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Theoretical foundations of regional monetary integration
and the practice of forming its prerequisites in the EAEU

The article discusses the historical, political and fundamental economic prerequisites for the transition to monetary
integration within the framework of the EAEU at the present stage of its development. The purpose of the study is to
identify the readiness degree of the EAEU member countries transition to integration in the monetary sphere in modern
conditions. The study makes it possible to substantiate the idea that a currency union in the framework of regional
economic integration should be viewed as a natural result of significant volumes of goods, services and investments
movement between member countries. The necessity and possibility of creating a currency union are determined and
evaluated from the standpoint of the trade intensity and investment flows between the member countries of the Eurasian
Economic Union. The methodology of the study is based on the key ideas of the “optimum currency areas” theory.
The statistical data on foreign investments in the EAEU countries, on the share of gross volumes of mutual trade in the
total volume of foreign trade in the EAEU as a whole and in the EAEU member states, are given. Analysis of mutual
trade and investment indicators showed an insufficient level of economic convergence in the EAEU, assessed from the
standpoint of the mutual trade intensity and mutual foreign direct investment intensity. At the moment, the volumes
and dynamics of trade and investment flow between the EAEU member states do not cause an objective need for a
transition to monetary cooperation at the level of a currency union. This research allows us to consider the problem of
transition to monetary integration between the countries participating in the EAEU from the importance standpoint of
economic prerequisites. The practical significance of the work lies in the substantiation of the objective prerequisites
for the formation and creation of a monetary union in the course of regional integration processes development.

Key words: Currency union, optimal currency area, mutual trade intensity, mutual investment intensity,
customs union.
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AHMaKTBIK BAJIOTAJIBIK HHTETPALMAHBIH TEOPUSIIBIK Herizaepi xoHe oHbIH EADO
meHOepinaeri anFbIIIAPTTAPBIHBIH KAJBINTACY TIKipuodeci

Byn makamaga EADO-TBIH Ka3ipri Jamy caTbICBIHA BAJIOTa OAAFBIH KYPYIBIH HETI3rl TapHXHU-CasCH KOHE
9KOHOMUKAJIBIK aJIFBIIIAPTTAPbl KAPACTHIPUTFAH. 3epTTeyaiH Herisri makcarsl — EADO-ka Mymie-eiaepain Kasipri
JKaFIaiiia BATFOTANIBIK HHTETPALUSHBI KYPYFa NailbIHIBIFBIH aHBIKTAY. MaKamaaa )KYPri3iireH 3epTTey Keyeci HIesTHbI
HETi3/Ieyre MYMKIHJIIK Oepejii: ailMaKThIK SKOHOMHKAJIBIK WHTErpalys MEHOCPIH/C BAIOTAIBIK OAKThl MYIIC-SICD
apachlHIAFbl Tayapiap/blH, KbI3METTEP MEH HHBECTHLHUSUIAPIBIH alTapibIKTall KOJIEMIiHIH KO3FalIbICHIHBIH 3aHJIbI
HOTIOKECI PEeTiH/e KapacCThIpFaH jkoH. EypasusuiblK dKOHOMHKAIBIK OIaKKa MYIIE-eNJep apachlHAAFbl cay/a JKOHEe
WHBECTULIMSIIBIK aFbIMAAP/BIH KapPKBIHIBUIBIFBl TYPFBICBIHAH BaaroTra omaFblH KYpyAbIH KQKETTLIIN MEH MYMKIHAIT
QHBIKTANIA Il XKoHe OaranaHaibl. 3epTTeyAiH diCHaMachl OHTAIIBI BaJIIOTAIap TEOPHUSCHIHBIH aBTOPIAPBIHBIH HETi3ri
UJesIIapbliHa HETI3/ICNTeH. 3epTTEYIiH diCHAMACHl «OHTAWJIbI BAJIOTa aiiMaFbD» TEOPHSCHIHBIH HETI3r1 HAesIapbl-
Ha Herizgenred. Makamaga EADO ennepine OarbITTaliFaH MICTENIK MHBECTUIMsUIAp OoMbIHIIA, TyTactait EADO-
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Tarbl JKAJIbl CBIPTKBI CayJaHBIH >KOHE OHBIH IIIHJEr] MyIle MeMIIEKeTTepAiH e3apa cayjaa KeJleMJepiHiH yieci
TypaJibl CTaTHCTHUKAJIBIK JCPEKTEp KeNTipiareH. ©3apa cay/ia )OHE WHBECTHIHMS KOPCETKIlTepiHiH Tanaaysl EADO-
Ka MYUIe-eNIepIiH KOHOMUKAIBIK KOHBEPTCHIMSCHIHBIH JKETKITIKCI3 neHreiin kepcerti. Kasipri kesge EADO-
Ka MyllIe-eJIiep apachbIHAAFbl Cay/la >KOHE WHBECTHLHMSIBIK aFbIMIAp/BIH KeJeMJIepi MEH CEpIliHi BalloTa Ofarbl
JICHIeiiH/Ier] BIHTPIMAKTACTBIKKA OTYTe OOBbEKTHUBTI KQKETTUTIKTI TyAbIpMaiasl. JKypri3iireH 3epTrey SKOHOMHUKAIBIK
QIFBIIIAPTTAP/BIH  MaHBI3ABUIBIFEl TYPFBICHIHAH MYIIe-eIIep/IiH BaIIOTAJbIK HHTErpalysFra KOIly MaceleciH
KapacTeIpyFa MYMKiHAIK Oepeni. KyMBICTBIH TXKipHOENiK MaHBI3IBUIBIFEl afMaKTHIK MHTETPAMSUIBIK yrepicTepi
JaMbITY OapbIChIH/IA BaIOTA OJIAFbIH KAaJBIITACTBIPY MEH KYPYABIH OOBEKTHBTI aJFbIIIApTTapblH aHBIKTAYybIHA
HeTi3zeneni.

Tyiiin ce3aep: Bamroranblk ogak, ONTHMalAbl BaJIOTANBIK aliMak, e3apa cayJaHbIH KapKbIHABUIBIFBI, €3apa
WHBECTHUIIMSIAP/IBIH KAPKBIHABUIBIFBI, KEICH/TIK O/1aK.
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TeopeTnyeckne 0OCHOBBI PETHOHAJILHOM BAJKOTHOW MHTErPAMU
U npakTuka ¢gopmupoBanus ee npeanocbliok B EAJC

B cratbe paccMaTpuBaIOTCSt UCTOPUKO-TIOIMTUYECKUE M OCHOBOIIOJIATAIOIINE YKOHOMHUYECKHE MPEIOChUIKN
repexoia K BAOTHOM mHTerpanyn B pamkax EADC Ha coBpeMEeHHOM 3Tane ero pa3Butus. Llenp mpoBeeHHOTO He-
CIICIOBaHUS — BBIABJICHUE CTEIICHU TOTOBHOCTH Tepexona crpaH-wicHoB EADC k WHTerpanuu B BAIIOTHOH cdepe B
COBpEMEHHBIX ycioBusX. [IpoBeeHHOE B cTaTbe UCCIEIOBAaHHUE MTO3BOJIIET 00OOCHOBATh UACIO O TOM, YTO BAJIFOTHBIN
COI03 B paMKax PEerHoOHaIbHON 3KOHOMHUYECKON MHTErpaly JOJKEH paccMaTpHBaThCs KaK 3aKOHOMEPHBIH pe3yiib-
TaT 3HAYUTEIBHBIX 00BEMOB MEPEMEIICHUS MEXIY CTpaHAMH-YUYaCTHHKAMH TOBApOB, YCIyr W WHBecTHIHH. Heob-
XOJIMMOCTb U BBO3MOYKHOCTb CO3[IaHMsI BAJIFOTHOTO COI03a ONPEACISETCS U OLCHUBAETCS ¢ MO3ULUNA MHTEHCUBHOCTH
TOPTOBBIX M MHBECTHUIIMOHHBIX MOTOKOB MEXIy CTpaHaMH-ydacTHHKaMu EBpasuiickoro Coro3a. Metomomorus mpo-
BEJICHHOTO HCCIIEIOBAaHMS OCHOBaHA Ha KIIIOUEBBIX UIEAX aBTOPOB TEOPUH ONTUMAIBHBIX BAFOTHBIX 30H. [IpnuBeneHb
CTaTHUCTUYECKUE JaHHbIC 00 MHOCTPAHHBIX HHBECTUIMAX, MOCTYNUBIINX B cTpanbl EADC, 00 ynenbHOM Bece BalOBBIX
00BEMOB B3aMMHOW TOProBiH B 00IieM oObeme BHemrHei Toprosiu mo EADC B 1ej0M 1 1o rocyrapcTBaM-wieHam
EADC. Ananu3 nokasareseil B3aMMHOW TOPTOBIIM U MHBECTHLIMH MOKa3aJl HEJOCTATOUHBIH YPOBEHb YKOHOMHUYECKOTO
cOmmkenus crpan-ydactHull EADC, orieHnBaeMoro ¢ Mo3HIuil HHTCHCUBHOCTH B3aUMHOW TOPTOBJIH M B3aMMHBIX TIPSI-
MBIX WHOCTPaHHBIX HHBECTHINH. Ha MaHHBI MOMEHT 00bEMBI M IWHAMUKA TOPTOBBIX W HHBECTHIMOHHBIX ITOTOKOB
MeXIy rocyaapctBamu-ydacTHHKaMu EADC He BBI3BIBAIOT 00BEKTUBHON MOTPEOHOCTH K MEPEXOAy K BaTIOTHOMY CO-
TPYAHUYECTBY Ha YPOBHE BAJIIOTHOTO coro3a. [IpoBeneHHOE Mccaeq0BaHne MO3BOMISIET pacCMOTPETh MpolieMy nepe-
XOJla K BaJIOTHOM MHTErpaly Mexay crpaHamMu-ydacTHUkamMu EADC ¢ mo3uiuii 3Ha4MMOCTH SKOHOMUUYECKUX TIpeJi-
MOCBUTOK. [IpakTyeckoe 3HauCHNE PabOThI 3aKITF0YACTCSI B 000CHOBAaHHU 00BEKTUBHBIX MTPEANOCHUIOK (POPMUPOBAHUS
W CO3/IaHUSI BAIFOTHOTO COK03a B XOJIC Pa3BUTHUS PETHOHAIBHBIX MHTETPAIIMOHHBIX TIPOIIECCOB.

KuroueBsie ciioBa: BanroTHeIl cOr03, ONITUMAJIbHAS BaJTIOTHAS 30HA, HHTCHCUBHOCTh B3aUMHOM TOPrOBIIM, WH-
TEHCHBHOCTh B3aMMHBIX HHBECTHUIININ, TAMOKCHHBIH COIO3.

Introduction. Evaluation of the development
level of integration processes within the Eurasian
Economic Union (EAEU) and the prospects for their
deepening in the future is carried out in many areas.
Among them, an important place is occupied by
the study of the possibility and need for a transition
to integration in the monetary sphere. Currency
integration within the framework of the EAEU
implies stabilization of exchange rates, the creation
of a unified system of cross-border settlements,
consolidation of currency and financial markets,
and the creation of a currency union in the future
— the final link of monetary integration. The issue
of creating a currency union has been repeatedly

discussed by the heads of the allied states, but
neither they nor the experts in the field of economic
integration can find a rational solution to the task.
The article discusses the main economic
prerequisites and the readiness of the EAEU member
countries to join the currency union. The decision
to accelerate the transition of the EAEU to a higher
integration level, according to analysts, is largely
due to the current foreign policy situation. However,
the integration is an objective process. Therefore, the
lack of a thorough phased scenario of convergence
in the monetary cooperation sphere, a reasonable
choice of the necessary elements of the future EAEU
monetary system, the determination of expedient
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dates for the transition to a new integration level,
the hasty adoption of the most important economic
decisions may become factors of a new systemic risk
for economies EEU countries.

Literature review. The works of R. Mandell
served as the basis for numerous studies in the
field of monetary integration by representatives of
various economic schools. Scientists have identified
the most significant criteria, compliance with which
is considered mandatory to maintain stability in
the economies of the currency area countries. R.
McKinnon as a necessary condition determined
the mutual openness of the economies of the allied
states (McKinnon, 1963: 717-725). P. Kenen added
diversification of national economies. The scientist
considered fiscal integration to be another measure
of the readiness of national economies to join the
optimal currency area (Kenen, 1969: 41-60). J.M.
Fleming came to the conclusion that in the countries
of the optimal currency area prices should be similar
(Fleming, 1971: 467-488). J. Ingram as a prerequisite
for the optimality of the currency area considered the
integration of financial markets (Ingram, 1969: 95-
100). According to R. Vobel, the important conditions
for the formation of the currency area are the
volatility of real exchange rates and the correlation of
economic shocks (Vaubel, 1976: 429-470). The need
for institutional and political integration within the
framework of the monetary zone was substantiated
in the research of M. Mussy (Mussa, 1997: 217—
221), 1. Ishiyama (Ishiyama, 1975: 344-383) and R.
McKinnon (McKinnon, 1997: 227-229).

Material and Methods. This research aims to
identify the objective economic prerequisites for
monetary integration in the framework of the EAEU.
The general methodological basis of the thesis is the
general scientific methods of knowledge used for the
theoretical analysis of economic phenomena.

The authors use the general scientific principles
of universalism, comprehensiveness, system,
communication, development, as well as the
fundamental principles of economic science in the
field of international economic relations at the global
and regional level.

Specialized theoretical and methodological
prerequisites were the conceptual provisions on
international economic integration, the interaction
of the Eurasian region states and the development
of the Eurasian Economic Union. The study was
carried out using both general theoretical and private
economic methods (the unity of historical, logical
and statistical methods).

The study used two complementary approaches.
The first approach is analytical. It is based

on identifying the contradiction between the
requirements for building an optimal integration
system in the Eurasian region and the emerging
practice of its formation. The second approach
is prognostic. It is based on the premise that
overcoming this contradiction is possible due to
the sustainable and progressive development of the
Eurasian Economic Union, taking into account the
political and economic realities of our time.

The information and empirical base of the
study was compiled by materials of international
and state organizations: The Statistical Service of
the Eurasian Economic Commission, the Eurasian
Development Bank, the central banks of the EAEU
member countries, statistical bulletins and analytical
reviews of the Eurasian Economic Commission,
monographic literature of domestic and foreign
scientists, empirical and analytical materials, hosted
on the Internet.

Results and Discussion. The deepening
of regional economic integration forms the
prerequisites for the formation and development of
monetary integration. At the same time, the policy of
most countries, aimed at accelerating the integration
processes, is due to the additional benefits from
the formation of a single economic space. As it is
known, R. Mandell, on the basis of the research,
concluded that it is easier to withstand the “supply
and demand shocks” within the framework of
country associations that allow free movement of
goods, labor and capital (Mundell, 1973: 114-132).

In the study of issues and problems of monetary
integration within the framework of integration
unions of states, the works of R. Mandell undoubtedly
played an important role. He introduced the term
“optimal currency area”. This term is currently used
to designate a geographic region in which the single
currency is used as a means of payment, or national
currencies with mutual fixation of exchange rates.
In this case, in relation to the currencies of third
countries, the regime of joint navigation is applied.

R. Mandell insisted that a fixed exchange rate
regime, which would reduce currency risks and
reduce costs associated with the conversion of
national currencies, is necessary to increase the
mobility of production factors. At the same time, the
scientist defined the unrestricted movement across
the state borders of goods, labor, and financial
resources as the main criterion for the formation of
the currency zone (Mundell, 1961: 657-665).

The identification of the prerequisites for the
integration of the EAEU countries in the monetary
sphere and the possibility of its formation in the form
of a monetary union is based on the theory of optimal
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currency zones. In the framework of the traditional
approach, the goal is to determine the economic
basis, which allows to proceed to the development
of monetary integration processes in the EAEU.

In our opinion, for the transition within
the framework of the EAEU to the creation of
mechanisms for monetary integration, it is necessary
to take into account, first of all, the following two
fundamental economic prerequisites:

— The intensity of mutual trade;

— The intensity of mutual investments.

The volume and intensity of mutual trade
and mutual investment flows predetermine the
significance of mutual monetary and financial flows,
which in turn create or do not create the need for
the development of monetary integration within the
integration unions.

Considering the possibilities of the formation
and development of integration in the monetary
sphere within the EAEU, first of all it is necessary to
dwell on the historical prerequisites for the creation
of this integration association.

The most important historical prerequisite for
economic cooperation of the Eurasian Economic
Union member states is their entry into the unified
national economic complex of the USSR in the
past. After the collapse of the Soviet Union and
the transformation of the former republics into
independent states, national economies were created
with their own national currencies. Each of the new
states was looking for new ways to develop their
economies, going far beyond the limits of the former
Soviet economic space. This, accordingly, led to the
rupture of the existing economic interrelations and
disintegration processes.

A number of attempts by the former Soviet
republics to restore economic cooperation were
expressed in the emergence of various projects and
agreements to create new unions and associations.
Some of them remained at the level of projects,
agreements or unstable groups (Central Asian Union,
Customs Union of Belarus, Kazakhstan and Russia,
Common Economic Space of Belarus, Kazakhstan,
Russia and Ukraine). Some unions as economic
associations today exist largely formally (CIS). The
EurAsEC created in 2000 and quite successfully
manifested itself was abolished in 2015 and was
formed as Eurasian Economic Union.

The main achievement of the integration
processes intensification between the post-Soviet
republics was the organization of the Customs
Union (CU) of Russia, Belarus and Kazakhstan in
2010. Within the CU, a number of goals set for them
were achieved: customs duties and payments were

abolished in the mutual trade of the participating
countries, quality assessment and certification
methods were unified, a single customs space was
created, and a single database on some economic
activity aspects was organized. Also, on the entire
territory of the CU, the citizens equal rights of the
participating countries were ensured in employment.

The CU of the three states served as a serious
economic basis for the creation of the EAEU. The
agreement on its creation came into force on January
1, 2015. According to this agreement, within the
territories of the EAEU member countries, freedom
movement of goods, services, capital and labor, and
a coordinated, unified policy in economic sectors
are ensured. Within the framework of the EAEU,
the Customs Union continues to be maintained, of
which Armenia and Kyrgyzstan, which later joined
the EAEU, are also participants. An important aspect
of the Union’s activities has become the system of
centralized distribution of customs duties paid when
crossing the borders of the Common Economic
Space. In addition, the CU has a mechanism for
coordinated collection and distribution of indirect
taxes.

At present, the further development of the EAEU
raises many questions, the solution of which requires
addressing both the theoretical foundations of the
regional integration development and the practice of
its implementation within the integration union. The
most important problem in Union member countries
is integration deepening of the national economies.

In this vein, scientists and practitioners have
repeatedly raised and continue to discuss the
possibilities and prospects for the integration of
the Union member countries in the monetary and
financial sphere. At the same time, a lot of attention
is paid not only to the analysis of existing trade,
financial and investment flows, but also to the use
of national currencies in international settlements.
A number of scientific studies, publications and
statements in the media are devoted to assessing the
possibilities of currency integration, the creation
of a monetary union within the EAEU and the
introduction of a single supranational currency.

A study of the world’s leading scientists’
publications in the regional monetary integration
development, scientific works of authors from the
EAEU countries, agreements and treaties between
the EAEU member countries led to the conclusion
that, for the creation and development of monetary
integration, certain economic prerequisites are
necessary. In our opinion, these include the above-
indicated level of mutual trade intensity and mutual
investments intensity in the EAEU. An analysis of
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the current volume, the dynamics of mutual trade and
investment flows development, and an assessment
of the prospects for their growth allows us to draw
conclusions about the possibilities for the development
of monetary integration processes and the prospects
for creating a currency union within the EAEU.

The intensity of mutual trade. Trade is a
fundamental factor in creating and deepening
economic integration. The increase in mutual trade
accelerates the regional integration process of
countries. Let's analyze the volume of mutual trade
of the countries participating in the EAEU (Table 1):

Table 1 — Data on the share of mutual trade gross volumes in the total volume of foreign trade for the EAEU as a whole
and for the EAEU member states separately for 2011 and 2017*

2011 2017
State Share of trade .with third Share of mutual trade Share of trade_with third Share of mutual trade
countries countries

Armenia - - 70,4% 29,6%
Belarus 53,6% 46,4% 47,5% 52,5%
Kazakhstan 81,8% 18,2% 77,2% 22,8%
Kyrgyzstan - - 61,6% 38,4%
Russia 92,5% 7,5% 91,0% 9,0%
CU/EAEU 88,0% 12,0% 85,4% 14,6%

*Note: Compiled by the authors based on data provided in sources. (Eurasian Economic Commission, 2012: 13), (Eurasian

Economic Commission, 2017: 3)

At the end of 2011, mutual trade with the
member countries of the Customs Union accounted
for most of the Belarus — 46.4%, for the Kazakhstan
it was 18.2% and for the Russian Federation only
7.5% of foreign trade turnover. The overwhelming
majority of the foreign trade of these three countries
accounted for trade with third countries. So, in the
total volume of the Russian Federation foreign trade,
this part was 92.5%, for Kazakhstan — 81.8%, and
for Belarus — 53.6%.

In2017, compared with 2011, the share of mutual
trade in the total volume of the EAEU foreign trade
increased from 12.0% to 14.6%. The share of mutual
trade in Belarus increased from 46.4% to 52.5%, in
Kazakhstan from 18.2% to 22.8%, in the Russian
Federation from 7.5% to 9%.

Consequently, according to the data for 2017,
the Belarus is the most focused on the market of the
Customs Union — 52.5% and Kyrgyzstan — 38.4%

In general, the share of mutual trade of the
EAEU countries in 2017 amounted to 14.6%. Such a
low figure is explained by the fact that Russia is the
largest economy in the region, and the share of trade
with third countries in this state is over 90%. The
large size of the Russian economy does not allow
it to direct the bulk of its foreign trade flows to the

markets of its partner countries in the EAEU. The
size of the other EAEU countries’ economies is many
times smaller than the Russian economy. So, in 2017,
Russia’s GDP, according to the Eurasian Economic
Commission, amounted to 1,577.8 billion dollars
US. Belarus’s GDP is 54.4 billion dollars US or
3.4% of the Russian Federation’s GDP, Kazakhstan
— 159.4 billion dollars US (10.1%), Armenia — 11.5
billion dollars US (0.7%), Kyrgyzstan — 7.5 billion
dollars US (0.4%) (Eurasian Economic Commission,
2018: 44).

An increase in the share of mutual trade can be
called as a positive prerequisite. This result indicates
that the EAEU member countries began to trade
more among themselves. However, despite the
growth over the past 10 years of the mutual trade
indicator within the EAEU, the possibilities for its
further growth in the near future are limited. The
reasons for this situation lie in a huge difference in
the size of the economy and markets of Russia and
other Union members. Also, own trade and other
economic interests of all member countries are of
great importance.

As it is known, trade flows generate currency
flows, financial flows and settlement operations. If
mutual trade within an integration union occupies
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less than 15%, as in the EEU, then, accordingly,
it does not cause a strong need to regulate and
facilitate monetary and financial flows and the
development of monetary integration. The main
part of the cash flows associated with foreign
trade of the EAEU participants rushes beyond it.
Transaction costs associated with their exchange
of national currencies and lending of mutual
trade are not so great as to seek to coordinate the
exchange rates of national currencies and create a
currency union.

By analyzing the structure and geography of
exports and imports of the EAEU countries, we
can make the following conclusions: firstly, the
prevalence of raw materials is observed in foreign
exports, while imports are saturated with end-use

products; secondly, at present, the participating
countries need markets outside the EAEU, as well as
the procurement of high-tech goods, the production
of which in the framework of the union is yet
to be established. Dependence on external sales
markets, as well as on the supply of products from
third countries, not only does not contribute to the
deepening of integration, but can have a restraining
effect on the development of economic ties within
the Eurasian Union.

The intensity of mutual investments. Let us
analyze the foreign investment flows in the EAEU,
including the volume of investments received in the
countries from the Union member states and retired
in the opposite direction, including foreign direct
investment (FDI) — Table 2:

Table 2 — Foreign investments in the EAEU countries, for 2013-2017, million USD*

Year
State 2014 2015 2016 2017
Including Including Including Including from
FDI from EAEU FDI from EAEU FDI from EAEU FDI EAEU
. 90,9

Armenia 403, 9 108, 5 178, 3 185, 6 338, 1 249, 8 0,9
Belarus 1 862, 0 618, 0 1 652, 3 736, 8 1 246,9 543, 8 1 276, 4 462, 7
Kazakhstan | 7 224, 6 525, 3 6 379, 4 191, 3 16 900, 7 287, 2 4 654, 2 492, 9
Kyrgyzstan 348, 0 48, 4 1 141,7 512,5 615,9 279, 5 107, 2 78, 1
Russia 03212 5 459,5 | 6853,0| 5131 32 538, 9 414,3 |28 557,5 91,3

*Note: Compiled by the author based on the data provided in the source (Eurasian Economic Commission, 2017: 11-13).

For a more accurate study of the capital mobility
within the community consider the proportion of
foreign investment from the EEU countries.

From the second table data it can be seen that,
as in the foreign trade of the EAEU countries, the
overwhelming majority of investment flows falls
on countries outside the EAEU. Mutual investment
flows in their size are many times smaller than flows
from other countries.

In Belarus the Ilargest investments from
non-community countries are investments from
Germany, directed to the mining industry, and
from France, attracted to the alcohol industry and
telecommunications.

For the Kyrgyz Republic, attracting foreign
investment is a priority for the country’s

macroeconomic development. The main volume of
investments in Kyrgyzstan comes from the EEU
countries, about 45%.

The Russian Federation and the Republic of
Kazakhstan have an insignificant share of foreign
investments from the EEU countries. These countries
are investing more in community countries than
accepting.

Mutual investment flows are largely dependent on
the GDP of each integration union country. Usually
the volume of investment from large countries is
greater. Therefore, for Russia and Kazakhstan,
the significance of investments from other EAEU
countries is low. These countries mainly receive
investments from other countries of the world,
mainly from the European Union and USA (table 3).
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Table 3 — Direct investment flows by country for 2017*

State FDI Including from EAEU Including from CIS Including fro.m another
countries
Kazakhstan 4 654, 2 492, 9 4,7 4 156, 6
Russia 28 557,5 91, 3 7,1 28 459, 1

*Note: Compiled by the author on the basis of data presented in source (Eurasian Economic Commission, 2017: 11-13).

About 88-89% of investment flows go to
Kazakhstan from other countries of the world, and
99% in Russia. Such high rates are explained by the
fact that the economies of these countries are larger
than others.

The distribution of mutual investments in the
EAEU countries by industry provides an opportunity
to assess the degree of interpenetration of capital
within individual industries. More than 40% of
mutual FDI of the studied countries falls on the fuel
and energy complex. A significant share in mutual
investments belongs to such industries as: non-ferrous
metallurgy (about 12%), transport (approximately
9%), communications and information technology
(8%). The shares of the agri-food complex and the
financial sector are also significant: these industries
account for 6% of the total mutual FDI.

At the same time, the sectoral focus of the
EAEU countries investments differs significantly.
Thus, more than 50% of Russia’s accumulated
direct investment was directed to the fuel and
energy complex, 13% to the non-ferrous metallurgy
sector, 9% to the communications and information
technologies sector. About 6% is in the financial
sector, the same amount in transport.

The sectoral structure of the accumulated FDI of
Belarus includes the fuel complex (more than 45%),
machine building (23%), the agri-food sector (22%),
transport (8%) and only slightly finance (about 1%).

The main share of external accumulated in the
EAEU FDI of Kazakhstan accounts for agriculture
and food (33%), transport (over 20%), tourism
(approximately 17%), non-ferrous metallurgy (6%)
and the chemical sector (6%).

Most of Armenia’s and Kyrgyz’s investments in
the EAEU have been invested in the agro-industrial
complex (Kuznetsov, Kvashnin, Sidorova, 2016:
68).

The increase in the share of mutual direct
investments, as well as their sectoral structure in the
EAEU member countries, confirm the interest of
entrepreneurs in investing funds in certain sectors of
the economy in order to expand business in the entire

union. In addition, investments in the real sector
stimulate economic growth, which has now acquired
special significance for all EAEU countries.

An organization such as the Eurasian
Development Bank (EDB) also contributes to the
movement of capital on the EAEU territory. The EDB
manages the funds of the Eurasian Foundation for
Stabilization and Development (EFSD). Financial
loans are the main form of providing resources to
the fund, they are allocated only to the governments
of the participating States. With the help of financial
loans, anti-crisis programs are supported, the
specific parameters of which are determined by
the government of the borrowing country itself.
Such programs should meet the goals of the EFSD
and include measures to achieve macroeconomic
stability, improve budget parameters, balance of
payments, entrepreneurial climate, and develop
financial and economic cooperation between the
participating states.

The fund’s investment loans are allocated
primarily to support large investment projects that
are integrative in nature, for example, in the field of
energy and infrastructure. Also, loans can be directed
to support large national investment projects, they
can be attracted both by the states themselves and
by companies implementing interstate investment
projects.

Conclusion

At the moment, the economic prerequisites for
monetary and financial integration have not been
created yet in the EAEU. There are problems in
the economic integration development level of the
participating countries, assessed by the intensity of
mutual trade and investment flows. The share of
mutual trade in the total volume of foreign trade in
the EAEU is only 14.6% — this is a very low result.
Also, there are no basic prerequisites for financial
integration due to low rates of mutual investments.
The problem is also in the direction of investments,
the main investment flows are directed to the mining
industry and metallurgy.
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It should be noted that the EAEU has extensive
programs that including international experience
in solving the tasks of ensuring free movement
of capital, organizing information exchange,
regulating and developing the foreign exchange
market, creating and implementing monetary
policy, etc. But these tasks do not imply the
creation of a single currency, they only contain
landmarks that allow to take the first step to a
currency union. Until the formation of a single

financial market in 2025, the Eurasian Economic
Commission does not see the point in switching to
a single currency.

At the moment, the EAEU member countries
should study and use the experience of using
currency, settlement and payment mechanisms of
other integration associations. Only after creating
a reliable economic platform they can move on to
the stage of forming a single currency area and the
transition to a currency union.
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