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This article, setting itself a direct task of describing foreign policy aspects in relation to the Eurasian
space, acquaints with the main materials covered in the world media where the appearance of the Eur-
asian space is given in detail against the background of the ongoing integration processes in the region.
The result of the integration of regional economies has become the Eurasian Economic Union and its
further cooperation with third countries allows us to talk about the prospects of this union. The possibil-
ity of such cooperation, the Republic of Turkey with the Eurasian Union, is one of the popular topics in
media coverage. A leading role in these integration associations belongs to many post-Soviet countries
that are interested in deepening economic integration and maintaining stable political, economic and
cultural ties with other countries: Kazakhstan, Belarus, Armenia, Kyrgyzstan and Russia.
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bAK eypasusiAbIK MHTerpauMsiHbIH, epeKLIeAiKTepi MeH nepcrnekTMBaAapbl TypaAbl

ATaAMbILL MakaAa Eypasmsiabik KeHICTIKTEri CbIpTKbl CasiC aCreKTiAepAi CUMATTAYAbIH, TIKEAEeN MiH-
AETIiH KOiblIr, areMAik BAK-Tapaa 6asHAaAFaH HEri3ri MaTeprasAaPMEH TaHbICTbIPAAbl, OHAQ eypa3usi-
ABIK, KEHICTIKTIH mariaAa GOAybl Kasipri MHTerpaumsAbIK, YAEPICTEPAIH asCbiHAA TOAbIK, OasiHAAAAADI.
AMaK TbIK, 3KOHOMMKaHbI MHTErpaLmsaAayAblH HOTMXKEC EypasunsiAbiK, 5KOHOMUKAABIK, OAAKKA alHAAYbI
>K&HE OHbIH, YLIHLLI eAAEPMEH bIHTbIMAKTACTbIFbl OCbl 0AAKTbIH KEAELeri TypaAbl 9HFIMEAeYre MyMKIiH-
AiK 6epeai. OCbIHAAM bIHTbIMAKTACTBIKTbIH MYMKIHAIM, Typkus Pecnybamkachl Eypasusiabik, oaakneH
Gipre, OykapaAblK, akmnapaT KypaAAapblHAA >KapusIAAHFAH TakbIpbiNTapAbiH 6ipi GOAbIMN TabblAAAbI.
ByA MHTerpaumsabik, GipAECTIKTEPAE KETEKLI POA SKOHOMMUKAAbBIK, MHTErpaLMsiHbl TEPEHAETEA KoHe
6acka eanaepmeH — KasakcraH, beaapycb, Apmerns, KpipFbi3cTaH >keHe PeceiiMeH TypakTbl casicu, 3K0O-
HOMMKAAbIK, >KOHE MOAEHM OaMAaHbICTapAbI CaKTayFa MyAAEAT KEHECTIK EAAEPAIH KOTLLIAITIHE >KaTaAbl.
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CMMU 06 ocobeHHOCTsX EBpa3muiicKoit MHTerpaLmmu u nepcrnekTuBax

AaHHas cTaTbg, CTaBs nepea co0oi NPSMYIO 3aAady OMMCaHMs BHELWHENOAUTUYECKMX aCMeKTOB B
OTHOLLEeHMM EBpa3ninckoro npocTpaHCTBa, 3HAKOMUT C OCHOBHbIMKW MaTeprasamm mnpoBbix CMU, rae
00AMK EBpasmiickoro NpocTpaHCTBa AAETCS B AETAASX HA (DOHE MAYLLMX MHTErPaLMOHHbIX MPOLLECCOB
B pErvoHe.

Pe3yAbTaTOM MHTErpaumm permoHaAbHbIX 3KOHOMMK CTaA EBpa3uiickmii 3KOHOMMYECKUIA COto3, U
AAAbHerillee ero COTPyAHMYECTBO C TPETbMMM CTPAHAMM MO3BOASIET FTOBOPUTb O NMEPCreKTUBE AQHHO-
ro Col3a, B TOM YMCAEe U C no3uumm Typummn. feonoAnTmuyeckoe noAoxkeHune Typummn OTKPbIBAET 3TOM
CTpaHe BO3MOXXHOCTU AASl COTPYAHMYECTBA CO CTpaHamm EBpa3niickoro npocTpaHCTBa, Kak B 3KOHO-
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MMYECKOM TaK M MOAMTUYECKOM MAaHe. BO3MOXXHOCTM CTaHOBAEHMS Takoro COTpyAHM4YecTBa TypeL-
Kon PecnyOAnkn ¢ EBPasmMinckmMm COIO30M SIBASIIOTCSI OAHOM M3 MOMYASIPHbIX Tem B MrupoBbix CMU. Be-
AYLLIAs POAb B 3TUX MHTErPALMOHHBIX 0ObEAMHEHUSX MPUHAAAEXKMT MHOMMM MOCTCOBETCKMM CTPaHaM,
KOTOpbIE 3aMHTEPECOBAHbI B YIAYOAEHMM SKOHOMMYECKON MHTErpaunm U noAAEp>KaHUM yCTOMUMBbIX
MOAUTUYECKMX, SKOHOMUUYECKMX M KYABTYPHBIX CBSI3€l C APYIrMMM roCyAapcTBamu, 3T0: KasaxcraH,

beaapycb, Apmeruns, Knuprusus u Poccus.

KAtoueBble cAOBa: permoHaAbHas nHTerpaums, EBpasunickmii akoHommueckuii cotos, CMU, cotpya-

HN4YeCTBO.

Introduction

In the last decade of the twentieth and early
twenty-first centuries. On the Eurasian continent,
geopolitical changes took place, of which the col-
lapse of the USSR is essential. After the collapse
of the once powerful superpower new sovereign
states began to appear on the geopolitical map of the
Eurasian continent which were forced to integrate
among themselves, referring to general economic
standards and directly to a common language. The
result of the integration of regional economies has
become the Eurasian Economic Union (Treaty,
2014), and its further cooperation with third coun-
tries allows us to talk about the prospects of this
union including Turkey’s position in the Eurasian
space. After the collapse of the USSR new players
began to appear in the region each of which tried to
promote its interest and take its niches. Particularly
we can note the activity of the USA and Turkey in
the region. If Washington was primarily concerned
about the nuclear potential and natural resources
of former post-Soviet countries, Turkey has com-
mon Turkic roots with most Central Asian countries
(Kylichbeyli, 2004). The geopolitical position of
Turkey opens this country to cooperation with the
countries of the Eurasian space, both economically
and politically. The possibility of such cooperation,
the Republic of Turkey with the Eurasian Union, is
one of the popular topics in media coverage. Already
post-Soviet countries like Russia, Kazakhstan, Be-
larus, Armenia and Kyrgyzstan are interested in re-
gional integration.

The sanctions imposed by the West against the
Russian Federation showed that Turkey alone can
continue to cooperate with Russia in the economic
sphere, despite the fact that it is in the process of
integration with the Eurozone. Some Turkish spe-
cialists note that Turkey, like other countries that
are interested in creating a free trade zone with the
EAEU countries, can also follow this path, from
which the political dialogue with Russia which
Moscow and Ankara need to some extent may in-
crease. The participation of Turkey which claims to
be a regional power in the Eurasian integration is

relevant especially in the formation of a “polycen-
tric” world. Against the backdrop of these histori-
cal events it is also important that the conflict in all
parts of the world is rapidly growing. And to a large
extent the responsibility for this lies with the media.
Popular social networks often especially in a crisis
situation turn from a platform of communication
into a field of verbal abuse mutual accusations and
incessant hysteria. Enough view news feeds events
in Ukraine have generated a tsunami of disinfor-
mation, the lion’s share of which is spread through
social networks and blogs. After all reflections of
military conflicts in the media are among the com-
plex socio-political problems. In recent years they
have attracted increased attention of representatives
of social and humanitarian knowledge, including
historians, philosophers, sociologists, economists,
etc. And this is not accidental. Perhaps there is not
a single journalistic subject that has been devoted to
such a huge amount of material — publications, doc-
uments, transcripts of press conferences, author’s
articles — detailing the whole spectrum of military
operations and analyzing the entire social aura as-
sociated with them. Recently information about
contemporary conflicts is increasingly becoming
available to the public without any filtering without
limitation by any framework or placement in some
special context. However the laws and customs of
war disappoint us by contradicting our intuitive un-
derstanding of what is happening. And journalists
who cover military conflicts, “we know how often
they are forced to act on unexplored territory. To
be able to understand among havoc confusion and
misinformation to understand what is happening is
not a simple matter. Meanwhile almost nothing in
their education prepares journalists for the ability
to distinguish between legitimate illegal and crimi-
nal acts. And in conditions of such a legal vacuum
journalism has acquired a new if not clearly defined
dimension. Difficulties of journalism in our opinion
consist in the need to combine high quality creative
material about the current situation in the conflict
with new values. There is a certain lack of under-
standing of humanitarian law by the public which
places an additional burden on the shoulders of jour-

56 Xabapusl. XKypranuctuka cepusicsl. Ne2 (48). 2018



Orazbekova Z.S.

nalists who write on the topic of military conflicts.
And the parties to the conflict in particular those ac-
cused of reprisals from the press in the commission
of war crimes can play whole performances in the
course of an unscrupulous propaganda campaign
aimed at winning sympathy and political support
showing cruelties against them — with witnesses,
photographs and video recordings. The society came
to the conclusion that coverage of war is a thing too
important to not critically present to its media. And
attempts to determine the nature of the reflection of
military conflicts in the domestic print media and
made the ideas and conclusions of domestic and for-
eign scholars on the place role and functioning of
the media in explaining the causes of the essence,
content, specifics and coverage of armed conflicts in
various regions as well as ways exit from them.

Theoretical and methodological basis. May 29,
2014 we witnessed the historic moment of sign-
ing the Treaty on the establishment of the Eurasian
Economic Union (EAEU) in Astana at a meeting of
the Eurasian Economic Council at the level of the
heads of state. And this event became the top news
of the world media. And if one of the first lighters
of this epoch-making event is to take Kazinform,
then key materials published in international media
were distributed here. For example, ASTANA, May
29 — RIA Novosti reported: “... The agreement on
the EAEU satisfies all sides, Nazarbayev believes
and according to him the document” has historical
significance for the future of Russia, Kazakhstan
and Belarus. “ “The agreement turned out to be bal-
anced, competent, taking into account the interests
of all states,” Nazarbayev said. He recalled that the
work was great, “there was a consensus that satisfied
all sides.” “It reflects all the basic aspects, fixed all
principles of equality of states, their territorial in-
tegrity, as well as respect for the specifics of the po-
litical structure of the member states of the Union,”
Nazarbayev said.

The collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991 was
one of the significant events of the last century as a
result of which a deep crisis began in the entire post-
Soviet space. And the signing of the document at the
meeting of the Supreme Eurasian Economic Council
means the emergence of the largest in the world after
the European Union economic union which will be
spread over a vast space with a population of almost
170 million people. Vladimir Putin noted earlier that
the signing of the agreement on the EEU will be the
central event of the year for Russia, Belarus and Ka-
zakhstan. Work on the 900-page document on the
creation of the Eurasian Economic Union lasted al-
most 3 years. On November 18, 2011, at the first

ISSN 1563-0242

summit of the Supreme Eurasian Economic Coun-
cil, Vladimir Putin, Alexander Lukashenko and
Nursultan Nazarbayev adopted the Declaration on
Eurasian Economic Integration. The document fixed
the task of creating the Eurasian Economic Union
by 2015. The Treaty entered into force on January
1, 2015. Then the Eurasian expanded — it was joined
by Armenia and Kyrgyzstan. It should be noted that
the President of Kazakhstan Nazarbayev repeatedly
stressed that the EAEU is an exclusively economic
project and to stop the talk about the fact that un-
der the guise of the establishment of the EAEU the
USSR is reviving, he even offered to admit Turkey
to the Union. “World experience shows that integra-
tion is first of all long-term stable conditions for the
development of the economy, new opportunities for
the well-being of citizens,” he added, RIA Novosti-
Kazakhstan reported. According to the review ma-
terials of Irina Isakina we get acquainted with the
interpretation of foreign media that the news about
the signing of the treaty in Astana became “top” in
terms of the largest international news agencies and
publications. “The leaders of Russia, Belarus and
Kazakhstan are creating an economic union” — with
this headline the news was released by the Voice of
America. In the article — dry fact, a few calculations
about future prospects and one quote.

The New York Times began the story of Eur-
asian integration from the Ukrainian accent: in the
expanded article which was illustrated with a photo
of the three presidents for American readers it was
clarified that the formation of the EAEU occurred
without the participation of Kiev. With German
pragmatism the economic news from Astana came
up in the Deutsche Welle: it is noted that “the partic-
ipating countries intend to implement a coordinated
policy in key sectors of the economy.” Kazakhstan,
Russia and Belarus, according to the newspaper are
pursuing the goal of competing with the European
Union. The birth of a new economic education for
170 million people and reputable Reuters and Eu-
ronews have not left their attention. An article on
this topic from USA Today translated for Russian-
language readers Gazeta.ru: the American press is
more interested in the political rather than economic
and political here is the heading: “The EAEU is
promoting Putin’s ambitions to reunify the former
Soviet republics.” The Russian mass media having
worked out in detail all the nuances of the creation of
the EAEU bilateral agreements, the positions of Ka-
zakhstan, Russia, Belarus, in detail on Thursday, say
that the State Duma of Russia is ready to work in the
format proposed by President Nazarbayev and ratify
the treaty as soon as possible. The visit to Astana
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by President Alexander Lukashenko was yesterday
the main news in Belarus. He was actively quoted a
few days before his trip to the Kazakh capital when
the head of state explained the principled position of
Minsk regarding the union prospects. The key theme
of Eurasian integration is for the Kyrgyz and Arme-
nian media. The request of President Serzh Sargsyan
to accept Armenia in the Eurasian Economic Union
in two weeks — on the front pages. So it served as the
motivation for creating such a violently discussed
Union and certainly look into history ... 25 years
have passed since the collapse of the Soviet Union.
A quarter of a century is usually an ample time pe-
riod for assessing the significance of any historical
event. The cause of the collapse can be called a cri-
sis which began with internal contradictions. With
the breakup in the region a number of problems have
started: interethnic conflicts the collapse of econo-
mies in the countries that were part of the USSR,
high crime etc. Today the economic situation in the
post-Soviet countries is quite different. From the cri-
sis the countries of the former USSR came out only
by the beginning of the 2000. The economies of the
post-Soviet countries are developing differently to
this day. It is important to note that only three Baltic
countries that were part of the USSR correspond to
the basic principles of a market economy.

In Russia and Kazakhstan, the market is dis-
torted to a certain extent by various administrative
barriers (Nazarbayev, 2008). In 1991, countries that
once were under a single “roof” chose their future
directions for development. The Baltic Three did
not want to integrate and consist in a single bloc
with other post-Soviet countries wishing to inte-
grate in the European direction. As a result in the
2000s Latvia, Lithuania and Estonia became part
of the European Union joining NATO and the EU.
The remaining 12 post-Soviet countries created the
Commonwealth of Independent States with the aim
of integrating among themselves. It is clear that it is
difficult to talk about the development of any coun-
try without integration. In this regard former post-
Soviet countries began to look for ways and ways
of integration among themselves citing common
economic standards that had been laid down since
Soviet times and a common language. The first step
around which most post-Soviet countries began to
gather was the creation of the Commonwealth of In-
dependent States (Agreement, 1991). Here it should
be noted that after the collapse of the USSR coun-
tries from the former union began to take an active
interest in other countries.

The most active activity was conducted by the
USA and Turkey. The first was mainly interested

in the natural resources of the countries of Central
Asia and the second stated that it has common Tur-
kic roots with the countries of Central Asia. Per-
haps the emergence of other players in the region
also played a role in the formation of the CIS. As
you know Eurasia is a huge space occupying Eu-
rope and Asia where countries such as Russia the
countries of Central Asia the Caucasus and Turkey
are located. The appearance of the Eurasian con-
tinent has changed significantly in recent years in
connection with the integration processes in the re-
gion. The historic event of course is the creation
of the EEC in 2014 which has become a huge
achievement for the post-Soviet countries that have
become part of it. If we take a little step into the
prehistory of the creation of the Unified Energy
System the concept of the Eurasian Union was pro-
claimed by the President of the Republic of Ka-
zakhstan N. Nazarbayev in the spring of 1994. ON.
Nazarbayev voiced this idea in Moscow during
his speech before the professor of Moscow State
University. M.V. Lomonosov. And as the political
politician E.Ertysbayev later wrote: “... this con-
cept was a logical consequence of the official Ka-
zakh doctrine of the Eurasian bridge. Nazarbayev
called for equal contacts with all countries of the
world and for the political and economic partners
to be chosen only on the basis of the coincidence of
real interests and common destiny ... “(Ertysbaev,
2001) From history it can be seen that the post-
Soviet space has always been a world linking the
East with the West. However after the collapse of
the Soviet Union instability was observed in the
region. The civil war in Tajikistan the color revolu-
tion in Ukraine territorial disputes, ethnic conflicts,
separatism and other conflicts have affected the in-
terstate relations of the region. The Republic which
recently proclaimed its independence to a certain
extent separated from each other. The beginning of
the 90’s in the post-Soviet countries was accom-
panied by the struggle of elites for power the dete-
rioration of the quality of life the growth of crime,
territorial disputes, the decline of industry, unem-
ployment, etc.

In the former Soviet Union countries there was
and still is another significant problem. Inefficiency
of the executive power as a result of which corrup-
tion develops. Although to some extent people also
contribute to the development of corruption. You
can not mention the brain drain abroad. Many ex-
perts of their work immigrated to Western countries
in pursuit of better conditions for life. This was due
to some degree of technological backwardness and
not willingness to offer good working conditions for
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good specialists from different fields. Some coun-
tries reoriented towards the raw material economy
as a result of which they did not pay due attention
to the development of modern technology medicine
and science. This also contributed to the fact that
highly qualified doctors engineers and scientists
went abroad. The reorientation towards raw mate-
rials activities entailed a number of environmental
problems in the region some of which are exacer-
bated now. The creation of the largest production
facilities could not but affect the environment of
the region. Large damage to the environment was
caused by nuclear tests at the Semipalatinsk test site
of the times of the Soviet Union, the Chernobyl di-
saster, the problem of the Aral Sea, etc.

Types of integration behavior can be divided:

Constructive: Kazakhstan, Belarus and Armenia

Destructive: Moldova, the Baltic Three, Ukraine,
Georgia (in connection with the August events of
2008)

Pendulum: Azerbaijan, Uzbekistan and Ukraine
(Orazbekova, 2017).

Kazakhstan was able to achieve pragmatism
in foreign policy and also managed to build good
relations with the post-Soviet countries with the
Middle Eastern countries and with the Islamic
world. At the same time it is important to note
that Kazakhstan has resisted the temptations of
Pan-Islamism and Pan-Turkism. Constructive
behavior of Kazakhstan is a merit of President
N.Nazarbayev who initiated the existing format
of Eurasian integration. The pendulum type can
include Azerbaijan, Uzbekistan and Ukraine. This
type refers mainly to those countries that change
their political course depending on the authorities in
the country. Here we attributed Ukraine to both the
destructive and the pendulum type of behavior. This
can be explained by the fact that Ukraine in relation
to the CIS countries can be attributed to the pendulum
type since the power in the country determines the
political course of the country. Regarding Russia
in the first years after the collapse of the Soviet
Union the priority region for Moscow was not
the Commonwealth countries but the European
ones. Therefore, in relation to the CIS, Russia can
be attributed to a destructive type of behavior.
With the coming to power of Vladimir Putin great
emphasis is being placed on rapprochement and
cooperation with the post-Soviet countries and here
Russia can be attributed to a constructive type of
behavior. From the Concept of Foreign Policy of
the Russian Federation one can see that the priority
area of the foreign policy of the Russian Federation
is the member states of the Commonwealth of
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Independent States. Fedulova NG notes that at the
time of the collapse of the Soviet Union it was the
Commonwealth of Independent States that managed
to develop important functions of the integration
association. In particular the disintegration of the
nuclear power was prevented it was possible to
localize interethnic conflicts which resulted in the
way to negotiations (Bazhanov, 2009).

The conclusion. The role of the media in
the long-playing integration process can not be
overestimated. It is necessary to transform the
perception of the population of the EEU countries
into information about real dividends of Eurasian
integration (Orazbekova, 2017). For this it is
necessary to adapt the information product for
the best perception simultaneously from several
sources for example from print media. After all
according to many one of the main problems in
the knowledge and dissemination of qualitative
information about the EEMP is a small amount of
really new, relevant information as headlines change
— texts are compiled and the consciousness of the
consumer of information already selectively reacts
to the information shaft. Only a really high-quality
information product can influence social behavior
and be used by the consumer in everyday life. A
clear problem of journalism among the countries
of the Unified Energy System is the uneven
involvement of the media in the process of covering
the Eurasian integration. In this regard an obvious
reserve is the involvement of regional media of the
RK and RF in the process of joint information work
the establishment of direct communications. It is
worthwhile to think about the implementation of
direct interaction between Kazakhstan and Russian
regional mass media. And it is possible and necessary
to talk about the EAEC as an integration association
working on the basis of an equitable distribution of
income from the functioning of the joint economies
of the participating countries and it is necessary to
create an optimal model for positioning the Eurasian
Union in the mass media. The topic of the EAEC
needs to be actively promoted in the information
field.

The EAECshouldtake anexample from European
structures that are not shy about demonstrating
their successes and focus on the fact that rational
arguments not abstract ones are needed for this. For
example it is necessary to emphasize phenomena
such as the crossing of the Russian-Kazakh border
accelerated to 25 minutes, the opportunity to get a
jobin any country of the Unified Energy System with
the most favorable conditions, mutual recognition of
diplomas, the cancellation of roaming, the reduction
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in food prices due to duty-free importation of food
to Russia from Belarus or Kazakhstan.And from this
perspective social networks and the blogosphere
should be considered as a resource for informational
support for the activities of the EAEC. After all it’s
no secret that there is a certain lag in the work of the
blogosphere on covering the Eurasian integration.
The answer is clear: it is necessary to create new
official accounts in social networks that would be
able to outline the prospects of Eurasian integration
and it is necessary to work on updating the topic of
Eurasian integration at all levels. This is the work
with experts (their preparation) the involvement

of the media in information work the building
of a dialogue between the regions of the RK and
the Russian Federation etc. And also the need for
systematic work on information support of the EAEU
project including at the level of regional media and
enhancing the role of cross-border cooperation in
the context of Eurasian integration; development
and implementation of new standards for political
analysts and journalists from the EAEU the
formation of a single journalistic pool, painstaking
work in social networks and the establishment of
direct communications between frontier expert
environments.
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