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Abstract: The East Asian region is a major global economic player, given its economic size
and potential. As such, regional economic integration of East Asia could be considered as
an important building bloc towards integration of the Asia Pacific region. East Asia has
made significant progress in creating institutions for closer cooperation and integration.
East Asian regional production networks are the most integrated in the world, and regional
financial initiatives have taken off. Gripped by this wave of regionalism, the East Asian
economies have expedited further liberalization process and have started unmarked trade
liberalization strategies, enhanced economic cooperation, and negotiating on currency un-
ion. Since 1997, East Asian regionalism seems to have progressed and an East Asian Com-
munity is just around the corner. This paper is a study which presents the realities that
East Asian regionalism is still lap-sided: economic regionalism is highly developed, while
other key components (regional financial integration, education collaboration, and a re-
gional political framework) are developing at a slower rate, stagnating, and/or regressing.
It aims to present the reality of East Asian regionalism, provoke awareness of false per-
spectives, and present a recommendation towards a balanced and more sustainable East
Asian integration.
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Introduction

In the East Asia (EA) region, regional economic integration began as a market-driven
integration process and later developed into a formal economic integration initiative,
epitomized by the rise of free trade agreements in the region. The geographic scope has
also expanded, making the EA region the basis of Asia-Pacific regional cooperation and
integration efforts.

The strong expansion of trade, investment and other economic ties between the
economies within the EA region (and the APAC region) was one of the crucial factors of
the extraordinary growth of the Asian newly industrialized countries (NICs) during the
last decades of the 20th century and beyond. It should be emphasized that, as pointed out
by Crawford and Okita (2014), this expansion occurred even without a formal regional
institutional framework. Rapid economic growth in Asia and the growing openness of the
region's economies to trade and investment were the main factors behind this growing
interdependence. This phenomenon reflects what Tinbergen (1995) calls negative inte-
gration, that is, integration caused by the removal of discriminatory and restrictive insti-
tutions in favor of more liberal economic transactions.

The economic definition of the EA region usually includes the economies of Northeast
Asia (NEA): Japan, Republic of Korea and Taiwan, but more recently China, as well as the
countries of Southeast Asia (SEA), which include Indonesia, Malaysia, the Philippines, Singa-
pore, Thailand, Vietnam, Laos, Cambodia, Brunei, Myanmar and East Timor. The term Asia-
Pacific (APAC) region includes, in addition to the countries of the EA region also the USA,
Canada, Australia, New Zealand, countries of Latin America (LATAM) whose coasts open to
the Pacific, Russia, as well as all the smaller countries bordering the Pacific Ocean. Starting
from a widely understood definition of the Pacific Basin, which consists of the countries of the
Asian and American continents whose coasts are located on the Pacific, it should be empha-
sized that it is an area of more than 65 million km2 and a market consisting of half of the
world's population (Gajinov, 1997).

The lack of intra-regional economic cooperation in the EA region in the past is not sur-
prising, due to significant differences between these countries in terms of national history,
culture, economic development strategy, economic system and level of economic development.
Analysts also highlight the great differences between the countries of NEA and the countries of
SEA, calling them the digital divide and the development divide. However, the main obstacle
to closer economic integration among the EA countries can be primarily attributed to political
factors, because these economies have always been extremely economically interdependent
and closely related. In the middle of the 20th century, there was a noticeable tendency towards
the conversion of various economic systems and development strategies. However, the most
important cohesive factor is the emergence of regionalism or trade blocs.

With the outbreak of the First World War, the unprecedented period of world eco-
nomic integration (1860-1913) definitely ended and the period of dominance of protec-
tionist policies began. Intensifying regionalism tends to redirect international trade and
investment. The USA has changed its trade philosophy from free trade to fair trade.
Okuda (1994) points to the American tendency towards unilateralism and disguised dis-
criminatory trade pacts (pluri-bilateralism). Pearson emphasizes that Asian countries are
particularly affected by these developments.
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In the case of Asia, some authors argue that an East Asian trade bloc similar to the Euro-
pean Union (EU) and the United States-Mexico-Canada Agreement (USMCA), but silent one,
has already been achieved, while other authors see a number of opposing factors working
against the development of a bloc equivalent to the EU and the USMCA.

In the countries of the EA region, there have been several initiatives regarding financial
cooperation, but to date the most important agreements have been achieved in the real sector.
Perhaps this is due to the natural sequence of economic integration or the fact that the real
sector is in practice the easiest to negotiate and less problematic due to violations of national
sovereignty. In any case, the region has been far more active in terms of real integration than
monetary integration, but there is interest in engaging in both. This makes it somewhat
unique. How this process will unfold will be important not only for the region, but also, given
its size, for the entire world economy.

Among the factors that limit closer integration of EA, the position of Japan and the enor-
mous size of China should be mentioned above all. To fully integrate Japan into the economy
of the EA region would require significant changes in the functioning of the Japanese econo-
my. At the moment, Japan is a huge exporter and source of foreign direct investment (FDI) in
EA, but there are very few flows in the opposite direction. The next obstacle to a fully integrat-
ed economy of the region is the sheer size of China. Any integration between China and the
rest of the region must necessarily be asymmetrical. In addition, there is caution in the EA
region to avoid arrangements that could benefit any of the regional powers such as Japan,
China, R. Korea, Taiwan or ASEAN.

APAC region countries, as Fujioka (2010) points out, resist protectionism and advocate
a liberal trade system at the global level. Measures involving increased openness on a multi-
lateral basis can do much to encourage intra-regional trade. Such an evolutionary approach
would allow the various groups - ASEAN Free Trade Area (AFTA), USMCA and Asia-Pacific
Economic Cooperation (APEC) - to coexist with minimal negative effects or conflicts. Ap-
plied to APEC, it would be more accurate to adopt the notion of evolutionary integration to
illuminate the more natural processes through which integration occurs. Evolutionary inte-
gration refers to the comprehensive assessment of bilateral, plurilateral and multilateral
initiatives, including both economic cooperation led by the private sector, as well as process-
es encouraged by the economic policy of the state (Gajinov, 2002). However, evolutionary
integration is much more difficult to promote, since it involves changes in domestic eco-
nomic policy. The disparities between the countries of the APAC region provide an argu-
ment against the establishment of a formal integration group, that is, economic cooperation
should be encouraged with a step-by-step approach.

At the end of the first decade of the 21st century, 2 paths towards regional integration
emerged in the APAC region: one Asian, based on ASEAN and the other, trans-Pacific, based
first on the Trans-Pacific Partnership Agreement (TPP), and then on the Comprehensive and
Progressive Agreement for Trans-Pacific Partnership (CPTPP). The two paths had similarities
and differences, advantages and disadvantages.

While the multilateral integration process of the World Trade Organization (WTO) is fac-
ing serious difficulties, regional economic integration is getting an opportunity to flourish.
Economic cooperation is stronger in the APAC region. The Regional Comprehensive Economic
Partnership Agreement (RCEP) and CPTPP were signed and entered into force.
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Regional economic integration is represented by an increasing number of bilateral and
multilateral agreements on free trade between member countries of various groups. The Asian
Development Bank (ADB) points out that in 2000 in the EA region, only 3 free trade agree-
ments were in force: one was under negotiation, while three more were under preparation.
These figures increased tenfold in nine years: by 2009, 37 free trade agreements were in force,
while 72 are in the preparatory stages. By the middle of 2013, as many as 223 free trade
agreements were signed between the economies of the APAC region, of which 150 are in force,
and the rest are in various stages of negotiation. There is a clear preference for bilateral agree-
ments, of which 118 were signed in the same period. Also, there are 15 plurilateral trade
agreements with an average of 8.1 countries per agreement (the largest number of members is
15). Most plurilateral agreements are subregional.

It should be noted that the unprecedented multiplication of free trade agreements illus-
trates the region's need to expand trade in the absence of the Doha agreement. Nevertheless,
this proliferation of bilateral (and other) agreements contributes to their multiple overlapping,
i.e. the appearance of the spaghetti bowl phenomenon.

More than half of all trade agreements in force between APAC region economies refer to
free trade zones for trade in goods, while almost 30% involve free trade in both goods and
services. Only 2% of all agreements are customs unions. Countries are becoming more creative
in their efforts to give their agreements different names instead of free trade agreement (FTA).
As a result, many agreements are referred to as economic and/or comprehensive partnership
agreements, which should indicate an intention to engage in closer and broader integration.
However, the current pace of liberalization remains slow and coverage low. The average term
for customs liberalization is 5 to 7 years among the less economically developed countries
(LEDCs) and 10 years for the least developed member countries.

Several free trade agreements use a negative list for trade exclusions, and just a few in-
clude a positive list; there are also cases where tariff elimination differs for each partner coun-
try, as in the case of ASEAN + 1 FTA with China, Republic of Korea or Japan. Tariff prefer-
ences vary by product and free trade agreement. There are different rules of origin (RoO) and
administrative systems for each FTA and their respective product (Kawai & Wignaraja, 2009).

Some authors believe that such chaotic arrangements complicate the entire trade process
and economic integration in general, by increasing transaction costs. Mattoo (2020) points out
that since trade barriers in Asia are already relatively low, the benefit of further reducing barri-
ers in a single market is small.

East Asian regionalism has evolved from old regionalisms to new regionalisms. The for-
mer focused on security and/or economy limited by geography and national states as actors,
while the latter included diverse actors, without borders (Ravenhill, 2001, 2009; Robertson,
2008). Despite all the challenges of East Asian regionalism, political frameworks are estab-
lished, regional production networks are considered the most integrated in the world, and
regional financial initiatives are on the rise.

Several studies have found that the gains from regional integration range from tradi-
tional economic gains to non-traditional gains. Traditional gains include increased trade,
investment, and increased profits derived from competition. Non-traditional gains are
even more attractive, because they are seen as a mechanism for achieving domestic re-
forms, signaling the orientation of economic policy, establishing networks and connec-
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tions with other countries to jointly solve regional issues, and to strengthen bargaining
power in international negotiations (Van Niekerk, 2005).

The realization of the goals of East Asian regional integration is still far away: either in the
economic, sociocultural or political sense. He (2004) and Inoguchi (2011) highlight a number of
key challenges to East Asian regionalism: multiple frameworks, cultural diversity, intra-regional
conflicts and economies that are more globally than regionally integrated, etc. Furthermore, the
strong economic focus on economic regionalism has resulted in a misguided development of
East Asian regionalism at the expense of sociocultural and political regional development.

What is certain is that economic ties within the EA and APAC regions will certainly
become even closer due to the combined impact of trade and investment. Other results
are still uncertain.

Methodology

Methods of comparison, analysis, synthesis, induction and deduction and the method of
statistical analysis, tabular and other methods of text illustration, historical method, method
of generalization and specialization, etc. were used in this work. The following statistical
databases were used: ASEAN Finance and Macro-economic Surveillance Unit Database,
ASEAN Merchandise Trade Statistics Database, ASEAN Foreign Direct Investment Statistics
Database, APEC in Charts, Policy Support Unit, 2019, APEC Secretariat. Outcomes and
Outlook 2021-2022, Singapore; UN World Population Prospects 2022; WTO Trade Organi-
zation Data 2022, Bank's World Development Indicators 2019, Design of Trade Agreements
(DESTA) (Dur et al., 2014), data on investment contracts (EDIT) (Alschner et al., 2021),
Asia-Pacific Trade and Investment Report 2015.

Results

Intra-regional trade

An important dimension for understanding the extraordinary economic transformation of
Asian NICs is the huge increase in intra-regional trade in the EA region, and in particular, the
large increase in intra-regional trade in the APAC region. In the APAC region, individual econ-
omies achieve about 50% of their foreign trade with other economies in the region. There is a
similarly high intensity of trade within and between each of the 3 subregions of the APAC
region: Northeast Asia, Southeast Asia, and the Southwest Pacific.

In the early post-war period, North America participated with 50% of the world's
GNP, and EA with only a few percent. In the early 1960s, the North American share was
about 40%, while the EA share increased to 9%, and in the early 1980s, the North Ameri-
can share fell to 27%, whereas the EA share more than doubled to 19%. These trends con-
tinued and EA contributed as much to world GDP as North America, with these two re-
gions contributing over 50% of world production. Today, in 2023 Africa contributes with
4%, Europe with 7.1%, Middle East with 7.8%, Western Hemisphere (USA, Canada, Aus-
tralia, N. Zealand) with 13.7% and Asia with 67.4%.

Intra-regional trade of EA and intra-regional trade in the APAC region have grown faster
than world trade since the beginning of the 70s. In this sense, the supremacy of the transpacif-
ic in relation to the transatlantic trade should be emphasized.
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According to Watanabe (1997), the share of the EA region in total world exports has
grown consistently from 7.4% in 1980 to 9.9% in 1985, 12.3% in 1990 and 17.0% in 1994, while
Nakao states somewhat different figures: 7.6% in 1980 and 18.2% in 1994. The expansion of
exports was accompanied by an increase in imports. The share of the EA region in total world
imports has increased from 7.6% in 1980 to 9.9% in 1985, 12.4% in 1990 and 17.9% in 1994
while Nakao states somewhat different figures: 8.2% in 1980 and 27.7% in 1994. According to
United Nations Economic and Social Commission for Asia and the Pacific (ESCAP) data
(2021/22), the EA region accounted for 21% of world exports and 19% of world imports in
2010, and 24.6% and 23.8%, respectively, in 2021. Thus, while EA rapidly growing exports,
supported by the development of its manufacturing base, intensified international competi-
tion, its growing imports created demand that supported world economic growth.

On the other hand, the participation of the EA region in the total trade of the APAC region
remained relatively stable in the period 2005-2010: export decreased slightly from 59% to
58%, while import remained at the level of 58%.

The data also show that there is a noticeable increase in intra-regional trade (from 21.2% in
1980 to 31% in 1986 and 43% of total Asian trade in 1995). The share of intra-regional trade of
the EA region reached as much as 58.5% in 2020, only to drop to 40% in 2021 due to the
COVID epidemic. The total intra-regional trade of EA increased from 0.56 tn. USD in 1990 to
1.5 tn. USD in 2013. This intra-Asian trade cloister is the fastest growing trade area in the world.

The APAC region is the most dynamic region in the world economy today, because it
dominates the expansion of the world interregional trade. In the 1980s, the volume of trans-
Pacific trade surpassed the volume of trans-Atlantic trade for the first time, marking the be-
ginning of the Pacific Era. During the period of 1965 to 1987, the participation of the APAC
region in the world trade increased from 30% to close to 37%. According to ESCAP data, in
2012 the APAC region participated with 37% in the world merchandise exports and 36% in the
world merchandise imports, while its participation in the world trade in services increased
from 21% in 2002 to 28% in 2012. The participation of the APAC region in world merchandise
exports decreased from 41% to 36.8% in 2021 in relation to 2020 and from 41.5% to 37.1% in
goods imports, respectively (ESCAP 2021/22).

The expansion of intra-regional trade in the APAC region is evidenced by its absolute level
(USD 0.8 tn. in 1990, USD 1.6 tn. in 2000, USD 5.6 tn. in 2010 and USD 6.9 tn. in 2012), as
well as the growth of its share in the total trade of this region (34% in 1986, 45% in 1990, 56%
in 2011 and 58.5% in 2020). According to ESCAP data, intra-regional exports are expected to
grow from USD 3.1 tn. to USD 6.3 tn. in 2016 (ESCAP 2021/22).

There is enormous potential for intra-regional trade growth of the APAC region based on
differences in relative endowments of natural resources, labor and capital that suggest great
complementarity between Australasia and North America on the one hand and EA, particular-
ly Japan and EA NICs, on the other.

Regional financial integration

Asian financial crisis 1997/98, facilitated the beginning of East Asian financial integration. EA
countries have realized that they are dependent on global capital flows and financial shocks,
and that they urgently need regional cooperation and integration to create stability in the re-
gion, which includes the establishment of a regional financial market. Various regional finan-
cial initiatives have been launched including Chiang Mai Initiative (CMI) in 2000, Asian Bond
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Market Initiative (ABMI) in 2003, Asian Bond Funds (ABF) in 2003. and Chiang Mai Multi-
lateralization Initiative (CMIM) in 2009, directed towards the development of the East Asian
financial market (Henning 2002, 2009), (Hyun & Jang 2008). Then, in 2011, the ASEAN + 3
(ASEAN Plus Three (APT)) Macroeconomic Research Office (AMRO) was established to com-
plement the initiatives mentioned above. AMRO contributes to regional risk management and
rapid implementation of corrective measures in APT countries.

The CMI formed a series of bilateral currency exchange agreements, which eventually
evolved into the CMIM, a multilateral currency swap arrangement among APT member coun-
tries with an initial reserve fund of USD 120 tn. in 2010. (increased by USD 240 tn. in 2012).
AMRO's key role is to support CMIM and the region's need for self-sufficiency and short-term
liquidity funding. Moreover, the finance ministries of the APT countries established the ABMI
to develop an efficient and liquid bond market (in local currency) with the aim of channeling
Asian savings for Asian investments. ABMI is also aimed at reducing the financial immaturity
of the region which was considered the cause of the Asian financial crisis.

The ABF, on the other hand, was established at a meeting of the executive directors of the
central banks of the EA and APAC regions, and is made up of the central banks of eleven East
Asian countries and is managed by the Bank for International Settlements (BIS). Although it
was launched in 2003, ABF was successfully implemented only in 2011.

Association of Southeast Asian Nations — ASEAN

ASEAN, created in 1967, is so far the most successful Asian scheme of integration and
cooperation.
Table 1. ASEAN: selected indicators, 2020/21

| Anmual | eppar | GPPP/C
. Population y at . FDI
Country Land Area Population . population | current Trade in goods
density owth rice current Inflows
g P! price
Export Import Total .
() (000) g;esfS‘l’(‘:;) © | ®iLusp)| wsp) | i (il (il é‘s"lg)
persq USD) USD) USD)

Brunei
Darussalam 5,270 430 75 -5.2 13.93 32.38 11.46 7.23 18.69 0.21
Cambodia 176,520 16,592.10 92 1.6 27.17 1.6 16.95 25.49 42.44 3.48
Indonesia 1,877,519 272,248.40 142 0.8 1,185.80 4,347 231.61 196.19 427.80 20.08
Laos 230,800 7,337.80 31 11 19.64 2,603 7.70 5.89 13.59 1.07
Malaysia 328,550 32,576.30 99 04 372.77 11,399 299.34 238.17 537.50 11.59
Myanmar 652,670 55,295.00 82 0.9 72.86 1,314 14.18 14.31 28.47 1.01
Philippines 298,170 110,198.00 367 1.4 393.61 3,553 67.93 134.01 201.94 12.41
Singapore 718 5,453.60 7,485 -41 394.58 72,399 456.81 406.04 862.85 | 99.06
Thailand 510,890 65,213.00 127 -0.3 505.89 7,645 271.32 269.01 540.32 14.64
Vietnam 313,429 98,506.20 297 0.9 361.96 | 3,674.40 335.79 330.75 666.55 15.66
ASEAN 4,394,536 | 663,850.30 148 0.8 | 3,348.18 5,024 | 1,713.05 | 1,627.08 | 3,340.12 | 179.22

Note: De facto ASEAN has 10 members who have signed a legally binding document - the ASEAN
Charter. In 2022 East Timor is accepted in principle as the eleventh member, but its full membership
is still not fully formalized.

Source: ASEAN Finance and Macro-economic Surveillance Unit Database, ASEAN Merchandise
Trade Statistics Database, ASEAN Foreign Direct Investment Statistics Database.
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Today, there are still significant economic disparities between the original and new mem-
bers. In Brunei and Singapore, the GDP p/c is 35,100, or 91,100 USD, respectively, while in
Myanmar it is only 1,180 USD (2023).

CMI established a pool of foreign exchange reserves of ASEAN+3 members. The initiative
has since matured and reached the level of a multilateral currency swap arrangement involving
the US dollar. Although the economic effectiveness of the CMI is still a matter of debate, most
analysts believe that the symbolic effect of the Initiative is of great value in boosting confidence
in the liquidity of Asian banks. In 2012, the members agreed to increase reserves to 240 bil.
USD, that is, over 1,100 bil. USD in 2023. Although only 20% of currently available funds can
be used without being linked to International Monetary Fund (IMF) loans, concerns over the
European debt crisis have fueled a discussion among ASEAN+3 members about increasing
this percentage to 30% in 2012 and 40% in 2014.

In the domain of trade, in 1977 agreement on ASEAN Preferential Trading Arrange-
ment (PTA) was signed. In 1976, the estimated value of intra-ASEAN imports on preferen-
tial terms was 47 bil. USD, which was less than 2% of total intra-ASEAN trade and slightly
more than 12% of total imports.

After 1980, ASEAN leaders adopted a more serious approach to trade liberalization and
instead of a voluntary product-by-product approach, adopted a more effective comprehensive
approach. Initially, an uniform 20% tariff reduction was granted for more than 6,000 products
with an intra-regional trade value of less than 50,000 USD. The ceiling was subsequently
raised to 500,000 USD, then 1 mil. USD and 10 mil. USD in 1982. Finally, in 1984 ASEAN
foreign ministers approved the application of 20% to 25% tariff reduction for all products with
an import value of more than 10 mil. USD, which effectively removed the ceiling. As of June
1986, the PTA covered 12,647 products. Although successive increases in the ceiling allowed
the PTA to cover more products without burdensome negotiations, a large list of exceptions
(except for Singapore) continued to limit the expansion of intra-ASEAN trade. Products on the
list of exceptions accounted for 25% of all products in the Philippines, 39% in Malaysia, 54% in
Indonesia and 63% in Thailand. Furthermore, there was a general tendency for the percentage
of exempted products to increase with the level of import value. Therefore, the reform of the
PTA was undertaken in terms of the number of covered products (50% of the value or 90% of
all products) and the amount of customs reduction (from 25% to 50%). The list of exceptions
was limited to 10% of all products.

Before the establishment of ASEAN, the share of intra-regional trade in the total trade of
the members was at a relatively low level (15% in 1950 and 21.7% in 1960). During the func-
tioning of this economic association, intra-ASEAN trade experienced significant changes:
expressed as a share in the total ASEAN trade in the period from 1967 to the beginning of the
70s, it ranged between 12% and 15%, so that in 1990 reached 18.5%.

In January 1992 a decision was made to establish the AFTA, whose strategic goal is to
increase the competitive advantage of the ASEAN zone as a single production unit. AFTA
entails the removal of tariff and non-tariff barriers to intra-ASEAN trade in industrial
products, but excludes agricultural raw materials and services. The main mechanism of
AFTA is the implementation of the Common External Preferential Tariff (CEPT), which
until 2008 should range from o to 5%. On average, 87% of products were included in the
CEPT scheme (74-98% for individual countries). CEPT was replaced in 2010 by the
ASEAN Trade in Goods Agreement (ATIGA).
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At the 5th ASEAN Summit in 1995 the Agenda on closer economic integration was adopt-
ed, which accelerated the deadline for the implementation of AFTA from the original 15 to 10
years and included agricultural raw materials in the CEPT scheme. Trade liberalization cov-
ered about 20% of the customs universe (in 1980, it was only 2%). As in 1992, CEPT divided
products into 2 categories: fast-track products (reduction of tariffs until 2000) and normal-
track products (reduction of tariffs until 2003). After the crisis of 1997-1998 ASEAN leaders
shortened the deadline for reducing tariffs to 2002. The products that were temporarily ex-
cluded from the CEPT-AFTA Scheme were those that were on the list of highly sensitive prod-
ucts, and permanently those on the list of general exceptions.

From 1993 to 1997 the share of intra-regional trade in the total increased from 21% to
25%, that is, in absolute terms, from 43.3 bil. USD to 84.4 bil. USD. As Pangestu empha-
sizes, intra-ASEAN trade at the end of the 9os and the beginning of the 21st century still
represented a small part of the total trade of each of the ASEAN countries, and a large
part was attributed to Singapore's free trade.

A major turning point in the development of ASEAN occurred on January 1, 2002 when
the first 6 members finally reduced tariffs to the level of 0-5% for more than 99% of products
that were subjected to mutual trade, which led to the increase in intra-regional trade.

Newer ASEAN members (Cambodia, Laos, Myanmar and Vietnam) were not far behind
in the implementation of CEPT obligations, as almost 80% of their products were transferred
to the positive list. Of these products, about 66% were already subjected to tariffs ranging from
0 to 5%. Until 2006, Vietnam lowered tariffs for products on the positive list to no more than
5%, Laos and Myanmar did so in 2008, and Cambodia in 2010.

At the end of 2003 the customs duty for the entire bloc was lowered to 0% for
40.9% of tariff positions. However, since these products have a high share in intra-
ASEAN trade (78.7%), this means that close to 80% of total intra-ASEAN imports in
2003 had completely eliminated customs duties. The average tariff rate in intra-ASEAN
trade has been decreasing since 1993 when it was 12.76%, to 4.48% in 1999, reaching
2.3% in 2008, i.e. 0.20% in 2017.

According to ESCAP data, intra-ASEAN trade in 2012 reached the level of 1,595 bil. USD,
which represents an increase compared to previous years: 202 bil. USD in 1990, 414 bil. USD
in 2000, 500 bil. USD in 2010 and 630 bil. USD in 2019.

In 2010, intra-APT trade accounted for 51.5% of total ASEAN trade, with intra-ASEAN,
China, Japan and Republic of Korea trade contributing with 24.5%, 11.6%, 10.5% and 4.9%
to total ASEAN trade. Total ASEAN trade with the Plus Three countries amounted to 1.098
bil. USD in 2022, an increase of 25.1% compared to 2021. Also 32.65 bil. USD of FDI from
the Plus Three countries to ASEAN countries was realized (which represents 25.4% of the
total FDI inflow to ASEAN).

ASEAN members have also decided to act on the elimination of various non-tariff
barriers. According to Goeltom, they still exist, despite the introduction of other trade
liberalization measures.

Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation - APEC

APEC was forum formed in 1989. Despite the financial crisis of 1997/98 APEC is a very strong
integration bloc. APEC's structure is based on both a bottom-up and a top-down approach.
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There is a higher intensity of trade between APEC members than within the EU. It consists of
21 member countries, with a population of more than 2.9 bil. people (38% of the world popula-
tion) and with a total GDP of about 49.9 tn. USD in 2020, which means that this regional
group accounts for 62% of the world's GDP, as well as 48% of world trade (2020). There are
large differences between member states (Table 2).

When APEC was established in 1989, the average customs rate in the region was
16.9%, but in 2020 was reduced to 5.2%. Consequently, intra-APEC merchandise trade
increased from 1.7 tn. 1989 to 9.9 tn. 2010, 11 tn. 2011, and 13.2 tn. 2018 making up
67% in 2011 and 74% in 2018 total trade of APEC members. The same trend was rec-
orded in trade in services.

Table 2. APEC Member economies: economic indicators, 2020

Member Economy/Year Land Area | Population GDP GDPp/c Trade in goods
Joined (000 km2) (mil.) (bil. USD) (USD) Export Import Total
(bil.USD) | (bil. USD) | (bil. USD)
Australia (1989) 7,682 25.7 1,331 51,812 248.33 208.46 546.79
Brunei Darussalam (1989) 6 0.4 12 27,466 6.52 6.94 13.46
Canada (1989) 9,971 38 1,644 43,258 504.34 475.03 979.37
Chile (1994) 757 19 253 13,232 70.54 79.80 150.35
China (1991) 9,561 1,402 14,723 10,500 2,434.75 2,868.31 5,303.05
Hong Kong (1991) 1 7.5 346.6 46,324 620.69 612.51 1,233.19
Indonesia (1989) 1,904 274 1,059 3,870 166.08 177.56 343.64
Japan (1989) 378 126 4,976 39,539 818.17 797.67 1,615.84
R. of Korea (1989) 99 52 1,631 31,489 569.22 598.64 1,167.86
Malaysia (1989) 333 32 337 10,402 222,092 255.91 478.82
Mexico (1993) 1,973 129 1,076 8,347 418.29 434.47 852.76
New Zealand (1989) 271 5 211 41,478 48.25 50.49 98.75
Papua New Guinea (1993) 463 9 24 2,637 3.96 9.41 13.37
Peru (1998) 1,285 33 202 6,127 43.45 45.65 89.09
Philippines (1989) 300 110 362 3,299 108.40 95.16 203.56
Russia (1998) 17,075 144 1,484 10,127 303.82 378.94 682.75
Singapore (1989) 1 5.7 340 59,798 502.31 549.79 1,052.11
Taiwan (1991) 36 23.6 669 28,371 325.36 388.19 713.54
Thailand (1989) 513 70 502 7,189 253.56 262.89 516.44
USA (1989) 9,373 329.5 20,937 63,544 | 2,843.28 2,115.61 | 4,958.89
Vietnam (1998) 331 97 271 2,786 279.67 301.40 581.07

Source: APEC Secretariat. Outcomes and Outlook 2021-2022, Singapore; UN World Population
Prospects; WTO Trade Organization Data.
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Initiatives on the Trans-Pacific Free Trade Area, the Comprehensive and
Progressive Agreement for Trans-Pacific Partnership - CPTPP and the Re-
gional Comprehensive Economic Partnership Agreement - RCEP

TPP was a giant trade agreement between 12 countries in the APAC region. In 2012, the
member countries achieved trade in goods worth 1.5 tn. USD and trade in services worth
242 bil. USD in 2011. The TPP accounted for almost 40% of world GDP and 26% of world
trade, which made it almost identical in size to the Transatlantic Trade and Investment
Partnership (T-TIP), another huge trade agreement that emerged in 2013.

CPTPP entered into force in March 2018. The CPTPP aims to increase the total GDP
of the member countries by 0.4% by 2030, and the TPP-12 (if China becomes a member)
by 0.7%. Estimated increases in exports for member countries amount to 2.8%.

Petri and Plummer (2023) estimated significant benefits for all members, espe-
cially Vietnam and Malaysia, for the TPP-12, based on projected changes in customs
duties, abolition of non-tariff barriers and barriers to FDI. The USA would certainly
benefit the most from the TPP-12 — its GDP in absolute terms would increase by 131
bil. USD or 0.5% of GDP.

RCEP was originally called the ASEAN + 1 FTA. It was inspired by the large intra-
regional trade in the intra-ASEAN + 1 formation, which covers 20% to 23% in the case of
ASEAN + 1 FTA with India, Republic of Korea, China and 24% to 25% in case of ASEAN +
1 FTA with New Zealand, Australia, Japan. RCEP includes about 50% of the world's popu-
lation, 35% of the world's GDP (with the total GDP of the members of 21.3 tn. USD in
2013) and 40% of the world's trade. Intra-RCEP trade amounted to between 40% and
60% of the total trade of the members, depending on the type of products/services cov-
ered and the period.

Lesser custom liberalization is foreseen in RCEP compared to CPTPP/TPP, regard-
less of the fact that the initial custom protection is higher in many member countries
(India, China, Australia and Republic of Korea).

RCEP is the largest free trade zone in the world in terms of GDP, accounting for
28.7% of world GDP in 2019 (in CPTPP amounts to 15.03%, in USMCA 25.82%); second-
ly, RCEP is the second largest bloc in the world in terms of total merchandise trade -
27.8% (only behind the EU); thirdly, RCEP is the largest in the world in terms of popula-
tion of member countries (29.65% of the world total population).

The impact of the mega free trade zone on the gains of the RCEP members in terms of
GDP and exports was analyzed. It was found that economic size, member-specific inter-
connection, and rule-of-origin (RoO) cumulation schemes specific to certain provisions
determine the size of the gains. CPTPP is more beneficial for ASEAN, Australia and New
Zealand; while RCEP is preferable for China, Japan and Republic of Korea.

Overall, RCEP and CPTPP were found to be desirable mega-regional trade agree-
ments. In particular, the RCEP significantly offsets the negative effect of the losses caused
by the trade war between the USA and China on Japan, China and Republic of Korea. The
GDP and exports of China, Japan and the Republic of Korea as a whole recover from the
loss from -1.43% and -6.97% to -0.71% and 0.19%, respectively. The effects of RCEP on
ASEAN trade war losses and trade diversion (1.80% in the GDP sphere and 7.03% in the
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export sphere) most affect Malaysia (5.93% and 12.22%), Thailand (0.99% and 4.28%),
Singapore (2.47% and 5.53%) and Vietnam (5.43% and 14.85%), respectively.

Table 3. Economic and trade-related characteristics of RCEP parties

GDP Total Trade . CPTPP
Country (bil. USD) (bil. USD) FTAs BITs PTA with EU member | Income level
Australia 1,450.5 492.57 | 22 15 no yes High Income
Brunei .
Darussalam 14.01 12.14 | 11 6 no yes High Income
. Lower Middle
Cambodia 20.92 3542 | 6 16 no no Income
. Upper Middle
China 11,537.48 4,577.84 | 18 107 no no Income
. Lower Middle
Indonesia 1,204.48 338.96 | 15 25 no no Income
Japan 6,210.70 1,426.52 | 18 29 yes yes High Income
Lower Middle
Laos 13.20 12.02 | 10 21 no no
Income
. Upper Middle
Malaysia 398.95 443.19 | 19 54 no yes Income
Lower Middle
Myanmar 86.93 36.72 | 6 8 no no Income
New Zealand 191.73 81.88 | 17 2 no yes High Income
R Lower Middle
Philippines 360.86 183.84 | 12 32 no no Income
Singapore 335.54 750.03 | 27 38 yes yes High Income
] Lower Middle
Vietnam 200.86 518.18 | 15 48 no yes Income
Republic of 1,482.76 1,045.58 | 21 89 yes no High Income
Korea S e
. Upper Middle
Thailand 452.67 482.53 | 15 36 no no Income

Notes: GDP, trade, and income level from the World Bank's World Development Indicators 2019.
Information on Trade Agreements are from the Design of Trade Agreements (DESTA) data (Diir et
al., 2014). Information on bilateral investment treaties (BITs) is from the Electronic Database of
Investment Treaties (EDIT) (Alschner et al., 2021). Only BITs in force included. Income levels are
based on standard World Bank categorization. FTAs = Free Trade Agreements, BITs = Bilateral
Investment Treaties.

Source: Author’s calculation.

From the results of the simulation, it is observed that RCEP would lead to the growth
of the GDP of member countries, including countries that are members of both RCEP and
CPTPP, and countries that are RCEP members only. While GDP growth rates are 9.69% in
Republic of Korea and 7.38% in Japan, China's GDP growth is only 2.12%. The GDP
growth of economies that are not members of the RCEP would be negatively affected. This
includes the USA, whose GDP would decline by 1.75%, followed by countries that are only
members of the CPTPP, whose GDP would decline by 1.52%. The GDP of the EU and
other regions or countries is also negatively affected. It can be seen that RCEP can im-
prove the GDP of its members to varying degrees by reducing tariffs and technical barri-
ers, but brings varying degrees of negative impact on non-members (Park, 2022).

The CPTPP could boost GDP growth among member countries, especially in Ja-
pan, where GDP would grow by 2.51%, while most non-members of the CPTPP would
suffer losses, including China, the USA, Republic of Korea, as well as countries that
are only members of RCEP. By comparing the simulation results, it is determined that
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CPTPP offsets part of the benefits brought by RCEP, but also that there is competition
between CPTPP and RCEP.

Park points out that the simulation results show that China's accession to the CPTPP
could increase China's GDP growth by 2.91%. Both CPTPP and RCEP members would also
benefit from China's accession. The simulation results show that US accession to the
CPTPP, but not China, would bring benefits to both countries, with overall GDP growth
for CPTPP members and a 2.25% GDP growth for the USA. For countries that are not
members of the CPTPP, USA accession to the CPTPP would have a negative impact. Simu-
lation results show that China's accession to the CPTPP, but not the USA, would lead to an
increase in China's GDP, while US GDP would decrease. If China and the USA joined the
CPTPP, it would positively affect GDP growth in both countries. This shows the presence
of a trade creation effect and a trade diversion effect.

The simulation results show that after China's accession to the CPTPP, the exports
and imports of RCEP and CPTPP members would increase significantly. Thus, after Chi-
na's accession, the complementarity between the CPTPP and the RCEP was strengthened,
and their competitiveness weakened. If China were a member of RCEP and CPTPP, it
could act as a bridge to promote trade among members of the free trade area. If the USA
joined CPTPP, but not China, it would promote exports and imports of the USA and
members of the CPTPP, and inhibited the export and import of RCEP members. If China
and the USA joined the CPTPP at the same time, there would be an expansion of exports
and imports for China, the USA, and RCEP and CPTPP members. The entry of only one
country into the CPTPP promotes the exports and imports of that country, but reduces the
exports of the other (Park, 2022).

Discussion

In recent decades, the economies of the EA region have experienced strong growth that
has affected the entire world economy and trade. The massive economic transformation in
EA produced both a major moving towards the Pacific and away from the Atlantic as the
focus of world trade. Already at the beginning of the 9os, the EA region and the APAC
region participated with 37% in the total world trade. Also, one of the results was a histor-
ic shift of the center of gravity of world production, from Europe and North America
across the Pacific to EA. It suggests the beginning of a new era in terms of the division
between developed and developing.

There are several reasons for the rapid expansion of intra-regional trade. First, a
much faster rate of GDP growth in Asian NICs than in the rest of the world, the opening of
China and the restructuring of the Japanese economy; secondly, the convergence towards
an export-oriented strategy that led to a greater diversification of production and, there-
fore, an increase in mutual trade; third, change in exchange rates and competitiveness
policy: EA NICs responded to currency fluctuations by reallocating labor-intensive sectors
to less developed neighboring countries; fourth, geographic proximity kept transportation
costs low and personal contacts easy; fifth, increasing demand throughout the region; and
sixth, the proliferation of international and regional trade agreements.

Due to its enormous potential, the APAC region will be of growing importance in the
future, since it is where the rest of the world will find most of the room for export growth,
while the EA countries will remain the most attractive region for foreign investment. An
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optimistic view of the APAC region as a whole can be based on 4 main development pro-
cesses that have occurred in the past few years: 1) increased complementarity of industrial
production and economic diversification among the countries of the region; 2) increased
intra-regional trade; 3) increased intra-regional investments; 4) increased possibility for
greater regional economic cooperation.

Regarding the financial integration of EA region, there are a number of issues that
must be addressed. First, there is a need to properly define regional boundaries, institu-
tional responsibility and institutionalized regional financial markets and their regulation.
East Asian regional financial markets are still more integrated into global financial mar-
kets than regional one (Chao, 2012). There is a lack of a regional financial regulatory
structure that would facilitate further regional financial integration and create a protec-
tion against global or other financial crises in the region. Closer financial and monetary
cooperation in Asia will require Maastricht-type conditions to create a more stable macro-
economic environment in the region. Furthermore, since monetary policy would likely be
conducted by the most credible country/countries, less credible countries could import 23
credibilities (Plummer & Wignaraja, 2007).

Although the contours of East Asian financial regional integration are taking shape,
despite its progress, East Asian regionalism still has a long way to go.

As Kurlantzick emphasizes, with the expansion of membership to Cambodia, Laos,
Myanmar and Vietnam, ASEAN has moved from a two-tiered to a three-tiered regional
structure, including high-, middle- and low-income countries. ASEAN members have long
been considered mutually economically competitive, with similar production structures,
and economies based on agriculture and extractive industries, beside an abundance of
cheap labor.

For many years, ASEAN acted more as a political than as an economic bloc. When the
ASEAN members started to create a zone of economic cooperation, they accepted a prod-
uct-by-product approach, that is, what The Economist called cooperation a la carte. Also,
the tendency of ASEAN members to cooperate individually with trade partners outside
the bloc has led to the impression that ASEAN is not a single market, but for all objectives
and purposes six separate national markets (Weatherbee, 1995). In general, the majority
of ASEAN members, due to above-average economic growth, did not feel the need to up-
grade mutual cooperation. Less developed countries had reservations about tighter inte-
gration, because they were afraid that free trade could mean the collapse of domestic
infant industrial sectors, the growth of unemployment and the deterioration of balance of
payments positions (Gajinov, 2000).

ASEAN announced the formation of an ASEAN Economic Community (AEC) by
2015, including the creation of a common market and production base. Initially, it was
not clear what form the AEC would have: a free trade area plus an arrangement that
included some elements of a common market (which means without common external
customs duty) or a common market minus an arrangement aimed at creating a fully
integrated market, but with areas for which members reserve the right to postpone
further integration until later.

The AEC Blueprint 2025 was then adopted as the guideline for economic integration
within ASEAN from 2016 to 2025.
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ASEAN is characterized by active subregional and regional cooperation. Within the
ASEAN + X or ASEAN + 1 FTA formula, trade agreements were signed with Japan, China,
Republic of Korea, and Australia, New Zealand and India.

When the informal ASEAN+3 (that is, ASEAN + China, Japan and Republic of Korea)
was launched, it was a de facto relaunch of Malaysia's East Asia Economic Caucus (EAEC)
proposed by ASEAN. The group was established in 1997 and institutionalized in 1999.

In 2005, the East Asia Summit (EAS) was created, which included all ASEAN+3
members, as well as India, Australia and New Zealand, i.e. ASEAN+6 was created. In
2011, the membership of EAS increased to 18 countries including the USA and Russia.
With the establishment of the EAS, the status of ASEAN+3 has become unclear. Also,
there was a disagreement among the members regarding whether the EAS or ASEAN+3
should be the basis from which the future East Asian Community (EAC) will emerge. At
China's suggestion, a decision was made to form the EAC through concentric circles,
with ASEAN in the center, ASEAN+3 representing the first circle, and EAS the next
circle. In 2009 Japan proposed the concept of an economic community that includes
EAS membership and focuses on political ties, with a common currency as a very dis-
tant goal in the future. Subsequent ASEAN+3 and EAS meetings did not clarify the role
or form that the EAC should take.

There are proposals for an ASEAN+8 that would include the USA and Russia in a bid
to incorporate these countries' growing interests in the region. Although ASEAN+8 repre-
sents an encroachment on the functions of APEC, it excludes Canada and the LATAM
countries, and undermines the realization of the Free Trade Area of the Asia-Pacific
(FTAAP). China clearly favors ASEAN+3 to maintain its influence. On the other hand,
Japan prioritizes ASEAN+6 over ASEAN+3.

Overall, ASEAN's bilateral and plurilateral agreements show that the group's lead-
ers believe that future gains in trade liberalization can be achieved through intra-Asian
cooperation rather than through negotiations with a paralyzed West, as evidenced by
the fact that Western countries such as the USA and Canada are also struggling to join
trade integration led by Asia.

ASEAN's willingness to sign free trade agreements that bridge the APAC region has
helped place Asia at the forefront of global trade liberalization, as well as encourage trade
liberalization in non-ASEAN members Asian countries.

APEC was supposed to be a forum for dialogue, based on informal rather than bind-
ing agreements, without the formation of a trade bloc. Therefore, until 1994 APEC was
characterized by a fairly loose organization (which was a condition for ASEAN members
to participate in APEC). Participation was supposed to be free, based on outward-looking
cooperation, while promoting regional trade liberalization, respecting the principles of
General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT) without causing harm to other econo-
mies, that is, respecting the principles of open regionalism.

Yamazawa (1996) wrote about APEC as an open economic association: open in terms
of functioning in a way that strengthens multilateral roles and institutions, and reduces
barriers to trade both within the region and with the rest of the world; economic in the
sense of explicit avoidance of security issues; and association in the sense of not favoring
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the creation of international authority or binding agreements or negotiations on matters
not amenable to voluntary agreement by all parties.

At the Ministerial meeting in Seattle in 1993 it was recommended for APEC to be re-
named in the Asia-Pacific Economic Community.

In 1994, APEC at the Bogor Summit shaped up the vision of an open trade system in-
to a very ambitious goal of free trade and investment in the region by 2010 for developed
members, i.e. by 2020 for members who are in the process of development. The Goals
from Bogor were based on individual or national action plans rather than on a rigid goal
that would be applied to all members (principle of agreed unilateralism), as well as on
concessions in the form of reducing trade barriers towards all countries, not only APEC
members (principle of open regionalism)(Gajinov, 2023).

A characteristic of trade liberalization in the APAC region is that it was predominant-
ly unilateral, undertaken because each country judged that it was in the best interest of its
own development. However, since agricultural protection is high by world standards in
Japan, the Republic of Korea and Taiwan, and industrial protection is still significant in
China and the SEA, it was a big step for Japan, the Republic of Korea and Taiwan to an-
nounce the goal of free trade in agriculture, as well as for the USA to commit to moving
towards free trade with China.

At the APEC Summit in Osaka in 1995, the goal of completely free trade was developed,
including informal agreements and the application of the Most-Favoured Nation (MFN)
principle, instead of discrimination under Article 24 of the GATT. In any case, a formal and
binding achievement of free trade, including a plan and schedule of protectionist reductions
under GATT Article 24, is simply not feasible on either side of the Pacific.

APEC's progress was quite limited by the 1997/98 Asian financial crisis and Japan's
unwillingness to open its market, while in the long term it depends on the relationship
between the two leading powers - Japan and the USA, as well as the asymmetric charac-
ter of its member economies.

The possibility of APEC remaining a relevant factor in the APAC region is uncer-
tain. First, there is a proliferation of competitive economic and political organizations,
and numerous bilateral free trade agreements. Second, the diversity of APEC members
complicates the negotiation process. Differing interests and priorities, particularly be-
tween the major Pacific economies, China, Japan and the USA, have led to an absence
of consensus on common goals. Third, the slow implementation of the Bogor goals.
Fourth, the absence of a body that has the capacity to lead the group. Finally, the global
economic recession has reduced interest in free trade, forcing APEC to spend more time
fighting protectionism than promoting liberalization. Thus, the fact is that today APEC
is in danger of shutting down.

The growth of the economies of the EA region and the transpacific economic inter-
dependence, the transfer of world economic power from Europe and the Atlantic to the
EA and the Pacific encouraged the creation of a new focus in the economic relations of
the APAC economies.

Drysdale and Patrick (2011) point out that the idea of a community of countries of the
APAC region, connected in a certain form by a regional agreement, began to appear in the
mid-60s. Soesastro states that the Japanese proposal on the Pacific Free Trade Area
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(PAFTA) from 1965 was primarily a reaction to the formation of the European Economic
Community (EEC). PAFTA led to the convening of the Pacific Trade and Development
Forum (PTDF) in 1968 and the Pacific Economic Cooperation Council (PECC) in 1980.
The most significant factor that worked against the original proposal on PAFTA was the
global interests of the USA. In addition, ASEAN countries were unlikely to accept mem-
bership in this zone.

As Garnaut (1996) indicates, at the end of the 1980s, the USA changed its trade di-
plomacy based on the conditional MFN approach by proposing a kind of free trade zone
between the USA and the Western Pacific countries. The American suggestions were not
aimed at forming a Pacific free trade area but rather at establishing bilateral business
arrangements between the USA and some Western Pacific countries on a different basis
from, and separate from American bilateral relations with Japan. The danger lays in the
fact that both countries concluded bilateral agreements that harmed third countries.

Reliance on specific reciprocity as a guiding principle grew stronger in the USA dur-
ing this period. Specific reciprocity (referring to the careful balancing of benefits in coun-
try-by-country and sector-by-sector calculations) stands in contrast to the uncertain bene-
fits of diffuse reciprocity.

In recent history, the recognition of the impracticality of the APEC free trade zone
has led to the advocacy of a partial PAFTA, i.e. a free trade zone between 21-X economies
where X represents the number of economies that are currently unable to commit to free
trade with other APEC members. However, the effects of a partial free trade area where X
would be a very large number or which excludes Japan or China, or Indonesia or ASEAN
as a whole or North America would be poor for the APAC economic community.

At the end of the first decade of the 21st century, 2 paths towards regional integration
established in the APAC region: one, Asian and the other, trans-Pacific. The two paths
had similarities and differences, advantages and disadvantages.

Both advocated for the liberalization of trade, and the reduction of customs and non-
customs barriers to trade and investment; both included elements of open regionalism;
and represented a step towards larger and more comprehensive integration entities.
However, they differed in 1) motives: the Asian was initiated after the financial crisis in
order to promote intra-regional cooperation and increase the region's ability to respond
more readily to various economic shocks, while the TPP was inaugurated by 4 small APEC
economies as to accelerate the realization of APEC goals on free trade and investments; 2)
methods: the Asian was based on gradual liberalization, while the Pacific aimed to create
a comprehensive framework of the 21st century for economic partnership. Asian is more
willing to accept exceptions (agriculture or services) and avoid imposing restrictions on
domestic economic regulation, while trans-Pacific wishes to create common rules that
would limit all barriers to world trade. Asian is focused on reducing barriers to trade in
goods, mainly from industrial sectors, while trans-Pacific is more comprehensive, as it
includes rules for trade in goods and services, investment, intellectual property rights and
many other areas of economic activity; and 3) membership: Asian excluded the countries
of the American continent, while China and some other Asian countries did not partici-
pate in the TPP negotiations.

One of the newer initiatives for trade liberalization in the APAC region was repre-
sented by the TPP, which is an extension of the P-4 Agreement (also known as the Trans-

157



Pacific Strategic Economic Partnership) from 2005. As Aggarwal and Volberding state,
the TPP represented the most dynamic alternative to APEC. On the one hand, the TPP
could create a free trade bloc that surpasses APEC in power, control and influence. On the
other hand, the TPP could be an example for the achievement of APEC's goals and over-
coming the stagnation in the process of Asian integration.

The TPP failed, first, because there was strong disagreement about how to incorporate
existing free trade agreements into the TPP. Second, there was uncertainty about how the
TPP countries would conduct market access negotiations: bilaterally or plurilaterally. Third,
like ASEAN, the TPP took a risk by leaving out other major APAC economies. Apart from the
USA and Japan, the other participants were relatively small and open economies, with bilat-
eral free trade agreements between them. Bhagwati points out that many of the TPP's provi-
sions were created to exclude China. However, China itself was not very interested in join-
ing, because it saw the TPP as a poorly disguised American attempt to regain its influence in
the region, preferring alternative blocs such as the EAC and ASEAN+3.

CPTPP is, along with RCEP, the most important regional integration agreement in
the APAC region. The predecessor of the CPTPP was TPP, which was abandoned in 2017.
Therefore, by definition, it includes a greater number of provisions of the TPP, while a
smaller number is suspended. The agreement is therefore also known as TPP-11.

Negotiations on the creation of RCEP formally began in 2012. Through the joint ef-
forts of ASEAN, China, Japan, the Republic of Korea and others, the RCEP was officially
signed in November 2020. The agreement aims to reinforce economic interdependence
among RCEP members, help establish a single free market, intensify trade and invest-
ment, including participation in regional and global supply chains, and resource alloca-
tion in the APAC region.

RCEP is expected to: 1) strengthen ASEAN and the EA region as a production base, in-
crease the level of tariff liberalization, make the rules of origin more liberal and increase the
liberalization of trade in services; 2) reducing the consequences of the spaghetti bowl phe-
nomenon related to the problem of overlapping rules of multiple free trade agreements to
which certain countries belong and 3) strengthening the central position of ASEAN.

Conclusion

Geographical boundaries of regions shift over time in accordance with the changing
dynamics of regionalized economic, socio-cultural and political ties. In the case of EA,
the region is largely defined in terms of deepening regional economic interdepend-
ence and coherence. Based on this, geographically close countries (such as India,
Australia, etc.) that have become an integral part of the APAC regional economy, have
a strong interest in regional membership.

This paper analyzes the current development of trade and financial agreements in
the region, as well as the economic viability of these agreements and assesses their
development prospects.

Given the numerous, and often overlapping, free trade agreements in the region, the
question arises whether they represent added value or an obstacle to the growth of intra-
regional trade and other forms of cooperation.
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Although the variable geography principle explains how overlapping regional institu-
tional arrangements (e.g. APT and EAS) can coexist, this relationship will be disrupted if
they have competing goals. Likewise, there is sometimes a fine line between encouraging
each other, rather than duplicating institutional efforts. For example, APT, EAS and APEC
want to establish stronger regional agreements on free trade and energy security. The coun-
tries of the EA region are at the core of all three regional groups, and the question arises
whether a more explicit agreement on the division of labor among them is preferable to
taking on very similar tasks at the regional level. This particularly applies to the APT and
EAS regional frameworks. Where regional institutional arrangements overlap closely, the
issue of inter-institutional coordination becomes more important. There is a different type
of inter-institutional relationship between APEC, PECC and the Pacific Basin Economic
Council (PBEC), where PECC, in particular, organizes the Greater EA Region, a key support-
ing function for various areas of APEC's functioning. APEC has always been forward think-
ing about the future of mutually beneficial Asia-Pacific regional cooperation. Therefore, its
not surprising that namely APEC insists on a vision for the FTAAP.

Another important issue is the question of the appropriate size and composition of
regional arrangements. Choosing RCEP over other agreements has political and economic
benefits in addition to inclusivity, as ASEAN remains a central institution in the region.

The number and quality of trade agreements that each country is going to conclude,
will suggest the future of regionalism in Asia and its further impact on the world trade.

Generally speaking, the paper suggests that the economic potential for monetary
integration in Asia is strong, although the political underpinnings for such an agree-
ment are not yet in place. On the other hand, real integration takes place on a bilateral,
plurilateral and regional level.

Finally, it should be noted that the process of creating free trade agreements at dif-
ferent levels has an important political effect on the consolidation of regional identity.
Indeed, it would be impossible to understand the development of East Asian integration
only from an economic perspective, because there are strong political and strategic
motives behind it. Given that many authors see the main problem of monetary union in
EA as political, the endogeneity effect could have its counterpart in the political do-
main. In this sense, free trade agreements serve as a political as well as an economic
complement to the monetary union.

Several regional blocs are examined in this paper. Some of them are suprastructural
institutions: APT, EAS, the Asia-Europe Meeting (ASEM), APEC, CPTPP, RCEP, while
others can be described as supporting institutions: PBEC and PECC.

The role ASEAN plays in the APT and EAS is critical, as it acts as a mediator in rela-
tions between SEA countries. This is especially the case with APT. Although China, Japan
and Republic of Korea recently launched a trilateral summit, many aspects of their bilat-
eral and subregional relations remain problematic. ASEAN has become the bedrock of
regional cooperation.

ASEAN also has useful demonstration effects for APT and EAS. The APT is essentially
a spin-off of ASEAN's regional diplomacy. Similarly, EAS emerged from APT diplomacy.

Given that EA countries are the core of many important regional institutional ar-
rangements in Asia and the APAC region, the question of which arrangement will have the
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most important strategic effects in the coming years remains unresolved. Applying the
same principles as in the analysis of the EU to the EA, it is likely to be the organization
that will develop the most useful mechanisms for regional integration. APEC has devel-
oped a number of instruments, but many of its most important ones, such as the Individ-
ual Action Plans (IAPs), have proven ineffective. Currently, APT has developed a clear
advantage over EAS in this regard, but this can still change.

The APT is the most dependable group that can achieve deeper regional economic
integration that includes the EA countries based on two fundamentally important prin-
ciples. The first is that the APT has the highest level of regional economic coherence,
and therefore the strongest foundation of existing ties. In addition, it does not have
such a diverse range of economic policies as the EAS. The second principle relates to the
size of the membership. Regional groups with smaller memberships tend to have a
smaller range of national interests to accommodate and can therefore function even
when deeper encroachments on economic policy sovereignty are required. It is more
difficult for blocs with a larger membership, as has been shown in the case of APEC and
many others. Therefore, the APT-based on the East Asia Free Trade Agreement
(EAFTA) has advantages over the EAS-based on the Comprehensive Economic Partner-
ship for East Asia (CEPEA).

There is a risk that APEC will increasingly compete with the EAS or its reformulated
EAC equivalent in terms of security issues. Therefore, it may be better for APEC to remain
focused on regional economic issues, especially between the economies of the APAC re-
gion. This leads to another key function of APEC and ASEM: developing their potential
for multilateral usefulness.

This configuration of the regional institutional structure in the wider EA region, that
is, in the APAC region, is based on the principle of functional specialization. Currently,
there is a lot of duplication and overlapping of goals and activities, and what can be called
diffusing regionalism in the EA and APAC region, in the form of the presence of many
competing ideas about: (1) what kind of core regional community should be formed, (2) in
what direction (or directions) to develop and (3) which activities to target as priority in
the operation of the regional group. Diffusing regionalism is largely due to the fact that
many countries want to represent only their own goals.

The relationship between China and Japan is of key importance. The positions of Ja-
pan and China on EAS membership indicate their rivalry on various issues. Japan favors
regional initiatives based on EAS (e.g. CEPEA, EAC), while China preferred building a
regional community based on APT (e.g. EAFTA). However, this rivalry is counterproduc-
tive to EA's interests. China and Japan will continue to dominate the region for the fore-
seeable future, as together they account for about 80% of EA's GDP.

The USA influence will continue to be large, shaping many of the bilateral and multi-
lateral contexts in which regional institution-building processes take place in EA. Russia's
growing energy relations with China, Japan, Republic of Korea and other EA countries
could also prove to be a significant factor. In short, the geopolitics of the great powers are
currently pushing and pulling East Asia's regional integration in multiple directions,
many of which are competitive to a certain extent.
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ITPOIHECHU EKOHOMCKE MHTEI'PAITMJE NCTOYHE A3SHNJE -
PE3YJITATH, MOI'YRHOCTH 1 N3A30BH

Amncrpakr: Pernon Vcroute A3uje je IJIaBHU CBETCKM €KOHOMCKH UTPady, ¢ 003UPOM Ha eKo-
HOMCKY BeJIMYMHY U HoTeHIujal. Kao Taksa, perHoHaHa eKOHOMCKA MHTerpanuja Vicroune
Asdje MOXKe ce CMarpaTH BaKHHM TIDaJIIBHIM €JIeMEHTOM 32 HHTETpanyjy A3HjCKO-
Iamuduukor perrona. Vicrouna A3uja je ocTBapria 3HauYajaH HAMPEAAK Y CTBApAHy WHCTHTY-
nyja 3a OJIKpKy capajilby M MHTerpanujy. Permonanne npousBosHe Mpexe Vicroune Asuje cy
HajUHTETPHCAHMje Y CBETY, 4 perHOHAIHe (PUHAHCHjCKe MHUIUjaTHBe Cy Yy y3ilery. 3axsaheHe
TaJIacoOM PErHMOHAIN3MA, UCTOYHOA3H]jCKe IIPUBPEIE Cy YOp3asie mporiec nbepanusanyje u 3a-
Touesie IPUMeHy CTpaTerHja Jubepany3aliyje TProBruHe 6e3 IpeceziaHa, MobosblIaIe eKOHOM-
CKy capajiiby U IIperoBope O BaIyTHOj yHWjU. Of 1997. T., perroHann3aM Vcroune Asmje je
HAIPEZIOBAo U ouekyje ce hopmupatbe 3ajenuune Mcroune Asuje. OBaj WwiaHak je CTyAuja Koja
IPEJICTaBJba PEATTHOCT 1A je perHoHanu3aM VicTouHe Asmje U Jabe HeyjeAHadeH: eKOHOMCKH
PETHOHAIN3aM je BICOKO Pa3BHjeH, IOK Ce Ipyre KJbyJHe KOMIIOHEHTe (perroHaHa (hHHAHCH]-
CKa MHTETpaIHja, capaziihba y 00pa30Bakby ¥ PETMOHAIHU OJIMTHYKY OKBUP) Pa3BUjajy Criopuje,
CTarHUpajy 1/Wiu Hazadyjy. YWiaHak UMa 3a LB /1a IIPEZICTaBH PETHOCT HCTOUHOA3H]CKOT pe-
THOHAIN3MA, IPOOYZH CBECT O JIAKHUM IIEPCIIEKTHBAMA, U IIPENOPYYH IIPOLEC YPABHOTEXKEHH-
j€ ¥ OIPKUBHje NCTOYHO-a3UjCKe UHTErpalyje.
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V¥ peruony Vcroune Asuje (MA), peruoHajsiHa €KOHOMCKA HHTerpalyja je modesna Kao
Ipoliec MHTerpalyje BoeH TPIKUIITEM, a KacHUje ce pa3Buia y GOpMaIHy UHUIIM]aTHBY
€KOHOMCKe MHTerpaiyje, oJIndeHy YCIIOHOM CIOpa3yMa O CJIOOO{HOj TPTOBUHH y PEruo-
Hy. T'eorpadcku obum ce Takohe mpormupuo, ynHehu A peroH OCHOBOM a3HjCKO-
nanudUIKe pETHOHATIHE CAPA/IbE U HAIOPA 32 MHTETPALIH]y.

CHa’kHAa eKCIaH3Wja TProBUHE, MHBECTHUIIMja W JIPYTHX €KOHOMCKHUX Be3a u3Mely
npuBpena y okBupy peruona VA (u A-I1 peruoHa) je 6uia jejan oy KpynujaTHux GakTo-
pa HM3BaHPEAHOT pacTa a3HjCKUX HOBOWHAyCTpHjaiu3oBaHuX 3emMasba (Hu3) ToxoMm
mocsienbux erennja XX Beka, a ¥ HaKOH Tora. Tpeba Hariacutu Jja je, KaKO MCTHUY
Crawford u Okita (2014), 10 OBe ekciaH3uje A0IUI0 U 0e3 ¢GOPMaTHOT PETrHOHATHOT
WHCTUTYIIMOHAJIHOT OKBHUpa. Bp3 mpuBpennu pacr y Asuju u pacryha oTBOpeHOCT Ipu-
Bpe€/la PErroHa TPTOBUHY M WHBECTUIMjaMa Cy OWIX TJIaBHU (GaKTOPH KOjH Cy Ce Hajlas3h-
JIM y TO3aJuHU OBOr pacra MelysaBucHoctu. OBaj (PeHOMEH ofjpa’kaBa OHO IITO
Tinbergen (1995) Ha3WBa He2aAMUBHOM UHME2PAUUJOM, OJHOCHO UHTErPAI[HjOM IIPOY3-
POKOBAaHOM YKJIAHAEHEM JUCKPUMHWHATOPHUX U PECTPUKTUBHUX MHCTHUTYIHja ¥ KOPHUCT
JbEpTHUjUX EKOHOMCKHX TPAHCAKIIH]a.

Exonomcka aebunuinja pecuoHa MA obuuHo moapaszymeBa mpuBpene CeBepou-
croute Asuje (CHA): Jaman, P. Kopejy u TajBan, anu y nocienmme BpeMme U KuHy, kao u
3emsbe Jyroucroune Azuje (JUMIA), koje obyxBartajy Muaonesujy, Manesujy, Puaunuse,
Cunranyp, Tajnang, Bujernam, Jlaoc, Kambornty, BpyHej, Mjaumap u Ucrounu Tumop.
IMojam Asujcko-nauuguuxu (A-II) pecuoH moapaszymeBa Iope] 3eMaba pernona VA u
CAJl, Kanany, Aycrpanujy, HoBu 3enann, 3emsbe JlatuHcke Amepuke (JIA) uuje obase
uznase Ha [lanmuduk, Pycujy, kao u cBe Mame 3eMJbe Koje ce TpaHuue ca Ilarmuduurum
okeanoM. ITonazehu of jemue mupoko cxpahene nedpunuimje INamuduukor 6aceHa, kora
YHHE 3eMJbe A3BHMjCKOT 1 AMEPHUYKOT KOHTUHEHTa 4yHje ce obase Haymaze Ha Ilanuduxy,
Tpeba HAIJIACUTH JIa ce pasu O MOBpIIMHU Behoj 01 65 MIJIMOHA KM2 M TPIKHIITY KOTra
YUHH IT0JIOBHHA CTaHOBHUIIITBA cBeTa (Gajinov, 1997).

He uzHeHaljyje HejocTaTak YHyTappernoHAIHE EKOHOMCKE capajiibe y peruoHy MA y
MIPOILJIIOCTH, 300T 3HAYajHUX pa3yinKa Mel)y OBUM 3eMJbaMa y MOIJIEAY HAI[OHATHE UCTO-
puje, KyaType, cTpaTeruje IpUBPeIHOT pa3Boja, EKOHOMCKOT CUCTeMa U HUBOA IIPUBDE]-
HOT pa3Boja. AHAJINTUYApU UCTUYY U BeJIMKe pasyinke usMmely semasba CHIA u 3emaba
JUA, nasusajyhu ux digital divide u development divide. Inax, ryiaBHa mpenpeka 6Jiu-
JK0j eKOHOMCKO]j MHTeTpaIuju Melly 3emspama MA ce mpe cBera Mo»e IPHUIIACATH IIOJIH-
TUYIKUM (DaKTOpHMa, jep cy OBe IPUBpeZIE YBEK OHle N3y3eTHO EKOHOMCKU Mel)y3aBUCHE
u 6iucko nmosesaHe. Ox cpeanHe XX Beka IOCTOjU YOWbHBA TeHEHIMja Ka KOHBEP3UjU
PaBJIMYUTHX IPUBPETHUX CUCTEMA M PAa3BOjHUX cTpaTeruja. Meljyrum, HajBaskHUjU KOXe-
3MOHU GaKTOP je I0jaBa PErHOHATN3MA HJIX TPTOBUHCKUX GJIOKOBA.

Ca usbujambem IIpBOT CBETCKOT paTa AebUHUTHBHO C€ 3aBPIIKO IEPUOJ CBETCKE
€KOHOMCKe MHTerparuje 6e3 npecesaHa (1860-1913. I'.) ¥ HaCTao IEPHUOJ AOMUHAIL]jE
MPOTEKIIMOHUCTUYKUX IOJTUTHKA. THTeH3uBUpajyhu pernoHasin3aM TEXKHU Jja Ipeycme-
pu mehynaponny TproBuny u uHBecrunuje. CAJl cy mpoMeHUJIE CBOjy TPTOBUHCKY (u-
s030dujy ox cr0600He mpeosuHe ka nowmenoj mpeosunu. Okuda (1994) ykasyje Ha
aMEPHUKY CKJIOHOCT Ka YHUJIATEPAIUu3My U NPUKPUBEHUM JUCKPUMUHATOPHUM TPrO-
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BUHCKHM NakToBuMa (naypu-6unamepanusam). Pearson uctuve na cy asujcke Hu3
moce6GHO oroljeHe oBakKBUM pa3BojeM foralaja.

VY ciyuajy Asuije HeKu ayTopH TBpje fa je Beh octBapeH winuan EBporickoj Yuuju
(EY) u Cnopasymy o ciobosiaoj Tprounu y CeBepHoj Amepunu (YCMIIA), anu HeuyjaH,
HCTOYHOA3UjCKH TPTOBUHCKU OJIOK, JIOK APYTM ayTOPH BHAE BEIUKU OpOj CYNPOTHHX
dakTopa Koju JieJ1yjy IPOTUB pa3BUjara 010Kka ekBuBajieHTHOT EY u YCMIIA-y.

¥V 3emspama pernoHa HA je 610 HEKOJIUKO MHUIMjAaTHBA Y NOTJIeAy GUHAHCHjCKE
capajme, alu Cy A0 AaHAC HAjBAKHUjU CIIOPA3yMHU OCTBAPDEHU y PEATHOM CEKTOPY.
Mozk/ia je To 360T npupodHo2 peiocaeia EKOHOMCKe HHTEeTpalije WiIN YHbeHUIIEe Ja je
peaTHU CEeKTOp Y NMPAKCH HAjJIaKIIU 3a MPETOBOPE U Marbe mpobiieMaTHuyaH 360T nogpe-
Ja HalMOHAJHOT CyBepEeHHUTeTa. Y CBAKOM CJIy4ajy, PETHOH je OHMO /JajIeKO aKTUBHHUJU Y
CMUCJIY peajiHe HHTErpalyje HEro MOHeTapHe UHTerpalyje, aju IMOCTOjU UHTEPEC J1a ce
VKJbYYH U y jeqHO U y Apyro. To ra ynHu moHekse jequacrBennM. Kako he ce oBaj mpo-
1ec o/iBrjaTu Ouhe BasKHO He CaMO 3a PErHoH, Beh U, ¢ 063UPOM Ha HEroBy BEJIUUYUHY,
32 [eJIOKYIIHY CBETCKY IPUBDELY.

Mehy dakroprma KOju orpaHU4aBajy Tellby nHTerpanujy A tpeba mpe cBera HaBe-
cTH mo3unujy JamaHa v orpoMHy BesnuuHy Kune. FHTErprcaTy y MOTIYHOCTH JamaH Yy
npuepedy pezuoxHa HMA 6u 3axTeBajio 3Ha4yajHE MPOMeHe Y (GYHKIIMOHUCADY jallaHCKe
MpHUBpeZie. Y OBOM TPEHYTKY, JalaH je OrpoOMaH M3BO3HUK U M3BOP CTPAHUX JUPEKTHUX
unBecrungja (CAN) y UA, asu OCTOju BPJIO MaJIo TOKOBA y cympoTHoM cmepy. Cieneha
mpenpeka 3a IOTIYHO WHTETPHCAHY IPUBPELY PErHoHa je orpoMHa BennuunHa Kune.
Csaka uHTerpanuja uamel)y KunHe u mpeocrasor jesa peruona ob6aBe3Ho mopa jza Oyzme
acumerpuyHa. [lopezn Tora, y peruony VA mocToju Ompe3HOCT y /by n3beraBama apaH-
JKMaHa KOju OW MOTJIA JIOHETH KOPUCTU HEKOj Off PETHOHATHUX CIJIA Kao IITO Cy JamaH,
Kuna, P. Kopeja, Tajean unu Yapy:kemwe 3eMasba Jyroucroune Asuje (ACEAH).

A-TI 3emsbe ce, kKako uctuue Fujioka (2010), omupy MPOTEKIIMOHU3MY U 3aroBapajy
cucreM JubepasHe TProBruHe Ha Ty106aIHOM HUBOY. Mepe Koje yK/bydyjy moBehaHy OTBO-
PEHOCT Ha MYJITHUJIATepPAIHOj 6a3u MOTY YYUHUTH MHOTO Y OXpaOpHBamy YHyTapperuo-
HasHe TproBuHe. Takas egoaymueHu npucmyn 6u oMoryhuo pa3jIuduTiM Ipynanujama -
ACEAH 3onu cnoboznne tprosute (A®TA), VCMIIA-y u A3ujcko-nanuduukoj eKOHOM-
ckoj capaamu (AITELD) - 1a KoersucTupajy ca MUHIMAJTHUM HETaTUBHUM e(heKTHMA VTN
koHpukTIMA. IIpHMemeHo Ha a3ujcKo-NanudUIKy eKOHOMCKY capajimy Owio 6u Tad-
HUje YCBOjUTH I10jaM e80AYymugHe uHmezpayuje aa 61 ce OCBETIININ IPUPOJHIH IIPOIIe-
CH IIyTeM KOjUX J0JIa3H JI0 UHTerpanuje. EBoJyTHBHA HHTErpanyja ce OSHOCH Ha CBeoOy-
XBaTHO MPOLEHUBAKHE OWIATEPATHNX, [UIPUIATEPAIHAX U MY/ITHIATEPATHUX HHIHja-
THBA, YKJ/BYUyjyhy KakO eKOHOMCKY KOOIepanujy Kojy IpeABOJY IPUBATHU CEKTOP, TAKO
U IIpolLiece Koje MOACTHYE eKOHOMCKA IToJIUTHKA pkase (Gajinov, 2002). Mehytum, eBo-
JIyTUBHY WHTETPAIN]Y je BUIIECTPYKO TeXKe IIPOMOBHCATH, ITOIITO OHA YKJbYUyje IPOMEHE
y nomahoj ekoHoMckoj mosutuny. Jucnapuretu Mel)y 3emspama A-I1 peruoHa majy apry-
MEHT IIPOTHB yCIIOCTaBJbarba GOpMasHe HHTErPAIHIOHEe TPyHaIyje, 0OJJHOCHO €KOHOMCKA
capa/irba 6u TpebaIo 1a ce MOACTUYE IPUCTYIIOM KOPAK-No-Kopax.

Kpajem npBe nenenuje XXI Beka y A-I1 peruoHy cy ce npoduimcana 2 myTa Ka peruo-
HAJIHOj MHTETpAUMjU: jeaH a3ujcku, 3acHoBaH Ha ACEAH-y u npyru, mpaHcnayuguuxu,
3acHOBaH npBo Ha Cropasymy o TpaHcnanuduakom naptHepery (TIIIT), a morom Ha CBe-
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00yXBaTHOM W IPOTPECUBHOM CIHOpa3yMmy 3a TpaHcrnanuduuko naptaepcrso (IITITIIIT).
JIBa myTa cy uMasia CJINYHOCTH U PasJIMKe, IPeJHOCTH U MaHe.

JIOK ce MyJITHJIaTepAIHU UHTEIPANMOHU Ipoliec CBeTCKe TPrOBHHCKE OpraHU3aIu-
je (CTO) cyouaBa ca 036M/bHMM MOTeNIKOhaMa, pernoHaJIHa eKOHOMCKAa WHTerpaiuja
nobuja IpPIINKY 3a IPOIBaT. Jaua eKOHOMCKa capasima y A-II peruony. Ilormuca je u
CTynIMO Ha CcHary PernoHasHu cBeOOGYXBAaTHH CIIOPa3yM O €KOHOMCKOM IapTHEPCTBY
(PIIEII), aym m LIIITIIII.

PernoHasiHa eKOHOMCKA MHTETpalLKja ce Mpe/cTaBba cBe BehuM 6Gpojem Grtarepar-
HUX W MYJITWIATEPAJIHUX CIOpasyMa O ¢I000JHOj TPrOBUHHU u3Mel)y 3eMasba wWiaHUIA
Pa3JIMUMUTHX Tpymanyja. A3ujcka pa3BojHa 6anka (A/IB) uctude /1a cy 2000. T. y pETHOHY
VA 6una Ha cHa3W caMo 3 cropasyMa O ¢JI00O0ZHOj TPTOBUHU: jeZlaH je 610 y IperoBopu-
Ma, IOK cy jour Tpu Owia y mpumnpemu. OBe OpojKe Cy ce IeceTocTpyKo moBehaste 3a eBer
TOZIMHA: JI0 2009. T. HA CHA3| je OWI0 37 criopasyMa o ¢JI000HOj TPTOBUHU, JIOK Cy 72 Y
npunpeMHuM ¢daszama. Jlo cpefiHe 2013. T. HOTIHCAHA CY YaK 223 CIopa3yMa o cJ10607-
HOj TproBuHu u3Mely mpuspena All perrona, o Kojux je 150 Ha CHA3H, a OCTAJINA y pas-
JIMYUTHM eTallaMa IIperoBapama. JacHO ce youaBa npedepeHIdja Ka OuiaTepaTHUM
CIopa3yMuMa, KOjuX je, y KCTOM MepHO/y, moTtnucano 118. Takole, mocroju 15 mwiypuia-
TepaJTHUX TPrOBUHCKHUX CITOpa3yMa ca IpOoCcevyHo 8,1 3eM/bOM II0 criopasymy (Hajsehu 6poj
wiaHMIa je 15). Behuna miypuiarepaaHux cropasyma je cyopernoHasHa.

Tpeba rcrahu m1a MyJITHIUTHITEPAIbE CIIOpasyMa O ¢I000IHOj TPrOBUHU 6e3 mpeceia-
Ha WIyCTpyje noTpeby PernoHa Aa mpoIlupH TPrOBUHY y HELOCTATKY criopasyma us Jloxe.
Nnaxk, oBo pa3MHOKaBame OwiaTepaiHUX (M APYTHX) cliopasyma JOIPUHOCH EHUXOBOM
BHIIIECTPYKOM IIPEKJIAIAGY, OAHOCHO 10jaBu (heHOMEHA YUHLje wnazema.

Buie o7 m0JI0BHHE CBUX TPrOBHHCKHX CIIOPa3yMa KOjU Cy Ha cHa3u usmely A-II
MPHUBpPEZA Ce OAHOCH Ha 30He CJI0OOZHE TPrOBHHE 32 POOHY TPrOBHHY, IOK TOTOBO 30%
moApa3ymeBa cJI0GOAHY TPrOBUHY KaKo 100puMa, Tako U yeiyrama. Camo 2% CBHX CIO-
pasyMa cy IJapHHCKe yHUje. 3eMJbe II0CTajy CBe KPeaTUBHUje Y HAIOPY Jia CBOJUM CIIOpa-
3yMHUMa Jajy PasjinduT HAa3UB YMECTO cnopasyma o caoboonoj mpzosuru (O®TA). Kao
pe3yJTaT, MHOTH CIOpPa3yMH Ce HAa3WBajy CIIOpa3yMHUMa O eKOHOMCKOM W/WUu c8eody-
XeamHom napmuepcmey mTo Tpeba Jja yKaske Ha HAMepy O aHTAKOBAY Yy TEIIHOj U
mupoj uHTerpanyju. Mehytum, TpeHyTHa O6p3uHa ubepanusanyje ocTaje cropa u oby-
XBaTHOCT HHCKA. ITpoceyHHn pok 3a Jmbepasu3anyjy napuHa je 5-7 roguHa mely 3emspa-
Ma y pas3Bojy (3YP) u 10 roguHa 3a HajMambe pa3BUjeHe 3eMJbe WIAHHUIIE.

Hekonmko cropasyma o cy1060{HOj TPTOBUHY KODUCTH HETATHUBHY JIUCTY 32 UCKIBY-
Jema U3 TPrOBUHE, a CAMO HEKOJIMKO HUX YKJ/bYy4Yyje MO3UTHUBHY JIKCTY; IOCTOje U CITyda-
jeBH y KOjUMa ce yKUJame [JapuHa PA3jIMKyje 32 CBaKy 3eMJbY ITapTHEPA, Kao y CIy4ajy
ACEAH + 1 ®TA ca Kunowm, P. Kopejom wiu Jananom. lapuncke npedepeniuje Bapupa-
jy ¥ 3aBHCHOCTH O] IPOU3BOJA U cIIopasyMa o ¢J10004HOj TproBuHH. IlocToje pasauauTa
npaBuiia o nopexity (PoO) u aAMUHUCTPATUBHU cucTeMU 32 cBaku ®TA 1 BUXOB OATOBA-
pajyhu npousBox (Kawai u Wignaraja, 2009).

IlojenquHu ayTopu cMaTpajy /ia TAKBH XaOTHYHU apaH)KMaHU KOMILIUKY]Y II€O TPro-
BHHCKH IIPOIlEC ¥ €KOHOMCKY WHTETPaI{jy YOIIITe, IOBehameM TPaHCAKIIMOHUX TpPO-
mkoBa. Mattoo (2020) uctuye a je, MOIITO Cy TPrOBUHCKe Oapujepe y A3uju Beh pesa-
THBHO HUCKe, KOPHUCT O]T IaJbeT CMatbehba Oapujepa Ha je;THOM TPKUIITY MaJjia.
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VICTOYHOA3UjCKM PETHOHAIM3AM j€ eBOJIyUPAO Of CMApUX PErHOHAIN3aMa 10 HOBUX
peruonanuzama. [Ipsu cy ce pokycupanu Ha 6e30eJHOCT U/WIK eKOHOMU)Y OrpaHUYEHY
reorpadujoM U HAIMOHAIHE JP;KaBe KAo aKTepe, 0K APYTH YK/bYUYjy Pas3/InUUTE aKTEPE,
6e3 rpanwuiia (Ravenhill 2001, 2009; Robertson 2008). Ycupkoc cBUM 1M3a30BUMa UCTOY-
HOA3UjCKOT PETUOHAIU3MA, MTOJIUTUYKA OKBUPH Cy YCIIOCTAB/HEHU, PETMOHAIHE IIPOMU3-
BOJ[HE MPEXKE Ce CMaTpajy HajUHTErPUCAHUJUM y CBETY, 8 PErMOHAIHE (GUHAHCHU]CKE UHHU-
LUjaTHBeE CY Y y3JIeTy.

Hexkosuko cTyzAuja je yTBpAUIIO Zia ce JOOUIM Ofi peTHOHAIHE WHTErpanyje Kpehy y
PacCIIOHy Off TPAANIIMOHAIIHUX €KOHOMCKHUX ZI0OUTaKa /10 HETPAJUIIMOHAIHUX JIOOUTAKA.
TpagunuoHATHU A0OUIM YK/bYUyjy MOBehaHy TProBHHY, UHBECTHIIHje U moBehaHe mpo-
¢uTe KOju NOTUUY U3 KOHKypeHIuje. HeTpaunoHaiHu JOOUIIY Cy jOIll IPUBJIAYHUjH,
jep ce Ha IBUX [VIea KA0 HA MEXaHM3aM 32 OCTBaperbe foMahux pedopmu, curHaminsupa-
e OpUjeHTalllje eKOHOMCKO] ITOJIUTUIIM, YCIIOCTaBJbalhe MPEKa U Be3a ca JIPYIUM 3eM-
JbaMa Pajiy 3ajeHUUYKOr pellaBarba PETHMOHAIHUX IMUTAHa, U 32 jayarbe IMPEroBapayvke
mohu y meljyynapoguum nperosopuma (Van Niekerk, 2005).

OcTBapeme IUJbeBa UCTOYHOA3U]CKE PETHOHAIIHE UHTETPAIH]e je jOII YBEK Jajie-
KO: OMJIO Y EKOHOMCKOM, COITMOKYJITYPOJIOIIKOM HJIM MOJUTHYKOM cMmuciy. He (2004)
u Inoguchi (2011) ucTHYY HU3 K/BYYHHX HM3a30Ba MCTOUHOA3HMCKOM PETHOHATIU3MY:
BUILECTPYKH OKBUPH, KYJITYPOJIOIIKA PA3HOJHMKOCT, CYKOOU YHyTap pPeruoHa U NpU-
BpeZie Koje Cy BHIle [VIODAJHO HEro pPernoHaJHO HHTerpucane, uta. lllTaBwuiie,
CHaKaH €KOHOMCKH (OKyC Ha €KOHOMCKH PErruOHAIN3aM PE3yJITHPAO je HMOrPElIHUM
pPa3BOjeM HMCTOYHOA3HUjCKOT PETHOHAIM3MA HA PAUYYH COL[MOKYJITYPOJIOMIKUX M IIOJIU-
THYKOT PETHOHAJIHOT Pa3Boja.

Omo 1mTo je curypHo je aa he ekoHomcke Bese yHyrap MA u A-II perroHa cBakako
TIOCTATH jOII Telllkhe 300T 3ajeJHUYKOT YTHIaja TPTOBUHE U HHBecTUnuja. Ocraau pesys-
TaTH Cy jOIII yBEK HEM3BECHH.

MeromoJioruja

¥ paay cy kopuirtheHe Metozie mopeljema, aHain3e, CHHTE3E, HHAYKIHjE U AeAyKIHje U
METOJl CTATUCTUYKE aHajnu3e, TabesiapHe W ApPyre METO/Ee WIyCTpallje TEKCTa, UCTO-
PHjCKU METOA, METOJ TeHepann3alje u cruenyujanusanyje uta. Kopunthere cy cienehe
cratuctruke 6ase nogaraxka: ASEAN Finance and Macro-economic Surveillance Unit
Database, ASEAN Merchandise Trade Statistics Database, ASEAN Foreign Direct
Investment Statistics Database, APEC in Charts, Policy Support Unit, 2019, APEC
Secretariat. Outcomes and Outlook 2021-2022, Singapore; UN World Population
Prospects 2022; WTO Trade Organization Data 2022, Bank's World Development
Indicators 2019, Design of Trade Agreements (DESTA) (Dur et al., 2014), momaiu o
unBectuimonum yrosopuma (EDIT) (Alschner et al., 2021), Asia-Pacific Trade and
Investment Report 2015.

Pesyararu

Ynymappezuonaana mpzoeuna

3HauajHy [UMEH3Hjy 3a pa3yMeBame BaHPeZHe eKOHOMCKe TpaHchOopManuje a3ujCKux
Hu3 npezacraspa orpoMHO noBehame yHyTappervoHalHe TProBUHE y pernoHy VA u
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moceGHO, BETUKO moBehatbe yHyTappernoHasne Tpropute y A-Il1 peruony. ¥ A-II peru-
OHy IIOjeJINHAYHE IIPUBPEJIE OCTBApYjy OKO 50% CBOje CIIOJbHE TPTOBHUHE Ca APYTHM
npuBpesiaMa peruoHa. I1ocToju cIuyaH BUCOK UHTEH3UTET TPITOBUHE y OKBUPY U H3Me-
By cBaka oz 3 cy6pernona A-II permona: CeBepoucroute Asuje, JyrOUCTOUHE A3uje U
Jyrozanagsor Ilanuduka.

VY panom nocsiepatHoM Iepuopy, CeBepHa AMepuKa je yuecTBOBasIa ca 50% y CBET-
ckoMm BHII-y, a FA ca cBera HekoysnKo nporeHarta. IloueTkom 60-THUX TOAMHA, cCeBEpHOA-
MepHuKo yuelrhe je H3HOCHUIIO OKO 40%, ok ce yuerthe VA nosehasno Ha 9%, a 6u mo-
YeTKOM 80-THX TOZIHA, CeBepHOAMEPHUUKO yuelrrhe mano Ha 27%, a yuenthe A ce Buie
HEro yABOCTPYYMJIO Ha 19%. OBU TPEH/IOBU Cy HacTaB/beHU U VA je JonmpuHOCHIIA CBET-
ckoM B/IIT-y ncro konuko u CeBepHa AMepHKa, C TUM J]a Cy OBa JiBa perioHa yuecTBoBaja
ca MpeKo 50% y CBETCKOj NMpou3BOAmU. JlaHac, 2023. T., AQpHuKa JOIMPUHOCH ca 4%,
EBpomna ca 7,1%, baucku Ucrok ca 7,8%, 3anagua xemucdepa (CAJl, Kanana, Aycrpainuja,
H. 3enanpn) ca 13,7% u Asuja ca 67,4%.

YuyrappervoHaiHa TproBuHa A u yHyTapperuoHaiana Tpropusa y A-II peruony cy
OJl TOoYeTKa 70-THX TOJMHA pacie Opike HEro CBeTCKa TPrOBHHA. Y TOM CMHCIY, Tpeba
HaIJIaCUTH HagMoh TpaHcnauuduuke y OAHOCY Ha TPAHCATIAHTCKY TPTOBHUHY.

Kako HaBomu Watanabe (1997), yuenthe perviona A y yKyITHOM CBETCKOM H3BO3Y j€
pacJio KOH3UCTEHTHO ca 7,4% 1980. T. Ha 9,9% 1985. 1, 12,3% 1990. I. ¥ 17,0% 1994. T.,
mok Nakao HaBOmM HemrTo Apyraunje mudpe: 7,6% 1980. . u 18,2% 1994. r. Excansuja
u3Bo3a je 6mia mpaheHa mopacToMm yBosa. Yuemrhe pernoHa WA y yKyIIHOM CBETCKOM
yBO3y je mopacJyio ca 7,6% 1980. 1. Ha 9,9% 1985. T, 12,4% 1990. T. u 17,9% 1994. 1. JIok
Nakao HaBozu HemrTo apyraunje nudpe: 8,2% 1980. I. u 27,7% 1994. 1. [Ipema nopamuma
Exonomcke u corujanne komucuje YH 3a Azujy u [Tanuduk (ECLIAIT - 2021/22), peruon
HA je yuecTBOBaO ca 21% y CBETCKOM HM3BO3Yy U ca 19% y CBETCKOM YBO3y 2010. T., U ca
24,6% u 23,8%, pecriektuBHO 2021. T. Ha Taj HauwuH, 10K je Harmo pacryhu usso3 UA,
TOZIpyKaH pa3BojeM WheHe IPOU3BOoHE 6a3e, HHTEH3UBHUPAO MENYHAPOIHY KOHKYPEHIIH]Y,
el pactyhu yBo3 je CTBOPHO TPaKEby KOja IOAPIKAaBa CBETCKH [IPUBPEAHU PACT.

C npyre crpane, yuyemnrhe pernona MA y ykymHoj TproBunu A-II pernona je ocrauio
PEJIATUBHO CTAOMIIHO y MEPUOAY 2005-2010. T.: U3BO3 je He3HATHO OIao ca 59% Ha 58%,
JIOK Ce YBO3 33/Ip:Kao Ha HUBOY 071 58%.

ITomanu Taxohje mokasyjy Zia IOCTOjU YOU/bUBO IOBeharbe YHyTappernoHaIHe TPro-
BuHe (ca 21,2% 1980. 1. Ha 31% 1986. T. U 43% yKyIHe a3ujcke 1995. I.). Yuernrhe yHyTap-
pervoHasHe TproBuHe peruoHa A je je gocrurso 4ak 58,5% 2020. r., 7a 6u 360r enuze-
muje COVID-a masio Ha 40% 2021. T. YKyIIHa yHyTappernoHasHa TproBusHa VA ce mose-
hana ca 0,56 6un. YC/I 1990. r. Ha 1,5 6un. YCII 2013. r. OBaj yHyTap-a3ujCcKH TPrOBHUH-
CKH KOPHJIOp NIPEZCTaBba HajOprke pacTyhy TProBUHCKY 00J1acT y CBETY.

A-TI peruioH je HajANHAMUYHUJU PETHOH Y CBETCKO]j IIPUBPEAY JIAHAC, jep ZOMUHUDPA Y
eKCIIaH3UjU cBeTcKe MelypernoHaiHe TpropuHe. Y 80-TUM rofHaMa je oOuM TpaHCIa-
nuduIKe TProBUHE IO IPBU IyT HAJMAIINO OOMM TPAHCATIAHTCKE TPrOBHUHE IITO je
o3HaumIo nouerak Ilayuguuke epe. Tokom nepuona 1965-1987. r., yuenrhe A-II pervnona
y CBETCKOj TPrOBUHH je mmopacsio ca 30% Ha 6susy 37%. Ilpema momanuma ECITAIT-a, A-IT
PETHOH je 2012. T. yYECTBOBAO ca 37% y CBETCKOM POOHOM U3BO3Y U 36% y CBETCKOM
po6HOM yBO3y, /IOK je HeroBo ydelrhe y CBETCKOj TPTOBHHH ycjIyrama rmopaciio ca 21%
2002. T. Ha 28% 2012. 1. Yuenthe A-II pervioHa y cBeTCKoM poOHOM HM3BO3Y je Omajio ca
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41% Ha 36,8% 2021. . y oZHOCY Ha 2020. T. ¥ ca 41,5% Ha 37,1% y poOOHOM yBO3y, pecleK-
tuBHO (ECITAII 2021/22).

O eKcIIaH3UjU YHyTappernoHaJIHe TProBuHe y A-I1 pernoHy cBefoun Kako HheH aIco-
sytau HEBO (0,8 6mn. YC/I 1990. 1., 1,6 6. YC]I 2000. 1., 5,6 6ui. YC]I 2010. 1. u 6,9
6m1. YCJI 2012. T.), TAKO U pacT HeHOoT yuelrha y yKyIIHOj TPTOBHHHU OBOT pervioHa (34%
1986. 1., 45% 1990. T., 56% 2011. I. u 58,5% 2020. r.). [Ipema noganuma ECIIAII-a oye-
Kyje ce pacT yHyTappernoHaJHOT u3Bo3a ca 3,1 6wi. YC/ Ha 6,3 6mn. YCI 2016. r.
(ECILIAII 2021/22).

ITocToju orpoMaH IOTEHITHjajl 3a pacT yHyTappernoHaiHe TprosuHe A-IT pernona
3aCHOBaH Ha pasjiMKaMa y PeJaTHBHO] 00/IJapeHOCTH IPUPOJHUM DeCypcHMa, pazioM U
KaIUTAJIOM KOje CyTepHILy BeJIMKY KOMIUIEMeHTapHOCT u3Mel)y Aycrpanasuje u CeepHe
Awmepuke, c jenne u A, nHapouunTo Janmana u Hu3 UA, ¢ apyre crpaHe.

Pezuonaana ggunaHcujcka uHmezpayuja

Azujcka ¢puHAHCH]CKA Kpu3a 1997/98. T., je oylaKIiiaja MOYeTaK MCTOYHOA3HjCKe Pu-
HaHCH]jCKe UHTerpanuje. 3emsbe A cy cxBaTuJIe /1a 3aBUCE OF TJIO0ATHUX TOKOBA KallU-
Tasa U (GUHAHCHjCKUX IIOKOBAa, W Jla UM je XUTHO NIOTpeOHA perdoHajIHA capajiikha U
WHTErpalyja 3a CTBapame CTaOMJIHOCTU y PETUOHY, IITO YKJbYUYyj€ YCIOCTAB/bahe PErt-
OHAJIHOT (PpMHAHCH]CKOT TPKUIITA. IIOKpeHyTe cy pa3juduTe peruoHaaHe GUHAHCHjCKE
uHHUIUjaTuBe yKbyuyjyhu Maunujatusy Chiang Mai (LIMW) 2000. 1., UHUNKjaTUBY 32
TpKUITE a3ujckux obpesHuna (ABMU) 2003. 1., Asujcke ponmoBe o6Be3Huna (ABD)
2003. 1. 1 Myatwiarepanusanujy Chiang Mai Uaurnujatuse (LMWM) 2009. T. ycme-
peHe Ka pa3Bojy MCTOYHOa3ujckor ¢uHaHcHjckor Tpxkumra (Henning 2002, 2009),
(Hyun u Jang 2008). ITotom, 2011. r. ocHoBaHa je ACEAH + 3 AIIT Kaunenapuja 3a
MaKpOEeKOHOMCKa ucTtpakubama (AMPO) koja monymyje rope oMeHyTe HHHUIAjaTHBeE.
AMPO [10IpUHOCH PETHMOHAJTHOM YIPaB/bathy PUSUKOM U OpP30j UMILJIEMEHTALUjU KO-
pexTuBHUX Mepa y 3emsbama AIIT.

IIMU je dopmupasna HU3 GuUIaTepaIHUX CIIOpa3yMa O pa3MeHH BaJIyTa, KOjU Cy Ha
Kpajy eBostyupanu y [IIMUM, My/aTHIaTEPaIHY BAJIyTHH CBOII apaHKMaH Mel)y 3emsbama
wianunama AIIT-a ca mouetHuM poHZOM pe3epBu ox 120 6wt YC]I 2010. r. (moBehan Ha
240 6wr. YC]JI 2012. r.). Kspyuna ynora AMPO je na noapxxu IIMUM u notpeby perrmoHa
3a caMOJI0BOJBHOIINY M (UHAHCHPAKy KPAaTKOPOYHE JIMKBUAHOCTH. IIlTaBuie, MUHUC-
Tpu dunHaHcuja 3emaspa AIIT ocHoBanu cy ABMU na 6u pa3Bwin epuKacHO U JIUKBUIHO
Tp:KuUIITe 00Be3HUIA (Y JIOKAJTHO] BIYTH) Ca IUbEM KAHAINCAKA a3UjCKe IITEeJe 3a
asujcke nHBectunuje. ABMU je Takole ycmepeH Ha cMamerbe GUHAHCH]CKE HE3PETOCTH
perrvoHa U Koja je cMaTpaHa y3pOKOM a3ujcke prHaHCHjCKe Kpu3e.

AB® je, ¢ npyre cTpaHe, OCHOBAaH HA CACTAHKY W3BPIIHUX AWPEKTOPA IIEHTPATHUX
6anaka A u A-II GaceHa, yrHe ra neHTpasHe OaHKe jeJaHaeCT HCTOYHOA3U]CKUX 3eMasba
u ’rMe yupassba banka 3a meljynapogua nopasHama (BUIC). Mako je mOKpeHyT 2003. T.,
AB® je ycnemrHo UMILIEMEHTHPAH TeK 2011. T.

Yopyorcerse 3emaba Jyzoucmoune Asuje — ACEAH
ACEAH, crBOpeH 1967. T, je /10 caJia HajyCIENIHIja a3ujcKa [IeMa HHTErPalyje U CapaJIibe.

Tabena 1. ACEAH: H3abpanu unduxamopu, 2020/21. 2. (cmp. 147)
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JlaHac jol yBeK IOCTOje 3HAYajHU €KOHOMCKH JIUCIIAPUTETH U3Mel)y OPUTHHAIHUX U
HoBUX wiaHuna. ¥ bpynejy u Cunranypy B/III p/c uzHocu 35.100, ogHOCHO 91.100 YC/I,
pecnekTuBHO, a y Mjanmapy cBera 1180 YC/I (2023. r.).

IIMU je ycmocraBmiia myn feBu3HuXx pe3epBu wianuna ACEAH+3. Hunujatuga je
OJ1 Tajia caspeJia U JOCTUIJIA HUBO apaHXMaHa MyJITHIaTePATHUX BAIYTHHX CBOIIOBA KOjU
VKJbydyje aMepuuku fosap. Maxo je ekoHomcka epukacHocT LIMU u nasbe npeamer Jie-
baTe, BehuHa aHATUTHYapa Bepyje 7a je cuMbonuynu edekar MHUIMjaTUBE Of BEJIUKE
BPEIHOCTH Yy TOBehamy MoBepeba y JTUKBUAHOCT a3UjcKuX 6aHaka. ['ouHe 2012. WiaHU-
1Ie cy ce cyIoXkuIie /ia moBehajy pesepBe Ha 240 MipA. YCJI, 0{HOCHO, IPEKO 1.100 MIIPA.
YCI 2023. r. Mako ce camo 20% TpeHYTHO PACIOJIOKUBUX CpeZicCTaBa MOKe KOPUCTUTU
6e3 moBe3uBaba ca 3ajMmoBuMa MeljyHapoaHor monetapHor ¢douaa (MMF), 3a6punytocTt
300T eBPOIICKE MYKHUYKe Kpu3e je mojacrakia pacrnpaBy mehly ACEAH+3 unaHumama o
moBeharby OBOT porieHTa Ha 30% 2012. T. ¥ 40% 2014. T.

¥ nomeHy TproBuHe je 1977. r. 6uo normnucan cruopadym o ACEAH ApaHxMaHuMa O
npedepennujaninoj tpropudu (IITA). T'oguue 1976, mporieHa BpeaHoctu yHyTap-ACEAH
yBO3a 10 IpedepeHnjaIHUM YCJI0BUMA je u3Hocwia 47 mipg. YC/I, mTo je 6wio Mamwe
on 2% ykynHe yHyTap-ACEAH TproBuHe 1 HellITo BUllle 0] 12% YKYITHOT YBO3a.

Haxon 1980. 1, tuyiepu ACEAH-a ¢y ycBojuiiu 030M/bHUJHU IPUCTYII JIUOEPATU3aIUj U
TPTOBUHE U YMECTO JOOPOBOJHHOT NPOU3B0O0-NO-NPOU3600 MIPUCTYIIA IPUXBATUIN erKa-
CHUjU c8eobyxeamHu mpucTyn. MHUNMjaIHO, OUJIO je 0I00pEeHO jeUHCTBEHO CMAhEHhe
aprHa ol 20% 3a BUIIE Of 6.000 IPOU3BOJA €A YHYTAPPETHOHAIHOM TPrOBHHCKOM
BpeaHonthy MamoMm ox 50.000 YC/I. [1ragon je HaKOH Tora HOZUTHYT Ha 500.000 YC/I,
3atuMm 1 M. YC/I u 10 mun. YC/I 1982. r. Konauno, 1984. r. MUHHUCTPHU CIIOJbHUX ITOCJIO-
Ba ACEAH-a cy omo0pwiu IpUMeHy CMambema apuHa o7 20% 10 25% 3a cBe MPOU3BO/Ie
ca yBo3HOM BpezHornhy Behom ox 10 M. YC/I, mTo je yerBapu yKIOHWIO naagdou. Of
jyHa 1986. 1, IITA je o6yxBaTHo 12.647 npoussoza. Flako cy cykiecuBHa moBehama naa-
¢ona omoryhuia na IITA obyxBaTu Buile IPOU3BoZa 6e3 IJIOMa3HUX [IPErOBOPa, BEJIHKA
aucma u3yzemaxa (ocum CHHTamypa) je HacTaBWIa /1a OrpaHUYaBa €KCIIaH3Hjy YHyTap-
ACEAH Tprosuse. Ha npousBo/ie ca JIMCTe U3y3€TaKa je OTIAao 25% CBHUX MIPOU3BO/IA
Ha OuwrunuHuMa, 39% y Manesuju, 54% y Unnone3uju u 63% Ha Tajnaupgy. [lltaBurie,
TI0CTOjajIa je OIINTAa TeHJEHIMja 1a ce IPOLeHAT U3y3eTHX IIPOM3Boa oBehasa ca HUBO-
oM BpeZHOCTH yBO3a. Crora je 6uiio npexnyseto pedopmucarse IITA y norneny 6poja oby-
xBaheHnx mpousBojia (50% BpeQHOCTH WM 90% CBHUX MPOU3BO/IA) U BUCHHE CMarberha
napuHa (ca 25% Ha 50%). Jlucra u3yseraka je 61ia orpaHUdYeHa Ha 10% CBHUX IIPOU3BOJIA.

IIpe ocauBama ACEAH-a, yuenrhe yHyTapperuoHagHe TPrOBHHE Y YKYITHO] TPTOBUHU
WIAaHUIA je OWIO HA peIaTUBHO HUCKOM HUBOY (15% 1950. I. U 21,7% 1960. T.). TokoMm
dyuxnnonucama ose rpymanuje yHyrap-ACEAH TproBuHa je [0KHMB/baBajIa 3HAUYajHE
IIpOMeHe: u3pakeHa Kao yuenthe y ykynHoj ACEAH TproBuHH y nepuozny oz 1967. T. 10
TOYeTKa 70-TUX TOINHA KpeTasia ce uamely 12% u 15%, 1a 6u 1990. r. gocturia 18,5%.

Janyapa 1992. I. je JoHETa OJJIyKa 0 ycrocTaBsbamby AOTA-e, uynju je cTpaTelIky b
noBehame KOHKypeHTcKe npeaHoctu 30He ACEAH-a kao jefUHCTBEHe IPOM3BOAHE jeIN-
Hune. AOTA mozpasymeBa ykIamame LNAPDUHCKUX U HENApUHCKUX Oapujepa yHyTap-
ACEAH TproBUHM WHAYCTPHjCKUM IPOH3BOAMMA, a1 HCKJBYUyjyhU NOJ/BOIMPHUBPEIHE
cupoBuHe U yciyre. [naBHu Mexanuzam ADOTA-e je mpumeHa 3ajedHuuke cnossHe npege-
peruujanre yapune (IIEIIT), koja je mo 2008. 1. Tpebasio aa ce kpehe y pacmony ox 0 10
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5%. Y mpoceky je y LIEIIT memy 6uio yxibyueHo 87% npousBojna (74-98% 3a mojenuHe
3emsbe). IIEIIT je 2010. r. 3amerreH ACEAH Crniopazymom o po6Hoj TproBunu (ATUTA).

Ha V Camuty ACEAH-a 1995. 1. ycBOjeHa je AreH/1a O TEUIH0j EKOHOMCKO] HHTETpa-
I¥jH, Koja je yop3aia pok 3a peanusanujy AOTA-e ca mpBOOUTHUX 15 HA 10 TOJUHA U
yKJbyumiia nosporipuBpesine cupopuHe y IIEIIT memy. JluGepanuzaiuja TProBUHE je
obyxBaTmaa OKO 20% HapuHCKOT yHuBep3yMma (1980. r. 6uio je obyxBahero cBera 2%).
Kao u 1992. r., IIEIIT je momenwia mpou3Boje y 2 Kareropuje: fast-track mpousBoau
(cmamere napuHa 1o 2000. T.) U normal-track npousBosu (cMameme apuHA 10 2003.
r.). Hakon kpuse 1997-1998. r. muaepu ACEAH-a cy ckpaTmwin pok 3a CMambemne apuHa
Ha 2002. r. [IpousBoau koju cy npuspeMeHo octaiu BaH [IEIIT-ADTA Illeme cy oHU KOju
Cy ce HaJIA3WIM HAa AUCMU BUCOKO 0CeM/bUBUX Nnpou3sodda, a TPajHO OHHM HA AUCTU
onwimux udy3emaxka.

Ox 1993. 10 1997. T. y4enrhe yHyTappernoHaIHe TPTOBUHE Y YKYITHOj je Topaciio ca
21% Ha 25%, OTHOCHO y aIlCOJIyTHOM U3HOCY ca 43,3 mipz. YC/ Ha 84,4 mupxa. YCA. Kako
uctuue Pangestu, yayrap-ACEAH TproBuHa je KpajeM QO-THUX TOJUHA U MOo4YeTKOM XXI
BeKa U Jajbe IpejicTaB/bajla MaIu Jieo yKynHe TproBuHe cBake off ACEAH zemasma, a
BEJIMKH JIE0 CE IIPUIIKCYj€ CUHTAIYPCKOj CJI000/THOj TPTOBUHU.

Benuka npekpernuiia y passojy ACEAH-a je HacTynmia 1.1.2002. T., Kajja je MpBUX
6 wiaHUIlAa KOHAYHO U3BPUINJIO CMakeme I[aphHa Ha HUBO O/ 0-5% 3a BUIlE O] 99%
MMPOM3BOZA KOju cy mpeamer MelycoOHe TProBHHE, IITO je J0Beo 10 moBehama yHy-
TapperunoHaIHE TPrOBUHE.

Hoguje unanune ACEAH-a (Kam6onia, Jlaoc, Mjaumap u BujerHam) Hucy aaneko 3a-
ocrasie y npumenu [{EIIT o6aBe3a, jep je ToToBO 80% HUXOBUX IIPOU3BO/A MpebaueHo Ha
mo3uTUBHY Jiucty. O/ OBUX MMPOM3BO/IA, HA OKO 66% ce Beh IpuMemby]jy [apruHe y PACIIOHY
o7 0 10 5%. BujeTHam je 710 2006. T. CIIyCTHO IJapUHE 32 IPOU3BO/IE HA TIO3UTUBHO] JIUCTH
Ha He BuIIle o7 5%, JlJaoc u MjanMap cy To yduHHIU 2008. T., a Kamborna 2010. r.

Kpajem 2003. r. apuHa 3a I1ieJly rpynaiujy je CiylreHa Ha 0% 3a 40,9% IapUHCKUX
nosunuja. Mehyrum, 6yayhu ga oBu mpousBoau mmajy BUCOKO yuerrhe y yayrap-ACEAH
TproBunu (78,7%), To 3Hauu Aa je 6ausy 80% ykymnHor yHyTap-ACEAH yBO3a 2003. T.
UMajo KOMIUIETHO eJIMMUHHCaHe napuHe. [Ipocedyna napuscka crona y yayrap-ACEAH
TPrOBUHU ce OZ 1993. T. KaJia je u3HOCWIa 12,76% cMamwia 1999. T. Ha 4,48%, na 6u
2008. I. IoCTUTIIa HUBO 07 2,3%, OJTHOCHO 0,20% 2017. T.

IIpema nogaruma ECIIATII-a, yayrap-ACEAH TproBuHa je 2012. T. JOCTUIJIA HUBO O
1.595 mwipZ. YC/I, mto npezcrapsba noBehame y 0ZHOCY Ha IPETXOHE FOAHE: 202 MIIPA.
YCI 1990. r., 414 mupa. YC]I 2000. ., 500 mupz. YC/I 2010. 1. u 630 muipa. YCII 2019. 1.

ToguHe 2010., yHyTap-AllT TprosuHa je yuHUIA 51,5% ykynHe tpropuHe ACEAH-a,
npu yemy cy yaytap-ACEAH, Kuna, Janman u P. Kopeja gonpunocunu ca 24,5%, 11,6%,
10,5% U 4,9% ykynHoj ACEAH TtproBunu. YkynHa ACEAH Tprosuna ca Iliryc Tpu 3em-
Jpama je uzHocwia 1,098 6mi. YC]I 2022. 1., mITO npejicTaBsba noBehame o7 25,1% y of-
Hocy Ha 2021. T. Takolje ocrBapeHo je 32,65 mupa. YCI CAN u3 Ilityc Tpu 3emama y
ACEAH 3embe (1ITO IpescTassba 25,4% ykynHor npuiusa CINU y ACEAH).

Unanune ACEAH-a cy Takolje pemmie Jia Jieyjy Ha eJIMMUHALV]U PA3IMUUTUX He-
mapuHckux 6apujepa. Kako HaBogu Goeltom-oBa, OHe oIl YBEK IIOCTOje, YCIIPKOC yBOhje-
BY IPYTUX Mepa Jubepaau3alije TproBUHe.
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A3uyjecko-nayugduuxka ekonomcka capaowa — AIIEI]

ATIEII je popym dpopmupan 1989. r. Yrpkoc puHaHCcHjcKoj Kpusu 1997/98. 1., AIIEIL] je
BpJIO cHakHa uHTerpanuoHa rpymnanuja. AIIEIl-oBa cTpykTypa je 3acHOBaHAa KakKo Ha
bottom-up, Tako u Ha top-down mpuctymy. M3mely wianuna AIIEIl-a mocToju BUIH
UHTEH3UTeT TProBuHe Hero yHyTap EY. CacToju ce oz 21 3eMJbe WIaHUIE, ca CTAHOBHUIII-
TBOM Koje Opoju Buiile of 2,9 MipZ. Jbyau (38% cBerckor) u ykynHuMm B/IIT-om oz oko
49,9 6ui1. YC/I 2020. T., IITO 3HAYH J]a HA OBY PeTHMOHATIHY I'pyHalujy oTnaza 62% cert-
ckor B/[I1-a, kao u 48% cBeTcke TprosuHe (2020. r.). 3mel)y wiaHHIa MTOCTOje BETUKE
pasinuke (Tabesna 2).

Tabena 2. Exonomcku unduxamopu npuspeda waanuya AIIEI]-a, 2020. 2. (cmp. 150)

Kaza je ATIEL] 6uo ycrocTas/beH 1989. T., IpOCeYHAa IMAPUHCKA CTOIA y PETHOHY je
usHocuna 16,9%, ma 6u 2020. T. O6wia cMameHa Ha 5,2%. Cie/ICTBEHO TOME, YHyTap-
ATIEIl pobna TproBuHa je mopacia ca 1,7 6wi. 1989. r. Ha 9,9 6wI. 2010. T., 11 GWUI.
2011.T, ¥ 13,2 6w1. 2018. 1. ynHehu 67% 2011. T., OAHOCHO 74% 2018. I. yKyIIHE TPTOBUHE
ATIEII wianura. MicroBeTaH TpeH/I je 3a0esieskeH U Y TPTOBUHU ycIyramMa.

Huuyyjamuee o mpaxHcnayu@duukoj 30Hu c10600He mpzosune, Ceeodyxeamuu
Uu npozpecusHuU cnopasym 3a mpaHcnavuguuxo napmuepcmeo — IITTIII u
PezuoHaaHu ceeodyxeamHu cnopasym 0 eKOHomckom napmuepcmsy — PI[EIT

TIIII je mpeAcTaB/ha0 TUTAHTCKH CHOpa3yM O TproBuHu usMmely 12 3emasba A-II
peruoHa. 3eM/be WIAHHUIE CY OCTBApUJIe POOHY TPTOBUHY Y BPEIHOCTH 07 1,5 6mit. YC/I
2012. T. ¥ TPrOBHHY ycJayrama y BpPeZHOCTH of 242 wipz. YCI 2011. r. TIIII je
y4eCcTBOBao ca rotoBo 40% y cBerckoMm B/III-y u 26% y cBeTCKOj TPTOBUHU, IITO Ta je
YUHWIO TOTOBO HCTOBETHUM II0 BeJWYMHH TpaHCAaTJIaHTCKOM TPrOBHHCKOM U
uHBeCTUIIMOHOM mapTtHepcTBy (T-TUII), ApyroM OrpOMHOM TPTOBUHCKOM CIOPa3yMy
KOjH ce [0jaBuo 2013. T.

IIIITTIIII je cTynmuo Ha cHary y Mapty 2018. r. 'pymanuja uma 3a b mosehame y-
kynHor B/IIT-a wianwuIa 3a 0,4% 10 2030. T., a TIIII-12 (ako Kuna mocraHe wiaH) 3a
0,7%. IIpouiemeHa nosehama U3B03a 32 3eMJbE WIAHHIIE U3HOCE 2,8%.

Petri u Plummer (2023) cy 3a TIIII-12, Ha 6a3u IPOjEKTOBAHUX MMPOMEHA y IapHUHA-
Ma, YKUJaiby HellapuHCKUX 6apujepa u 6apujepa na C/IV, nponieHmwIn 3HaYajHE KOPUCTH
3a CBe WIaHHUIlE, a HapouuTo BujetHam u Manesujy. CAJl 6u cBakako mMase Hajsehe
kxopucru of TTITI-12 — wuxos B/III 6u y ancosyTHOM M3HOCY Iopacrao 3a 131 muipa. YC/I
wnu 0,5% B/[I1-a.

PIIEII je npBo6butHO HazuBaH ACEAH + 1 ®TA. IHCTIUPHUCAH je BEJIUKOM YHyTappe-
THOHAJIHOM TproBuHoM y yHyTap-ACEAH+1 dopmanuju, xoja usHocu 20% [0 23% y
crydajy ACEAH + 1 @TA ca Uunujom, P. Kopejom, Kunom u 24% no 25% y ciay4dajy ACE-
AH + 1 ®TA ca HoBum 3enanzom, AycrpanujoMm, Jananom. PIIEIT oGyxBaTa oko 50%
CBETCKOT CTAHOBHUIITBA, 35% cBetckor B/II1-a (ca ykymaum BIIII-om wiaHuna o7 21,3
6w1i. YCII 2013. 1.) u 40% cBercke TproBuHe. YHyTap-PIIEIl TprosuHa je u3HOCHJIA
usmelly 40% u 60% yKynHe TProBHHE UYJIaHHIA Y 3aBUCHOCTH 0Of] Bpcre obyxBaheHnx
IIPOU3BO/IA/yCIIyTa U IIEpUO/iA.

Ilpensuliena je mamba aubepanusanuja maputa y PIIEIT y mopehemy ca IIIITIIIT/
TIIII, Ge3 o63upa LITO je MHUIMjaTHA LIAPHMHCKA 3AIUTHTA BHUINA ¥ MHOTUM 3€MJbaMa
ywianunama (Uuauja, Kuna, Aycrpanuja u P. Kopeja).
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PIIEII je majBeha 30Ha cioboxHe TproBuHe Ha cBeTy mo B/III-y Koju ydecTByje ca
28,7% y y cBerckom B/III-y 2019. 1. (y LIIITIIII-y yueunrthe usnocu 15,03%, y YCMIIA-y
25,82%); npyro, PIIEII je npyra HajBeha rpymanuja Ha cBeTy U3pasKeHO Y YKYITHO] POOHO]j
Tprosunu — 27,8% (camo usa EY); tpehe, PIEII je Hajseha Ha cBeTy mo 6pojy cTaHOBHH-
Ka 3eMa’spa uiaHuna (29,65% of yKyImHOT CBETCKOT).

Tabena 3. ExoHomcke u mpeaosutcke kapakmepucmuxe unranuya PI[EII, 2019. 2. (cmp. 152)

AHanM3UpaH je yTUIaj Mera 30He cj10001He TpropuHe Ha fob6utke wianuna PIIEII-a
y cmuciy B/III-a 1 u3Bo3a. YTBpleHO je /1a eKOHOMCKA BeJIMYMHA, Me)yIIOBE3aHOCT CIie-
nuduyHa 3a WIaHUIE U [IeMe KyMmyJalyje npasuia o nopekity (I100) crernuduyHix 3a
ompehene onpende oxapelyyjy Besmuuny mobutaka. LIIITIIII je xopucHuju 3a ACEAH,
Aycrpanujy u Hou 3enang; ok je PIIEII noxkesbHuju 3a Kuny, Janaun u P. Kopejy.

Cge y cBeMmy, yrBpheno je ma cy PIIEII u LIITIIII moskesbHU Mera cropasymu. KoH-
kperuo, PIIEIl 3nauajHo Hamomerrhyje HeraTwBaH edekaT T'yOHTaKa HACTAIMX YCIIE
TproBuHcKor para usmely CA/l u Kune Ha JanaH, Kuny u P. Kopejy. B/III u u3Bo3 Kute,
Janana u P. Kopeje y nenunu he ce omopaBuTH of ryoutka ca —1,43% u —6,97% Ha —
0,71% u 0,19%, pecuexktuBHO. Edekrn PIIEII-a Ha ry6utke ACEAH-a o1 TproBHHCKOT
pata u ogBpahama Tprosute (1,80% y momeny B/II1-a u 7,03% y moMeHy U3B03a) HajBU-
e yruuy Ha Maneswujy (5,93% u 12,22%), Tajnang (0,99% u 4,28%), Cunramnyp (2,47% u
5,53%) u Bujernam (5,43% u 14,85%), peCIEKTUBHO.

13 pesynrata cumysanuje yodasa ce aa 6u PIIEII noBeo mo pacra B/III-a 3emaspa
WIaHWIA, YKBY4dyjyhu 3emsbe Koje cy wianute u PIIEIT-a u LIIITIIII-a, u 3eMmJbe Koje cy
wranune camo PIIEII-a. [Tok cy crone pacra B/II1-a 9,69% y P. Kopeju u 7,38% y Janany,
noBehame kuneckor B/[I1-a je camo 2,12%. Heratuuo 6u 6uo morohen B/IIT mpuspena
koje Hucy wianune PITEIT-a. OBo ykspyuyje CAJl, uuju 6u B/III omao 3a 1,75%, a ciene
3eMsbe Koje cy camo wianuiie [[IITIIII-a, a suxoB B/III 6u omao 3a 1,52%. B/III EY u
JIPYTUX PErHOHA WIKM 3eMasba je Takole HeraTuBHO morofjeH. Moxe ce Buzeru ga PIIEIT
Mozke aa yHaupeau B/II1 cBOjuX WiaHUIA y PA3JIUYUTOM CTENEHY CMAabEheM IapUHa U
TEXHUYKHUX Oapujepa, aji JIOHOCU PA3JIMYUTE CTEIIEHe HETATUBHOT yTUIIaja HA HEWIAHU-
ne (Park, 2022).

LIITIIII 61 morao noxcrahu pact B/III-a mely 3emspama wianunama, noce6Ho y Ja-
maHy, rae 6u B/IIT pacrao 3a 2,51%, nok 6u Behuna Hewranuna [{IITIIII-a Tpresa ryout-
ke, yrpyayjyhu Kuny, CAZI, P. Kopejy, kao u 3emsbe Koje cy wiaHune camo PIIEII-a. V-
nopehuBameM pesystaTa cumysanuje yrephyje ce ga LHIITIIII nagokHalyje neo kopucTu
koje nonocu PIIEII, aiu u 1a mocroju KoHKypeHnuja uamely LIITTIIIT u PITEIL.

Park uctuue ga pesysitratv cUMyJIaiyje mokasyjy ga 6u npucrynatbe Kune LIITTIII-y
morio noeehatu pacr kuHeckor B/IIT-a 3a 2,91%. 1 wianune IITTIIII-a u PITEIT-a 6u
Takoje MMasie KOPUCTH Of mpucrynama Kune. Pesynratu cumysianvje mokasyjy za 0u
npucryname CAJT HIITIIII-y, anu He u KuHe, 0HEI0 KOPUCTH 32 00€ 3eMJbe, €A YKYITHIM
pacrom B/[I1-a 3a wnanwune IITTIIII-a u pacrom B/IIT-a ox 2,25% 3a CA/l. 3a 3emMmJbe Koje
Hucy wianune IITTIIII-a, npuctyname CAJ] LIIITIIII-y 6u nMayo HeraTWBaH yTHUIA].
Pesynratu cumysanuje mokasyjy ga 6u mpucrynawe Kune LIIITIIII-y, anu He u CAL,
nmoseso o pacra B/ITT-a Kune, nok 6u ce BIII CAJl cmamuo. Kaga 6u ce Kuna u CAJ]
npuzapyxuwie LIITIIII-y, To 6u y obemMa 3eMybaMa MO3UTUBHO yTUIATIO0 Ha pact B/II-a.
OBo noka3syje mpucycTBo edeKTa cTBapama TProBuHe U edekra oxBpahama Tprouse.
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PesynTaTu cumysianuje nokasyjy fa 6u HakoH npucrynawa Kuue I{IITIIII-y, u3Bos
u yBo3 wianuna PIIEIl-a u [JIITIIII-a 3HauajHo mopaciu. /lakie, HAKOH MPUCTyHakba
Kune, kommiemenTapuoct usmel)y LIIITIIII-a u PI{EIl-a 6u 6uia ojayaHa, a BUX0OBA
KOHKYPEHTHOCT ocyabspeHa. Ako 6u Kuna 6mna wianuna PI[EIT-a u IIITIIII-a, ona
MOJKe JIeJIOBaTH Kao MOCT 3a IIPOMOBHCarbe TproBuHe Mely uiaHunama obe 30He cJio-
6onue TprouHe. Kayma 6u ce CAJl nmpunpysxuine HITTIIII-y, anu He u Kuna, To 6u npo-
MoBucaso u3o3 u yBo3 CAJl u wianuna IITTIIII-a, u uHXuOUpaIo U3BO3 U YBO3 UJIa-
muna PIEIl-a. Kaga 6u ce Kuna u CAJ] ucrospemeno npuzapyxuie [{IITIIII-y gouwio
6u 10 excriaHauje u3Bo3a u yBosa 3a Kuny, CA/l, u wianune PIIEIT-a u I[IITIIII-a.
Vnazak camo jenHe 3emsbe y LIITTIIIT mpoMoBuHIlle U3BO3 U YBO3 T€ 3eMJbE, AJIU CMabyje
u3Bo3 apyre (Park, 2022).

Jduckycuja

ITpuspesne pernoHa A cy TOKOM HOCTIEAHUX JelleHHja TOKUBeJIe CHAXKaH PaCT KOjH je
VTHIIA0 Ha IIeJTy CBETCKY IMPHUBPEAY U TproBuHy. OrpoMHa IpuBpeaHa TpaHchopmMaIuja
y UA je mpousBesa U BeJIMKO Kperame ka Ilanmuduky u ogMmuname 00 ATIIaHTHKA Kao
doxkyca ceeTcke TpropuHe. Beh mouerkom 90-THx roguHa, peruod A u A-II peruoH cy
yUeCcTBOBAJIH ca 37% Yy YKYIIHOj CBeTCKOj TproBuHHU. Takolje, jenan oz pesysnrata je 6mio
HCTOPUjCKO IpeMEIITarbe [eHTpa TPAaBUTAllMje CBETCKe IPOU3BoAbe, 3 EBpone u Ce-
BepHe AMmepuke npeko [Tanuduka go MA. To cyrepuiie nodyeTak HOBe €IOXE Y CMUCIY
noziesie u3Mel)y passujeHux u y passojy.

ITocToju HEKOJIMKO pasJiora 3a Op3y eKClIaH3Ujy YHyTappernoHaIHe TproBuHe. I1pBo,
MHOTro 6prka croma pacta B/IIT-a y a3zujckum Hu3 Hero y octajioM Jiejly CBeTa, OTBApabe
Kune u pecTpyKTypupame jaraHCKe IPUBPEZE; IPYro, KOHBEPreHI[Mja Ka U3BO3HO OpHU-
jEeHTHCaHOj CTpaTeruju Koja je mosesia 10 Behe auBepcudukaimje Mpou3BOAbE U CTOTA,
noBehama meljyco6He TproBuHe; Tpehe, mpoMeHa y /IEBUBHUM KypCeBUMA UM IOJIUTHITH
koHKypeHTHOCcTH: Hu3 HMA cy omroBopwsie Ha BajgyTHe (QIIYKTyaldje peayionupameM
PaZlHO MHTEH3UBHUX CEKTOPA Y Mame pasBUjeHE CyCelHE 3eMJbe; UeTBPTO, reorpadcka
61M3YHA je ofprKajia TPAHCIOPTHE TPOIIKOBE HUCKUM, a JINYHE KOHTAKTE JIAKUM; IIETO,
noBehame Tpaxkibe IMIMPOM PETHOHA; U 1IeCTOo, mposudepanija Me)yHapOAHUX U PETHO-
HAJTHUX TPTOBUHCKHX CIIOpa3yMa.

360r cBor orpoMHor norennyjana, A-IT peruon he y 6yayhaocru 6utn on pacryher
3Hauaja, 6yayhu na he y memy ocrarak csera Hahu BehuHy npocropa 3a pacT u3Bo3a, IoK
he 3emspe VA ocraTu HajaTpakTHBHUjU PETHOH 3a CTPaHe MHBeCTHLHje. ONTUMUCTHYKY
norsies; Ha A-II pernoH kao eauHy MoXke ce 6a3upaTH Ha 4 IJIaBHA Pa3BojHA IIpolieca 7o
KOjHX je IOLUIO y IPOTEKJINX HEKOJIMKO ro/iMHa: 1) moBehaHa KOMIIJIEMEHTAPHOCT UH/TyC-
TPHjCKe IIPOUBBO/E U EKOHOMCKA AuBepcudukanuja Me)y 3eM/pamMa pEeTHOHA; 2) IOBe-
hana yHyrappermonanna TprosuHa; 3) nosehaHe yHyTappernoHaJIHE WHBECTHIIHjE; 4)
nosehana moryhHocT 3a Behy pernoHaIHy eKOHOMCKY Capasiiby.

VY norneny dbuHaHCHjcKe UHTerpanuje peruoHa A, nocTtoju HU3 IUTama Koja ce
Mopajy pemutu. IIpBo, mocTtoju moTpeba Aa ce MpaBWJIHO AedUHUIIY perHOHaHe
rpaHulle, MHCTUTYI[HOHATHA OATOBOPHOCT M HHCTUTYIHMOHAJIN30BaHA DPeruoHajHa
¢uHaHCHjcKa TPKUILTA U BUXOBA perynanuja. McrouHoasujcka pernoHanaHa GpuHaH-
CHjcKa TPXKHUIITA Cy U Jla’be BHUIe MHTerpucaHa y IyiobasiHa GUHAHCHjCKA TPXKUIITA
Hero y pernoHaynHo (Chao, 2012). Hezocraje perunonanHa puHaHCHjCKa peryjaTopHa
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CTPYKTypa Koja OH oJaKIlaja Aaby PerHoHaIHY GUHAHCHjCKY WHTErpalujy U CTBO-
pHJIa 3alITUTHY 3UJ] IPOTUB IVIO0ATHUX UK JPYTUX GUHAHCHUJCKUX KPU3a Y PETUOHY.
Temma ¢GuUHAHCUjCKA U MOHeTapHa capajma y Asuju 3axreBahe ycioBe Tuma
MacTtpuxra 3a CTBapame CTaOUIHUjer MaKPOEKOHOMCKOT OKpYXKera y peruony. Illta-
BHIIIE, [OIITO O MOHETApHY MOJUTUKY BEPOBATHO BOJWJIA HajKpeAHOUIHUja 3€M-
Jjba/3eMJbe, Mambe KpeAuOuIHe 3eM/be OM MOIJIe fAa yeedy 23 kKpedubuaumema
(Plummer u Wignaraja, 2007).

Hako ce dopmupajy o6pucu nCTOUHOA3UjcKe GUHAHCUjCKE PETHMOHAIHE MHTErpa-
1[1je, YCIPKOC CBOM HAIPETKY, HCTOYHOA3UjCKH PErMOHAIN3aM jOII YBEK MOpa /ia mpe-

He ayr oyr.

Kako ucruue Kurlantzick, ca mpommupersem wianersa Ha Kambonty, Jlaoc, Mjaumap u
Bujetnam ACEAH je mpemao ca JBOCTelleHE Ha TPOCTENIEHY PETHOHAIHY CTPYKTYPY 00y-
xBaTajyhu BHCOKO, cpefithe M HUCKOM0X0m0BHE 3eMibe. ACEAH unaHuie cy ce ayro cma-
Tpasie MeljycOGHO eKOHOMCKH KOHKYPEHTHUM, Ca CJIMYHOM IIPOU3BOAHOM CTPYKTYPOM, H
NIpUBpeaMa 3aCHOBAaHUM Ha IOJBOIIPUBPEN U eKCTPAKTHBHUM I'paHaMa, y3 o0mbe jed-
THUHE PaJiHe CHare.

MHoro rogusa je ACEAH Buille /1eJI0Ba0 Kao MOJUTUYKA HETO KA0 EKOHOMCKA I'Py-
manuja. Kaga cy ACEAH uiaHuIle OTIIOYETIE ca CTBApPaheM 30HE EKOHOMCKE Capajiibe,
OHE Cy TMpUXBATHJIE MPUCTYI NPOU3s00-no-npou3sod, OXHOCHO oHO mmTo je The
Economist na3Bao capadwa a la carte. Takohe, Teunennuja ACEAH wranuna ma moje-
IUHAYHO capal)yjy ca TPrOBHHCKHAM IapTHEPUMAa M3BaH IPyHalnje je oBesia 10 yTUCKA
na ACEAH Huje jeIMHCTBEHO TPIKHUINTE, BEh 3a CBe IU/bEBE U CBPXE IMECT OJ[BOjEHUX
HaIuoHaHUX TpskwuinTa...(Weatherbee, 1995). T'enepanto, Behuna ACEAH wranwura,
300T HATIIPOCEYHOT IIPUBPEIHOT pacTa, Huje ocehana moTpeby 3a yHampehemem mely-
cobHe capazame. Marbe pa3BHjeHe 3eMJb€ Cy Tajuiie Pe3epBe y MorJeay 4uBpiinhe wHTe-
rparuje, jep cy ce IUlammie ja cao60/Ha TPrOBUHA MOKe 3HAUUTH KoJjiarc momahux
UH@PAHM WHAYCTPHjCKUX CEKTOPA, PACT HE3AIOCIEHOCTH U IOrOpIlame IIaTHOOUIaH-
cHUX no3uiyja...(Gajinov, 2000).

ACEAH je HajaBuo ¢popmupame ACEAH ekonomcke 3ajenuune (AEIT) mo 2015. 1.,
VEJBYUyjyhU cTBaparbe 3ajeJHIYKOT TPXKUIITA M IIPOU3BOIHE OCHOBHUIE. Y MOYETKY HUje
6m10 jacHo koju he o6suk umatu AEIL: ga siu 30y ¢210600He mMp20o8uHe NAYC ApaAHICMaH
KOjU YKJby4yje HeKe eJIeMeHTe 3ajeJHHYKOr TPKUINTA (3Hauu 0e3 3ajeJHUYKe CIIOJbHE
[IapyHE) WIN 3Qje0HUYKO Mpicuwime MUHYC APAHMCMAH KOJU WMa 3a Wb CTBAapame
MIOTIIYHO UHTETPUCAHOT TPXKHUIIITA, AT ca 00JIacTIMa 32 KOje WIAHUIE 33/IpiKaBajy IPaBo
Jla O/JIOXKE TaJby MHTErpanyjy 3a KacHHUje.

ITotoMm je ycBojen Hanpt AEL] 2025 ka0 cMepHHUI]A 32 €KOHOMCKY WHTErpanujy y
oxkBupy ACEAH-a oz 2016. 710 2025. T.

ACEAH kapaxrepuie akTHBHA CyOperrHOHaJHA U PEerHOHAIHA Capajiba. Y OKBHUDY
ACEAH + X nnu ACEAH + 1 ®TA ¢opmysie noTnrcaHu cy TPrOBUHCKH CIIOPa3yMH ca
Jananom, Kunowm, P. Kopejom, u Aycrpanujom, H. 3enangom u UHgujom.

Kana je npencraspen Hegpopmanruu ACEAH+3 (ogquocuo ACEAH + Kuna, Janas u
P. Kopeja), oH je de facto mpezicraB/pao IOHOBHO JIaHCHpambe Ipeasiora Masesuje o
UcrouHoasujckoM ekoHoMckoM on6opy (EAEIT) ox crpane ACEAH-a. I'pynanuja je
yCIIOCTaBJbeHA 1997. T. U HHCTUTYIIMOHAJIIN30BaHA 1999. T.
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TonuHe 2005. ctBopeH je Mcrounoasujcku camut (EAC), Koju je yK/bYIHO CBE ujia-
aune ACEAH+3, xao u Uunujy, Aycrpanujy u HoBu 3enanz, onHocHO cTBOpeH je ACE-
AH+6. YnaucrBo EAC-a ce 2011. 1. moBehasio Ha 18 3emampa yrpyunsinu CAJl u Pycujy.
VYcnocraBmambem EAC-a, cratye ACEAH+3 je mocrao HejacaH. Takolje, mojaBuio ce
Hectaramwe Mel)y wianuiama y mnorseay tora gaa v EAC uiu ACEAH+3 TpebGa fa 6yay
ocHoBa u3 koje he uuhu 6yayha Hcmounoasujcxka 3ajednuya (EALT). Ha npenyor Kume
JIOHeTa je ojyIyka Jia ce popmuparme EALL ocTBapu ImyTeM KOHIIEHTPUYHUX KPYyTroBa, IIPU
yemy je ACEAH y nientpy, ACEAH+3 npezcrasspa npsu, a EAC ciemehu kpyr. Jamas je
20009. T. IPeJJIOKUO0 KOHIIENIT eKOHOMCKe 3ajeIHUIIe Koja yKibydyje wiaHncTBo EAC u koja
ce Gokycupa Ha MOJTUTHYKE Be3e, IIPU YeMY 3ajelHUUKA BaJIyTa [IPELCTaBba 8PA0 0aneK
yun y 6ydyhHocmu. Kacuuju cacrauiiu ACEAH+3 u EAC Hucy npenusHuje I0jaCHUIH
yJsiory niu o0JIMK Koju 6u Tpebasio na uma EALL

ITocroje npemiiosu 3a ACEAH+8 koju 6u yBpceruo CAJl u Pycujy y keJbu Jia ce YKIbY-
ye pactyhu MHTepecH 3a peruoH oBux 3eMasba. Mako ACEAH+8 mpe/icTaBiba 3aiMpame ¥
dyukuje AITEI-a, o uckspyuyje Kanamy u 3emsbe JIA, u HapymaBa peanusanujy Azuj-
cxkonanuduuke 30He cyoboaHe tpropune (PTAAIT). Kuna ouursnenno gpasopusyje ACE-
AH+3 paau ozip:kaBama cBor yrunaja. C pyre crpaue, Jamnas aaje npuopurer ACEAH+6
y ogHocy Ha ACEAH +3.

CaeykynHo, 6uarepannu U wiypuiarepanau yrobopu ACEAH-a nokasyjy ia use-
pu rpymamuje cMaTpajy Aa ce O6yayhu mobuiy y aubepaiu3alidju TPrOBUHE MOTY IIpe
crehu myTeM yHyTapasujcKe capajibe Hero peropopuma ca napaiu3osaHum 3amnazom o
JeMy CBeIOYM UMILEHUIIA /1A ce U 3arajiHe 3eMJbe, Kao mTo cy CAJl u Kanana, 6ope na ce
MPUKJby4Ye TPTOBUHCKOj MHTErPALM]jH IIpeBoljeHoj A3HjoMm.

Copemuoct ACEAH-a ga mormuie cropasyme O CJI000ZHOj TPTOBUHH KOjU IIpe-
morrthaBajy A-II perxoH je momorsia fja ce A3uja CMECTH Ha Yejl0 CBETCKE TPrOBHHCKE
subepannsaiyje, Kao U Jia ce Mo/icTakHe Jinbepain3aiija TPTOBUHE y a3HUjCKUM 3eMJbaMa
koje Hucy wianuie ACEAH-a.

AIIEIL je Tpebasio ma mpencrassba popyM 3a Aujasior, 3aCHOBaH IIpe Ha Hedop-
MajaHUM Hero obamesyjyhum cmopasymuma, 6e3 ¢dopmupama TPTOBUHCKOT OJIOKA.
Crora je 10 1994. r. AIIEIl kapakTepucasa IpwiIndHO jabaBa opraHusanuja (Imro je
6uo ycioB ga uinanune ACEAH-a ysmy yuemrha y AITEIl-y). Yuemrhe je Tpe6asno na
6yzne ciobonHo, HA OCHOBY outward-looking capaame, y3 IPOMOBHCAE PETHOHAIHE
TProBUHCKe Jubepasnnsanyje, HomToBame npuanuna Omnmrer CriopadyMa 0 apuHu
u tpropuHu (IFATT) 6e3 HaHOWIEWHA LITETE IPYTUM IIPUBPEAAMa, OJHOCHO y3 IMOIITO-
Bae IPUHIUIIA 0MBOPEHO2 Pe2UOHANUIMA.

Yamazawa (1996) je mumcao o AIIELl-y Kao 0meopeHoj eKOHOMCKOj acouyujayuju:
omeopeHoj y cMuCIy (QYHKIHOHHCAa HA HAYMH /A jada MYJITUIATEpasHy YJIOTY U
WHCTUTYLIV]e, 1 J1a CMambyje Oaprjepe TPrOBIUHHU KAaKO Y OKBUPY PETMOHA, TAKO U €A OCTaT-
KOM CBETa; eKOHOMCKOj Y CMHUCJY eKCIUIMIUTHOT n30eraBarba IUTAha CUTYPHOCTH; U
acoyujayuju y CMUCITy HEIIPUKJIalkhakha CTBAPAby Mel)yHapOLHOT ayTopuTeTa Uiu obaBe-
3yjyhux cropasyMa win IperoBopa o MUTamHUMa Koja HUCY IO/IeCHA 32 BOJbHU CIIOPA3yM
CBUX CTpaHA.

Ha MuHucrapckoM cactanky y Cujetity 1993. r. mpenopydeHo je AIIEI] 6yzne mpen-
MEHOBaH y A31jcKo-manuduyKy eKOHOMCKY 3aje0HUyY.
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ATIEII je 1994. r. Ha Camury y Boropy yo6yin4mo BU3Hjy 0meopeHo2 mp2o8UHCKO2
cucmema y BpJO aMOUIIMO3aH IWb €10000He Mp2osiHe 1l UH8eCMUYja Y PETHOHY 10
2010. T. 32 pa3ByUjeHe YIaHUlle, OAHOCHO 2020. T. 32 WIAHUIIE KOje Cy y IIPoliecy pa3Boja.
Humwesu u3 boeopa cy ce 3aCHUBAJIU IIpe HA MHANBUYAJHUM WX HAIIMOHAJTHUM IJIaHO-
BHUMa aKIiyje HEro Ha PUTHAHOM IIWJbY KOjU OU ce IPUMEHUO Ha CBe WiaHuUlle (npuHyun
ycasaaueHoz yHuaamepaiuama), Kao 1 Ha KOoHIlecHjaMa y BULy CMambera TPrOBUHCKHUX
bapujepa mpema cBUM 3eMJsbaMa, a He camo wianunama AlIEIl-a (npuxnyun omeopeHo2
pecuornaausma) (Gajinov, 2023).

Kapaxkrepucruka snnbepanusanyje TpropuHe y A-II pervony je a je oHa IpeTeXHO
Ousia yHWIaTepasiHa, MpeAy3eTa 3aTo IITO je CBaKa 3eMJba IPOIIEHHIIA /I je TO Y Hajoo-
JbEM HWHTEPECY HeHOT COIICTBEHOT pasBoja. Mehyrum, 6yayhu ga je samTura mosbompu-
Bpe/le BUCOKA 10 CBETCKUM cTaHaapauma y Jamany, P. Kopeju u Ha TajBany, a 3amTura
WH/IyCTpHje joill yBek 3HauajHa y Kunu u JUA, 3a Janan, P. Kopejy u TajsaH je 61o Besu-
KU KOpaK /ia HajaBe Wb CJIOOO[HE TPTOBUHE y MOJbOIIPUBPEAU, Kao 1 3a CAJ na ce oba-
BEKY Ha KpeTame Ka cJI0007/HOj TPrOBUHH ca KuHOM.

Ha Camury AIIEIl-a y Ocaku 1995. T, GOpPMYyJIMCaH je IMJb KOMILIETHO CJI000/IHE
TPrOBUHE, YKbyuyjyhu u HedbopMaiHe criopazyMme U IpUMeEHY npuHyuna Hajnosaauthe-
Huje Hayuje (M®H), ymecTo AUCKpUMUHAIMjE Y OKBUPY wiaHa 24. [ATT-a. ¥ cBakom
cay4ajy, hbopmanHo u obaBesyjyhe ocTBapeme €y1060/HE TPrOBUHE, YK/BYUyjyhu IJIaH 1
pacropes cMamerha 3allTHTE Y OKBUPY uiaHa 24. TATT-a, jefHOCTaBHO HUje CIIPOBO/JbH-
BO HU Ha jeZiHOj cTpaHu Ilanuduka.

Hamnpenak AIIEIl-a je 610 NpWINYHO OrpaHUYeH (PUHAHCHU]JCKOM KpHU30M y A3uju
1997/98. 1. u HecupemHuolrhy JamaHa sila OTBOPY CBOje TPXKHIITE, JOK HA JYyTH POK OH
3aBUCH Of ofgHOca jBe Bozehe cuie - Jamana u CAJ], Ka0 ¥ aCHMETPHUYHOI Kapakrepa
MPHUBPEZA HErOBUX WIAHHUIA.

Moryhuoct mga AIIELL ocrane peneBantan ¢akrop y A-II peruoHy je HeusBecHa.
ITpBo, Ha Zeny je pa3MHOXKaBake KOHKYPEHTHUX €KOHOMCKHUX U IOJUTUYKUX OpraHu-
3a11ja, U OpojHUX OUaTepaJHUX criopa3dyMa O ¢JI000HOj TproBuHU. [Ipyro, pas3jindu-
tocT wianuna AITEI]-a KOMIUIUKYje MpoIec Mperoopa. Pa3jIuyuTi MHTEPECH U TIPUO-
pureTty, HapounuTo u3Mely riaBHux nanubudkux npuspena, Kune, Jamana u CAJl, cy
JIOBEJIN ZI0 OJICYCTBA KOHCEH3yca y IOIJIeAy 3ajelHMYKUX nybeBa. Tpehe, cropa mpu-
MeHa I[UybeBa U3 boropa. UeTBpPTO, OACYCTBO Teja KOje MMa KalalUTeT Ja IPEeIBOAU
rpynanyjy. Konauso, cBeTCka eKOHOMCKA pellecHja je cCMambIiIa HHTepeC 3a cJ1I000THOM
TproBuHOM, npucubaBajyhu AITEL] na Buine BpeMeHa MpoBoAgu y 60p6U IPOTUB IIPO-
TEeKIIMOHM3Ma HEro y IpOMOBHcawmy Jubepanusanuje. Ha Taj HauuH, YnmbeHUIA je 14 je
panac AIIEI y omacHOCTH O Talllemna.

Pact mpuspenia perrona MA u TpaHcnanuduuke eKOHOMCKe Mely3aBHUCHOCTH, IIpe-
MeIlTame CBETCKe eKOHoMcKe mMohu u3 EBpore u ArianTtuka ka VA u ITanuduky cy
0XpabpIITH CTBapame HOBOT OKyca y EKOHOMCKUM ofHOocuMa A-IT mpuBpena.

Drysdale u Patrick (2011) ucruuy na je uneja o 3ajequunu 3emasba A-I1 peruona, mo-
Be3aHux y ofipeljeHoM 06/IMKy pernoHaJIHUM CIIOPa3yMOM, [TOUesia Jia Ce jaB/ba CPEIMHOM
60-Tux roauHa. Soesastro HaBoAM /1A je jamaHcku npezior o ITayuguukoj 3oHuU ca10000He
mpeosute (ITA®TA) uz 1965. T., IPBEHCTBEHO 6MO peaknuja Ha ¢opmupare EBporicke
exoHOMCcKe 3ajennune (EE3). ITADTA je mosena 7o cazuBama Ilanuduukor popyma 3a
TproBuHy u pasBoj (IITA®) 1968. r. u CaBera 3a manuPUUKy €KOHOMCKY Capajrby
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(ITELILT) 1980. r. HajsHauajHuju (HaKTOp KOjH je AeI0Ba0 MPOTUB MPBOOUTHOT MPEJJIoTa
o [TA®TA-u cy 6mnu rinobanuu untepecu CAJl. [Topen Tora, Huje 6MIO0 BEPOBAaTHO Aa O6u
ACEAH 3eMsbe TPUXBATHJIE YJIAHCTBO Y OBOj 30HU.

Kaxko ucruue Garnaut (1996), CAJl cy kpajem 80-THUX roZiiHA IPOMEHUJIE TPTOBUHCKY
JUIUIOMATHjy 3acHOBaHy Ha yciroBHOM MOH npucTyny u3HeBIIN NIPEIJIOT O HEKOj BPCTU
30He cn0600He mpeosuHe usmelly CAJl u 3anaHonanudUIKUX 3eMaba. AMEPUIKE CyTe-
cTUje HUCY MMasle 32 Wb (popMupame nmanuduuke 30He ¢10007He TProBuHEe Beh Ipe
yCIOCTaB/bame OUIaTepaTHUX IOCTOBHUX apaHkMaHa usMely CA/l 1 HEKHX 3amaJHoNa-
nudUIKUX 3eMajba Ha PA3IMYUTOj] OCHOBU OfI, U OZJBOjEHO OJI, aMEPHUKUX OHIaTepTHUX
onHoca ca JanaHoM. OIIacHOCT je Jiexkajia y TOMe IITO ¢y 00e Jp:KaBe 3aKk/byunBasie Ouia-
TepaJIHe YTOBOPE KOjU Cy HAHOCKJIX IITEeTY TPehUM 3eMbaMa.

Ocnamame Ha cneyu@uuHu peyunpoyumem Kao Bofeh IPUHIINII je II0CTajajio CBe
jaue y CAJl Tokom oBor nepuoza. CrienuduIHN PEUIPOIUTET (KOjU ce OAHOCH Ha OpH-
JKJPHBO YPaBHOTEXKEHE KOPUCTH y 00pauyHHMa 3eMJba 110 3€MJbA U CEKTOP IO CEKTOP)
CTOjU HACYIIPOT HECUTYPHUM KOPUCTUMa 0] Jugy3Hoe peyunpoyumema.

Y HOBHUjOj UCTOpHjU je pusHaBamwe HenpaktuyHoctu AITEL] 30He cyi0601HE TProBu-
He JIOBEJIO JI0 3aroBapama mnapiujaine [IA®TA-e, omHOCHO 30He cI000/THE TPrOBUHE
usmel)y 21-X npupezia rae X npezicraB/ba 6poj mpuBpezia Koje TPEHYTHO HUCY Y CTaby Aa
ce obaBexky Ha CJI060IHY TPrOBUHY ca ocTannM wianunama AITEL[-a. Melhytum, edpextu
mmapiyjajHe 30He CJIOOOAHE TPrOBUHE Y K0joj 6u X 61O BpJIO BeJIMKH OpOj WJIH KOja HC-
kbydyje Janan unu Kuny, uiu Uanonesujy wiu ACEAH y uenunan, win CeBepHy AMe-
puKy 6u 6wty Jsiomru 3a A-I1 eKOHOMCKY 3ajeHUILY.

Kpajem npge nenennje XXI Beka cy ce y A-I1 pernosy npoduincasa 2 myTa Ka perm-
OHAJIHOj MHTETPAIUjU: jeJlaH, a3ujcku U Apyru, mpaHcnayugduuxu. JIsa myra cy umana
CJIMYHOCTHU U Pa3JjINKe, IPEAHOCTU U MaHe.

O6a cy ce 3anaraia 3a Jubepaau3alnujy TPTOBUHE, U CMabehe IapUHCKUX U Hela-
pUHCKUX OGapujepa TPrOBUHU M MHBECTHIHMjaMa; 00a Cy YK/by4HBajia eJIeMeHTe 0maeope-
HO2 pecuoHaNu3Ma; 1 IpeAcTaBbajia CTENeHUIy Ka BehuM u cBeoOyXBaTHUjUM HHTErpa-
IHMOHUM IesinHama. MelyTum, pasyrkoBasa cy ce Mo 1) MOTHBUMA: a3UjCKU je MHUIMPaH
nocsie GUHAHCHjCKE KpH3e Pajy IPOMOIje YHyTapperrnoHaJHe capajihe U moBehama
CHOCOOHOCTH PETHOHA JIa CIPEeMHHje pearyje Ha pPas3/IMuYUTe eKOHOMCKE IIIOKOBE, JIOK je
TIIIT naunupan of crpane 4 mane AITEIT npuspene panu yopsama peannsanuje AITEL]
nusbeBa 0 cJI000/THOj TPTOBUHU M MHBECTHIHjaMa; 2) MeToZlaMa: a3HujCKH Ce 3aCHHUBAO Ha
MIOCTENEeHOj JuOepalu3aniji, JOK je manuduyKu TEXHO Ja Cmeopu c8eodyxeamHu
oxeup XXI gexa 3a eKOHOMCKO [TaPTHEPCTBO. A3UjCKY je CIIPEMHU]H Jja IPUXBATU U3Y3€eT-
ke (IIOJPOIIPUBpEZIA WIIH YCIyTe) U Aa n3berHe HaMeTare OrpaHudersa Ha goMahy mpu-
BpEeAHY PETyJIaTUBY, OK TPaHCIANNGUIKY JKEJTH JIa CTBOPY 3ajeJHUYKA ITpaBUIa Koja Ou
orpaHUYIIIA CBe Oapujepe CBETCKOj TPTOBUHHU. A3HjCKU je HOKYCHpPAH Ha CMambee IIpe-
IpeKka TPrOBUHU POOOM, YIJIaBHOM HHAYCTPH]CKUX CEKTOPA, AOK je TpaHCIanupUIKu
cBeOOYXBaTHHjH, jep YK/bydyje IpaBmja 3a TPrOBHHY PoOOM M ycyIyrama, MHBECTULIH]E,
IIpaBa MHTEJIEKTyaJHe CBOjHHE M MHOTe Jpyre 00JIaCTH €KOHOMCKHX aKTUBHOCTH; U 3)
WIAHCTBY: a3UjCKHU je UCKJbYYHUBAO 3eM/be AMEPUIKOT KOHTHHEHTA, 10K KrHa u joir Heke
a3ujcKe 3eMJbe HUCY yIecTBOBaJIe y mperopopuma o TIIII-y.

JeHy o7 HOBUjUX WHHUIIMjaTHBa 3a Jnbepanusanujy TprosuHe y A-II peruony je
npezacras/bao TIIII, koje mpezacraBsba mpomupewme Cnopasyma I1-4 (mO3HATOT U Kao
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TpaHcnmanuuUKo CTPATENIKO €KOHOMCKO IapTHEPCTBO) M3 2005. r. Kako HaBoze
Aggarwal u Volberding, TIIII je mpe/icTaB/bao HajaAHAMUYHU)Y anTepHaTUBY AIIEI-y. C
jenue crpane, TIIII je morao aa crBopu 6JI0K ¢100071HE TProBUHE Koju HayiMarryje AITEL]
o mohu, KOHTpoJu U ytunajy. C apyre crpane, TIIII je morao fa Gyze mpuMep 3a OCTBa-
pembe AIIEI[-0BUX IM/bEBA U IPEBA3UIIAXKERHE 3ACTOja Y IPOIECY a3UjcKe HHTerpaIyje.

TIIII HUje ycmeo, MpPBO, 3aTO INTO je IOCTOjaJI0 CHAXKHO HecJarame O TOMe KaKo y-
KbyunTH moctojehe copasyme o cobomuoj Tpropunu y TIIII. JIpyro, mocTojasa je HecH-
TypHOCT y morsiefy Tora kako he TIIII 3eMsbe 1a BoZie IPETOBOPE O TPIKUIIHOM IPUCTYILY:
6uaTepaniHo win wiypuiatepanno. Tpehe, kao u ACEAH, TIIII je pu3uKoBao M30CTaB-
spajyhu gpyre Besnke A-I1 mpuBpene. Ocum CAJl u JamaHa, ocTau YUeCHUIIU Cy Guite
pPeJIaTUBHO MaJie M OTBOPEHEe IPUBPEJE, ca OMlaTepalHUM CIOPa3yMHUMa O CJIOOOHO]
Tprosunu uamely cebe. Bhagwati ucruue aa cy muore ox onpeznbu TIIII- a Grte cTBOpeHe
na uckpyue Kuny. Mehyrum, Hu cama Kuna Huje 61ia MHOTO 3alHTEpecOBaHa 3a MPH-
KJbyuembe, jep je TIIII nokuBspaBasia Kao JIolle IPUKPUBEH aMEPUYKHU ITOKYIIIA]j 12 TIOHO-
BO CTEKHE CBOj VTUIIA] Y PErHoHy, npedepupajyhu ajTepHaTHBHE Tpynanuje Kao IITo Cy
EAIT u ACEAH+3.

IITIIII je, mopen PITEIL, HajBaKHUjU CIOpa3yM O PETHOHATHO] HHTerpanuju y A-II
peruony. IIperxoguuk I{IITIIII-a je 6uo TIIII, koju je yeaweH 2017. r. CTora oH, 1O Je-
unuMjU, YKIByUyje Behu 6poj onpenbu TIIII-a, 10k je Mawbu 6poj cycmerzoBan. Cropa-
3yM je, CJIe/ICTBEHO, TO3HAT U kKao TIIIT-11.

IIperoBopu o crBapawy PLIEII-a cy ¢popmasHo oTmouesnu 2012. T. 3ajeAHUYKUM Ha-
nopuma ACEAH-a, Kune, Janana, P. Kopeje u apyrux, PIIEII je 3BaHUYHO MOTIHCAH Y
HOBeMOpY 2020. r. Copa3yMm nMa 3a IWb jadarbe eKOHOMCKE 3aBUCHOCTH Mel)y WwiaHu-
mama PIIEIT-a, momMoh y ycIocTaB/bamby jeIHHCTBEHOT CJI000MHOT TPKUIITA, HHTEH3UBHU-
paibe TPrOBUHE M MHBECTUIIN]a, YK/bydyjyhu yuenrhe y perioHaIHUM ¥ TJI00ATHUM JIaH-
nuMa cHab/ieBama, U ajokaiuju pecypea y A-IT peruosy.

Opn PIIEII-a ce ouekyje: 1) jauatbe ACEAH-a u pernona A kao mpousBojiHe Oa3e,
noBehame HHUBOA JMbEpaM3alKje apUHa, YNHEIHE MTPABUJIA O IOPEKITY JTUOEPATHI] UM
u moBehate simbepasn3anuje TPrOBUHE yCayraMa; 2) cCMambeme Mocaequna GheHoMeHa
YUuHUje wnazema Koju ce OZHOCH Ha IPobJIeM NpeKJIanama MPaBia BULIIECTPYKUX CIIO-
pasyma o cyo607HOj TPrOBUHH KOjUMa IOjeZlUHE 3eMJbe IPUIAJajy U 3) jadame yeH-
mpanHoe nonoxcaja ACEAH-a.

3ak/pydyak

T'eorpadcke rpaHuIle perroHa ce MOMepajy TOKOM BpeMeHa y CKJIaLy ca IPOMEHJ/BUBOM
JUHAMHUKOM PETHOHATN30BAHUX EKOHOMCKUX, COLMOKYJITYPOJIOIIKMX U IOJHUTHYKUX
Be3a. Y ciyuajy VA, peruoH je y BeluKoj Mepu JieUHHCAH Y CMHCIY NPOJYyO/bUBaEhA
peruoHaaHe eKOHOMCKe Mel)y3aBHCHOCTH M KOXEPEeHTHOCTH. Ha OCHOBY Tora, 3emibe
reorpadcku 6smcke (kao Hauja, Aycrpanuja, UTA.) Koje Cy mocraje cacTaBHU eo A-TT
peruoHasHe IPUBPE/E, UMajy jaK NHTEPEC 32 PETHOHATHUM WIAHCTBOM.

YV 0OBOM uJaHKY Cy aHaJIM3HUPAHU AKTYeJHU Pa3BOj TPTOBUHCKUX U (UHAHCHjCKUX
CTIopasyMa y PervoHy, Kao 1 eKOHOMCKA OZ[P’KUBOCT OBHUX CIIOPA3yMa U MPOIEHEHU HhU-
XOBH Pa3BOjHU UBIJIEH.
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C ob63upom Ha O6pojHe, U UecTo, mpeksanajyhe cropasyme o cI060/[HOj TPTOBUHH Y
PETHOHY, TOCTaB/ba Ce MUTAE /1A JIU OHHU IIPEZCTAaB/bajy KOJATHY BPEIHOCT U IpeIpe-
Ky PacTy yHyTapperioHaJIHe TPTOBUHE U APYTUX 00JIHKA capaiibe.

Waxo IpuHIUI npomeHbuge 2eoepaduje objalImaBa Kako PeTHOHATIHY UHCTUTYIIH-
OHAJIHM apaHKMaHU Koju ce npekiamnajy (amp. AIIT u EAC) mMory KoersucTupaTH, OBaj
oxHoc he ce mopemeTuTH ako MMajy KOHKYpEHTHe LusbeBe. VICTO Tako, IMOHEKA T TOCTOjH
TaHKa JUHHUja u3Mel)y MehjycoGHor mozicTHIama, yMECTO AyIUINpaha HMHCTUTYIIMOHATHUX
nanopa. Ha mpumep, AIIT, EAC u AIIEI] »keJie 1a ycrocTaBe uBpiiihe pernoHaIHe Cropa-
3yMe 0 ¢JI000IHOj TPTOBUHU U €HEPTETCKO] Oe3beHoCTH. 3eMibe pernoHa MA ce Hanaze y
je3rpy cBe TpH perdoHaIHe TPYIALMje U IIOCTaBJ/ba Ce IUTAME Ja JIU je eKCIUIMITUTHU)U
CIIOpa3yM O HOAEeTH pazia Mely \brUMa HoKeJbHUJU Off Ipey3uMarba BeoMa CIMYHUX 3a7a-
Taka Ha perrnoHaJHOM HHBOY. OBO ce moce6HO ofHOCH Ha pernoHanHe okBupe AIIT u
EAC. Tamo rzme ce perdoHaJIHU HHCTUTYIIMOHAIHHM apaHXMaHU OJIMCKO IpeKIamnajy,
moctaje BakKHUje MUTarbe MelyHHCTHTYyIHOHAJIHEe KoopauHanuje. Ilocroju apyraumja
BpcTa MehynHcTUTynMOHAMHUX ofHoca usmely AIIEIl-a, ITEI[I]-a u ExoHoMmckor Beha
IManmuduukor G6acena (IIBELL), rae ITEII] moce6bHO opraHusyje BeJTHKH perHoH A,
KbyuHe mparehe yHKIMje 3a pasnuuurte obaactu dyHkimonrcama AIIEL[-a. AIIEL] je
YBEK KapaKTepHUCAJIO pasMulibaibe O OyayhHOCTH y3ajaMHO KOpHCHE a3HjCKO-
nanuduIKe peruoHaiHe capajme. Crora He usHeHaljyje aa ynpaso AIIELL uHcucTHpa Ha
Busuju o0 ®TAAITI.

JIpyro Ba:KHO MHUTarbe je MUTare OAroBapajyhe BeimunHe U cacTaBa PErHOHATIHUX
apamxkmana. Ogabup PIJEIl-a y ogHOCY Ha Apyre criopadyMe Caps:KHu IMOJUTHYKE U €KO-
HOMCKe KOpUCTH OocuM HWHKIy3uBHOCTH, jep ACEAH ocraje neHTpasiHa MHCTUTYLHja Y
peruoHy.

Bpoj u KBasMTET TPrOBHHCKUX CIIOpa3yMa Koje he cBaka 3eMsba CKJIOIUTH, Cyreprca-
he 6yayhuoct pernonanuama y A3uju ¥ HErOB JIa/bi YTUIAj HA CBETCKY TPTOBUHY.

VYommreHo ropopehu, WwiaHak cyrepuiie 7ia je eKOHOMCKH IOTEHIIUjasl 32 MOHETAPHY
WHTErpanujy y A3Uju CHa)KaH, UAaKO TOJIUTHYKA IIOZJIOra 3a TAKaB CIIOPa3yM jOII HHUje
ycriocraBsbeHa. C ipyre cTpaHe, npasa MHTETpalyja ce o/[BUja Ha OHIaTepaTHOM, TTypPHU-
JIATEPATHOM M PETHOHAITHOM HHBOY.

Ha xpajy, Tpe6a HaIOMEHYTH Ja IIPOIIeC CTBaparbha CIopa3yMa 0 CJIOO0IHOj TPrOBHHH
Ha Pa3/JIMYUTAM HHUBOMMA MMa Ba)KaH IOJUTHUYKU edeKaT Ha yIYBPUINMBAIKE PETHOHAII-
HOT udeHmumema. 3aucra, 6o 6u Hemoryhe pasyMmeru pasBoj mHTerpanuje Vcroune
Asuje caMO U3 eKOHOMCKE II€PCIIEKTHBE, jep U3a e IOCTOje jaKU MOJUTUYKY U CTpaTe-
mku MoTuBH. C 003UPOM Jja MHOTH ayTOPH IVIaBHU IpobsieM MOHeTapHe yHHje y VA Buze
Kao0 HOJIUTUYKY, edekar eHdozeHocmu 6GU MOrao Ja MMa CBOj HAHAAH y MOJUTHIKOM
JIOMeHy. Y TOM CMUCJLY, CIIOPa3yMH O CJIOOOHO] TPTOBUHU CJIy?Ke K0 IOJIUTUIKA, aJTH U
€KOHOMCKA JIOITyHa MOHETAPHOj YHU]H.

Y 0BOM UJIaHKY HCIWTAHO je BHIIlE PETHMOHAJHHUX rpymnaruja. Heke of ®BHUX Cy
cynpacmpykmypHe uncrutyiuje: AIIT, EAC, Asujcko-eBponicku camut (ACEM), ATIEII,
IIITTTIII, PIIEIL, 1ok cy apyre uHCTHTYnHje 32 noopwky: IIBEIT u ITEITIT.

Viora xojy ACEAH wurpa y AIIT u EAC je ox xputu4Hor 3Hauaja, 6yayhu ia oH o-
6aBsba QYHKIH]Y nocpeoHuxka y onHocuma usmel)y 3emasba CHA. OBoO je moceGHO cityuaj
ca AIlT-om. Mako cy Kuna, Janau u P. Kopeja He1laBHO IOKPEHYJIN TPUJIATEPATIHU CAMHT,
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MHOTH aCIeKTH IHbMXOBUX O/THOCA HA OWIaTepaIHOM U CyOPErHOHATHOM HHBOY OCTajy
npobiematunysau. ACEAH je mocTao Tayka yIOpHUINTa PETUOHATIHE CAPa/Iibe.

ACEAH Takolje numa xopucte jgemoHcrpanvione edekre 3a AIIT u EAC. AIIT je y
cymrtunu spin-off peruonanue gumiomatije ACEAH-a. Civuno tome, EAC je mpou3sariiao
u3 AIIT punomaruje.

C o63upoM Ha To Ja cy 3eMsbe VA BE3UBHO TKUBO MHOTMX BKHHUX PETHOHATHUX
WHCTUTYIMOHAJIHUX apaH)kMaHa y Asuju u A-II G6aceHy, ocTaje HepellleHO NUTame KOju
apamxMaH he UMaTu HajBaXKHH]je cTpaTelIke edeKTe Y HADEAHUM TofiHaMa. IIpumemy-
jyhu ucre npuniune kao y ananusu EY Ha A, BepoBatHO he To 6uTH opraHusanuja koja
he pazBuTH HajKOpUCHUjE MEXaHU3ME 3a perroHanHy uHTerpanujy. AITEL] je pa3Buo HU3
WHCTPYMEHAaTa, aJIi Cy C€ MHOTH O]T FheTOBHX HajBAKHUJUX, MOMYT [10ojeITMHAYHUX aKIHO-
Hux wiaHosa (MAIT), nokazanu HeepukacHuM. TpenyTHO je AITT pasBuo jacHy IpeTHOCT
y omHocy Ha EAC y OBOM IIOTJIEZTY, AJIH CE TO jOIII YBEK MOXKE IIPOMEHUTH.

AIIT je Hajusdprcpbusuja epynayuja KojomM ce Moke mocTuhu aybsha pernoHaHa
€KOHOMCKa MHTerpaluja Koja ykJbydyje 3emsbe MA 10 OCHOBY JiBa (PyH/IaMEHTAIHO
BarkHa npuHnumna. IIpeu je ma AIIT uma HajBUIIM HUBO PETHOHAJIHE EKOHOMCKE KOXe-
PEHTHOCTH, a caMUM TUM U HajuBpinhy ocHoBy mocrojehux Besa. Ilopen Tora, Hema
TOJIMKO Pa3JIMYUT CIEKTAp eKOHOMcKe nosnuTuke kao EAC rpymanuja. Jlpyry NpuHIUI
ce OJIHOCH Ha BEJIMYHMHY WIAHCTBA. PervoHasiHe rpymnanuje ca Mame OpOjHUM UWiaH-
CTBOM HMajy TEHZEHIIWjy /la IMajy MarmbHU PACIOH HAaIMOHAJHUX MHTEpeca Koje Tpeba
MIPWIATOUTH M CTOTA MOTY A2 (QYHKIMOHHUIIY U KaJa ce 3axTeBa Ay0Jbe 3aupame y
CYBEPEHOCT €KOHOMCKe mosutuke. ['pynanujama ca GpOjHHjUM WIAHCTBOM je TO TEXKe,
Kao ITOo ce mokaszayo y ciydajy AIIEIl-a, u muorux apyrux. Crora, EA®TA 3acHoBaHa
Ha AllIT-y uma mpefmHoctH y onHOCY Ha CBeoOyXBAaTHO €KOHOMCKO IIAPTHEPCTBO 3a
Ucrouny Azujy (ITEITEA) 3acHoBano Ha EAC-y.

ITocroju pusuk ma he ce AIIEL] cBe Buiie TakmMuuutd ca EAC-OM WIH EHETOBUM
npedopmynucanum EAIL] ekBuBasieHTOM y moryiely 6e36e10HOCHUX uTara. Crora 6u 3a
ATIEIl morsio 6utn Gospe a ocraHe (POKyCHMpaH HAa pErHOHAJHA €KOHOMCKA IHUTAama,
mocebHo u3mel)y npuspeza A-IT 6acera. OBo BoaM Ka Apyroj Kby4uHoj byukiuju AIIEL-a
u ACEM-a: pa3Bujamy BUXOBOT [TOTEHIH]jaJIa 32 MYJITHJIATEPAIHY KOPUCHOCT.

OBakBa KoHUTypanyja perTHOHAIHE HHCTUTYIIUOHAIHE CTPYKTYPE y WupeM Peruo-
Hy VA, ogHOCHO u A-II pernoHy 3acHHBA Ce HA IPUHIUIY GYHKUUOHAIHE Cneyujanusa-
yuje. TPEHYTHO IOCTOjU MHOTO AYIUTHMPAma UM NpeKIalama [WbeBa U aKTHUBHOCTH, U
OHOTa IITO Ce MOXKe Ha3BaTH Ju@Py3Hum pecuoHaruamom y IA u A-II peruony, y o6IuKy
MIPUCYCTBA MHOTHX KOHKYPEHTCKUX Hzieja o ToMe: (1) KOjy BPCTY je3epa perruoHajHe 3a-
jenuune tpeba ¢opmupaTy, (2) y KoM mnpasny (WIH IMpaBOKMMa) ce pa3Bujatu U (3) Koje
AKTUBHOCTU TapTeTHPATU KA0 IPUOPUTETHE Y JIeJI0Bay perrnoHaHe rpynanyje. Judys-
HU PerHOHAJIN3aM je y BEeJINKOj MEPH IOCJIeAUIa TOra ITO OPOjHE 3eMJbe JKeJle J1a 3aCTy-
I1ajy caMo COIICTBEHE IIMJbEBE.

Op kpyuHe BakHOCTH je ogHoc Kuue u Jamana. CraBoBu Janmana u Kune o wiaH-
ctBy v EAC yka3yjy Ha BbUXOBO PUBAJICTBO Y BE3H Ca PA3JIUUYUTUM IUTAmUMa. JamaH
daBopusyje perunonante nHuiujatuse 3acHopane Ha EAC (amp. ITEITIEA, EAII), mnok
je Kuna npedepupania usrpajmpy pernoHasiHe 3ajenuile 3acHoBaHe Ha AIIT (ump.
EA®TA). Mehytum, 0BO pUBAJICTBO je KOHTPAMPOAYKTUBHO 10 uHTepece VA, KuHa u
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Jaman he HacTaBUTH /a JOMUHUPAjy PETHOHOM Y JI0TJieIHOj 6GyayhHOCTH, jep 3ajemHo
ypHe oko 80% B/II1-a NA.

Vruraj CAJl he u nasbe 6uUTH BeJTUKHU, 00IMKYjyhy MHOTe GuaTepasiHe U MyJITHIIA-
TepasiHe KOHTeKCTe Y KOjuMa ce OjBHjajy IPOoLiecH U3Trpajitbe PErHOHATHUX HHCTUTYIUja
y UA. Pactyhu eneprercku omnocu Pycuje ca Kumnom, Jananom, P. Kopejom u apyrum
npskaBama A takole 6u ce MOIJIM IOKa3aTu Kao 3HauajaH (HakTop. YKpaTKO, TeONoIH-
THKA BEJIMKUX CHJIa TPEHYTHO 2ypa U eyue PETHOHAIHY HHTerpauujy Mcroune Asuje y
BHIIIE IIPABALA, Of] KOjUX Cy MHOTH y o/ipel)eHOj MepH KOHKYPEHTHH.
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