHOBUTCS
EBpaswus, a rounee Azus. To, uto Mbl roBopuin o bamkaem Boctoke B XX
Beke, 3aBTpa ckaxxeMm o LleHTpanbHOll A3uu, a To, 4To ToBopwiu o EBpore,
ckakeM 00 Aszum. Benb camble TYCTOHACEICHHBIE CTPAHBI, CaMble KPYITHBIC
SKOHOMHUYECKUE CTPYKTYPbl HAXOISITCSl 37I€Ch, U CTApEHIlINe UCTOPUUECKUE
OUBUIA3ALNN HAYMHAJINCh MMEHHO Ha dTHX TeppuTopusx. Mcxons u3 storo,
clenyeT MpaBWIbHO PYKOBOAMTH OSKOHOMUYECKHUMH, TMOIUTHYECKUMH H

KyJIBTYpHbIMU MeponpusTusiMu 1o EBpaszuu. Ha ceropdsiiHuii 1€Hb MbI
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CTOMM Ha pyOexe (OpPMHUPOBaHMS HOBOTO SKOHOMHUYECKOTO W BO3MOKHO B
JaTbHEHIIIEM TTOJTMTHYECKOTo coobmiecTBa. ECTh Takas Typenkas moropopka:
«Kax Hapucyems pycio, Tak 1 moreueT peka». [103ToMy, TONBKO B pe3yibTare
JIMICKYCCHI MBI CMOJKEM OMPE/eNIUTh, 110 KaKOMY HAIIPaBJICHHIO HAaYHET CBOW

nyTth EBpazuiickoe Coo01ecTBo.

ITo noBoxy obpasoBanusi EBpasuiickoro CooOiiecTBa B 9KOHOMHUECKOM
KadyecTBe, Hapsiay ¢ Poccueil n Kazaxcranom, npuBieKaeT BHUMAHUE TO3ULUS
IOxnoi#t Kopeu. Ilpoananu3upyeM MHEHHS HMHTEUIEKTYaJbHBIX CTPYKTYD
B ITHX CTpaHax. HaumHas ¢ mocmenneil, ocranoBuMmca Ha FOxHOi#t Kopee.

Hauunas ¢ nocnenneid, oopatum BHuManue Ha no3uiun FOsxxHoit Kopen.

Pe3ynbraThl IUIAHOBBIX WHBECTHIN, PEATN30BAaHHBIX B OCHOBHOM IIOCIIE
1980 roma, HOxnast Kopest Hauana momywats B Hadaje 2000-HBIX TOJOB.
Ceifuac cTpaHa AejaeT yBEpEHHBIC IIark Ha IyTH CTAHOBJICHWS OJHOW W3
CaMbIX BIMATENBHBIX B OOJNACTSAX OT WH(POPMALMOHHBIX TEXHOJOTHH 0
aBTomobOmnectpoernusi. OmauMm cioBoM, HOxnas Kopes sumut EBpasuio
B KauyeCTBE HKOHOMHUYECKOTO PBIHKA M CTapaeTcsl COo3JaTh KOMMeEpYecKHe

MPEANOCHUIKH, HEHTPOM KOTOPBIX sABJsieTcss uctopruueckuil [llenkossiii [TyTh.

IIpesunent FOxnoii Kopeu [Nak Kein Xe B cBoeli peun Ha MexxyHapoaHon
koH(epeHiuu «[1o0anbHOE COTPYAHUYECTBO B 310Xy EBpasum» B 2013
roqy omucan EBpasmiickoe BHJCHHE, HANpPaBICHHOE Ha HKOHOMHYECKYIO
uHTerpanuio, HauumHas or HOxnoit Kopew, Kwutas, Poccumn, Snonuw,
Biimtoyast LlenTpanpHoa3uarckue crpaHbsl M 3akaHuuBas EBponoil. B stoit
CBSI3M OH TOBOPWJI O KOHTHHEHTAJIBHOM HKOHOMHYECKOM O00pa30BaHMH,
OCHOBaHHOM Ha 00bEANHEHUH IPHPOIHBIX OOTaTCTB, YEIOBEUECKUX PECYPCOB
U TeXHoJormyeckoi Mouu EBpasuu, ncxoas M3 NPHHLUIA «COBMECTHOTO
oboramenus». CTaBUTCA LENb OXWBICHHS TOPOJOB W  IIMBHIIM3AINH,
HaxOASAIIMXCS Ha BceM NpoTskeHuu ncropuueckoro [lenxosoro [Tytu. B aTom
MIPOEKTE MPEyCMaTPUBACTCS MHTETpaLisl TpaHC-THXOOKEaHCKOH M A3HaTCKON
SKOHOMHYECKHX CHCTEM U CO3JJaHHE CAMOT0 KPYITHOTO B MUPE SKOHOMUYECKON
opraumzanuu. EcrecTBeHHO, 3Ta oprann3amnms OyJeT co3/1aBaThCs IOATAHO U

BHOCIIEACTBIM OyneT oObenuneHa B onHy. lOxuna Kopest BuauT cebdst B posn
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BopoT EBpasuu, OTKpBITBIX B CTOpPOHY Tuxoro okeana. lpyrumu cioBamu,
mbeITaeTcsl peann3oBarte uaeto mHterpanuto llemkosoro Ilytm ¢ apyrumn

MUPOBBIMU MaruCTpajisimMmu.

Bwmecre ¢ Tem, Bo3Bpaiasich K JUCKYCCHUHU O KiaccuyeckoMm EBpasuiickom
Coo0mecTBe, MOXKHO 3aMETHTh pa3HHIly B BumeHMsIX Kazaxcrana u Poccum
no Espasmiickomy Coo0mectBy. OcobeHHo B pamkax «KyabTypHOTO
EBpaswmiictBay Poccuss Buaut EBpasuiickoe Coo0OmecTBO OCHOBaHHBIM
Ha SKOHOMHYECKOW 0asze ¥ IpeajiaraeT Te3uc, OObEAMHSIONMN CTPaHbl MO

KyJ'II;TypHOﬁ COBMCCTUMOCTHU U PABHOCTH CHUJIL.

C ngpyroit croponsl, BujaeHue Poccum no EBpasum pemMoHCTpupyeT
€€ pa3BUTHE B CTOPOHY Kiaccudueckoro EBpaszuiictBa. Ilonuruueckue
BbICKa3blBaHUsl Tumna «Poccuiickoit EBpasum», umn «EB-Poccum» wacto
MIPOSIBIIIIOTCS. B BBICTYIUICHUAX W AeiicTBusax B. [lytwna. D10 cranoBHTCS
MPUYMHON OCTOPOXKHOTO MOAXOAA CTPAaH — TOTEHLHUAIBHBIX YJIEHOB K

OpraHM3aIlK, KOTOPas elle HAXOAUTCS B CTaJHN CO3/1aHMS.
Kpurnueckuii nonxon k Espasuiickomy Coo01ectTBy

Ilocne ompenenenuss ob6bmmx uwepr EBpasmiickoro CooOmiectsa,
ObITI0 OBI 1IEeNecO00pa3HbIM MPOAHATU3UPOBATH TPEANOIOKEHHE, YTO CO
BpemeneM «KymsrypHoe EBpasmiicTBo» mepepacrer B Moaenb «Pycckoro
EBpasuiictBa». I[IpuunHON TNOSIBIEHUS TaKOrO MPEANOJIOKEHUS SIBIAETCS
qucOananc Mexay cTpaHaMmu, cosparouuMu Epasmiickoe Coobmiectso. C
Kakoil ObI CTOPOHBI HE pacCMaTpUBAINCh CTpaHbI-co3naTenu EBpasuiickoro
CoobmecrBa — bemapycs, Poccuss m Kazaxcran — 3aMeTHBI OTpoOMHBIE
HECOOTBETCTBUA. Pocchiickoe rocroiCcTBO HE MOXKET OBITh MPEB30HICHHBIM
HU B SKOHOMHYECKOM, HH B ITOJMTHYECKOM, HM B BOCHHOM 3HAY€HUH — 3TO
¢daxt. JIpyruMu ciioBamH, MbI TOBOPHM O COOOIIECTBE, B KOTOPOM YK€
ompexneneH nomuHaHT. Ecnmu EBpasmiickoe CooOmiectBo OyaeT mocTpoeHo
B TakoM KJO4e, TO BMECTO paBHOIPaBHOTO EBpa3zuiicTBa MBI MOIYIHM
OpraHM3aIMIO C OJHUM JOMHHAHTOM, Win naxe EBpasniickoe CooOmiecTso,

KOTOpoe CcKopo mpeBparutcs B Poccuiickyto Mmmepuro. [1aBHas mpobiema
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3[IeCh 3aKJIIoYaeTcsi B ToM, OyneT s Poccust mpuaepKuBarhCs MPHHIMIA
paBHONpaBhs. MBI 3HaeM, YTO B IOZOOHBIX OpPraHM3ALMAX, JAXKE ECIH
a10 Oyner mozenb ¢ [enepanpHbiM Cekperapem (kak Hampumep B OOH)
WA MOOYEPETHBIM PYKOBOACTBOM IIPE3UACHTAMU CTpaH, B JIIOOOM ciydae
HOCJIE/IHEE CJI0BO OyAET 32 TeM, KTO MMEET SKOHOMHYECKOE, TTOJIMTHYECKOE 1
BOCHHOE MPEBOCXOJCTBO. B mepros co3nanus U Havana AesTeIbHOCTH TaKOH
MOZICSTH COO0O0IIecTBa OyJAeT HEU30CIKCH OCTPOXKHBIA IMOIXOA CO CTOPOHBI
CTpaH-KaHIUIATOB B WieHbl. C Takold MOJIEIBIO B MOCIEAYIOINE Tobl OyaeT
HEBO3MO)KHO JIOCTHYb PaBHOCTH cuil. Hao00poT, eciin BCIOMHUTB NpUMEp C
MarHuTOM M MTOJIKaMH, OyleT HEyIUBHUTEIBHO, €CIIM Yepe3 HEKOTOpOe BpeMs
MBI OKQ)KEMCsl TIepel HOBOM UMIIEpUEi, KOTopast «COOMpaeT UroJIKK Ha cebe 1

YHUYTOXKACT UX».

IToxa Poccust u ee Bunenne EBpaszuiicTBa HOCAT B ceOe WU MOCTPOCHUS
HOBOM Poccutickoii Mmepun, He0OXOMMMO CHOBa M CHOBA IepecMaTprBaTh
Bce dTartkl co3nanus Eppasuiickoro Coobmecta. He mmrepun, a opranm3anus
B mpemnokeHHon HazapOaeBeiM (opme «EBpasumiicTBa, OCHOBaHHOTO Ha
PaBEHCTBE CUIT, COTPYIHUYECTBE U JIUAJTIOTEe» HMEET OOJIBIIIE IIIAHCOB OBICTPOTO
U IIUPOKOTO pPa3BUTHA. Bymylnee opraHuzamuy ONpENeNsioT He JeicTBUS
Kazaxcrana, a OTKpBITBIH M JpyxkemroOHBIH mnoxxox Poccmm k amanory.
B sKkoHOMHYECKHX COOOIIECTBAX, TOJIBKO €CIH CTOPOHBI JOTOBOPATCSA O
COBMECTHBIX HHTEpecaX, JOCTHraetcs I(PQPEKTHBHBIA pe3ynbrar. [losTomy
B OSKOHOMHYECKHMX COOOIIECTBAX W B TOCIEAYIOUIeH MpearonaraeMon
MTOMTUTHYCCKON OpTraHW3alld Ba)KHA JIOTHKA paBHONpaBUs. PaBHOIpaBHe
BO3MOKHO B OOIIIECTBE, T/Ie IMEET MECTO KyJbTypa COCyIIecTBOBaHUS. Baxen
MOMEHT COCYIIIeCTBOBaHUs Oorada ¢ OemHskoM. B o0miectse, rae 6orad qaBut
OemHsKa, HE MOXKET OBITh MPOLBETAHHUS; B TMPOUTPHINIE OCTAHETCs Oorad.
CocyIiecTBoBaTh MOXKHO, 3apabarbiBasi BMecTe. KITFOUCBBIM MOMEHTOM
B COCYIIECTBOBAHUH SABJISETCSA yMEHHE CHJIBHOTO HE JaBHTh CJIaboro u
KOHTPOJIUPOBATh CBOE 3r0. B opranmzanusix, KOTopble IOCTPOEHbI Ha JIpyroi
ocH, Hen30ekeH KOHeI], HACTUTIIINH BBIIIeHa3BaHHBIE NMIlepud. B mpomecce
CO3/1aHUsI HOBOM CTPYKTYpPbI B HOBOM CTOJIETUU HE SIBJISICTCS HEJOCTHKUMOM

MEUTOH OpraHU3aIls, IJe CWIBl PaBHBL, TA€ IPUCYTCTBYET ITO3UTHBHAS
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JUCKPUMHUHAIMSL B TI0JIb3Y CJIAOBIX, rje paboTaeT NMPUHIMI COBMECTHBIX
nHTepecoB. Ecim BMecTo Bcero 3toro Bce OymyT co3maBaTh CTPYKTYPBI MO
pacoBOi MK S3BIKOBON MPUHAUICKHOCTH — B peasie OHO TaK M MPOUCXOTUT
— TO B mocieayrone roasl BMecTo EBpasmiickoro CoobmiecTBa HEM30€XHO

MOABJICHUE pPa3JIMYHbIX MCJIKHUX PEJIMTIHNO3HBIX, PACOBBIX MU 3KOHOMHYCCKUX

CTPYKTYP.

Eciau Mbl XOTUM CO3/1aBaTh MCTOPUIO, TO BMECTO M3BECTHBIX CTPYKTYPHBIX
Mojeneil MOMKHBI MCKaTh HOBBIC. Peann3oBbIBas 3TO, MBI JOJDKHBI HUATH
€CTCCTBEHHBIMHU ITyTAMU. MBI HE JJOJDKHBI 3a0bIBAaTh, 9YTO B ATOM BEKE OYIyT
3¢ PEKTUBHBI CTPYKTYPHI, IJIe OCHOBHBIM (DAKTOPOM SIBIISIETCS YEJIOBEUHOCTD,
OamaHc CwWiI, a [EHTPAIBHBIM MOMCHTOM OYIyT paBHOIIPABHE M MHPHOE
COCYIIIECTBOBaHME, W A3mMarckas 4acTh EBpazum OymeT OMHOW M3 TIIaBHBIX

OTIPAaBHBIX TOYCK.
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