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Abstract

The development of economic cooperation and integration between the Russian Federation and the Republic of Belarus can greatly contribute to
the implementation of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development. A critical analysis of globalization and localization processes, taking into account
external challenges, made it possible to assess the regulatory measures used by states to protect their own economic interests and identified the most
common ones - subsidizing local producers and methods of tariff regulation. The tendencies causing uncertainty of the international relations at the
present stage are shown. The article analyzes economic integration, reveals its economic, social and environmental essence within the framework of
the concept of sustainable development, traces economic relations in various types of regional economic integration. Criteria are proposed for con-
structing a typology of regional integration unions based on the institutional and economic approach, taking into account evolutionary and territorial
characteristics.
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PEFMOHANBHAS 3KOHOMWUYECKAS UHTErPALIMSA KAK CPEACTBO PEANTU3ALIMM LIENEW YCTOMYUBOIO PA3BUTUA

B. B. 3asepckas, C. A. ByHbko

Pechepar

Pa3BuTie 3KOHOMMYECKOrO COTPYAHWYECTBA U MHTErpaumun Mexay Poccuiickoit ®epnepaumeir u Pecnybnukoit benapych MOXeT B 3HaYNTENBHOM
CTENeHN CopeiCTBOBaTL peanuaaumm MoBecTku HA B 06nacTi yCToMYMBOro pa3sutust Ha nepuog Ao 2030 ropa. Kputnueckuit aHanns rmobanusaum-
OHHBIX 11 JTOKANU3aLMOHHBIX MPOLECCOB C Y4ETOM BHELUHMX BbI30BOB MO3BOMMM AATb OLEHKY MEpP PerynupoBaHus, MpUMEHsIEMbIX rocyaapcTeamn Ans
3aLLMTLI COBCTBEHHbBIX SKOHOMUYECKUX UHTEPECOB, U BbISBUN Hanbonee pacnpocTpaHeHHble — CyOcuanpoBaHNe MECTHBIX MPOM3BOAMUTENEN 1 METOADI
TapugHOro perynuposaHus. MokasaHbl TeHAEeHLMN, 00YCOBNMBAIOLME HEOMPELENEHHOCTb MEXOYHAPOAHbIX OTHOLLEHMIA HA COBPEMEHHOM 3aTane.
B cTatbe aHannampyeTcs SKOHOMUYECKAs MHTErpaLysi, packpbIBaeTCs €€ IKOHOMUYECKas!, CoLManbHas 1 3KoNorMyeckas CyLLHOCTM B paMKax KOHLEnN-
LM YCTONYMBOTO Pa3BUTHS, MPOCIEXMBAIOTCA SKOHOMUYECKME OTHOLLEHWS NPU Pa3NNYHbIX TUNAX PErMOHaNbHON SKOHOMUYECKOI MHTerpaumm. Mpea-
NOXeHb! KpUTEPUM [ NOCTPOEHUS TUMONOMAM PErNOHANbHBIX WHTErPALMOHHBIX COO30B Ha OCHOBE WHCTUTYLMOHAMBHO-3KOHOMMYECKOrO NOAXoAa

C Y4ETOM 3BOSHOLMOHHBIX 1 TEPPUTOPHANBHBIX XaPaKTEPUCTMK.

KnioyeBble cnoBa: yCTOM4NBOE pasBuTHe, rnoGanwaauwﬂ, ,EI,EI'J'I06aJ'IVI33LWIFI, 9KOHOMMYECKaa NHTerpaunsa, permoH, Tin, TpaHcrpaHn4yHoe coTpya-

HWYECTBO, rnobarnbHble Lienn nocTaBokK, NPOTEKLUMOHNU3M.

Introduction

The concept of sustainable development, the commitment to which
the absolute majority of countries demonstrate, in 2015, in the context of
the growth of globalization processes, was further developed, which was
reflected in the adopted Agenda for the period up to 2030. With the sign-
ing of this document, the member countries of the UN have committed
themselves to ensuring sustainable and progressive economic growth,
social inclusion and environmental protection for the benefit of all, in part-
nership and in peace. To specify the goals set in the 2030 Agenda, a
document was developed [1], which includes 17 Sustainable Develop-
ment Goals (SDGs). At the level of the governments of the countries that
joined the 2030 Agenda, the planning of priority development goals in the
framework of achieving the goals set for the world community was carried
out on the basis of national interests and their own level of development.

The Russian Federation and the Republic of Belarus, despite some
differences in terminology, also adhere to the principles of sustainable
development. In the Russian Federation, the principles of sustainable
development are reflected in the form of national development goals of
the Russian Federation until 2030, determined by the Decree of the Pres-
ident of Russia dated July 21, 2020. No. 474 [2]. In the Republic of Bela-
rus, the goals of the 2030 Agenda are reflected in the Strategy for Sus-
tainable Socio-Economic Development of the Republic of Belarus until
2030[3].

However, since 2020, the world community has faced a number of
challenges that threaten international cooperation in the field of sustaina-
ble development. The COVID -19 pandemic , which began at the end of
2019, caused a series of upheavals in the global economy, as a result of

which, both in the scientific community and in the media, the mention of
the term “deglobalization” has increased several times. Undoubtedly,
interest in this concept increased significantly back in 2017, with the com-
ing to power in the United States of D. Trump, as well as the escalation of
the European crisis, which led to the UK's exit from the European Union.
The processes currently taking place affect the established world order,
therefore, a predictive assessment of their duration, the possibility of
stabilizing the situation and returning to the pre-crisis mutual influence of
countries, or understanding the irreversibility of rapidly occurring changes
and the need to change approaches to managing the sustainable devel-
opment of countries is necessary.

The purpose of the study is to determine the impact of economic
integration on the sustainable development of regional economies.
The object of research is the sphere of economic integration of the world
community. The subject of the study is a set of international economic
relations and instruments in the form of economic integration that deter-
mine a long-term strategy for sustainable development. The authors put
forward a hypothesis that integration associations contribute to the devel-
opment of regions, taking into account the goals of the concept of sus-
tainable development.

Globalization and localization processes in the modern world

Since the beginning of 2020, with the spread of the coronavirus infec-
tion, which primarily affected labor migration, tourism, government protec-
tion of domestic markets, it seemed that the popularity of the topic of de-
globalization had reached peak values. However, the intensification of the
geopolitical crisis, the economic and political confrontation of countries
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in 2022 and the political confrontation between countries, lead to a further
destruction of the established flows of goods and factors of production.
Before characterizing the ongoing processes as "deglobalization", let's
consider what is actually understood by globalization in the modern scien-
tific world.

Note that there are numerous definitions of globalization, in which
this category is associated with international cooperation, intensification
of international trade, unification of manufacturing standards [4, p. one;
2, p. 524, 5-7]. They are more inclined to agree with the idea of globaliza-
tion as a process of reproductive transformation of national economies
and their economic structures, capital, securities, goods, services, labor,
in which the world economy is considered not just as the sum (set) of
national economies, financial, monetary, legal, information systems, but
as an integral single geo-economic (geo-financial) population (space),
functioning according to its own laws” [6, p. 126]. In our opinion, it would
be appropriate to compare the world economy with the “barge economy”,
on which any plant can be located, moving in time and space in order to
take advantage of the advantages of various countries of the world in
cheaper labor, tax and other benefits, and favorable exchange rate differ-
ences. between currencies, etc. [7, p. 51-52] , that is, it is not only about
integration or free mutually beneficial exchange of goods, free movement
of capital, human and other resources, but the inclusion of producers
from different countries in global value chains.

At the same time, in addition to the advantages of free movement of
factors of production, the accelerated development of the scientific and
technological process, the growth of countries' GDP, the processes of
globalization " limit the ability of national governments to regulate the
economy of their countries, which means a partial loss of economic sov-
ereignty" [8].

Moreover, it would be wrong to confine globalization to the economic
sphere. So, some researchers, in addition to economic globalization,
which is understood as the market interchange of goods, capital, services
and information, also distinguish political and social globalization [9].

Based on the foregoing, deglobalization can be interpreted as a set of
processes accompanied by a break in global value chains, the desire of
states to restore independence in the political, economic and other spheres
by reducing the influence of international relations and organizations.

The deglobalization of the world economy is also manifested in the
strengthening of protectionism. The total number of protectionist measures in
various areas introduced between 2009 and 2022 is shown in table 1.

Table 1 — Number of protectionist measures taken in the period 2009-2022
Measures introduced Quantity
Subsidies (other than export subsidies) 18815
Export related measures (including export subsidies) 7060
Tariff regulation 3029
trade protection measures 2201
Trade-Related Investment Measures 1076
Public Procurement Restrictions 935
Licensing, setting quotas, etc.. 779
Regulation of foreign direct investment 468
Capital controls 237
Migration control measures 231
Price controls, including additional taxes and fees 116
financial measures 24
Intellectual property measures 5
Technical barriers to trade 2
Sanitary and phytosanitary measures one
Other 271

Source: own development based on [9]

The quantitative assessment of regulatory measures presented in the
table, applied by states to protect their own economic interests, shows
that the most common measures are subsidizing local producers and
methods of tariff regulation.

The main initiator of protectionism is the United States. Contrary to
popular belief that this policy is the result of D. Trump's actions, during
the tenure of President B. Obama, the number of restrictive measures in
trade and financial relations against the G20 countries increased from 50
to 150 from 2013 to 2016. In As a response, the G20 countries pursued
policies that, in turn, contradicted the interests of American companies.
Most restrictive measures are aimed at establishing artificial barriers to
foreign trade, with China being the main object of restrictions to create
obstacles to its expansion into national markets (Figure 1).

#
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Figure 1 — Distribution of countries by number of protectionist measures [9]

The top five countries in respect of which the largest number of re-
strictive measures have been taken are China - 1923, Germany - 1251,
USA - 1149, Republic of Korea - 1128, Italy - 1110. According to Global
Dynamics, the Russian Federation ranks 17th (840), the Republic of
Belarus - 58th place (380).

Unlike previous problems that periodically arose in the global supply
chain, this crisis affected all its links, all logistics participants, and almost
simultaneously. The functioning of the global supply chain was also nega-
tively affected by processes such as border closures, labor shortages,
difficulties in delivering goods, especially to distant markets, etc.
The crisis, which is called the destruction of the global supply chain, has
a serious destructive effect on the existing global interaction system.
(global supply chain disruption).

Describing the changes in the balance of power, spheres of influ-
ence, channels of commodity circulation in the world economy,
V. L. Gursky singled out the trends that cause the uncertainty of internation-
al relations in the modern world. stage: firstly, this is exacerbation fight be-
tween states per technological dominance caused by the transition to a new
technological order; secondly, exacerbation fight between TNK and state
structures per control above resources, caused by the growing might TNK
and them aspiration get rid of from control co sides states [5].

As the main factor in the aggravation of relations, V.L. Gursky singled
out the desire to dominate and dictate their terms in the markets , since
this becomes the most important competitive advantage, allowing not
only to strengthen their positions and reduce the cost of their products,
but also to weaken competitors, blocking them access to important re-
sources.

In the current geopolitical environment and increasing deglobaliza-
tion, more and more attention is being shifted to regional integration.
For Belarus, the closest integration is characteristic of the Russian Fed-
eration. The Russian Federation and the Republic of Belarus on April 2,
1997 signed an agreement on the creation of the Union State of Russia
and Belarus, which is a supranational organization, with the stated goal of
deepening relations between the two states through integration in eco-
nomic and defense policy. The current goal of the Union State is mainly
aimed at economic integration, taxation, and the integration of the de-
fense and intelligence apparatus. Based on the analysis of the strategic
goals of sustainable development of these countries, a comparative de-
scription of the national development goals of the Russian Federation and
the Republic of Belarus in the main areas is presented in Table 2.
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Table 2 — Comparative characteristics of the national development goals

of the Russian Federation and the Republic of Belarus in the main areas

Russian Federation

Republic of Belarus

Ending poverty everywhere in all its forms

reduction of the poverty level by 2 times compared to the indicator
of 2017;

Reducing the share of the population with incomes below the subsistence
level to 3-4% (2015 - 5.1%)

Ensuring a

healthy lifestyle

ensuring sustainable growth of the population of the Russian Fed-
eration;

increase in life expectancy up to 78 years;

an increase in the proportion of citizens systematically engaged in
physical culture and sports, up to 70%;

creation of conditions for stabilization at the level of 9.4-9.5 million people.
(2015 - 9.49 million people)

increase in life expectancy up to 77 years;

reduction in the incidence rate by 10% and the severity of primary disability of
the population up to 60%

Promoting sustained, inclusive and sustainable economic

growth, full and productive employment and decent work for all

ensuring the country's GDP growth rate above the world average
while maintaining macroeconomic stability;
Ensuring the rate of sustainable growth of incomes of the population

Ensuring GDP growth for 2016-2030 by 1.5-2.0 times (annual GDP per capita
by 2030 is 30-39 thousand US dollars; 2015 - 18.2 thousand US dollars);
Registered unemployment rate, as a percentage of the economically active

population
The ratio of the average pension by age and the budget of the subsistence
minimum of a pensioner is at least 2.5 times
sive and sustainable industrialization and innovation
Domestic spending on research and development up to 3 % of GDP
(2015 - 0.5);
The share of innovative products in the total volume of shipped products of
industrial organizations up to 25% (2015-13.1%), an increase in the share of
high-tech activities in industrial production from 3.2 in 2015 to 8-10 percent in
2030;
growth in the share of exports in the volume of industrial production from 57.9
in 2015 to 70 percent in 2030

Ensuring openness, security, resilience and environmental sustainability of cities and towns
improving the quality of the urban environment by one and a half|full provision of social standards of living standards in all regions of the
times; republic.
ensuring the share of the road network in the largest urban agglom-|Emissions of pollutants into the atmospheric air from stationary and mobile
erations that meets regulatory requirements at a level of at least|sources, up to 91% as a percentage by 2010 (2015 - 95.4)
85%; Increase the share of solid municipal waste recycling up to 40%
creation of a sustainable municipal solid waste management system |(2015-15.6%)
that ensures waste sorting in the amount of 100 percent and reduc-|Bring the index of discharge of insufficiently treated wastewater into water
es the amount of waste sent to landfills by half; bodies to zero, o
halving emissions of hazardous pollutants that have the greatest|Reduce greenhouse gas emissions, as a percentage by 1990 to 28%

negative impact on the environment and human health. (2915'35) . . )
Bring total spending on environmental protection, as a percentage of GDP, to

2-3% (2015 - 1.1%)
International ranking of Belarus on the environmental performance index,
number 25 (2015 - 32)

and the level of pension provision not lower than inflation;

Building resilient infrastructure, promoting inclu
real growth of investments in fixed assets by at least 70% compared
to 2020;
real growth in exports of non-commodity non-energy goods of at
least 70% compared to 2020;
an increase in investments in domestic solutions in the field of
information technology by 4 times compared to 2019.

Source: own development based on [1, 3]

Throughout the entire period of the existence of the union state of
Russia and Belarus, real integration of the two states along the stated
directions did not happen. In our opinion, at present the most promising is
the integration between individual regions of Belarus and Russia. This, in
turn, requires a more scientific approach to building integration institutions
and choosing areas of cooperation, studying the theory and practical
experience in implementing regional integration.

the economy of the region, which makes it possible to level these trends
in the future. In this case, for the formation of the territorial basis of inter-
action, the coordination of market relations, the mechanisms of state
regulation are primary.

Let's highlight the types of regional economic integration:

interstate economic integration (free trade zones, customs unions,
common market, economic union) [11], which eliminates barriers to
trade with the implementation of various levels of measures to pro-
tect the domestic market;

integration at the micro level, which is based on private foreign direct
investment. One of the forms of interstate economic integration is
cross-border cooperation.

Types of cross-border cooperation between regions aimed at devel-
oping relations between territorial-administrative units or authorities of
bordering states through the conclusion of agreements in the socio-
economic, scientific-cultural, natural-climatic sphere in order to realize the
common interests of local governments can be two-, three- or multilateral
cooperation:

cross-border cooperation - between local authorities and self-
government (public and private business entities can also be includ-
ed in this context) in geographically adjacent territories. This also
applies to territories separated by the sea;

inter-territorial cooperation - between local authorities and self-
government (public and private actors can also be included in this
context) between non-contiguous territories;

Integration processes: regional aspect

The creation of integration unions helps to reduce differences in so-
cio-economic development between the countries participating in the
integration, and also provides access to the least developed countries
(regions) to global supply chains and value added, which in turn favorably
affects the maximum use of alternative advantages and reducing produc-
tion costs, which makes the goals of the concept of sustainable develop-
ment more achievable.

In modern regionalism, two main approaches can be distinguished to
explain the process of integration of territories: as a set of interactions
(flows) through border areas, but limited by the effects of border barriers,
and as a process of convergence of territorial characteristics to increase
homogeneity (similar to development models) by reducing their dispropor-
tions (territorial gaps). This makes it possible to assert that the theory
cross-border relations are based mainly on the territorial approach.

As a rule, the interaction of border regions reveals disproportions in
the development of territories, factors of production inefficiently used in
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- transnational cooperation - cooperation between national, local au-
thorities and self-government on transnational programs and pro-
jects. This form of cooperation covers large contiguous territories and
includes entities from at least two EU member states and/or non-EU
countries.

Thus, cooperation within the framework of adjacent territories of
neighboring states can be called transboundary cooperation, that is, the
presence of a border between cooperating territories is decisive.
The basis of cooperation is the process of creating links and contractual
relations in the border areas in order to find solutions to identical prob-
lems. It implements economic, political, environmental, cultural and edu-
cational types of international activities, which are carried out at the re-
gional level and are distinguished by the general use of natural resources
and the solution of security problems, wider mutual communication be-
tween the population of neighboring states and personal connections of
people, a significantly higher burden on infrastructure (roads, communica-
tions, services, roadside infrastructure).

The basis of the institutional and economic relations of the regions
are institutions , which are understood as "the rules of the game in socie-
ty, or, to put it more formally, the restrictive framework created by man
that organizes the relationship between people" [1 2, p.17]

The institutionalized form of regional cooperation is especially rele-
vant in connection with the leveling of differences through the application
of generally accepted and legalized norms in the legal field, which affects
the built algorithms of mutual activity, the overall development strategy,
and the autonomy of decision-making. The level of institutionalization
becomes the criterion for selecting the type of region.

The legal environment creates legal mechanisms for regulating the
cooperation of regions, turning the daily practice of cross-border interac-
tions into formalized institutions of cooperation.

At the initial stage, the most common forms of cooperation are
agreements on trade and economic cooperation, concluded at the initia-
tive of the regions. The basis for concluding agreements may be the
stabilization of industrial relations, the expansion of cooperation in the
scientific, technical and cultural spheres. The problematic point is the
framework nature of such documents, because they often indicate areas
and areas of cooperation, but there is no practical implementation. The
second form is councils, working groups and commissions for cross-
border cooperation, which are usually part of intergovernmental commis-
sions , which makes it possible to unite "regional and national authorities
of border states to solve important problems - delimitation and demarca-
tion of the border, development of checkpoints and access roads to them,
organization of transport communication, etc.” [18, p.35]. The third form is
cross-border cooperation programs. The validity period is 5-7 years. The
purpose of developing programs is to strengthen the peripheral nature of
the economy, eliminate the gap in production ties between economic
entities and solve the demographic problems of the regions.

An analysis of the essential characteristics of regional integration un-
ions shows the objective need to build their typology in order to develop a
common development strategy for countries and regions for gradual inte-
gration into the world economy. The main types of regional economic
integration include:

Free trading zone. This is the main form of economic cooperation.
Member countries remove all barriers to trade among themselves, but are
free to determine trade policy with non-member countries.

Customs Union. Priority in this case is given to economic coopera-
tion, the removal of barriers to trade between member countries. The
main difference from a free trade area is that members agree to treat
trade with non-member countries in a similar way.

Common Market. This type allows the creation of economically inte-
grated markets between member countries. Trade barriers are being
removed, as are any restrictions on the movement of labor and capital
between member countries, there is a common trade policy for trade with
non-member countries. The main advantage is the openness of the labor
market to the labor force of the member countries of the common market.

Economic Union. It is created with the intention of countries not only
to remove barriers to trade, but also to follow a common economic policy.

To build a typology of regional integration unions based on the insti-
tutional and economic approach, taking into account evolutionary and

territorial characteristics, we consider the following criteria [13, p.19]:

1. Development stages:

a) exchange of information, contacts at the level of regional and local
authorities, conclusion of framework agreements;

6) foreign trade, formation of foreign trade infrastructure;

B) creation of joint ventures, institutions of coordination in various areas
of cooperation;

r) micro-integration based on the formation of integrated local markets
for goods, services, labor, technologies, etc.

2. The dominant level in the management of interregional and border
relations. As a rule, there are national, regional and interstate levels
of government. The national or regional level of government domi-
nates.

3. Models of border and interregional relations:

a) traditional model: based on differences between countries and their
regions (differences in prices for goods, exchange rates, efc.);

6) preferential model: based on a set of preferences within a certain
territory, for example, a border area (tariffs, tax and financial and
credit benefits), or in order to stimulate links in certain areas;

B) partnership model: based on the principles of administrative and
political decentralization, which is embodied in the special powers of
local authorities, as well as joint mechanisms for solving common
problems of the territory.

4. Degree of institutionalization of cross-border cooperation:

a) Euroregion. The most common form of cooperation between cross-
border regions, covering the adjacent border areas of states that are
distinguished by a certain economic, socio-cultural, ethnic unity;

6) free economic zones;

B) technopark.

Regional cooperation is associated not only with geographical char-
acteristics, but also with functional, sectoral and institutional planes,
which also influence the regional and contribute to the free movement of
goods, services, capital and people. We propose the following approach
to identify institutional and economic types of regional integration cooper-
ation based on the above criteria: framework integration, surface integra-
tion; rational integration.

Framework integration is based on weak expression of cooperation
institutions. The leading type of interaction is regional trade agreements
to eliminate tariff barriers and the development of border trade. The main
areas of cooperation are related to agreements regulating the regime and
arrangement of the border, and the prevention of border incidents.
Agreements, with the exception of those related to trade liberalization, are
devoid of specific commitments and are limited to declarations of intent.

Superficial integration is typical for regions (states) that are hetero-
geneous in terms of economy, social and state structure. Integration is
based on market mechanisms with a high level of sovereignty between
the members of the association. Regional trade agreements are conclud-
ed, including long-term directions on trade in services, investment, com-
petition and public procurement. Integration takes on some features of
the common market by focusing on regulatory issues and dispute resolu-
tion mechanisms. A trading bloc can be created on the basis of free
membership with subsequent institutional reorganization into a free trade
zone.

Rational integration of regions is institutionalized cooperation be-
tween member regions. It implies the presence of certain features
(although, perhaps, not fully formed) - a common market or a monetary
union. A market approach with a rigid institutional framework and a su-
pranational formation is characteristic.

Conclusion

The current stage of development of the world economy is character-
ized by signs of increasing deglobalization, which will inevitably lead to a
change in the architecture of sustainable development management as a
doctrine adopted by most countries of the world community. More and
more researchers suggest that in the near future cooperation between
countries will gravitate towards regional cooperation. In this situation, it
becomes relevant for Belarus to identify strategic partners and design the
architecture of cross-border cooperation, which leads to the need for
more scientific approaches to its development. Understanding the charac-
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teristics and challenges of modern regionalism is becoming increasingly
fundamental, given that the influence of recent economic and political
factors has demonstrated the need for more effective regional responses.
The study showed the specific phenomenological nature of economic
development as a basic concept for determining the conditions for the
development of cross-border regions and, on this basis, a typology of
regions, the essence of which is considered within the framework of evo-
lutionary and revolutionary approaches and is based on the concepts of
globalization and regionalization. An institutional-economic approach is
proposed that takes into account the interaction of socio-economic and
organizational-economic relations and their connection with the produc-
tive forces of the region. To build a typology of regional integration unions
based on the institutional and economic approach, taking into account
evolutionary and territorial characteristics, the following criteria are con-
sidered: the stage of development, the level in the management of inter-
regional and border relations, the mechanism for the formation of border
and interregional relations, the degree of institutionalization of cross-
border cooperation. Based on the above criteria identified institutional and
economic types of regional integration cooperation: framework integra-
tion, surface integration; rational integration.

In the current geopolitical environment and increasing deglobaliza-
tion, more and more attention is being shifted to regional integration. For
Belarus, the closest integration is characteristic of the Russian Federa-
tion. The authors draw the following conclusions: the development of
integration at the regional level provides a triad of sustainable develop-
ment: economy - social sphere - ecology ; in terms of the impact of eco-
nomic integration, there is a need to reduce restrictive protectionist
measures in the field of economic integration, mechanisms to improve the
efficiency of regional economies and reach a new level of development in
the framework of achieving sustainable development goals by creating
efficient supply chains and strengthening industrial cooperation between
the countries included in the integration ; a deeper economic integration
of the Russian Federation and the Republic of Belarus is expedient for
the sustainable development of national societies.
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