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SOCIAL ATTITUDES OF BELARUSIANS
TOWARDS INTEGRATION: BETWEEN THE EUROPEAN UNION
AND THE EURASIAN ECONOMIC UNION®

Abstract: The location of Belarus between the Russian Federation and the European
Union placed before the Republic a clear choice between the East and the West. Currently
in the integration processes, there is also a heavy skew towards Russia due to historic
and economic reasons. Public opinion is in favour of integration primarily with Russia
(75.1%), according to the republican opinion survey Belarus-2030 conducted by the In-
stitute of Sociology of National Academy of Sciences of Belarus (Minsk) in 2014, and
the majority of the Belarusian population does not seek to join Europe. Therefore, the
present-day formula of governmental (foreign policy) and people’s (social attitudes of the
population) geopolitics of Belarus would be independence but with brotherly Russia.

Keywords: social attitudes, integration, Belarus, Russia.

Introduction

After the fall of the Berlin wall in November 1989 and- the disintegration of the
Soviet Union and Yugoslavia which followed, former Soviet countries started to move
actively towards European reintegration. Thus, the assumptions of some representatives
of the European Economic Community (the basis of the European Union), made as early
as in the 1970s, started to come true. Such assumptions stated that “certain communist
states will knock at the doors of the European economic community... — this is just a ques-
tion of time”. At that time, the leaders of socialist countries considered such point of view
a pure fantasy (Alekseev, Vikentyev, Miroshnichenko, 1975, p. 45). However, when the
Council for Mutual Economic Assistance (COMECON) ceased to exist in 1991, the story
of socialist economic integration ended. Former communist countries, which joined the
European Union, gradually began to acquire the characteristics of “typical” international
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trade areas, including their political activities. As for Belarus, it became one of the few
countries in Europe which did not ask for membership in the European Union. Neither
did the European Union offer friendship to Minsk (Korosteleva, 2009). In terms of politi-
cal integration, the location of Belarus between the Russian Federation and the European
Union placed before the Republic a clear choice between the East and the West. Due to
pragmatic, economic and politically calibrated reasons, Belarus started to actively revive
broken ranks with the former soviet states. The socio-cultural reason also played an im-
portant role: during the Soviet Union Referendum of March 17, 1991, held after the adop-
tion of the Declaration on the State Sovereignty of the Republic of Belarus (27 July 1990),
82.7% of the population of the Republic voted for the preservation of the USSR. Thus, the
eastern direction in the foreign policy of Belarus was chosen out of necessity. Since then,
27 years have passed. It would appear that Belarus, as an independent state, has the right
of free choice regarding international integration. At present, commonly asked questions
are: “What choice does Belarus make today: the West or the East?” “The European Union
or the Eurasian Economic Union?” However, in our sociological study dedicated to the
involvement of Belarus in the integration processes, we raise a different question: “Does
Belarus have any choice at all?”

Research approach

The geopolitical location of Belarus provides the country with certain advantages
in terms of manipulative influence. This being said, after the disintegration of the Soviet
Union, Belarus defined itself as a strategically significant junction between the East and
the West, in geopolitical terms. In this context, the Belarusian government aims at a well-
balanced multi-faceted foreign policy. This is primarily due to the fact that Belarus is geo-
politically located at the junction of the routes North-South-West-East. To the West, there
are countries of Central and Eastern Europe (Poland, Czech Republic, Slovakia, Hunga-
ry), which are part of one of the biggest geopolitical centres — the European Union. To the
North-West, there are Baltic countries, which are also actively integrating in the European
Union. To the South, there are countries of the Black Sea region (Ukraine, Moldova and
the countries of South-West Asia). To the East, there is the Russian Federation. In the
North-South direction, Belarus is a connecting bridge between the Black Sea region and
the Baltic region. In the East-West direction, Belarus is the main corridor for Russia and
the countries of Central Asia developing economic relations with the European Union.
Thus, transit is one of the key factors of lobbying the interests of Belarus in the interna-
tional arena. Along with that, Belarus is not the only transit corridor between Russia and
Europe. That is why any attempt to make additional profit by increasing transit charges
may cause the shifting of the main traffic flows to the territories of the Baltic countries and
Ukraine. This also concerns Russian energy products- the slightest increase of the cost
in the Belarusian territory entails tension in the relations not only with Russia, but also
with the consumers of Russian energy products in the Baltic countries and in Europe (in
particular, the relations with Poland, Germany).

That is why, despite its pursuance of neutrality, Belarus constantly shows high geopo-
litical valence. The Republic is a member of three most important unions of post-Soviet
countries: the Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS), the Union State of Russia
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and Belarus (US), the Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU). The centre of gravity in these
unions is Russia. So far, the most heated debates concern the Eurasian Economic Union
(EAEU). However, today European integration within the European Union is as close to
the Belarusian boarders as it could ever be. This constantly makes the authorities and the
citizens of the Republic consider close integration with Europe. Even though the future of
Belarus within the European Union has never been mentioned, the state media constantly
addresses the advantages and disadvantages of the Eurasian and the European integration
for Belarus. The success of integration processes also depends on the expectations and the
social attitudes which determine and motivate people’s behavior.

In the theoretical part, the authors adhere to the world-systems theory, proposed
by sociologist I. Wallerstein (Wallerstein, 2004). We consider society as an institutionally
integrated territorial community with a single identity. The processes that take place in
post-Soviet societies are largely formatted by broad global associations such as the Euro-
pean Union, the Eurasian Economic Union, the “community of common destiny” formed
by China around the Silk Road Economic Belt (SREB), etc.. These associations are integral
spaces of socio-historical development - cultural-historical worlds (Russian world, Chi-
nese world). Societies also develop, but only as part of the cultural and historical worlds
that embrace them. Therefore, the integration and internal dynamics of a certain world
should be considered not only as a discussion topic of external political, cultural and in-
formational influence, but first of all as the question of development - the problem of
socio-historical perspective and effective modernization. For example, after the collapse
of the USSR, the question of political and socio-economic relations between the former
republics in the format of relations between sovereign states became very relevant. In
1993-1997, the idea of integration of the post-Soviet space within the so-called “Rus-
sian world” (or “Russkiy Mir” in Russian) grew. In the 19th century, the famous Russian
dramatist A.N. Ostrovsky used the “Russian World” as a literary metaphor. At the end of
the 20th century, the historian and social anthropologist V.A. Tishkov (Tishkov, 1993a;
Tishkov, 1993b) introduced this term into scientific discourse considering it as a global-
scale phenomenon. We set ourselves with the task of studying the social expectations of
Belarusians towards integration with both Russia (the core of the Russian world) and the
European Union.

The results of the republican opinion survey Belarus-2030 conducted by the Soci-
ology Institute of Belarus in 2014 became the main empirical base. It included random
sampling with a controlled share of population aged 16 and older according to the area
of residence, gender, age and education. The representativeness of sampling is provided
by the observance of the following terms: the sample proportionally includes the popula-
tion of Minsk (distinguishing the city of Minsk), Mogilev, Vitebsk, Grodno, Gomel and
Brest Regions; the urban and rural population; within the regions, the population of six
“areas” is proportionally represented (1- the city of Minsk and administrative centres;
2 - cities with the population from 100 up to 250 thousand people; 3 - cities with the
population from 50 up to 100 thousand people; 4 — cities with the population from 10
up to 50 thousand people; 5 — urban-type settlements with the population fewer than 10
thousand people; 6 — rural population). In each “area’, the population according to gender,
age, education is proportionally represented. The sample volume was 1495 respondents.
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The margin of sampling error is five percentage points. Monitoring data for different years
were also used.

Results: choosing the Eastern direction,
the Western direction - still through Russia

Belarusian foreign policy is traditionally seen from the point of view of a choice be-
tween the European Union and Russia (Allison, White, Light, 2005; Rotman & Vereme-
eva, 2011; Marples, 2013). As we found, Belarus being part of the USSR for more than 70
years has linked the Republic to the Russian Federation both politically and economically.
What can one say about socio-cultural interests of Belarus and Russia? How strong is the
sense of community between Belarusians and Russians and what is it based on? How does
this unity apply in interstate relations?

We would like to start the study of social attitudes of Belarusians towards integration
by answering the following question: Do Belarusian people see their country as an indepen-
dent and a self-sustained state? In 2014, 36.3% of the respondents answered “yes” to this
question, 38.6% — “mostly yes”, 8.1% — “mostly no”, 3.5% - “no”, 13.3% — were undecided,
0.2% - did not answer. Thus, 74.9% of Belarusians (the total of the shares of “yes” and
“mostly yes” answers) see their country as an independent and a self-sustained state. How-
ever, when answering the question What would you wish Belarus to be like in the interna-
tional arena in 10-15 years? 22.3% only chose the option of the state preserving neutrality
and not being in any unions and blocks. The majority of the population of Belarus (53.6
%) were in favour of different forms and directions of integration: 30.5% would like to see
Belarus as a member of the Eurasian Economic Union (Russia, Belarus, Kazakhstan, etc.),
12.2% - as a member of the European Union, 10.9% - as a republic which is part of the
Russian Federation.

The remaining 24.1% were either undecided (21.8%) or gave alternative replies
(2.3%). When answering the question Are you in favour of tight [highlighted by the au-
thors] integration of Belarus and Russia? 3/4 of the respondents generally answered af-
firmatively: 42.6% - “yes”, 32.5% - “mostly yes”; 6.8% - “mostly no”, 2.9% - “no’, 14.9%
- were undecided, 0.3% - did not answer. This is the assessment of social attitudes of
Belarusians towards integration provided by a state establishment - the Institute of Sociol-
ogy. At the same time, non-state sociology research institutions confirm the geopolitical
choice of Belarusians in favour of the union with the eastern partner. In 2016, a nationwide
representative case study on the issue of What would Belarusians rather choose: an alliance
with Russia or the European Union? was conducted. The main question was formulated as
follows: In which union of states, in your opinion, the people of Belarus would be better off: in
alliance with the Russian Federation or the European Union? The distribution of responses
was as follows: the pro-Russian position was expressed by about 65% of respondents, the
pro-European position — by 20% of respondents (Pieliasa, 2017).

Therefore, the social awareness of Belarusians is dominated by attitudes in favour of
integration while preserving the independence. The “integrators” are clearly more likely to
choose the eastern direction of partner relations. The integration mainstream in the eastern
direction of social conscience would be Russia. How strong is the eastern direction of integra-
tion today?
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In order to assess the possible dynamics of social attitudes on integration, first we
compared the distribution of answers of the respondents of different age groups. Within
the groups of people younger than 40, those who are distinctly in favour of the integra-
tion of Belarus with Russia make 32.8% to 34.3%, whereas within the age groups of 40
and older - the share ranges from 44.8% to 53.2%. That means Belarusians aged 40 and
older, whose childhood and youth (at least) fell into the Soviet period, are more likely to
reproduce social stereotypes of Russia being an elder brother in their minds. “We, Belaru-
sians, together with brotherly Russia, looked for the road to happiness” — these are the first
lines of the Belarusian state anthem in the Russian language when it was part of the Soviet
Union as the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic. As can be seen from the above, the
elder generation tends to support the integration with Russia more than the younger one.
Second, among Belarusians with higher education, the share of those distinctly in favour
of tight integration (the answer “yes”) is 39.8%, and of those who are distinctly against
it (the answer “no”) — 4.9%. The corresponding shares within lower education groups are
between 42.0 to 44.0% and 1.7 to 2.7%, respectively. As one can see, the education level
does not have an impact on social attitudes of Belarus’s population towards integration
with Russia. Third, among the urban population, the share of people who generally sup-
port tight integration with Russia (the sum of shares of “yes” and “mostly yeas” answers)
amounts to 73.5% (43.2 + 30.3%), and among the rural population it reached 79.7% (40.8
+ 38.9%). The shares of those who are against integration (the total of shares of “no” and
“mostly no” answers) are similar - 11.1% (3.4 + 7.7%) and 5.7% (1.3 + 4.4%), respectively.
The place of residence also does not have a strong impact on the formation of social at-
titudes towards integration. As a result, representatives of older age groups to a greater ex-
tent support tight integration with Russia; citizens with higher education to a lesser extent
favour tight integration with Russia; the urban population advocates tight integration with
Russia less than the rural population does.

In theory, the support base of those in favour of tight integration with Russia could
decrease due to urbanization, increase of the population having higher education and
natural population decline, primarily, of older age groups. In such case, the integration of
Belarus with Russia as a social project could be compared with the melting of Arctic ice.
Seemingly still monumental, every year it becomes more fragile and vulnerable. However,
after the crisis year of 2009, economic interaction between Belarus and Russia intensi-
fied: the customs union was established, the Eurasian Economic Community Anti-Crisis
Fund (the EAEU’s predecessor) supported Belarus in crisis, Russia again provided Belarus
with preferential prices for oil and gas. As a result, in Belarus, after the crisis years of
2009-2011, the group of respondents with a negative attitude towards developing tighter
relations between Belarus and Russia became almost twice smaller .

However, speaking of the Eurasian Economic Union, one should not forget about
the Union State of Russia and Belarus (or the Union State). Forming this Union triggered
the establishemnt of other structures in the former Soviet territory including the Eurasian
Economic Union. And the fact that the Union State has not ceased to exist proves that,
despite new integration entities, Belarus and Russia stay the closest political, economic
and military allies. This is supported by the results of social research into the Belarusian-
Russian integration in 2014 (Shavel, 2015). Thus, when defining the major goals of fur-
ther development of the Union State of Russia and Belarus, the population thinks that
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the pooling of the resources of the two countries is the most important factor: Belarus
- 45.2%, Russia - 46.2%. 34.5 % of Belarusians (3rd place) and 35.6% of Russians (2nd
place) aim at a strong and powerful state, which one can be proud of. 26.7% of Belarusians
and 31.7% of Russians (4th place each) see value in further alliance of the two Slavic re-
publics in countering external threats. However, neither Russians (19.9%) nor Belarusians
(15.0%) see the Union State as a state, which will bring the USSR back. Still, there are two
times more Russians than Belarusians who think that the Union State should have a com-
mon political system (43.8% vs. 21.8%), economic system (49.5% vs. 24.7%) and ideology
(57.6% vs 24.2%) (Shavel, 2015, p. 46). As Belarus has less experience, the exchange of
experience in order to solve the problems of corruption, migration, the rise of living standards
is more important for Belarusians than for Russians. (Belarus - 38.7%, 2nd place; Russia
- 31.6%, 5th place).

The integration of Belarus and Russia into one state has repeatedly become a hot
topic. As early as the end of 1998, the Presidents A. Lukashenko and B. Yeltsyn signed
the Declaration on further integration of the people of Belarus and Russia. This Decla-
ration proclaimed the intention to create a common union state (which was eventually
created - the Union State of Russia and Belarus) and it left the possibility of referendum
concerning this issue open. The results of the survey of the population of Belarus and
Russia showed that Belarusians had a more reserved attitude towards the idea of unifica-
tion (“for” - 54.9%), than the Russians did (“for”- 72.0%) (Drakohurst, 1999, p. 79). In
this context, there is a unique fact that, in 1999, during the survey, Belarusian respon-
dents were asked “If the office of the President of Belarus and Russia was established, who
would you vote for at the elections?” where only one politician could be named (Drako-
hurst, 1999, p. 80). The question itself did not trigger any concerns or irritation of the re-
spondents. It seemed natural and the establishment of such an office - pretty possible. As
aresult, A. Lukashenko would be chosen as the President of Belarus and Russia by 38.4%
of the respondents, including younger population - 25.7%. The closest rival would be the
Russian politician G. Yavlinsky - 5.2% (including younger population - 4.5%), who was
ranked second. The sitting President B. Yeltsin won less than 1% of votes due to the lack
of prior positive image and health problems. What was the reason behind the high rating
of the Belarusian compared to the Russian leader? At the end of the 1990s, Russia lost the
Chechen War, it lay in ruins after the default of 1998, hunger began in many regions. That
is why, at the end of the 1990s, Belarus led by A. Lukashenko seemed very appealing for
many Russians. It seemed that a growing crisis in Russia can be overcome by following
Belarus’s path. As early as in the 1990s, Belarus was consolidated under the reign of one
person and was an administered state. Before Vladimir Putin took over the presidency,
Russia was weaker in this respect. At present, Moscow has its own strong leader. As cur-
rently both states are strong and well administered, it is very difficult to raise the question
of unification.

As one can see from the results of the surveys, the major problem of further development
of the Union State is its institutional building, i.e. the creation of structures which would take
up integration functions and successfully implement them. At present, Belarusians, as op-
posed to Russians, are satisfied with the existing differences between the institution structures
of the Union State. The existence of two strong leaders in Belarus and in Russia makes the
issue of unification of the two countries less relevant.
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In the circumstances, we direct your attention to the following interesting fact. When
speaking of strengthening the integration with Russia, Belarusians are not ready to project
the “Crimean crises” onto their own country (Tut.by, 2017). 68.3% find the incorporation
of Belarus into Russia, as was the case with the Crimea, improbable. Only 14.1% think
similar actions of Russia towards Belarus possible. The majority of Belarusians (65.7%)
supported the decision on the annexation of the Crimea by Russia in 2014. Only 13.5%
called it illegal. Although the official Minsk took a neutral position in the Russian-Ukrai-
nian conflict, the social attitude stating that the Russian Crimea was once given to Ukraine
as a present remains strong. Russian mass media actively supports this attitude (for exam-
ple, popular newspaper Komsomolskaya pravda) (Kp.by, 2004). At the same time, Kremlin
has never raised the topic of annexation of Belarus by Russia (Belsat.eu, 2015). In Belarus,
the share of population thinking that the Republic needs to be integrated into the Russian
Federation as a subordinate entity is approximately 5-6% .

When difficulties arise with the functioning of different intra-state entities in the
post-soviet territory, the union of Russia and Belarus becomes the starting point in the
development of integration of the former Soviet republics. In our opinion, at present, the
Union State is more than a political and economic project. The Union of Belarus and
Russia has a powerful socio-cultural foundation. In our study, socio-cultural factors are
ranked as top four factors that unite of Belarusian and Russian people, while economic,
political and other common interests being hold the fifth place (Table 3).

Public mood of Belarusian citizens is a strong factor of successful implementation of
social attitudes of Belarusians towards integration. When answering the question “How
do you feel about the future of Belarus?”, 25.1% of respondents chose the option “confident
of a better life”; 45.0% - “hopeful of life improvement”; 4.9% - “apathetic and indifferent”;
9.6% - “concerned due to a possible life deterioration”; 6.5% — “worried due to the actual
life deterioration”; 8.6% — were undecided; 0.3% - did not answer. If we rank informative
answers from 1 (minimum) to 5 (maximum), the indicator of social optimism on a five-
point scale will equal 3.8. In view of the above, the answers to the question: “Which of the
following threats, in your opinion, endanger Belarus in the nearest 10-15 years?”, are quite
interesting. In order to assess the importance of a certain risk in the public consciousness
of Belarusian citizens, we took the share of the respondents, who chose the option “This is
rather possible” into consideration. The rating included the risks which can result from or
relate to integration processes. As we can see, the share of those who have fears about the
influx of migrants as an external factor of insecurity is high (30.5%). Approximately three
times fewer respondents mentioned a real risk of different kinds of intra-state ethnic or
religious conflicts (11.4%) (Table 4].

As can be seen, Belarusians do not see real danger in the loss of sovereignty (7.9%).
The citizens of the Republic continue to actively support the accession into various eco-
nomic unions .

Upon signing contracts within the framework of these Unions, the prospects of further
integration of the countries immediately became visible. As forming of the Eurasian Customs
Union, Common Economic Space, the Eurasian Economic Community, the Eurasian Eco-
nomic Union received wide coverage in the national media, the data of a sociological survey
detected a high level of public support of the accession of Belarus into these unions.
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The most likely benefits and advantages of the accession of Belarus into the Eurasian
Economic Union, in the opinion of the respondents (2014), are: 1) the development of
the market for the sale of Belarusian goods and services, the creation of more favourable
conditions (duty-free trade, etc.) (49.8%); 2) the possibility to receive financial and other
types of support in the conditions of crisis and global financial instability (44.6%); 3) re-
ceiving energy products at preferential prices (37.4%). The share of those who would like
to receive energy products at preferential prices is likely to gradually decrease, as it made
40.6% in the age group of 40 and older and 33.7% in the age group of under 40. This means
that the younger generation, as compared to the older generation, to a lesser extent relies
on benefits from Russia. Russians seem to have similar attitudes. According to the data of
the All-Russian Public Opinion Research Center, Russians aged between 45 and 59 tend
to favour equal prices for energy products in the union states (64.0%), whereas with young
people aged between 18 and 24 this share equals 44.0% (VTSIOM, 2017).

Possible negative consequences of the accession of Belarus into the Eurasian Eco-
nomic Union are the following: the migration of the most highly qualified specialists to
the countries of the Eurasian Economic Union (41.8%); the increase in customs duties
and prices of a range of goods, as well as the loss of competitiveness of Belarusian goods
and services in the domestic market as compared to the goods and services from other
countries of the Eurasian Economic Union (31.9% each); the destabilization of Belarusian
economy upon the accession of the Republic into the Common Economic Union. (21.7%);
the transfer of powers in dealing with the key issues of economic development to the na-
tional level, as well as a loss or “blurring” of national culture and traditions (18.1% each).
The data of 2016 shows that Belarusians choose economic and political-military objectives
as priority goals of the functioning of the Eurasian Economic Union [Table 6].

Regarding the discussion on the future of Belarus in integration with other countries,
we rely on the results of the study “Young people in the post-Soviet space: pictures of the
world, values, strategies of self-realization”, conducted in October 2017 — February 2018
among the students from leading universities in Belarus and Russia (Andreev, Lashuk,
2019a; Andreev, Lashuk, 2019b). According to the secondary analysis of the findings of
this study, Belarusian students have more positive than negative views about the Western
world. For example, in the Belarusian sample, 28% of positive and 5% of negative reac-
tions were recorded on the word “European Union”, and in the Russian sample — 14% and
10%; also, in Belarus the word “West” produced 34.5% positive and 7% negative reactions,
in Russia — 27% and 7%. Belarusian students highly appreciate the Russian Federation as
an important partner in the Union State of Russia and Belarus, associating Russia primar-
ily with the words “strength” (64%) and “tradition” (25%). Students also evaluated the
historical path that their countries have chosen: in Russia the ratio between optimists and
pessimists in the student society is approximately 1:1.5 (24%) while in Belarus it almost
reaches 1:4 (42%). With that, Russian youth turns to the experience of modern China
in the realm of search for new models of social development (such behavior is not typi-
cal of young Belarusians). The above is also true of integration. Young Russians support
various integration initiatives and Belarus is one of the leading partners — more than 88%
of Russian students expressed support. But in the priority list, Belarus ranked second to
China. As a comparison, 82% of Russian students would like to develop integration with
Kazakhstan, 75% with the European Union, 52% with the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
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tion (NATO), 42% with Ukraine. Thus, Belarus will remain the leader in integration with
Russia when it comes to gathering the Russian world and first of all this is the case with
the Commonwealth of Independent States, the Union State of Russia and Belarus and the
Eurasian Economic Union.

So, the respondents felt that the accession of Belarus into the Eurasian Economic Union has
indisputable advantages (free movement of goods, services and finances, discounts on Rus-
sian energy products) and certain disadvantages (for example, labour migration, increased
duties for oil export and decreased level of country’s economy reform). Socio-economic and
military-political goals are ranked the highest among the integration goals in the Eurasian
Economic Union. Both Belarusian and Russian young people tend to favour the commercial-
ization of the relations between the union states.

Conclusion

To sum up, the present-day foreign policy of the Republic of Belarus contains two
basic postulates — the independence of the state and a multi-vector integration. Neverthe-
less, a well-balanced multi-faceted foreign policy officially proclaimed by the Belarusian
President is obviously East-oriented. In the integration processes, there is also a heavy
skew towards Russia due to historic and economic reasons. Although the majority of the
Belarusian population supports different forms and vectors of integration, Belarusians do
not seek to join Europe. The integration mainstream of Belarusian public consciousness is
primarily directed towards Russia. Social attitudes of the Belarusian population regarding
the integration relations with Russia are anchored on the social stereotype of the attitude
to Russia as “the elder brother”. Still, the level of partnership, which does not endanger the
existence of Belarus as an independent state and would not prevent Belarus from return-
ing to the family of the European nations, would meet national interests of Belarusians.
That is, Belarusians aim at preserving independence and being with Russia.

As for a common policy with Russia, the failures of the eastern neighbor in the in-
ternational arena have a rebound effect on Belarus as the eastern partner. At present, the
imbalance of the eastern and the western vectors of Belarusian foreign policy substantially
influences Belarusian national identity and its international positions. The deterioration
of the relations with the West generates a negative impact on the socio-economic situation
of Belarus and its international status. The normalization of relations with leading coun-
tries of the West and such influential international organizations as the European Union,
the Council of Europe, NATO and the International Monetary Fund is a priority direction
in the foreign policy of the Republic of Belarus. In order to reduce certain negative conse-
quences of the Kremlin policy for Belarus from the point of the international community,
the Republic is officially neutral. This position is especially strong with respect to military
and political conflicts. Positive aspects of Russia’s foreign policy are also projected onto
Belarus, and Belarusians take it for granted.

The integration of Belarus with Russia is based on a powerful sociocultural founda-
tion — common historic past, similar culture, shared language, family ties, inter-ethnic
marriages. The integration attitudes of Belarusians towards Russia are dominated by cul-
tural-historic factors, whereas the attitude towards being a member of the Eurasian Eco-
nomic Union is clearly shaped by economic hopes and expectations: market development,
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additional investment opportunities and preferential prices for imported energy products.
There is also an emerging trend towards being comfortable with the commercialization of
the relations between Belarus and Russia, especially, among younger people. In the future,
the main problem with the development of integration of the post-Soviet countries (also,
within the framework of the Eurasian Economic Union) will be the creation of institutions
and other structures which would assume and successfully implement integration func-
tions. At present, the union of Belarus and Russia, which is based on common historic,
socio-cultural, economic and political past, is the strongest in the territory of the former
Soviet Union.

Therefore, the present-day formula of governmental (foreign policy) and people’s
(social attitudes of the population) geopolitics of Belarus would be the independence with
Russia as strategic military partner.
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Oner Ko6jak!

Vpuna Auppac?

JlemapTmMaH 3a COLMONIOTHjy

daxynrer 3a Gpunozodujy 1 fpyLITBEHE HayKe
Benopycku ip>kaBHY YHUBEP3UTET

Munck (Penry6nuka Bemopycuja)

CTABOBMU BEJIOPYCA O MHTETPALINU: USMEDBY EBPOIICKE
YHUJE 11 EBPOA3VJCKE EKOHOMCKE YHUJE’
(ITpesog In Extenso)

Caxerak: Ilomoxaj Benopycuje nsmely Pycke @emepaunmje u Espomcke yunuje
craBuo je mpepn Pemy6nuky jacan msbop msmeby Vcroka m 3amama. Y mpouecuma
MHTerpauyje, TPeHyTHO II0CTOjU CHa>KaH HaKJIOH IIpeMa Pycuju 13 ncTopujcKux u eKo-
HOMCKUX pasjiora. JaBHO Mibeme (aBopusyje MHTerpanujy ¢ Pycujom (75,1%), xaxo
je IoKa3ajo penybayko UCTpaXuBame jaBHOr Mibera benopycuja-2030 xoje je 2014.
rofyHe crpoBeo VIHCTUTYT 3a cormonornjy benopycke akagemuje Hayka (MuHck). Be-
JIOPYCKO CTQaHOBHUIITBO He TeXU Ipuppyxusamwy Esponu. Crora 6u gaHamma gop-
MY/Ia fp>KaBHe (CIIOJ/bHe MOMUTUKe) M HapofHe (CTaBOBY CTAHOBHUIITBA) TeOTIONMUTIKE
Benopycuje 61ma He3aBUCHOCT, anu y3 6patcky Pycujy.

Kiby4ne peun: [pyluTBeHM CTaBOBM, MHTerpanyja, benmopycuja, Pycuja.

VYBon

ITocme maga Beprmuuckor 3upa y HoBeMOpy 1989. rogmue, a 3aTMM U pacmaja
Cosjerckor CaBsesa 1 Jyrocmasuje, OuBIIe COBjeTCKe 3eM/be HOUeNe Cy aKTMBHO Jia Ce
kpehy ka eBpoIckoj penHTerpanyju. Tako cy IpeTocTaBKe HEKVX IpefcTaBHMKa EB-
pOIICKe eKOHOMCKe 3ajefiHMIe (ocHOBa EBporicke yHmje), M3pedeHe joIl ceaMaeceTux
TOJiYIHA TIPOLJIOT BeKa, II0YeIe fla ce 0CTBapyjy. TakBe IMpeTIocTaBKe Cy roopuie ia he
»OflpeheHe KOMyHICTIYKe Ap;KaBe ITOKYI[aTy Ha BpaTa EBpoIicke eKOHOMCKe 3ajefHuIIe. ...
- TO je caMo NUTarbe BpeMeHa . Y TO BpeMe, IUAEPY COLUjTUCTIIKIX 3eMarba CMaTpasIi
cy takBo rrepmiTe urcToM danrasujom (Alekseev, Vikentyev, Miroshnichenko, 1975,
cTp. 45). Mebytum, xaza je Caser 3a y3ajamuy exoHoMmcky momoh (CEB) mpecrao ma
nocroju 1991. ropuue, mpudya coumjanucTUIKe €KOHOMCKE MHTErpamyje ce 3aBpIInIa.

! aleh kabiak@yahoo.com
2 iryna.andras@gmail.com

3 VsBeurraj 0 0BOj TeMM IIP€eCTaB/beH je Ha 13. koHdepeHuuju EBporicke cormononike acorujanje
nop, HasuBoM (Un)Making Europe: Capitalism, Solidarities, Subjectivities, Atuna (Ipuka), 29.08. -
01.09.2017.
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busie KoMyHMCTIYKE 3eM/be KOje Cy ce IpUPY>Kuie EBPOIICKOj yHMjU TIOCTENIEHO Cy TO-
qejie ma 1106Mjajy KapaKTepUCTUKE ,TUIINYHNX MebyHaponHI/Ix TPrOBMHCKUX IIOApYYja,
takohe 1o mMTaBmYy CBOjUX MOMUTUYKUX aKTMBHOCTHU. Bemopycuja je mocrana jemgHa of
peTKux 3emMasba y EBponu xoja Huje Tpakmiaa wiaHCTBO y EBpornckoj yauju. Hu Eppon-
CKa yHMja Huje IOHyAWIa pujate/bctBo Muucky (Korosteleva, 2009). Y morneny momu-
TUYKe MHTerpanuje, mokauuja bemopycuje nameby Pycke ®enepanuje u EBporcke yuuje
cTaBwia je mper Pemy6nuky jacan n36op usmehy Vcroka un 3amaga. VI3 mparMaTu4HuX,
€KOHOMCKUX U HOJIUTUYKY KaMnOpUpaHux pasyiora, bemopycuja je modesa akTMBHO Aa
0X1B/baBa pasbujeHe pefoBe ¢ OMBLIMM COBjeTCKUM Ap>kaBaMa. COLMO-KYATYPHNM pas-
no3u cy taxkobhe nmanu BaxHy ynory: TokoM Pedepennyma o oncranky Cosjerckor Ca-
Besa 17. mapra 1991. rogune, ofip>KaHOr ITOC/IE yCBajama [lekmapaniyje 0 Op>KaBHOM Cy-
Bepenntery Penybnuke Benopycuje (27. jyna 1990.), 82,7% craHoBHMInTBa PenryOike je
rnacaso 3a ogyBambe CCCP-a. [laxsie, NCTOYHM ITpaBall y CIIo/bHOj nonmutuiy benopycuje
usabpan je us Hyxzge. Of Taga je mpourto 27 roguna. Yunu ce ga Bemopycuja kao He-
3aBJICHA JpyKaBa JIMa IIpaBo C10OORHOr 1360pa y morneny MehyHapopHe MHTerpanje.
TpenyTHo cy Hajuentha nutama cnegeha: ,,Kaxas ns6op mpasu benopycuja fanac: 3anap
wn Vcrox? ,,EBporncka yuuja win EBpoasujcka ekoHoMcka yuuja?“ Mebytum, y Haoj
COIMOMOIIKOj CTyAuju TocseheHoj ykpydeHoCcTH benmopycuje y mporece nHTerpainuje
[IOCTaB/baMO fIpyradnje MuTame: »lla mu bBenopycuja yommure nma nzbopa?®

[Tpucryn ncrpaxusamy

TeononuTuukyu nonoxxaj benopycuje npysxa semspn ogpehere mpegHoCTN y TIOrIERY
MaHumynatuBHor yruuaja. [locne pacnaga Cosjerckor Casesa, benopycuja ce y reomo-
JUTUYKOM CMMCTTY flepMHMCaNa Kao CTpATeLIK) 3HadajaH c11oj Vicroka u 3amaga. Y Tom
KOHTEKCTY, IIM/b 6e/IopycKe BIajie jecTe Boheme ypaBHOTeKeHe BUIIeCTPaHe CIIOJbHE I10-
nutuke. OBO je IpeBacXofHO Pe3ynTaT YnibeHule fa ce beopycuja reononuTnyky Ha-
7a3M Ha paCKpCHMUIIM ITyTeBa cesep-fyi-3ailag-ucitiox. Ha sanany cy sembe LlenTpanne u
Vicroune Espomne (ITo/pcka, Hemka, CrioBauka, Mabapcka), koje ¢y neo jegHor of HajBehnx
TeoTIONIMTUYKMX IleHTapa - EBporncke yHuje. Ha ceBeposamany cy 6anTiuke semsbe, Koje
ce takobe akTuBHO MHTerpuuty y EBponcky yuujy. Ha jyry cy sem/be npHOMOpCKe peruje
(Ykpajuna, MonpaBuja u sembe jyrosamagne Asuje). Ha nctoky je n Pycka ®enepannja.
Y mpaBiiy ceBep-jyr, benopycnja je crojuu Moct nsmeby 1pHOMOpCKOr U 6anTUYKOT pe-
I'MoHa. Y NpaBly UCTOK-3amajl, benopycuja je rmaBum xopupnop Pycuje n semamba 1ieH-
TpasiHe A3lje Koje pa3Bujajy eKoHOMCKe ofiHoce ca EBporickom yHujoM. [lakie, TpaH3UT
je jeman of Kk/py4HMX (hakTOpa M0OMparba nHTEpeca bemopycuje Ha MehyHaponHoj cie-
HI. Y3 T, Benopycuja Huje jenyuu TpaHsuTHM Kopupop usmehy Pycuje n Espomne. 3ato
CBaKM NOKYIIaj fa ce moBeha mpuxop nosehameM TPaH3UTHUX HAKHA/a MOXKe Jla M3a30-
Be IIpeycMepaBambe IMaBHMX caoOpahajHux TOKOBa Ha TepUTOpMje OANTTUYKMX 3eMajba
u Ykpajute. OBo ce Takobe THde pycKMX eHepreHara, M HajMamy MOPACT TPOIIKOBA Ha
6e/10pycKoj TepUTOPHjU TIOBNIAYNM 32 COOOM HAIIETOCT Y OJHOCKMA He caMo ¢ Pycujom,
Beh 1 ca moTpoinayrMa pyckux eHepreHaTa y 6anTudkuM sembaMa u EBponu (moce6Ho
y ogHocuma ca [Toeckom, Hemaukom).

360r Tora, YIIPKOC TeXIU Ka HeyTPaTHOCTH, benopycuja cTalmHoO MoKasyje BUCOKY
TeONOMUTUYKY BameHIujy. Perry6iiKa je WiaHMIa TPy HajBaXKHIja CaBe3a IOCTCOBjeTCKIX
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IpkaBa: 3ajeqHMLle HesaBUCHNX Ap>kaBa (3H]I), Caesne [Ip>xaBe Pycuje n benopycuje
(CIPB), EBpoasnjcke exonomcke yuuje (EAEY). Texxumre oBux casesa je Pycuja. o
cazia cy ce Hajxemhe pacrpaBe ogHocune Ha EBpoasujcky exonomcky yuujy (EAEY).
Mebytum, ganac je eBpoIcka uHTerpamuja yuytap EBporcke yHuje oHonmuko 61msy 6ero-
PYCKMM rpaHMIIaMa KOMKO je To yomuTe Moryhe. To je moBeno o cutyanuuje ga BIacTit 1
rpahanu Perry6nyke ydecTtano pasMmibajy o 67mckoj uHTerpanyju ca Esponom. Vaxo
ce 6yayhaoct Benopycuje y okBupy EBporicke yHuje HUKa/ja Hifje CIOMUIbAIA, [PIKAB-
HJ MeJUj) Ce HelpecTaHo 0aBe IPeJHOCTIMA U HeJOCTallIMa eBPOasIjcKe ¥ eBPOIICKe
nHTerpanyje benopycuje. Ycrex mpoljeca MHTerpanuje Takobe 3aBUCK U O OUeKMBaba I
LpPYIITBEHNX CTaBOBa Koju ofipebyjy 1 MOTUBMIIY OHAIIIAbE BY/IIL.

Y TeopujckoM feny, ayTOpu ce NpUJp>KaBajy Teopuje CBETCKUX CHUCTeMa KOjy je
npenoxuo coryonor V. Banepiuraju (Wallerstein, 2004). IpymtBo cMaTpaMo HHCTUTY-
LVIOHA/THO MHTETPUCAHOM TEPUTOPUjaTHOM 3aje[IHULIOM C jeAMHCTBEHNM UIEHTUTETOM.
ITporecnma Koju ce OABMUjajy Yy HOCTCOBjETCKMM APYLUITBMMA YITIABHOM OOWIYjy LIMPO-
Ke Io6anHe acouyjanyje kao mro cy EBporcka yHnja, EBpoasujcka eKOHOMCKaA yHMja,
»3ajefHNIIA 3ajeHMUKe CynouHe” Kojy je Kuna ¢popmupara oko Exkonomckor mojaca ITyra
csute uth. OBe acolujanmje Cy MHTETPaTHM IPOCTOPU PYLIITBEHO-MCTOPHjCKOT pa3Boja
- KY/ITYPHO-MCTOPUjCKM CBeTOBM (PYCKM CBeT, KMHeCKM cBet). JIpyuTBa ce Takobe
pasBumjajy, am caMo Kao fieo KYATYPHOT ¥ MICTOPMjCKOT CBeTa Koju ux npuxsata. Crora
MHTeTpaLyjy ¥ YHYTpallllby IMHAMUKY ofpeheHor cBeta He Tpeba mocMarparyt caMmo Kao
TeMy 3a JUCKYCHU]jy CIIO/BHOIIONIMTUYKOL, Ky/ITYPHOT U MH(POPMAIMOHOT yTHIiaja, Beh mpe
CBera Kao IMTarbe PasBoja - IpoOieM APYLITBEHO-MCTOPHjCKe MePCIeKTIBe M eyKacHe
MmopepHusanuje. Ha mpumep, HakoH pacnajja CCCP-a, muTame IOMUTUYKKX 1 IPYIITBE-
HO-eKOHOMCKIX OfjHOCa 13Mely OMBIINX pery6/IiKa Kao CyBepeHMX ApyKaBa II0CTalo je
BpJIO peneBaHTHO. Y nepuopy 1993-1997 pacna je ujeja o MHTErpanuju IOCTCOBjeTCKOT
IpOCTOpa y TaKo3BaHU ,Pycku cBer” (mmm ,,Pycckuit mup®, Ha pyckom). Y 19. Beky mo-
3Harty pycku gpamatypr A.-H. OcTpoBcku KOPUCTHO je ,Pyckit cBeT® Kao KbIDKEBHY Me-
tacopy. Ha xpajy 20. Beka ucropuyap u conujanan anrpornosor B.A. Tumkos (Tishkov,
1993a; Tishkov, 1993b) yBeo je oBaj TepMMH y Hay4HU JUCKYpPC cMaTpajyhm ra dpeHome-
HOM I7T06a/THUX pasMepa. My cMo cebu IocTaBWIM 3ajaTak fa IpoydaBaMo COLMjalTHa
oJeKyBama bemopyca y morneny naTerpanuje kako ca Pycujom (jesrpom Pyckor cera),
TaKoO U ca EBPOIICKOM YHIjOM.

Pesynraty pemy6nmMuKOr MCTpaXkKmBamba jaBHOT Mibewa bBenopycuja-2030, xoje
je 2014. rogmue cnposeo MHcCTUTYT 3a coumonorujy bemopycuje, mocramm cy rmas-
Ha emmupujcka 6asa. VIcTpaxuBame je CIPOBEEHO HACYMUYHNM Y30PKOBAmEM, C
KOHTPOJIMCAaHUM Y[e/IOM CTAHOBHMUIITBA CTapyjer ofi 16 rofmHa y OZHOCY Ha 06/macT
CTaHOBamba, IOJI, CTAPOCT ¥ 00pa3oBatbe. Pellpe3eHTaTHBHOCT Y30pKOBamba OCUTYpaHa je
HOLITOBabeM cIefehnx MpuHIyIa: y30paK IpOHOPIMOHAIHO 00yXBaTa CTAHOBHMUIITBO
Muncka (u3nBajajyhu rpag Muuck), Mornnescke, Bute6cke, IponHejcke, Tomebcke 1
bpecTjcke peruje; rpaficko 1 pypasHO CTaHOBHUILITBO; Y PETMOHMMA je IPOIOPIIMOHAI-
HO 3aCTYIUbEHO CTAHOBHMINTBO LIECT ,,tofpydja“ (1- rpag MuHCK U afMUHICTPaTUBHU
LeHTpy; 2 - rpagosu ca 100 go 250 xupafia cTaHOBHMKA; 3 - rpamoBu ca 50 go 100 xmpaga
CTAaHOBHINKA; 4 - TpafoBu ca 10 1o 50 xu/paga CTAaHOBHMKA; 5 - Hace/ba IPafICKOr TUIIA ca
Mame off 10 Xpafia CTAHOBHUKA; 6 - PypaTHO CTAaHOBHMIITBO). Y CBaKOM ,,Honpyqjy”,
HPOIOPLMOHAJIHO je 3aCTYI/beHO CTAHOBHUILITBO IIpeMa IOy, CTapOCTH, 00pa3oBamby.
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O6um ysopka je 1495 ucnuranuka. [paHuija rpeuke y30pkoBama je MeT MPOLeHTHUX
noeHa. Takobe, kopuirthenn cy moganu 3a mpaheme kpeTama U3 pasININTIX TOANHA.

Pesynraru: ogabyup ncTouHOr CMepa,
3aIIajHOT CMepa - jolll YBeK Kpo3 Pycujy

Benopycka cro/bHa HOMUTUKA TPAJUIIMOHAIHO Ce II0CMaTpa ca CTAHOBMINTA u3bopa
nsmeby EBpomncke yunmje u Pycuje (Allison, White, Light, 2005; Rotman & Veremeeva,
2011; Marples, 2013). Kao mro cmo casnanu, To 1To je Bemopycuja 6una geo CCCP-a
Buitte o 70 ropuHa nosesyje Peny6nuky ca Pyckom @emepaiiijoM y IOIUTUIKOM 1 €KO-
HoMckoM cMucny. IlITa ce Moxke pehu o conmo-KynTypHuM nnrepecuma benopycuje u
Pycuje? Konuku je ocehaj 3ajeguniursa nsmely Benopyca un Pyca u Ha yemy ce 3acHmnBa?
Kako ce oBo jenuHCcTBO IpuMemYyje y Mehynp>xaBHUM ogHOCUMA?

Kenenn 6ucMo fa moyHeMo IpoydaBame APYLITBEHOT CTaBa bemopyca mpema
VHTErpaluju OfroBapameM Ha ciefiehe mmrame: Jla u Oenopycku HApog eugu ceojy
3emmby Kao He3asucHy u camoogpxcusy gpicasy? Topune 2014, 36,3% ucnuTaHmKa je of-
TOBOPUJIO ,,a“ Ha TO MUTame, 38,6% - ,,yrmaBHOM Aa‘, 8,1% - ,,yrmaBHOM He, 3,5% - ,,He",
13,3% - 6uno je HeomryuHo, 0,2% - Huje Kano oxrosop. Tako 74,9% Benopyca (ykyman
yZeo OAroBopa ,,aa“ i ,yIIaBHOM [a“) CBOjy 3eM/bY BV Ka0O HE3aBUCHY U CAMOOAPKUBY
ap>xaBy. MehytuM, kao ogrosop Ha urtabe - Kaxasy iosuyujy benopycuje y mehynapogHoj
apenu scenuiiie y Hapegrux 10-15 ioguna?- 22,3% omabpaso je caMo ONLujy fia Ap>KaBa ca-
4yBa HEyTPATHOCT 1 Jia He Oyfie y 6110 KakBUM yHUjaMa u 61okoBuMa. BehnHa cranos-
HuiTea Benopycuje (53,6%) 3amarana ce 3a pasnuuuTe oONIMKe 1 IIpaBlie MHTETpanuje:
30,5% 6u xeneno ma benopycujy Bunm kao fieo EBpoasujcke ekoHoMcke yHuje (Pycnja,
Benopycnja, Kasaxcran utn.), 12,2% - xao wiannny EBporncke yuuje, 10,9% - kao pery-
611Ky Koja je meo Pycke Denepariuje.

IMpeocranux 24,1% 6uno je Heommy4yHo (21,8%) Wau je fajno anTepHATMBHE OATO-
Bope (2,3%). Ha nutame [a nu ce 3anaxceilie 3a 6nucky [UciliakHyifio og cilipaxe ayiio-
pa] unitieipayujy Benopycuje u Pycuje? 3/4 ncnutaHyka je yrIaBHOM OffFOBOPMIIO IIOT-
BpAHO: 42,6% - ,1a 32,5% - ,yrmaBHOM #a‘“; 6,8% - ,yrmaBHOM He', 2,9% - ,He", 14,9%
- 610 je HeomTyuHO, 0,3% - Huje ogrosopuio. OBo je mpoljeHa cTaBoBa bemopyca mpema
MHTErpalMjy KOjy je IPYy>XKujla Ap>KaBHA yCTaHOBa - VIHCTUTYT 3a couumonorujy. Vicros-
peMeHo, Hefip>KaBHe MCTPaXXMBadKe MHCTUTYLIUje 3a 0611acT conmornoruje norsphyjy reo-
HONMUTHYKY U360p Benopyca y Kopuct yHuje ca uctouHnM napraepom. Harmonansa pe-
[Ipe3eHTaTVBHA CTYAUja CIy4aja o mutawy - Uliwia 6u benopycu paguje uzabpanu: cases ca
Pycujom unu Espotickom yHujom? - cposefieHa je 2016. rogute. [maBHO nutame 61710 je
¢dbopmynucano Ha cinenehn Haunn: Y kojoj 6u casesnoj gpiasu, tipema sauiem Mutveryy,
Hapogy Benopycuje 6uno 6ome: y casesy ca Pyckom Qegepavujom unu Eepoiickom yHujom?
Pacrioziena ofrosopa je ciefeha: mpopycku cTas je M3pasuyo 0Ko 65% MCIUTaHNUKa, IPO-
eBpoIcKu cTaB - 20% ucnurannka (Pieliasa, 2017).

Citioia, y coyujannoj ceecitiu benopyca gomunupajy citiasosu y kKopucitl unitieipayuje
Y3 ouysarve He3asucHociliu. ,Vnitieipaitiopu he ouuinegro seposaitinuje ogabpaiiu uc-
wouHy upasay, uapiinepckux ogHoca. Inasnu ipasay, uxiteipayuje y UCUiO4HOM cMme-
py gpywitisene ceecitiu 6una 6u Pycuja. Konuxo je ganac cuaxcau uciiiounu tpasay, y
unitieipayuju?
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ITa 61cMO IIpoLieHN/IM MOTYhy AMHAMIUKY COLMja/IHMX CTaBOBa O MHTETPaLMju, IPBO
CMO YHOpeNWIM FUCTPUOYLIMjy OATOBOpa MCIMTAHMKA PA3IMYMTHUX CTAPOCHUX TpyIIa.
YuyTap rpyma maabux on 40 rofuHa, OHM KOji CY M3PA3UTH 3aTOBOPHUILIM MHTETpalje
benopycuje n Pycuje unne 32,8% mo 34,3%, mok ce y cTapocHUM rpynama of 40 1 Buiie ro-
nuHa Taj yaeo kpehe ox 44,8% fo0 53,2%. To suauu ga he Benopycu crapuju og 40 rogmHa,
KOj¥ CY JI€TUILCTBO MM MIAJIOCT IIPOBE/IN Y COBjETCKOM IIEPUOJY, BEPOBATHIj€ PErpo-
IlyKOBaT! JPYLITBEHe CTEPeOTHIIe O ToMe Aa je Pycuja crapuju 6part. ,Mu, Benopycn, ¢
6parckom Pycujom Tpakncmo myteBe Ka cpehu’, To cy mpBu cTHXOBM 6elIOpyCKe fpyKaBHE
XMMHe Ha PyCKOM je3MKy Kaja je 6una geo Cosjerckor Capesa xao benopycka CosjeTcka
Cornmjamuctnuka Perry6nuka. Kao mro ce Buy us rope HaBefeHOL, CTapija reHeparuja
nopp)xasa uHTerpaiujy ¢ Pycujom Buute og one miuabe. JIpyro, mehy Benopycuma ¢ Bu-
COKMM 006pa3soBameM, Y/ieo OHMX KOji Ce M3PA3UTO 3a/IaXy 3a YBPCTY MHTErpanyjy (of-
roBop ,aa“) usHocu 39,8%, a Mehy oHMMA KOju CY U3PA3UTO IIPOTUB Hbe (OATOBOP ,,HE®)
- 4,9%. Onrosapajyhu yneo yHyTap HibKe 06pa3soBHUX rpyma je usMmehy 42,0 no 44,0% n
1,7 po 2,7%, peciekTuBHO. Kao 11to ce BUAM, HUBO o6pasoBa}ba He yTIU4Ye Ha APYIITBEHN
cTaB 6eOPyCKOr CTAHOBHUIITBA IIpeMa MHTerpaunju ¢ Pycujom. Tpehe, mehy rpapcxnum
CTAaHOBHMIITBOM Y/IEO /bYAM KOjU T€HePaTHO MOAP)KABAjy YCKYy MHTerpauujy ¢ Pycujom
(36mp ymena oprosopa ,,aa“ u ,yrmaBHOM fa“) usHocu 73,5% (43,2 + 30,3%), a meby py-
PaTHMM CTAaHOBHUIITBOM JOCTHUTA0 je 79,7% (40,8 + 38,9%). Yieo oHMX Koju Cy IpOTUB
uHTerpanyje (yKymaH 6poj ogrosopa ,He“ u ,yI/laBHOM He) je cmmyas - 11,1% (3,4 +
7,7%) 1 5,7% (1,3 + 4,4%), pecrektBHO. MecTo 60paBka Takohe HeMa CHa)KaH yTHUIIAj HA
¢dbopMupame APyIITBEHOT CTaBa IpeMa MHTerpanuju. Kao pesynrar Tora, mpeacTaBHUIN
CTapujux CTapoCHMX rpyma y Behoj Mepu mogpixaBajy O61ucKy muTerpanujy ¢ Pycujom;
rpabann ¢ BucokuM obpasoBameM y Mamoj Mepy (HaBOpu3syjy OMUCKY MHTETPAL)y C
Pycnjom; rpaficko CTaHOBHMILITBO 3ajIaXke ce 3a O/MMCKy MHTerpauujy ¢ Pycujom mame
HETO PypasHO CTAHOBHUILTEO.

Teopercku, 6a3a HoApIIKe OHMX KOj) 3aroBapajy O/micKy MHTerpanujy ¢ Pycujom
Morna 6u fa ce cMamy 360r ypbannsanyje, noseharma yyena CraHOBHUIITBA C BICOKUM
o6pasoBareM 1 IPUPOJHOT Najja 6poja CTAaHOBHNUKA, IIPe CBeTa, KOJ| CTAPUjUX CTAPOCHUX
rpyma. Y ToM ciyvajy, mHTerpanuja benopycuje ¢ Pycujom xao gpyiursenn mpojexar Mor-
y1a 611 f1a ce YIIOpe/1 C TOI/belbeM apKTUYKOT Tefa. Hausryen jour yBujexk MOHyMeHTaIaH,
CBaKe TOJVIHE TIOCTaje CBe KPXKUju 1 pamyBuju. Mebytum, mocne xpusse 2009. ropu-
He, eKOHOMCKa MHTepakiuja usMehy bermopycuje u Pycuje ce mojauana: ycrnocras/beHa
je mapmHcKa yHUja, AHTUKpuU3HU (oHI EBpoasmjcke ekoHOMCKe 3ajefHiuile (mpert-
xopuuk EAEY) mogpyxao je Bemopycujy Tokom kpuse, a Pycuja je monoso o6e3bemma
nosyanrhere 1eHe HadTe u raca 3a benopycujy. Kao pesynrar Tora, mocie KpusHmux rofmu-
Ha 2009-2011, rpyma ucIMTaHMKA C HETATVBHIM CTABOM IIPeMa PasBojy OIMCKMX OffHOCA
usmeby Benopycuje u Pycuje mocrana ckopo ABocTpyko Mama [Ta6ena 1).

Mebytum, roBopehn o EBpoasujckoj eKOHOMCKOj YHUjIL, He Tpeba 3abopaBuTH Ha
Casesny gpxaBy Pycuje n benopycuje (mmm CasesHy fgpxaBy). Qopmupame oBe yHIje
IIOKPEHYJIO je YCIOCTaB/bambe APYIMX CTPYKTypa Ha OMBIIOj COBjeTCKOj TepUTOPUjN,
yxbyuyjyhu EBpoasmjcky eKOHOMCKY yHMjy. A, cama ummennua ga CaBesHa Jp)kaBa
HUje IpecTana Jja IIOCTOju [OKasyje [ia, YIPKOC HOBUM MHTETPALMIOHMM EHTUTETUMA,
Benopycuja u Pycuja ocrajy HajOMIDKM MOMUTUYKY, €KOHOMCKM U BOJHU CAaBeSHMUIIL
Tome y mpuor My 1 pesyaraTi SPYLITBEHOT UCTPaXK1Baba Ha TaMy 6eIopycKo-pycke
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nurerparuje u3 2014. rogune (Shavel, 2015). akse, o nuTamy AedrHUCaba [TaBHUX
ubeBa flajber pa3poja CasesHe ipxxase Pycuje n beopycuje, cTaHOBHMINTBO cMaTpa fa
je objenmmaBame pecypca iBe 3eM/be HajBakHUjU (akTop: benopycuja - 45,2%, Pycuja
- 46,2%. 34,5% Benopyca (tpehe mecto) u 35,6% Pyca (apyro mecto) umpa Ha CHOKHY
u MohHY fIpKaBy KOjoM ce MOXKe IIOHOCUTI. 26,7% benopyca n 31,7% Pyca (cBaxku Ha
4eTBPTOM MeCTY) BUJie BPEHOCT Ja/beT CaBe3HUIITBA [Bejy CTIOBEHCKUX peryO/mKa y
HoITIeRy Cy361jama cro/bHUX mpeTbu. Mebytum, Hn Pycn (19,9%) uu Benopycu (15,0%)
CaBesHy [ip)xaBy He BUJe Kao ApkaBy koja he Bpatutu CCCP. Vmak, gBa myTa BumIe
Pyca nero Benopyca cmatpa ga 61 YH1ja MOpaja Ia MMa 3ajefHIYKI OIUTUIKIU CUCTEM
(43,8% mpema 21,8%), exoHoMckn cucteM (49,5% mpema 24,7%) u upeonorujy (57,6%
npema 24,2%) (Shavel, 2015, ctp. 46). ITomTo Benopycuja MMa Marbe MCKYCTBa, pa3meHa
uckyciiasa y pewiasarey tipobnema kopyiuuje, muipavuje, Gopaciia #HusowiHol citiaHgap-
ga BaxHIja je 3a bemopyce, Hero 3a Pyce (benopycuja - 38,7%, 2. mecto; Pycuja - 31,6%,
5. MecTo).

Hurerpucame Benopycuje u Pycuje y jenny pp>xaBy Buie 1myTa je 6110 Bpyha Tema.
Beh kpajem 1998, nmpepcenunim A. JlykaiueHko u B. Je/blun notmmcanu cy JJeknaparjy
0 1a/boj MHTeTpauuju Hapoga benopycuje n Pycuje. OBoM fieknapanmjoM IporamieHa je
HaMepa 3a CTBapameM 3aje[HIUKe caBesHe IpkaBe (Koja je Ha Kpajy cTBopeHa - CaBesHa
npxaBa Pycuje n benopycuje) u ocTaBbeHa je MoryhHOCT pedepeHiyMa 0 OBOM IMUTAKY.
Pesynraru anketnpama craHoBHMIITBa bemopycuje u Pycuje mokasamm cy ma cy bemno-
pycu 6uny BUlle pe3sepBUCAHM II0 INTambY yjenumema (,»3a“ - 54,9%) Hero Pycnu (,,3a“ -
72,0%) (Drakohurst, 1999, ctp. 79). Y TOM KOHTEKCTY, TY je 1 jeAMHCTBEHA YMbeHIIIA /A
je 1999. ropuHe TOKOM aHKeTHpamba 6eTOPYCKUM MCIUTAHUINMA [OCTAB/bEHO INUTAkbe
»AKO 61 ce OCHOBa/ma KaHIjenapuja mpefcefHuka bemopycuje n Pycuje, 3a kora 6ucre
IIacanu Ha u3bopuma?’, a rae je 6mao Moryhe MMeHOBAaTM CaMO jefHOT NOMUTHYApa
(Drakohurst, 1999, ctp. 80). Camo muTame Huje U3a3Ba/I0 HUKAKBY 3a0PMHYTOCT WM
VpUTALVjy UCIUTAHMKA. YCIIOCTaB/bambe TaKBe KaHIe/lapyje YMHUIO C€ MPUPOJHO — I
npummaHo Moryhe. Pesynrar je 6uo ga 61 38,4% nciranuka u3abpaio A. JIykalieHKa 3a
npencennuka benopycuje n Pycuje, ykpyuyjyhn mmaby nonynanujy - 25,7%. Hajonmku
puBan 6uo je pycku nonutuyap I. JaBmHcky - 5,2% (yxpyuyjyhu mnaby monynauujy -
4,5%) xoju je 6uo paHrupaH Ha fpyrom mecty. Tajausu npegcenuuk b. Jernun ocBojuo
je Mambe of 1% rmacosa 360r JIoLIer UMMIIA U 3LPaBCTBeHMX mpobiema. llTa je 6uo pas-
JIOT BUCOKOT PejTHHIa 6e/I0pYCKOr ¥ OFHOCY Ha pyckor nmupepa? Kpajem neseneceTux ro-
[MHA IPOLIOT BeKa, Pycuja je nary6mina YedeHCKH paT, OCTasa je y pylleBMHaMa I0CIe
mazia 1998. ronnHe, a I71af je modesna y MHOTUMM PEerMOHMMA. 3aTO Ce Ha KPajy ieBefeceTux
benopycuja Ha geny ca A. JlykaleHKOM MHOIIMM Pycuma 4mHmIa Bp/Io NMpyUBIaIHOM.
Yunmo ce ga ce pacryha kpusa y Pycuju moxxe npesasuhu cnegehn myt Benopycuje.
Beh neBemeceTux rogyuna mpouor Beka benopycuja ce konconmpoBara 1oy BrajlaBUHOM
jenHe ocobe u 6ma je afMUHMUCTPATUBHA ApxKaBa. I[Ipe Hero 1mTo je Bragumup Ilytun
npeyseo NpefcefHNYKy GyHKUHMjY, Pycuja je y Tom norneny 6mna cnabuja. Tpenytao Mo-
CKBa ¥IMa CBOI' CHa>KHOT mfiepa. bynyhn ma cy obe apkaBe jake u fo6po pykosobene,
IIUTAbe YjeqUiberba je BPIO TEIIKO.

Kao witio ce moxce sugeiliu us pesynifiaifia ankeifia, inasHu iupobnem gamwel passoja
Casesne [Ipicase je rweHa UHCIUIIYYUOHANHA U3Ipagrea, Tlj. ciieaparee CIPYKilLypa Koje
6u fipeysene unitieipayuore PyHnxkyuje u ycilewino ux ciiposene. Tpenyitito cy Benopycu,
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3a pasnuky og Pyca, 3agosomnu iiociiojehum pasnuxama usmehy UHCHIUTLYYUOHATHUX
ciupyxinypa Casesne Jpacase. Ilocitiojarwe gea craxcna nugepa y benopycuju u Pycuju
YyuHU HUillaree yjequrberoa geejy 3emampa marbe penesaHiiHum.

Y paTMM OKOJHOCTMMA, yCMepaBaMO Bally INaXiy Ha crnefiehy 3aHMM/BMBY
ynmbeHnIy. Kajja ropope o jayamy mHTerpaumje ca Pycujom, Benmopycn Hucy crnpem-
HII Jla TIPOjeKTYjy »KpPUMCKY Kpusy" Ha cBojy 3emmy (Tut.by, 2017). Tako, 68,3% cma-
Tpa Jia je mHKopropauuja bemopycuje on crpane Pycuje, kao 1To je To 6uo cry4aj u
ca Kpumom, masno BepoBarHa. Camo 14,1% cMarpa ga cy moryhe cimune akumje Pycuje
npema Bermopycuju. Behuna Bemopyca (65,7%) mopp)xana je OfIyKy o PycKoj aHeKCHju
Kpuma 2014. rogune. Camo 13,5% je Taj akT IpPOINacUIO HE3AKOHUTUM. Vako je 3Ba-
HMYHY MMHCK 3ay3e0 HeyTpajlaH CTaB y PYCKO-YKPajHHCKOM CYKOOy, CTaB [pyILITBa
ma je pycku Kpum cBojeBpeMeHO JlaT YKpajuHM Kao IIOK/IOH OCTaje 1 fajbe jak. Pyckm
MacOBHM MeNMj/i aKTMBHO NOAp)KaBajy TakaB CTap (Ha MpuMep, IOINylTapHA HOBMHA
Komcomolnvckas ipallega) (Kp.by, 2004). VMcToBpemeno, Kpem/b HUKaza HIje TIOKPEHYO
TeMy pycke aHekcrje benopycuje (Belsat.eu, 2015). Y benopycuju je yfneo cTaHOBHUIITBA
Koje Mycin ja Perry6mky tpeba unrerpucatu y Pycky ®enepaiyjy kao nmopgpebenn en-
TUTET OTIPUINKe 5-6% .

Kaga ce mojaBe temkohe ca (pyHKIIMOHUCAEmEM PasINIUTUX YHYTapApXKaB-
HUX eHTUTeTa Ha IOCTCOBjeTcKoj Tepuropuju, CaBesHa gpykaBa Pycmje u Benopycuje
je TIOMIa3Ha OCHOBA 3a Pa3BOj MHTeTpalMja OMBIINX COBjeTCKUX permybnuka. [Ipema Ha-
meM Mullbery, CaBesHa [pXKaBa TPEHYTHO je BUIIE Off HOMUTUYKOT U €KOHOMCKOT
mnpojekTa. Caes bemopycuje u Pycuje uma CHaXXKHY COLMO-KY/ITYpPHY OCHOBY. Y HallleM
UCTPAXUBAKY, COLMO-KYITYPHN (GaKTOPU CBPCTAHI CY Y YeTUPU HajyTHUIjHIja PaKTo-
pa Koju yjenumyjy 6elopycKy 1 PpyCKU HapOf, BOK Cy eKOHOMCKY, IOIUTUYKY 11 IPYTU
3aje[IHNYKM MHTEPECH Ha IETOM MECTY [Ta6ena 3).

Pacnionoxeme Genopyckux rpabana cHakaH je GpakTop ycIielIHe IIpUMeHe JPYIIT-
BEHNX CTaBoBa beropyca npema nHTerpanuju. Kao oprosop Ha murame ,Kakas ocehaj
umaitie fio duitiary 0ygyhnociiu benopycuje?; 25,1% ncnurannka ogabpaio je ommujy
»CUTYPHOCT y 60761 XMBOT; 45,0% - ,Hafy y mobospuiamwe xnuBora; 4,9% - ,amarud-
HOCT I PaBHOAYIIHOCT; 9,6% - ,3abpunyTOCT 360r Moryher moropmasa >xusota®; 6,5%
- »3a0pUHYTOCT 360T CTBAPHOT IOropiIama X1BoTa“; 8,6% - 6uso je HeomnyuHo; 0,3%
- Huje oproBopmno. AKo MH(GOpPMATUBHE OATOBOpe paHrupamo of 1 (MyuHUMYM) o 5
(MakcMMyM), IIOKasaTe/b APYLITBEHOI ONTMMM3Ma Ha IIeTOCTEINleHO] cKaaum maHocuhe
3,8. C 0631poM Ha TOpe HaBe[EeHO, IPUINIHO CY MHTEPECAHTHI OATOBOPY HA INTAIbE:
»Koja of cnepehnx mpeTwu, o BallleM MMII/bEY, YTpokaBa benmopycujy y HapemHux
10-15 ropmua?*. Jla 6ucmo mpoueHnmn 3Havaj ogpehenor pusnka y csectu 6emopyckmx
rpahaHa, y3em cMo y 003up Heo MCIMTaHMKA KOju Cy ofadpany onuujy ,OBo je cacBuM
moryhe®. Ornena yk/bydyje pusuke Koju MOTy OUTH pe3ynTaT Ipolieca MHTerpauuje uin
ce Ha BUX offiHoce. Kao mTo BuauMo, yieo OHMX KOju CTpaxyjy of IpUIMBa MUTPaHaTa
Kao0 CIIO/BHOT (paKTOpa HECUTYPHOCTH je BUCOK (30,5%). OTIpuImnKe Tpu IIyTa Marbe Uc-
INUTAHNUKA je IOMEHY/IO CTBAPHM PUSUK Off PA3IMYMTUX BPCTA €THUYKUX MM BEPCKUX
cyko6a yHyTap gpkase (11,4%) [TaGerna 4).

Kao mrTo ce Moxe BupeTn, benmopycn He Bufle CTBApHY ONMACHOCT Off TyOUTKa CyBe-
penntera (7,9%). Ipahann Peny6nuke HacTap/bajy akTMBHO Jja IOAP>KaBajy IPYUCTYIIabe

PasmuInNTIM eKOHOMCKIM caBesnma (Tabernma 5).
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Haxon fiotniiucusarea yiosopa y okeupy osux casesa, usinequ 3a gamy uHiieipavyujy
semama cy ogmax tociiany eugrusu. Kaxo je popmupare Llapurcke yHuje, 3ajegruuxol
exoHomckoi upociopa, Eepoasujcke exonomcxe 3ajeguuue, Espoasujcke exoHomcke
YHUje gobuno wupoKy HOKPUEEHOCHI Y HAUUOHAIHUM Megujuma, togayu COUUonouKol
UCTPANCUBAba OTUKPUIIU CY BUCOK HUBO Hlogpuike jasHociu ynacky Benopycuje y ose ynuje.

Hajsehe xopuctu m mpegHocTu mpuapyxusama bemopycuje EBpoasujckoj exo-
HOMCKOj YHMj¥, TIpeMa MUIUbemy ucnmTanuka (2014), jecy: 1) passoj TpxmimuTa 3a
npopajy 6eopycke pobe 1 ycayra, CTBapare OBO/BHIUjUX YC/I0Ba (becljapuHCcKa TProBu-
Ha, nTx.) (49,8%); 2) MmoryhHoCT Ho6ujama GpuHAHCHjCKe U fPyTe BPCTe IOfPIIKe Y YCIO-
BUMa Kpuse u rnobanHe ¢prHaHCHjcKe HecTabunHocTH (44,6%); 3) mobujare eHepreHaTa
no nosnamhennm LeHama (37,4%). Yieo oHuxX Koju 61 enemu fa fo0ujajy eHepreHTe
10 noB/alIheHNM LieHaMa BepoBaTHO he IOCTeNeHo omajaTy, jep je y CTapoCHOj IPyIn
oy, 40 u BumIe rofiMHa Taj yaeo nsHocuo 40,6%, a 'y crapocHoj rpymu ucnog, 40 - 33,7%.
To 3Haun f1a ce mynaba reneparyja, y mopehemy ca crapujom reHeparujom, y Mamoj Mepu
ocmama Ha omakummue us Pycuje. Ynnnm ce ma Pycu mmajy cimune crasose. IIpema mo-
manyma CBepyCKOT LIeHTPa 3a MCTPAXXMBakbe jaBHOT Mibera, Pycu y 1obu ox 45 go 59
rofHa Texxe (GaBOpM3NpamY jelHAKVX IleHa eHepreHara y cCaBe3HNUM Agpxxasama (64,0%),
mok kox Mragux nsmMeby 18 u 24 rogune taj yneo nsnocu 44,0 % (VTSIOM, 2017).

Moryhe HeraTuBHe IOCTIefuIe NpUAPYXMBama bemopycuje EBpoasmjckoj exo-
HOMCKOj YHUju cy cnenehe: Murpainyja HajkBamnpMKOBaHMjUX CTPy4HaKa y 3eMbe
EBpoasujcke ekoHoMcKe yHuje (41,8%); moehame mapuHa 1 njeHa Husa poba, Kao u ry-
OuTaK KOHKypeHTHOCTU Oenopycke pobe 1 ycryra Ha goMaheM TPXKUIITY Y OFHOCY Ha
IIpOM3BOZie M YC/IyTe U3 Apyrux 3eMaba EBpoasujcke ekoHoMcke yHMje (31,9% cBaka);
mecrabunnsanuja GeopycKe eKOHOMMje IIOC/TIe HMpUCTyIama PermyOmuke 3ajegHUUKO]
eKOHOMCKOj yHUjI. (21,7%); npeHoc opnamrhema 3a pelllaBambe K/bYYHNUX IUTAba €KO-
HOMCKOT pasBoja Ha HAI[IOHAIHM HIBO, KA0 I TYOUTAaK WM ,,3aMar/biBatbe  HAL[VIOHATHE
Kynrype u Tpaguiuje (oba mo 18,1%). ITogarnu 13 2016. mokasyjy ga Benopycu 6upajy
€KOHOMCKe ¥ TIONIMTHYKO-BOjHE IMJbeBe Kao IPMOPUTETHE LibeBe QYHKIMOHMCAbA
EBpoasmjcke eKOHOMCKE yHUje .

IlIto ce Tmye pmuckycuje o OymyhHoctn Bemopycuje y MHTerpaumju ca gpyrum
3eM/baMa, OC/IAFbaMO Ce Ha pe3ynTare CTyauje ,, Mimagu /byiu Ha ITOCTCOBj€TCKOM IIPOCTO-
py: C/lUKe CBeTa, BPeJHOCTM, CTpATerje caMoOCTBaperba’, CIIpOBefieHe Y IIePUOJY OK-
tobap 2017 - ¢ebpyap 2018. meby crymentuma Bogehux ynusepsurera y bemopycuju u
Pycuju (Andreev, Lashuk, 2019a; Andreev, Lashuk, 2019b). IIpema cexyHmapHoj aHamm3u
HaJla3a OBe CTyAuje, 6eIOPyCKM CTYAEHTHU MMajy BIIlle IIO3UTUBHUX HETO HEraTMBHMX CTa-
BOBa IIpeMa 3amafHoM cBety. Ha mpumep, y 6e1opyckoM y30pKy je sabenesxeHo 28% mo-
3UTUBHYX I 5% HeraTMBHMX peakiiuja Ha ped ,,EBpoIicka yHuja®, a y pyckoM y30pKy - 14%
u 10%; Takobe, y Beopycuju peu ,,3aman” nsassana je 34,5% mo3nTnBHUX 1 7% HETaTNB-
HUX peakuyja, y Pycuju - 27% u 7%. Benopycku ctynenT BUcoKo 1iene Pycky @enepanmjy
Kao BaKHOr mapTHepa y Casesy Pycuje u benopycuje, mosesyjyhu Pycujy npseHcTBeHO ¢
peunma ,cHara“ (64%) u ,Tpapunuja“ (25%). CrymeHTH! cy Takobhe OLleHMIN UCTOPMjCKY
HyT Koju cy ofabpare muxose 3embe: y Pycuju je ogHoc usmelhy onrumucra u necumu-
cTa y Ipym cryfeHara npuomokHo 1: 1,5 (24%), fox y Beropycuju oH focTike roToBo
1: 4 (42%), ¢ TuM WITO ce pycka oMaanyHa okpehe nckycTBy caBpeMene Kune y morneny
TpakKera HOBMX MOJiefa IPYIITBEHOT pa3Boja (TaKBO MOHAIIAMKkE HIje TUTIMIHO 33 MIajie
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u3 Benmopycuje). [ope HaBemeHo Takobe Baku 3a nHTerpanyjy. Mmagu Pycu mogpxasajy
pa3He MHMIIMjaTVBe 3a MHTErpanyjy, a bemopycuja je jenan ox Bogehux nmapraepa - Buiie
oxt 88% pyckux cTygeHaTa us3pasuio je ogobpaBame. Mebytum, Bemopycuja je saysema
IPyro MeCTO Ha IUCTI IpHopuTeTa, mocie Kuue. 3a morpebe mopehera, 82% pycknx cry-
IeHata 611 >Kereno fja pasBuje nHTerpanyjy ca Kasaxcranom, 75% ca EBpornckom yHmjowM,
52% ca Opranusanujom CesepHoarmantckor cropasyma (HATO), 42% ca YkpajuHOM.
Tako he Bemopycnja ocratu nmupep y nHTerpanuju ca Pycujom xaga je ped o oKyIbamwy
PYCKOT CBeTa, a IIpe CBera To je Cay4aj ca 3ajefHMIIIOM He3aBMCHUX fipKaBa, CaBe3HOM
np>xxasoM Pycuje u benopycuje n EBpoasnjckoM eKOHOMCKOM YHMjOM.

Haxne, uciuttianuyu cy cmamipanu ga dpuciuyiiare Benopycuje Eepoasujckoj exo-
HOMCKO]j yHUjU uma HeciiopHe dpegHociiiu (cnobogHo kpeitiarwe pobe, ycayia u puxancuja,
Houyciiu Ha pycke eHepienilie) u ogpehere Hegociiatiike (Ha tipumep, muipayuja pagre
cHale, fiosehame yapuxe 3a 3603 Hapilie U cMArbeH HUBO eKOHOMCKUX pedopMmu 3embe).
Jpywiiticeno-exoHOMCKU U B0JHO-TLOTUMIUYKY UUbeBU CPCHIAHY CY HA HAJ8UULE MECTI0
mehy yumesuma unitieipayuje y Espoasujcky exonomcky yrujy. M 6enopycku u pycku maa-
gu asopusyjy komepyujanusayujy ogrHoca usmehy casesHux gpicasa.

3aK/byyak

YKpaTKo, JaHallllba CIIo/bHa omnTHKa Perry6mke benopycnje canpxu iBa OCHOBHA
HOCTYJIaTa - He3aBUCHOCT JipyKaBe U MYATUBEKTOPCKY MHTerpanujy. Mnak, fobpo nsba-
JIaHCMPaHa YPaBHOTEXeHa CIIOJ/bHA IIOJIMTHKA KOjy je 3BAHMYHO IIPOITIACHO GelopycKn
IpeJcefHUK OYNTO je OpMjeHTUCaHa Ka VICTOKy. Y MHTerpalilMoHnM Iporecuma Takobhe
IIOCTOjM CHa)XKaH HAKJOH IpeMa Pycuju m3 McTOpmjcKUX ¥ €KOHOMCKUX pasyora. Jako
BehuHa Genopycke momynaluje HoAp>KaBa pasnnyuTe 0OMUKe M BEKTOpe MHTETpalilje,
Benopycu ne xene fa ce npuapysxe EBponu. I'lmaBHu npasari jaBHOr Mibera benopycuje
y MOI7Iefy MHTerpanuje je mpe cera Pycuja. [IpymTBenn cTaBoByU 6eIOPYCKOT CTaHOB-
HUILITBA y IOITIely MHTETPALMOHMX OfHOCA ca PycujoM ycuzipeHn cy Ha ApylITBEHOM
CTEpEeOTHITy O CTaBy IIpeMa Pycuju kao ,crapujem 6pary*. Vmax, HUBO mapTHEPCTBA KOji
He yrpoykaBa II0CTOjame benopycuje xkao HesaBMCHe Ap>KaBe U He clipeyaBa benopycujy
fla ce BpaTy y HOPOAMIY eBPOIICKMX Hapofja MCIYHMO 6U HaloHa/IHe MHTepece bero-
pyca. OgHocHo, Benopycn nmajy 3a 1nb fa cadyBajy He3aBUCHOCT 1 Oyny y3 Pycujy.

IIto ce Tuye 3ajefHMYKe MONMUTUKE ca PycmjoM, Heycrmecu MCTOYHOI cycefia y
MebhyHaponHOj apeHU MMajy moBpaTHU edekaT Ha Bemopycujy kao MCTOYHOT MapTHepa.
TpeHyTHa HepaBHOTe)Xa MCTOYHOT U 3aNaf{HOT BEKTOpa OeopycKe CIIO/bHE IONMTHUKE
3HAYajHO yTH4e Ha 6e/IOPYCKM HAllMOHATHY UJCHTUTET U beHy MehyHapogHy mosuiujy.
INoropmiame ofHOCa ca 3amlaZioM HETaTMBHO YTUYE€ Ha COLMO-EKOHOMCKY CUTYallVjy
Benopycuje u mwen Mehynaponuu craryc. Hopmanusaiuja ogHoca ca Bogehnm sempbama
3amazia u yrunajauM MelyHapopHM opranmusanujama kao mro cy EBporncka ynuja, Ca-
BeT EBpone, HATO 1 Mebhynaponuu MoHeTapHM (OHJ, je IPMOPUTETHY TIpaBaly CIIO/bHE
nonmutuke Perrybnuke Benopycuje. ¥V 1upy cMamuBama ofpeheHIX HeraTMBHUX MOCTIe-
IuIla KpeM/bCKe MOMUTHUKe TI0 Beropycujy ca cranosumra MehyHaponse 3ajenuniie, Pe-
ny6imKa je 3BaHMYHO HeyTpanHa. OBa HO3uUIIMja je MOCeOHO M3paskeHa y HOITIEY BOjHUX
U MIONMUTUYKMX CyKO6a. [TO3SUTUBHM acIeKTH PyCcKe CIOJ/bHE MOMUTHUKE IIPOjeKTOBAHY CY
n Ha benopycujy, a benopycu je ysumajy sgpaso 3a roToBo.

780



Coyuonowxu tipeineg, vol. LIII (2019), no. 3, ctp. 762-786

Hurerpanuja Benopycuje ¢ Pycujom 3acHoBaHa je Ha MOhHOM COLMOKYITYpPHOM
TeMeJbY - 3ajeJHMYKO]j IIPOLITIOCTH, CINIHOj KYITYPH, 3ajeJHUYKOM je3UKY, IOPOAUIHNM
BesaMa, MehyerHnukum 6pakoBnma. KynrypHo-ucropujckn GakTopy FOMUHMPAjY CTa-
BoBMMa bemopyca o unrerpanuju ¢ Pycujom, ok cTaB npema 4iaHCTBY Y EBpoasnjckoj
€KOHOMCKOj YHMj) jaCHO OONIMKYjy eKOHOMCKe HaJie I OYeK1Bamba: Pa3Boj TPXKUIITA, [10-
marHe MoryhHOCTH yrmarama 1 nos/aiheHe IieHe yBe3eHUX eHepreHaTa. Takobe ce jaBba
TpeHJ Ka IIpMXBaTamy KoMepuujanusanuje ofgHoca usMehy Benopycuje u Pycuje, mo-
ce6bHo Mehy mmapum pynuma. ¥V 6ynyhuoctu he rmaBHu npo6nem pasBoja MHTerpanuje
IIOCTCOBjeTCKMX 3eMasba (1 Y okBUPY EBpoasimjcke eKOHOMCKe yHUje) OUTH CTBaparmbe
MHCTUTYLMja U [PYTHUX CTPYKTYpa Koje 61 Ipey3eie 1 yCIeNIHO IpYMeHMIe MHTerpali-
one ¢ynknuje. TpenyTHO je caBe3 benopycnuje u Pycnmje koju ce 3acHuBa Ha 3ajeJHUYKO]
UCTOPU)CKOj, COLMO-KYATYPHO], €KOHOMCKO] M IIOJIMTUYKOj IPOIIOCTM Hajjauy Ha
tepuropuju 6usiier Cosjerckor CaBesa.
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APPENDIX / ITIPMJIO3U

Tabena 1. ITormepu Ha ArHaMUKY ofHoca n3Mmeby Benopycuje u Pycuje, npema
nonynanuju benopycuje, %
Table 1. Views on the relationship dynamics between Belarus and Russia, according to
the population of Belarus, %

O0abpaHu 002080p/

2009 2010 2011 2012 2014 2015
Selected answer

3HayvajHo 60U/

Significantly improved 22 4> >1 128 20,2 156

Mano 6orbu/

Slightly improved 17,0 14,9 23,1 29,5 26,5 25,0

HenpomereHn/

Did not change 284 258 | 229 | 232 27,7 | 355

Mano ropu/
Slightly deteriorated 144 20,9 169 138 42 87
3HauajHo ropu/ 2,6 5,2 53 13 04 08

Significantly deteriorated

Heopnyuan/ 323 28,7 26,7 21,3 20,9 14,4

Undecided
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Taberna 2. ITormeny Ha epcrieKTHBY IajbeT pa3Boja OfHOCA MHTerpauuje n3mehy

Benopycuje u Pycuje, npema nonynauuju benopycuje, %

Table 2. Views on the prospects for further development of integration relations between
Belarus and Russia, according to the population of Belarus, %

O0abpaHu 002080p/
Selected answer

2009

2010

2011

2012

2074

2015

2016

Benopycuja Tpeba ga byze
He3aBlCHa Ap»KaBa, OHa Mopa
Ja n3rpagu ogHoce ¢ Pycnjom
Ha 0cHOBY MehyHapogHNX
yroBopa/

Belarus should be an indepen-
dent country, it must build
relations with Russia on the
basis of international treaties

53,8

49,4

56,8

55,3

55,7

56,9

52,0

Benopycuja n Pycuja Tpeba

[la n3rpage ogHoce no
NPUHLKMNY paBHOMpPaBHe yHuje
[Bejy fpXaBa Y3 CTBaparbe
HafHaLVOHaNHMX OpraHa
ynpaBbaha/

Belarus and Russia should
build relations based on the
principle of an equal union of
the two states with the cre-
ation of supranational govern-
ing bodies

41,2

46,5

41,0

39,3

38,7

38,8

41,6

Benopycuja 6u Tpebano ga ce
npuapyxu Pyckoj Oepepauuju
Kao cy6jekT denepaunje/
Belarus should join the Russian
Federation as a federation
subject

5,0

41

2,2

54

56

4,3

6,4
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Tabena 3. OneHa dakToOpa Kojit yjeuibyjy 6enopycku u pycku Hapop, 2014,%
Table 3. The rating of factors that unite the Belarusian people with the people of Russia, 2014, %

WcTopujckn paktop/ Historical past 57,6
3ajegHnykm jesmk/ Shared language 38,1
Kyntypa (BpegHocTu, Tpaguumja, obryaju)/ 35,6
Culture (values, traditions, customs)
MopoanyHe Be3e, MehyeTHMYKM 6paKkoBy/ 25,8
Family ties, inter-ethnic marriages
< HA3AI[ EKOHOMCKM, NOAINTNYKI 1 BPYTX 3ajeQHNYKIN HTepecn/ 22,2
Economic, political and other common interests
= BACK CynpoTcTaB/bake CNosbHUM NpeTHbama, 6e36epHocT/ 20,7
Opposition to external threats, security
OcobuHe nnyHocTy, MeHTanuTeT/ Personality traits, mentality 16,0
Penuruja/ Religion 15,9
MprnagHOCT NCTOj eBPOa3njcKoj LBUAN3aLmju/ 9,6
Belonging to a single Eurasian civilization
He mory pa kaxkem/ Cannot say 34
HuwTa He yjepaumbyje/ Nothing unites 2,2
Jpyro/ Other 13
Tab6ena 4. Moryhe omacHoctu o Benopycujy y Hapenuux 10-15 rogusa, 2014,%
Table 4. Possible dangers for Belarus in the next 10-15 years, 2014, %
CHax<aH NpuviB MUrpaHaTta 13 Apyrux semamna/
. . . 30,5%
Sharp influx of migrants from other countries
Mag »xuBoTHor ctaHgappaa/ Decline in the living standards 24,8%
MopacT KpmmnHana/ Increase in crime 20,3%
i HA3AA BojHu aHraxmaH (BaH benopycuje)/ 17,1%

Military engagement (outside of Belarus)

&= BACK Kpw3a HaumoHanHe KynType v beHa acuMunaluyja of cTpaHe apyrmx
Kyntypa/ 16,7%
Crisis of national culture and its assimilation by other cultures

Javatbe TepopurcTukmx npethin/ Growth of terrorist threat 11,7%

lNojaBa yHyTpaLlmX APYLUTBEHX, ETHUYKNX, BEPCKUX 1 APYTUX CyKoba/

. . . . : 11,4%
Emergence of internal social, ethnic, confessional and other conflicts ?
lybutak ap>aBHor cyBepeHuTeTa/ Loss of state sovereignty 7,9%
[Jlonazak eKCTPeMMCTUYKIMX CHara Ha BnacTt/ Extremist forces coming to 56%

power
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Tabena 5. 3a npucrynamwe bemopycuje...,%
Table 5. In favour of accession of Belarus into..., %

. Espoasujckoj
Espoas3ujckoj CKOHOMCKOI
Eepoasujckoj | 3ajedHu4Kom €KOHOMCKOJ wuju (EA E)f)
OpabpaHu UApUHCKOj eKoHoMckoMm | 3ajedHuyu (EASC yAd)

. 0001.01.2015./
oprosop/ YHUju/ npocmopy/ unu EepA33QC)/ The Eur-
Selected The Eurasian | Common Eco- The Eurasian asian Eco-

answer Customs Union | nomic Space | Economic Com- nomic Union
(EACU) (CES) munity (EAEC or .
EurAsEC) (EAEU) since
01.01.2015
2012 | 20714 | 2012 | 2014 | 2012 2014 2015
[Na/ Yes 42,6 42,7 | 40,6 | 376 | 406 37,6 27,6
YymasHoMAa/ | 194 | 230 | 207 | 236 | 207 | 236 17,1
Mostly yes
ymasHomke/ | 5, | 44 | 6o [ 52 | 62 52 7,1
Mostly no
He/ No 6,0 4,6 54 58 54 58 11,7
Heopnywar/ | o> | 252 | 272 | 277 | 272 | 277 36,5
Undecided
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Tabena 6. OjeHa un/beBa 1 BpeHOCTY Koju 611 Tpebao ga 6ymy
Y OCHOBU MHTErpanyoHux mpoueca EBpoasujcke ekoHOMCKe yHuIje, 2016,%
Table 6. The rating of goals and values that should be at the base
of integration processes of the Eurasian Economic Union, 2016, %

MpoayKT1BHO 3anolubaBakbe, CI060AHO KpeTakbe rpahaHa, onwTe 33,8
TpXuwTe pagay EAEY/

Productive employment, free movement of citizens, general labor
market in the EAEU

He 3Ham/ Don't know 33,3

Mob6orblake 6narocTakba CTaHOBHULWITBA Y ApKaBama EAEY/ 31,5
Improvement of the population well-being in the EAEU states

«m HA3A]| | KonektreHa 6e3beaHoct EAEY/ Collective security of the EAEU 24,8
3awTunTa sbyfackux npasa/ Protection of human rights 17,2
<= BACK
[loBO/bHO €KOMOLIKO OKpyXetbe y 3emsbama EAEY/ 14,7

Favourable ecological environment in the countries of the EAEU

ConngapHocT cBUx gp»kaBa unaHunua EAEY npotnB cnosbHmX 13,4
npetkbu/
Solidarity of all the EAEU member states against external threats

OppaBatbe MOBOJbHYUX yCN0Ba 3a MehyHapoaHy capagmy/ 12,4
Maintaining favorable conditions for international cooperation

KoxepeHTaH neHsujcku cuctem/ Coherent pension protection 11,2

3ajegHVYKM 06Pa30BHY 1 KynTYpHW npoctop y EAEY/ 8.2
Common educational and cultural space in the EAEU

Opyro/ Other 0,2
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