AHHOTaAIUA:

Octpble NPOTUBOpPEUHsT MEKAY CTpaHaMHU-YYaCTHUKAMH, HECIIOCOOHOCTh IMPOTHBOIEHCTBOBATH
HETaTHUBHBIM TPOSBICHUAM TJO0AIN3alUU B CWIY HHCTUTYIHOHAIBHBIX M JIPYTUX IMpoOiieM
crocoocTBoBany cHukeHuto BiausHUS ATOC B pernone. Tem He MeHee, TOIBKO IPUOPUTETHOE
BHuMaHue [IpaButenscTBa Poccuu k passuturo Boctounoit Cubupu u JlanpHero Bocroka npu
AKTUBHOM MCIIOJIb30BaHMM BCETO KOMILJIEKCAa PETMOHAIBHBIX MHCTUTYTOB COTPYIHHYECTBA, B
TOM YHCJIE B XOJI€ IUIAHOMEPHON NMOJArOTOBKU U mpoBeaeHus cammura ATOC 2012, cnocodbHo
o0ecrieuuTh BOBJIEUEHUE OTUX TEPPUTOPUIl B HMHTETrpalMOHHOE IpocTpaHcTBo (CeBepo-

Bocrounoi A3um 1 cTOIb HeO6XOHHMBIﬁ CymeCTBeHHLIﬁ POCT 071arocOCTOSHUS HaceJIeHUS.

Summary:

The author suggests that acute contradictions between participants, inability to counter negative
consequences of globalization due to institutional and other problems contributed to decreasing
APEC influence in the region. Nevertheless, clear focus of the Russian Government on
developing Eastern Siberia and Far East, while actively using the whole complex of the regional
multilateral cooperation institutions and a fortunate opportunity to prepare for and arrange APEC
summit in 2012, could secure involvement of these Russian territories into Northeast Asian

integration space and vital increase in welfare of the local population.



