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Abstract 

 

With the globalization of the world economy and labor migration the competitive benefits 

of any country are provided by the advanced system of education and science. However, 

the ever-increasing in volume and versatile in content, the inter-country links form 

demand for universal professionals who can easily adapt to the conditions of one or 

another country. In this situation the content of the national education must meet 

international standards, generated by the world science. The integration of universities 

into the world educational area plays a key role in this.  
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1. Does education need integration? 

History has successful examples of integration of various spheres of life. The initiative of 

combining efforts in the education system is the basis of the European Union’s success. It has 

allowed synchronizing maximally the educational systems of different countries, to make the 

cooperation of universities part of the interstate integration policy [1]. The integration project in 

the field of education, known as the Bologna Process, includes a number of countries inside the 

European Union (EU) that compose a powerful economic and political block of the international 

community. In addition cooperation with the countries from the surrounding regions develops. 

Similar attempts to integrate are undertaken in other regions of the world such as Latin America, 

West Africa, the countries of the Arab East, for this conferences and exhibitions on education 

issues are held, contacts with international and regional organizations are established, educational 

and research programs are developed and implemented.  

It should be noted that the EU has started integration in the field of higher education only after 

the successfully implemented economic programs (Customs union, common currency, trade and 

financial spheres). At the same time effective economic component of integration alone is not an 

absolute guarantee of success in other directions. 

For example, being one of vivid examples of regional economic integration, the Association of 

South-East Asian Nations (ASEAN) has not yet achieved the desired results in the 

implementation of integration initiatives in the field of higher education. Although the fact of 
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readiness of regional countries to work together is an important step in the integration processes 

of the education system. 

As it is known, the main directions of cooperation in the sphere of education are quite 

independent, they are isolated from political controversies and therefore contribute to the creation 

of an environment that smooth out political and economic contradictions between countries, lead 

them to new levels of cooperation. 

Higher education is already perceived not as a “public good or service”, but as the most important 

economic resource of the state. This is a sort of response to the transformation of the world 

system under the influence of globalization into the so-called “knowledge-based society” [2]. 

The economic crisis particularly stressed the importance of combining the efforts of countries in 

the name of renewal and development. An impulse for a modern and thorough approach into 

integration is given. In this regard, the Eurasian idea finds active support. Belonging to 

Eurasian civilization is the factor of the synergistic development of some post-Soviet countries, 

which determines the perspective of formation of a new influential geopolitical center in the 

modern world. 

2. Eurasian integration as a basis for entry into the world educational area  

The last few years, member states of the Eurasian Economic Community (EurAsEC) - Russia, 

Belarus and Kazakhstan, have been working hard to restore what has been lost in the field of 

education in the course of various reforms. They have made substantial progress in economic 

integration, harmonization of tax and customs procedures; now content filling in part of 

integration of education, research, innovation, use of cultural and historical values of the peoples 

is ahead. 

Content filling of integration in the part of transition to the European credit -hours, module 

educational programs, introduction of the Bologna process principles started. A special role is 

given to the continuity of educational standards, improvement of the system of licensing, 

certification and accreditation of institutions of education and science. 

Overview of integration initiatives in the CIS showed that three pillars of the Eurasian idea - the 

Eurasian Economic Community, the Conference on Interaction and Confidence building 

Measures in Asia (CICMA) and the Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO) have been 

successfully implemented. Although their activity is assessed primarily as a success in the field of 

economic cooperation, their work also covers other directions of integration processes.  

In particular, the search for rapprochement and integration have led to the conclusion of a number 

of agreements in the field of education, science, introduction of innovations, use of cultural and 

historical values of nations. Alongside, at this time the formation of a common educational area 

remains quite a complicated process, but in the long term, this is inevitable, and cooperation is 

mutually beneficial for all participants. 

It should be noted that higher education did not create problems at unifying these countries into 

the Customs Union (CU) and the Common Economic Area (CEA), which indicates its 

internationality and integration into the world community. At present, Russia joined the WTO 
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and the forthcoming entry of other post-Soviet countries in this organization will create favorable 

opportunities for the development of science and education. 

The establishment of the EurAsEC contributed to effective promotion of integration processes in 

education. In accordance with Article 102 of the UN Charter in 2003 it was recorded as an 

international organization and has an observer status at the UN General Assembly. One should 

note the most important initiatives of the EurAsEC, from the implementation of which all 

members of the community have got benefits: 

• adoption of the documents on the harmonization of foreign trade, tax, currency and customs 

legislation; 

• adoption of the order of the development and implementation of inter-state target programs; 

• adoption of the Agreement on the establishment of a Transport Union; 

• development of Fundamental principles of energy policy and formation of a common energy 

market; 

• transition to the principle of indirect tax collection on the “country of destination”; 

• ensuring the right of individuals in free crossing of the borders of the member- states and free 

movement of goods and currency by them; 

• facilitation of mailing procedures and provision of free subscription and delivery of periodicals; 

• provision of equal rights to citizens to enter the educational institutions , the adoption of an 

agreement on mutual recognition and equivalence of documents on education. 

Active implementation of reforms and constitutive modernization of education systems are 

characteristic features of all post-Soviet countries [3]. It is necessary to point out the common 

characteristics: 

■ common past; 

■ use of the Russian language for international communication; 

■ the emergence of non-state commercial HEIs; 

■ similar problems, associated with the transition to a three-level system (Bachelors – Masters - 

PhD); 

■ legislative support of education differentiation; 

■ actuality of the development and improvement of forms of international and inter HEIs 

cooperation. 

Sometimes an opinion is advanced, that the integration processes in education are too slow. In 

our opinion, the reasons are as follows: contradictory position of national elites and 
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representatives of big business; the interests of external forces in the disintegration of the post-

Soviet area, aspiration of governments of EurAsEC member countries to multi-vector policy, 

unequal distribution of resources between the countries of the Commonwealth and etc. 

Today on hand there are differences in the education system of individual states. For example, in 

a number of CIS countries the old system of scientific training (candidate and doctor of sciences) 

exists, other countries (Kazakhstan) have completely transferred to a multilevel system of 

Bachelors – Masters - PhD. This to some extent complicates the integration processes. If earlier 

the CIS was a kind of mechanism for consultations, exchange of opinions and decisions-making, 

which often found no practical implementation, now progress appeared in the field of education, 

rational pragmatism has won (Fig. 1). 

CURRENT SITUATION OF COOPERATION IN THE FIELD OF HIGHER CURRENT SITUATION OF COOPERATION IN THE FIELD OF HIGHER 
EDUCATION AMONG CENTRAL ASIAN COUNTRIESEDUCATION AMONG CENTRAL ASIAN COUNTRIES

Positive aspectsPositive aspects

Countries are gradually moving to the multilevel system of education: bachelors – masters 

– PhD.

Cooperation in the scientific field is in place (realization of combined scientific research, 

conferences and seminars).

Population of the countries are keen to cooperate, due to common historical roots.

Citizens of the countries independently apply to HEIs in region, thus promoting 

international cooperation.

Negative aspects and problemsNegative aspects and problems

Educational systems of the countries during independence years since 1991 developed 

differently from each other and were evolving at different paces.

Educational institutions had unequal opportunities due to different socio-economic 

reforms.

Enrollment requirements in universities of the countries are different (tests, exams, 

interviews and etc.).

Difficulties of diploma, certificate and other educational document validation.

Differences in tuition, which depends on living standards of the country.

Universities are not responsible for job placement of alumnus.

Political leaders and national elites of the countries do not want to unite, due to fear of 

losing power. Fight for the leader in the region is taking place.

Figure 1 - Trends in the education system of the CIS countries 

Moreover, reforms in economy have had an impact on the level of education and significant 

differences between countries have appeared. Thus the number of students per 10 thousand 

people is very different: in Russian - 493 students, Belarus - 467 students, Kazakhstan - 323 

students [4]. 

However one should not forget that at the same time there are very important competitive 

advantages: 

 huge potential market with a population of over 200 million people; 

 availability of natural resources in some countries that are vital for other countries; 

 remaining relations between economic entities of our countries; 

 the possibility of communication between countries in Russian, etc. 
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Thus, the common educational area assumes agreed educational standards, criteria of training, 

retraining and certification of teaching and research staff, equal opportunities and free exercise of 

the rights of citizens to receive education in all countries of the EurAsEC. 

3. Economic integration as a starting point for uniting the efforts of the Central Asian 

countries in the field of education 

The process of internationalization and international cooperation in the field of education is 

regarded by the experts as the most effective way to increase the competitiveness of the national 

systems of higher education. However, there are differences between countries in terms of 

education level, the speed of reforms implementation and investments in this area. For example, 

the education sector of the Central Asian countries heavily depends on the state of national 

economies. Today, the level of development of these countries is very different, market-based 

methods of regulating the economy have not yet found a proper application. 

Kazakhstan and Central Asian countries took the path of market transformations simultaneously, 

but today one can see the differentiation in the level of development. This can be explained by 

unequal starting conditions, the available economic potential and culture of management, national 

characteristics, the accepted model of management. 

Therefore, the countries of Central Asia today are not in the best conditions in terms of the key 

indicators of development. For example, GDP per capita in Uzbekistan, Kyrgyzstan and 

Tajikistan is 20 or more times lower than in the developed countries (Table 1). This leads to 

differences in standards of living and, accordingly, in the access and mass higher education [5]. 

The most favorable picture is in Kazakhstan, where the given indicator is 4 times lower than in 

the United States. 

Table 1 - GDP per capita of the countries, calculated on the basis of purchasing power parity of 

currencies, 2012. 

 Countries of the world GDP per 

capita,$ 

 Countries of the 

world 

GDP per 

capita , $ 

 Luxembourg 81730  Belarus 12400 

 Norway 55199   Kazakhstan  11773 

 USA  47025  Azerbaijan 11000 

 Switzerland  42841  Ukraine  7634 

 Kuwait  40943  China  5943 

 United Kingdom  36571  Turkmenistan  5765 

 Germany  35552  Armenia 5437 

 Japan  34501  Georgia  5001 

 France  34262  India  2787 

 Israel  28245   Uzbekistan  2606 

 Russia   16161  Kyrgyzstan  2174 

 Turkey  13447  Tajikistan  1984 

Note: Internet data according to IMF in 2012. 

 



 
Kulyanda  Nurasheva and M.Auezov, The Macrotheme Review 3(2), Spring 2014 

 

52 
 

Countries of this region have a low competitiveness of the economy: Tajikistan is at the 116
th

 

place, Kyrgyzstan is at the 121-st place among 148 recorded countries (Table 2). As one can see, 

the gap between industrially developed countries and the states of our region is very high [6]. 

In some countries market reforms are realized weakly, a number of social problems remain 

unsolved. This is due to the low level of economic potential, the small size of the domestic 

market, the level of technological development, as well as with the geopolitical situation 

(landlocked). 

Table 2 – Place of the CIS countries in global competitiveness according to the World Economic 

Forum version (as of October 15, 2013) 

№ CIS countries 2011 2012 2013 

1 Estonia 33 34 32 

2 Latvia    44 45 52 

3 Azerbaijan 55 46 39 

4 Kazakhstan    72 51 50 

5 Lithuania 64 55 48 

6 Russia 66 67 64 

7 Ukraine 82 73 84 

8 Georgia 88 77 72 

9 Armenia 92 82 79 

10 Moldova 93 87 89 

11 Tajikistan 105 100 114 

12 Kyrgyzstan 126 127 121 

The human development index in several countries over the years of the economic crisis has 

decreased; the situation in the education and health systems remains complicated. This situation 

is reflected by the index KEI - the application of knowledge in economy (Figure 2). The countries 

of Central Asia are on the lower stage of ranking, only Kazakhstan is in the middle (5.05). 
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 Note: compiled by the author according to the data [7]. 

Figure 2 - Application of knowledge in economy 

A positive point to note is that the countries under consideration show growth of indicators in 

attracting foreign direct investments, particularly into the extractive industries (Table 3) [8]. Due 

to this, there is a possibility of development of scientific-educational sphere. 

Foreign experts point out the desire of the leaders of the countries of the region to begin an open 

constructive dialogue with investors for the development of scientific-educational sphere. The 

conducted large-scale programs are aimed at the development of specific industries, such as the 

State program of forced industrial-innovative development of Kazakhstan for 2010-2014, which 

entails training of human resources for new productions. 

National governments understand that they are participating in the competition for investments 

with other countries that is why they take steps to improve the investment climate, terms of 

business conduct, improve government regulation on specific issues (e.g., tax, currency and 

customs regulations). 
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Table 3 - Foreign direct investment in some CIS countries, million USD 

№ Country 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 % of total 

volume, 

2011 

1 Russia 12 886 29 701 55 073 75 461 38 722 4375 6 62.5 

2 Ukraine 7808 5604 9891 10913 4816 6502 9.3 

3 Belarus 305 354 1785 2158 1863 1307 1.9 

4 Kazakhstan 41982 6360 11096 15775 12649 14130 20.2 

5 Kyrgyzstan 43 182 208 265 660 446 0.6 

6 Uzbekistan 192 174 705 711 750 930 1.3 

7 Turkmenistan 295 339 856 1277 3867 2083 3.0 

8 Tajikistan 54 385 703 760 383 82 1.2 

Note: the table is compiled by the author on the basis of analytical reviews of international 

agencies, as well as according to the data of the Statistical Committee of the EurAsEC [8]. 

 

Foreign investors consider Central Asia as the most attractive region in terms of investments due 

to the presence of unused possibilities. They border with China and this allows the potential 

investors to supply natural resources into this country. 

For investors in the manufacturing sector the closeness to China may be more of a threat than a 

benefit, taking into account the current level of productivity and cost-efficiency in this country. 

However, for many investors in the sector of industry and financial services sector, the closeness 

of quickly growing markets of Russia, China and several Asian countries offer great 

opportunities. 

In order to discuss Eurasian integration of the education system, it is necessary to consider in 

detail the trends of development of the Central Asian region, located on the route of the 

ancient Silk Road. The area, which occupies about 4 million square kilometers with a population 

of about 74.5 million people, including: Uzbekistan - 28.7; Kazakhstan - 17.7; Tajikistan - 7.9; 

Kyrgyzstan - 5.5; Turkmenistan - 5.1 million, is a sufficiently large and promising market (Figure 

3) [10]. 



 
Kulyanda  Nurasheva and M.Auezov, The Macrotheme Review 3(2), Spring 2014 

 

55 
 

POPULATION OF THE CENTRAL ASIAN COUNTRIES 
AS A POTENTIAL FOR EDUCATIONAL FIELD

16.9 mln

5.5 mln
29.9 mln

7.8 mln

5.2 mln

 

 

Figure 3 - Location of the Central Asian countries on the Great Silk Road 

After the collapse of the Soviet Union each country of Central Asia went its own way, as a result 

the level of the socio-economic development and the speed of reforms’ implementation differ 

(Table 4). This has had an impact also on the education system. For example, the number of 

students per 10 thousand people of population is: Kazakhstan - 323 students; Kyrgyzstan – 426; 

Tajikistan - 152; Uzbekistan - 110; Turkmenistan - 64 [9, 10]. 

  

Table 4 - Comparative figures of the higher education system of the CIS countries 

      

№ Countries  GDP per 

capita, bln 

USD 

Competitiven

ess index, 

rank 

Number 

of HEIs 

Number of 

students, 

thousand 

Number of 

students per 

10 thousand 

population  

1 Russia 16.161 67 1.156 7.100 493 

2 Belorussia 12.344 below 134 55 446 467 

3 Ukraine 7.634 73 350 2.200 550 

4 Kazakhstan 11.773 50 132 571.7 323 

5 Kyrgyzstan 2.174 127 52 230 426 

6 Uzbekistan 2.606 below 134 58 297.9 110 

7 Tajikistan * 1.984 100 30 118.4 152 

8 Turkmenistan * 5.765 below 134 21 22.7 64 

Note: * some data need to be clarified.  
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Analysis of the economies of the Central Asian countries allows to point out several periods of 

their transformation. 

The first stage - macroeconomic stabilization on the basis of tough monetary policy. In the period 

of 1991-1994 liberalization of the economy and focus on political independence were carried out, 

the following two years were directed at strengthening the economic trends in the politics of 

states. 

The second stage was aimed at overcoming the decline in production, in 1995-1999 the transition 

to socially oriented economy began, the concept of reforms was worked out, and over the next 2-

3 years activation of human capital has taken place. During this period, there was a modest 

economic growth, which was the prerequisite of the third stage, when significant changes in all 

spheres of life started. 

The third stage - 2000-2005 can be characterized as a period of struggle against poverty and 

unemployment, the beginning of economic growth and sensing some of market reforms’ results. 

2000-2005 are marked as a period of economic recovery across all countries of the region, 

governments actively started to implement social programs: education reform, health care reform, 

pensions’ provision, social protection and employment. GDP growth in some countries, such as 

Kazakhstan was achieved through exports of energy resources, in Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan - 

due to an increase of agricultural production. 

The fourth stage 2006-2009. The decisive factors, determining the success of reforms at this 

period, were the speed and intensity of structural transformations, the quality of state regulation 

of the economy, the activity in the establishment of market institutions. Emphasis has shifted 

from macroeconomic stabilization to protection of property rights, to keeping the law, to 

predictability of economic conditions and the «rules of the game», to the formation of trust to  the 

authorities. 

The fifth stage - since 2009 to the present time. It was marked by entering the stage of global 

economic crisis, upsetting of the being established system of finances and banking sector. 

Presence of unemployment and labor migration to Russia, partly to Kazakhstan and other 

successful countries. Since 2012 the crisis in the Central Asian countries gained a protracted 

nature and it affects the national economies, GDP growth rate is low, innovations and investment 

activity are weak. 

Common historical roots, culture and traditions, geographical closeness to the Great Silk Road 

contributes to the integration of scientific-educational area: joint research projects are developed, 

advanced training of human resources  through exchanges are organized, strategic partnership in 

the field of science and technology has been reached, language training and intercultural 

communication are successfully implemented, international quality standards are being 

introduced, academic mobility is developing (Fig. 4). 

Many people have lived here for years, so the process of inter-ethnic harmony, tolerance, cultural 

interaction took place in a natural way, regardless of the change of the regimes and rulers. For 
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example, in Kazakhstan, with a population of 17.7 million of people, 140 ethnic groups live; all 

have equal rights and citizenship, participate in socio- economic transformation of the country. 

 

OPPORTUNITIES OF INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION OPPORTUNITIES OF INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION 

OF THE CENTRAL ASIAN COUNTRIESOF THE CENTRAL ASIAN COUNTRIES

 Joint project of establishing the CIS network University on the basis of 15 HEIs of Russia, 

Kazakhstan, Ukraine, Tajikistan and Kyrgyzstan.

 Unification of the Central Asian countries’ higher education by transition to ECTS and 

European system of a quality assurance. 

 Cooperation in the field of global problem research (environment, water and energy 

resources).

 Foundation of cooperative organizations for realization of adequate approaches in 

teaching (strengthening the applied nature of training specialists).

 Formation of poly lingual education in view of high labor force migration in the region.

 Spread of exchange programs for the purpose of developing academic mobility of 

students and instructors.

 Co-development of international grants (there are grants of EU, NATO, USAID and other 

international organizations).

 
 Figure 4 - International cooperation of Central Asian countries 

 

The most significant results have been achieved in the field of academic mobility of students and 

teachers. Young people gain valuable experience, learn to live in a multicultural environment, 

master several languages. This increases their efficiency and competitive positions in the labor 

market, increases the contribution to the internationalization of education. 

I would like to draw some conclusions and predictions about the future of education in the region. 

The main direction of cooperation can be the creation a common educational area on the basis of 

a harmonized system of recognition of education documents (from elementary to higher and 

postgraduate levels), allowing to get education in the educational institutions of the partner states 

without hindrance [11]. In this situation the further development of the education system 

assumes: 

- creating conditions for equal access of citizens to education; 

- aligning and increasing spending on education by national economies; 

- ensuring the legislative and regulatory framework that allows educational system operate 

efficiently; 

- formation of the economic mechanism of development of the education system, of its material- 

technical base; 
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- development of the newest educational standards, oriented at double diplomas and academic 

mobility (Fig. 5); 

- improvement of the content of education, taking into account the achievements of national and 

world science, culture and engineering. 
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Figure 5 - Model of the new formation specialist 

Solution of these problems requires the development of strategy and mechanisms of the 

development of education in the Community countries, corresponding to world standards. 

Formation and development of a common labor market in order to use labor migration 

effectively, is necessary. The main parameters of a common educational area of Central Asian 

countries are: 

- development of a joint strategy for reforming the national education system; 

- formation of an effective system of coordinating the activity of state authorities in the field of 

education and science; 

- foundation of the directions of improving the quality of education and educational programs; 

- development of inter-state information exchange in the field of education; 

- determination of mechanisms of the implementation of international documents in this field. 
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HEIs of different countries must establish close contacts in the academic field in order to seek the 

aligning of the worldwide level of education, to accumulate intellectual potential of the citizens 

of the Earth, which will prevent the outbreak of wars, mass migration. Ultimately it will create 

the conditions for sustainable development of national economies, for improvement of the 

welfare of citizens and the interpenetration of cultures. 
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