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INTRODUCTION
The term «the Latin American countries and the Caribbean states» includes a huge region from Mexico in the north till Argentina in the south and a lot of states in the Caribbean sea. But despite of their variety, they differ with their totality. This is due to their language and cultural traditions once formed in this big continent which are still existing there and to the conformity of the development and the military, political and economic situations of this countries.

Actuality. Today Latin America takes a special place at the political stage of the world, having economic resources and possibilities which attract the sight of all the leading economic powers. The United States, the European Union and Japan compete with each other in the region, trying to win the trust of the Latin American countries. Here the leadership of The United States is indisputable. Certainly, it is due to  geographical closeness and consequentialness of the United States policy, which is cooperating with the states of the region for a long time. But the European Union is making efforts to keep or somewhere to renew the relations with the states of Latin America. 
Probably in the middle of 1980ies the international relations of the region and within the region were changed, it was connected with the coming of the democratic groups to the power. Integration processes were reinforced in Latin America. The global challenge brought to the humanity by the neoliberal model of economy, community and the state made the countries of the world deeply integrate the economic connections between them. The last decade those integration processes took the countries of the past social block, including Kazakhstan and the other CIS countries. Unsatisfactory results of the economic integration in the post soviet space prove that it is not impossible just to rely on the elements of the market in this process and that the success of the economic integration depends on the deep scientific awareness of the difficult questions, including the questions like with what countries to integrate and at what level to integrate. Here experience of those countries which started to realize the integration processes a long ago, is very important for all the populations of the CIS countries, including Kazakhstan. Different processes of the regional and subregional integrations make reactions to the current dynamics and the perspectives of the further development make different processes of the regional and subregional integrations in Latin America. Nowadays the main purpose of those processes is to strengthen the economic potentials of the countries of the continent in the system of economic relations and the world economic space. Acquiring the new technical equipments, development of the technology require the diversification of the economic space which organization is connected with the big capital. Requirement of the formation of the powerful complexes make unit their resources of the separate firms, big corporations, national states and now their regional groups. Economic integration is one of the sharp, actual and difficult, contradictory problems of the present Latin America. This problem is the subject of hot disputes. This subject is discussed from the middle of the last century, but it became more actual at the end of XX century, when the two different and contradictory models of integration were determined with formation of the North American Free Trade Association (NAFTA), the Common Market of the South cone countries (MERCOSUR). Learning the historical roads of the states to reach such successes in unifications let us to see the obstacles and propitious factors of integration that will help to avoid the mistakes the choice of wrong direction on the way to the progress of humanity.

The aim and the tasks. The purpose of this graduation paper is to distinguish the role of the Latin American countries in the conditions of the international relations. To reach this aim the author puts such kind of tasks:

·  to tell about the economic condition of Latin American countries, about the modernization policy that were held in this countries in the 1980-90ies and about the integration unifications which are playing a great role in the economy of the region and in the trade-economic relations with the leading countries and organizations of the world;

·  to clarify the importance an perspectives of the relations between the Latin American countries and the United States;

·  to determine the European Union’s policy towards the countries of Latin America, as the EU is considered to be one of the main economic and perspective organizations of the world;

·  to show the place of the Latin American countries in the foreign policy of Russia and the future of the trade-economic cooperation of the Latin American countries with this state;

Sources review. To achieve the aim of this graduation paper the author used a number of sources in the russian and the english languages such as: Декларация Асунсьона о суверенитете и юридическом равенстве государств 1997г.
, Декларация Панамы 1998 г.
, Cochabamba Declaration.16th of April 1996.
 These declarations were written at the summits, meetings that were held at the levels of the heads of the states and the heads of the governments of the Latin American countries. In the results of such summits and the meetings they sometimes signed agreements and the documents like Анконский договору 1883 г.
, Асунсьонский договор о региональной экономической интеграции 1991 г.
, Асунсьонский договор о создании Общего Рынка стран Южного конуса 1991 г.
, Договор о создании Карибского Общего Рынка 1973 г.
, Рамочное соглашение ЕС-МЕРКОСУР о широком политическом взаимодействии и постепенной взаимной либерализации торговли 1995 г.
, Соглашение о свободной торговле между США и Канады 1988 г.
, Соглашение между США, Канадой и Мексикой о Североамериканской ассоциации свободной торговли (НАФТА) 17 декабря 1992 г.
, Соглашение о выполнении обязательств, установленных статьей 5-й договора 1929 г. и статьей 2-й дополнительного протокола о его правовом режиме между Перу и Чили 1993 г.
, Соглашение о свободном перемещении товаров между Перу и Чили 1993 г.
 
Joint Declaration EU - Andean Pact of 1996 was signed during the meeting of the member-states of the European Union and Andean Pact.

Historical review. To fulfill the tasks of the graduation paper the author used a lot of literature. Among them the research of A.N.Glinkin called «Латинская Америка в современных международных отношениях»
, «Латинская Америка,1995» gave an important help in writing the work.
The articles of V.G.Fedotova called «Типология модернизаций и способов их изучения», and R.Inglegart «Модернизация и постмодернизация», then H.Jaguaribe’s work «Political Development. A General Theory and a Latin American Case Study»
 could help to explain the modernization conception and write about the modernization policy that was held almost in all the Latin American countries at the end of 1980ies and the beginning of 1990ies.

To determine the European Union’s policy towards the countries of Latin America, the author of the graduation paper used the works of E.Durán called  «European Interests in Latin America»
, of J.Pearce written on the theme «The European Challenge: Europe's New Role in Latin America»
, also the researches «Commission of the European Communities, The European Community's relations with Latin America»
, then P.Bessa-Rodrigues’s article «European Union - Mercosur: a relationship to be defined»
, and the book of S.Kaufman-Purcell snd F.Simon which title is «Europe and Latin America in the World Economy»
.

As for the cooperation of the Latin American countries with the Russian Federation V.M.Davydov’s article «Россия поворачивается к Латинской Америке»
, and V.V.Volsky’s book «Россия и Латинская Америка: к новому партнерству»
 are about the present trade-economic relations between the two countries.

The works of Mytelka L., «South-South cooperation in a global perspective»
, R.I.Zimenkov «Tоргово-экономические отношения США сo странами Латинской Америки»
, V.V.Krivohizha «США и МЕРКОСУР» were written about the relations between the USA and the Latin American countries in different spheres, abot their perspectives and explain us what place the Latin American countries take in the foreign policy of the United States.

Methods of research. The author of this graduation paper used such kind of methods:

- the analyses method (analysing the hole situatin in the regin and the role of the Latin American countries in the conditions of international relations);


- functional method; 


- comparative method; (comparasing the relations and the cooperations of the Latin American countries with the leading states as the United States and the Russian Federation and the main organizations like European Union.

The structure of the graduation paper. The graduation paper consists of introduction, three chapters, conclusion and the list of literature.
1 LATIN AMERICA  AT THE PERIOD OF MODERNIZATION

1.1 THE MODERNIZATION CONCEPTION

Last decade of XX century in Latin America was marked by a wave of realization neoliberal variant of modernization focused on free market economy and on reduction of state regulation.
Liberalization of economy has accepted large-scale character and was distributed practically to all region, on this time in conditions of domination on continent of the constitutional modes of representative democracy, that also was distinctive feature of the period of 90th years.
Neoliberal the policy alongside with the certain economic successes has led to to an aggravation of social problems, non-uniformity of development and failures in functioning economic mechanisms, to increase of sociopolitical instability, to growth of requirements of updating of a policy of modernization.
In this chapter the author writes that such modernization, explains the theory of modernization and specifies the positive and negative parties of a policy of modernization which was held practically in all countries of South America at the end of 80 and the beginning of 90th years. 
 The modernization paradigm has been generated in the middle of XX century in conditions of disintegration of the European colonial empires and occurrences of a plenty of «the young nations » in Asia, Africa and Latin America. Arisen originally in a bosom of a university science the USA, theories of modernization have been created as alternative of communistic orientation (S.Hantington, D.Epter, other).
In the modern literature the following factors promoting occurrence of this theory are marked: social-political, connected to necessity of studying of the third world submitted by the countries of former colonies and полуколоний of the world, little-known to the West and that time insufficiently studied by social sciences, except for ethnographers (B.S.Starostin). Known American orientalists and politicians marked importance of research of the political and social processes going in the countries of Asia. The author directly wrote about disastrous for the USA ignorance of peoples of Asia, their way of life and, that it is more important, a mentality. The second factor is marked as political, including not only gathering of the information on the countries of the third world, but also development of practical recommendations for corresponding departments the USA and their allies. The third factor - ideological, i.e. creation of the theory of modernization as alternative to socialism. A little bit later the outstanding American social scientist and politician S.Hantington will tell, that the USA are interested in more stable world in political sense, but not less dependent from them in the economic plan. B.Starostin's fourth factor marks as theoretical, which was to develop for the western social study an optimistic paradigm of the historical development which is distinct from that was popular between two world wars - from the concept of crisis and the "decline" of the Western world submitted by names of Osvalda Spengler, Arnolda Toynbee, Pitirima Sorokin, Charles Jaspersa and others. All these concepts were far from an optimistic view on historical process and denied progress as such. The alternative given which could overcome social pessimism was necessary, give optimistic vision of the future not only in only pragmatical, but also in the general-theoretical plan.
The term "modernization" in translation from English is designated by presence of some the characteristics peculiar to a modern society.
 
There are various interpretations of concept of modernization. P.Shtompk allocates three values of the given concept. According to his opinion, in the first, common sense, modernization is a synonym of all progressive social changes when the society goes forward. In this sense an output from caves and construction, so obvious example of modernization, as well as arrival of automobiles on change to horse vehicles or computers on change to typewriters. However it considers, that with reference to the theory of modernization the following two interpretations of the given concept are closer: in the first sense the concept of "modernization" is identical to concept of "modernity and means a complex of the social, political, economic, cultural and intellectual transformations which happened in the West with XVI century and have reached the apogee in XIX-XX centuries. Here processes of industrialization, a urbanization, rationalization, the democratization, dominating influence of capitalism, distribution of individualism and motivation of success, the statement of reason and a science, etc. are included. Modernization in this sense means achievement of the modernity, « process of transformation traditional, societies, in process of its transformation, in a society for which highly differentiated social structures » are characteristic machine technology, rational relations, and also. Classical sociological works on modernization in this sense belong to Kont, Спенсеру, to Marx, Дюркгейму and to Tennis. 
In the second sense the term "modernization" concerns to the backward or underdeveloped societies and describes their efforts directed on catching up the leaders, the most advanced countries which coexist with them in one historical time, within the framework of a uniform global society. In other words, in that case the concept "modernization" describes movement from periphery to the center of a modern society. In the general view modernization is characterized as socio-historical process during which traditional societies become progressive, advanced.
In a general view modernization is defined as transition from a traditional society to modern which, in opinion of V.Fedotova, includes first of all radical difference from traditional, i.e. orientation to innovations, prevalence of innovations over tradition, secular character of a social life, the forward (not cyclic) development, allocated personality, primary orientation to tool values, industrial character, mass formation, active psychological warehouse, etc.

From the moment of occurrence on present time the theory of modernization has passed a number of stages. The period of popularity of this theory in their classical, an original form falls 50 and the middle of 60th of the last century in connection with M.Levi, E.Hagena, T.Parsons, S.Ejzenshtadta, D.Eptera's works, etc. Basic categories in theories of modernization became concepts "tradition" (« a traditional society ») and "modernity" (« a modern society »). The essence of this theory at the initial stages of its formation was reduced to treatment these of categories as absolute contrasts. Modernization represented as process of replacement of tradition by the modernity, or ascending development from a traditional society to modern. In initial theories of modernization process of transition from a traditional society to modern was characterized as revolutionary, i.e. Was considered, that transition from tradition to the modernity demands radical, radical changes in models of a social life; difficult, includes changes in all without exception areas of human idea and behaviour; system, change in one sphere necessarily causes changes and in other spheres; global, i.e. having arisen in Europe XV-XVI of centuries, eventually has captured all countries of the world; long, i.e. has extent in time, and rates of this process are accelerated; stage-by-stage; generating rapproachement of public systems: as modern societies as against polytypic traditional have a lot of the same characteristics so far as also promotion of traditional societies to the modernity will be accompanied by levelling of their cultural systems; irreversible: was considered, that the direction of changes for all types a society will be same; progressive, i.e. Promotes improvement of material and cultural well-being of the person, etc. O.A.Osipov marks, that at the first stages of formation of the theory of modernization scientific views on tradition, in essence, differed from interpretation of tradition by scientists Xя of introduction of all new a little. 
At the end of 50 and to accrue since the middle of 60th there was especially a criticism of early theories of modernization which has gradually undermined the majority of the positions which were put forward in them. The main focus of this criticism became inability to explain a variety of the transitive societies, internal changes inherent in them, and also opportunities of independent development of the modern differentiated political and economic complexes. 
The criticism of early approaches to modernization has been directed against tradition - the modernity, including on revealing this model. 
In first half 60th a number regional geographic sociological the researches devoted to various aspects of modernization in the countries of the East has been published. Among works it is necessary to name K.Girtsa, M.Zingera, M.Levi, D.Eptera's researches, etc. Special attention and before all the question on ways of modernization of Japan where modernization has been carried out within the framework of national tradition, called thus into question has involved in itself substantive provisions of initial theories of modernization. This circumstance allowed to speak that modernization of a traditional society can proceed within the framework of national tradition and should not with inevitability and in all cases to be accompanied its radical fragile as it affirmed earlier. The attention of scientists was involved with a question that in concrete tradition interferes and that promotes process of modernization. The important reason which has essentially enriched scientific representations of that period, began the thesis about system viability of so-called transitive systems. The tradition under a pressure of forces of the modernity did not hand over the positions as that expected; it has found out significant adaptive abilities, generating specifically national forms of modernization. Acknowledgement of this idea was served F.Riggsa, M.Zingera, D.Levina, K.Girtsa's with works, shown how traditional institutes and social groups, being reorganized, effectively adapt to changing conditions. 
In 60-70 the criticism of idea of modernization as from the empirical point of view as its many statements contradicted obvious historic facts, and in the theoretical plan proceeds. It was marked, that attempt to modernize a society does not result in promised results more often. Scales of poverty in the backward countries have increased, at the same time other numerous by-effects were observed also. Destruction of traditional institutes and vital ways quite often entailed social disorganization, chaos and аномию, growth behaviour and criminality. Criticism specified an inaccuracy of direct opposition of tradition and the modernity and resulted examples of advantages in some areas. Not only modern societies include many traditional elements, but also traditional societies, in turn, quite often possess such features which usually are considered modern. Besides modernization is capable to strengthen tradition (S.Hantington, З. Bauman). Traditional symbols and forms of leadership can appear the vital part of valuable system on which modernization. Opponents of the theory of modernization also marked the big role of an external, global context and the internal reasons. It called into question and severe sequence of stages of modernization: « that came later, can quickly be modernized due to revolutionary means, and also experience and technologies which they borrow the predecessors. Thus, all process can be reduced. The assumption of strict sequence of phases (a preliminary condition, an initial phase, transition by a maturity, etc.) which should pass all societies, is similar erroneous » (S.Hantington, D.Bell).
Thus, in second half 80th finally there is a concept « modernizations around modernizations, at preservation of national culture without rigid imposing to a society of the western values (A.Abdel-Malek, A.Turen, S.Ejzenshtadt). As marked A.Turen, the real course of modernization recently has denied liberal - rationalistic which believed, that modernization moves ahead Reason, a science, technology, by development of an education system. But on change comes not « belief in a special way » for each country, and synthesis and партикуляризма. Searches of such synthesis become the main problem of strategy of development of many countries as infringement of balance between the modernity and traditional character conducts to failure of transformations and sharp social conflicts. In opinion of Touraine, the destiny of the world depends on, whether the bridge between Reason and cultures, the modernity and national - cultural identity of peoples, between development as the universal purpose and culture as a valuable choice, economic development and social transformations will be induced. 
Seemen a little out-of-date, the theory of modernization since 80th revives again. Interest to it amplifies with disintegration of the communistic block and their transition to a capitalist way of development. In reply to an appeal to revive researches of modernization (S.Ejzenshtadt, M.Levi) theories, « theories of postmodernization », theories of ecological modernization (E.Giddens, U.Bek). The reanimated and reconsidered theory of modernization considered experience of the postcommunistic world and has really altered, has softened the key concepts. (P.Shtompka). 
From the point of view modernization is considered as historically limited process legalizing institutes and values of the modernity: democracy, the market, formation, reasonable administration, self-discipline, labour ethics, etc.

R.Inglhart, marking as key aspects of modernization industrialization, a urbanization, growth of professional specialization and increase of levels of formal formation in any society, considers, that last decades mature industrial societies have left in the development on a rotary point and began to move in a new direction which can be named "postmodernization". According to its opinion, postmodernization changes character of base norms of a political, labour, religious, family, sexual life. « And nevertheless this term has great value, - he writes, - as in it the certain conceptual sense according to which the process which is referring to as as modernization, any more is not the latest event in a modern history of mankind is incorporated and social transformations develop today completely in other direction».
 In opinion of scientists, postmodernization provides refusal of accent on economic efficiency, bureaucratic structures of authority and scientific rationalism which were characteristic for modernization, and marks transition to more humane society where independence, the big open space is given variety and self-expression of the person. 
In studying the theory of modernization the theory of ecological modernization which has arisen in 80th has an important place and develops now in the western science within the framework of social - ecological tradition. On the postSoviet space the given theory is submitted O.Janitskogo and I.Kuljasova's by works. One of the first the Netherlands sociologist A.Mol approving started to develop this theory, that the given theory sets as the purpose to understand and interpret as the modernist industrial society copes with ecological crisis. 
The theory of a late modernist style of E.Giddensa and the theory of reflective modernization and society of risk of U.Beka are considered as the most important such theories. In their works the ecological factor is shown as playing the present time a determining role in social development. Both authors consider interaction of the nature and a society, first of all, as producing constant risks. E.Giddens polemized with those who considered, that the modern society is postmodernist or another "post", including a modern epoch a modernist style which the postmodern which something will be distinct from how it was represented by scientists can follow. E.Giddens allocates three basic features determining character of a modern society: 1) it is many times increased speed of change of social processes, it is especial - speed of change of technology; 2) This retraction socially and информационно various areas of the world in interaction with each other, that finally was expressed during globalization; 3) change of the internal nature of modern institutes. According to theories of ecological modernization, change of technology and technics{technical equipment} causes any more only acceleration of social processes, but also ecological. Globalization promotes distribution of ecological modernization. U.Beka's sights which gave special attention to ecological risks are close to sights at a place of risk in a modern society. Both these researchers emphasized, that the nature ceases to be a natural framework for social systems, i.e. cannot be considered any more as "environment", turning in « the created environment » dwellings and abilities to live of the person. The modern epoch comes to « the end of the nature » in sense, that it loses property of appearance in relation to the person and society, and turns to the system structured by the person and the subordinate in the development to requirements of the social organization and social knowledge more and more. Thus, in a context of a late modernist style division into natural and social environments loses sense. With all its systems - economic, political, family cultural - it is impossible to perceive a society independent from Wednesday. Environmental problems become not problems of an environment, and in the genesis and consequences is entirely public problems. 
From the moment of occurrence of the theory of modernization its founders have taken on arms the interdisciplinary approach to an explanation and a substantiation of social development. Within the framework of this theory representatives of the most different sciences - sociologists, economists, ethnobroad gullies, political scientists, social psychologists, ecologists have tried to be united. Such union has allowed this theory to become rather influential direction of public - theoretical idea.
Modernization assumes social, economic, political, ecological, demographic, psychological changes, a society of traditional type during its transformation in a society of modern type. 
It is possible to allocate a number of criteria of modernization in various branches of a public life. For example, in social sphere base social unit in the increasing degree becomes the individual, instead of group; occur differentiation - transfer of separate functions, before belonging to the family, the specialized social institutes; formalization - the approach to social institutes as working on the basis of abstract and universal laws and the rules, supposing a dominating position of a science and experts; division of spheres of a private and public life; easing related уз; growth of professional specialization; growth of formal formation, improvement of quality of a life; in the demographic plan - reduction in birth rate, increase in continuation of a life, growth of number of urban population and reduction rural. In economic sphere - the technological development based on use of scientific (rational) knowledge, occurrence secondary (the industry, trade) and tertiary (services) of sectors of a an economy, a deepening of a public and technical division of labour, development of commodity markets, money and work, maintenance of steady economic growth; in political - formation of the centralized states; division of authorities; increase of political activity of weights; formation, development and distribution of modern institutes and also modern political structure. Experience of the modernized countries has shown, that institutes and practice can both to meet modern western models, and to differ from them. Thus, it is necessary to understand as modern political institutes not from political institutes of the countries of the advanced democracy, and those political institutes and practice which are to the greatest degree capable to provide adequate reaction and the adaptation of political system to changing conditions and calls of the modernity. 
In spiritual area occurs changes in valuable orientations of social groups, there is a necessity of development of the new values corresponding to modern realities, formations and distribution of literacy, variety of currents to philosophy and a science, religious pluralism, development of means of distribution of the information, familiarizing of large groups of the population with achievements of culture. 
Culture - one of important points in studying processes of modernization. It penetrates any aspect of a public life. During modernization replacement of obsolete cultural habits and customs new and productive systems of cultural values is not less important. A.P.Manchenko offers concept "shock of culture" which determines as prompt and deep process of changes of economic, social, political and world outlook structures and relations during which the majority ratified before values, concepts, norms of behaviour and directions of idea unexpectedly become out-of-date and unnecessary. One of widely researched problems of modernization is the problem of the conflict of values. Admits, that many values of the western culture do not approach and consequently do not get on in some cultural environments. Individualism admits some cases as only western product. In this connection is of interest studying by the western scientists of a problem of " the modern person ». 
Influence on the person of processes of the modernity is formed in it also with personal installations, qualities, values, habits which are preconditions for effective functioning a modern society. Some authors tried to allocate « a personal syndrome », « modern mentality » (R.Bella) or model « the modern person » (A.Inkeles). Classical research on the given question has been held to 70th under aegis of the Harward project on social and cultural aspects of development. Comparative studying of six countries - Argentina, Chile, India, Israel, Nigeria and Pakistan - have allowed to construct analytical model of the modern person. The following qualities have been revealed: an openness to experiments, innovations and changes; readiness for pluralism of opinions and even to approval of this pluralism; orientation to the present and the future, instead of on the past; economy of time, punctuality; Confidence of ability to organize a life so that to overcome obstacles created by it; planning of the future actions for achievement of the prospective purposes both in public, and in private life; the belief in adjustability and predictability of a social life (economic laws, trading rules, the governmental policy), allowing to expect actions; the feeling of validity of distribution, i.e. belief that compensation does not depend on a case, and whenever possible meets to skill and the contribution; high value of formal formation and training; respect of advantage of others, including at whom lower status or who possesses less authority. 
« For theorists of modernization, - V.Rukavishnikov writes, - « the person modern (modern man) » is as a matter of fact not who other as the representative of the western culture - independently conceiving, and socially, and political active independently achieving success in a life (« self-made man ») and recognizing the right of others to operate in the similar image, competing with them for a place at top of the income and authority.
 
There is a various typology of modernization. In the general view experts distinguish two basic versions of modernization: organic and inorganic. Organic modernization concerns to those countries where modernization occured valid эндогенных factors. Such kind of modernization is inherent in England where modernization « was natural as for a long time вызревавший a product of development of a society ».
 As against it, secondary, inorganic modernization shows the answer to an external call from the party of more advanced countries and is made by loan of another's technology, the invitation of experts, training abroad, investments. Respective alterations occur in social and political spheres: the control system varies, new social institutes are entered, the system of values, etc. varies. Inorganic modernization begins not with culture, and from economy and a policy. Differently, if organic modernization occurs "from below", inorganic - "from above". Inorganic modernization as is characterized as "catching up" or "late" modernization. 
In the political plan differ liberal and conservative modernization. For liberals successful development and modernization are connected to a degree of an involvement of ordinary citizens in system of representatives of democracy and opportunities for an open and safe competition inside ruling elite for voices of voters, and in opinion of conservatives modernization demands высокоцентрализованных, political institutes, the rigid mode, capable to provide stability, the order, integration of a society.  
Within the framework of the theory of modernization there are terms "countermodernization" and the "antimodernization" entered by A.Turenom. The first means an alternative variant of modernization on not western sample, and the second term means open counteraction of modernization. After A.Turenom N.N.Zarubina offers the following typology: modernization, countermodernization and antimodernization. 
Including this typology proved, Kholmogorov also offers typology in the form of modernization, countermodernization and antimodernization, having added one more type - supermodernization which determines as attempt of achievement of the superiority over the civilization - leader when the basic parameters of "modernity" are accepted and surpassed on own valuable and technological base. The civilization which has carried out supermodernization becomes the new leader, forming the ойкумену and a call to other civilizations, through creation of an attractive image of the modernity.  
P.Shtompka, considering the theory of modernization, offers concept to " false modernization » in relation to the postcommunistic countries which means unmatched, disharmonious, internally inconsistent combination of three elements: 1) modern features in separate areas of a public life; 2) traditional characteristics in many other areas and 3) all that облачали in the refined clothes, called to simulate the modern western validity. 
Experience of the countries also shows, that painless transition to a modern society is poorly probable. Mass problems social and economic, political, etc. character testify to « the unacceptable, high social price », which N.Naumov considers as modernization.
In initial theories of modernization it was marked integrity of character of modernization which assumed changes in all without exception areas of a society. But criticism of the theory of modernization has revealed such characters of modernization as continuous and partial. The essence of partial modernization is reduced to that « formation of new institutes and modern organizational principles not necessarily results in complete updating a society, and can even be accompanied by strengthening of traditional systems through influence of new forms of the organization.

 At the same time it is possible to allocate such types of modernization, as westernization without modernization and modernization without westernization   (Egypt, Philippines) where modernization occurs on the basis of national cultural values (Japan, the new industrial countries).

Occurrence of various variants of modernization testifies to impossibility of mechanical reproduction of experience of the advanced states. Here the important role is played with internal potential of a modernized society. As an example successful experience of modernization of Japan and « the new industrial countries » which modernizations without westernization  » (S.Hantington) have forced to start talking about « can serve. For example, V.Horos approves, that « modernization, development can be carried out successfully only on ground of own national traditions ». 

The developing society does not aspire to finding homogeneity on the basis of loan of new values and institutes, but is difficult heterogeneous structure within the framework of which эндогенные and the borrowed values are in a condition of difficult interactions. The success of modernization depends, thus, not on intensity of reforms or loans which at times change to the traditional ground, not yet ready them to apprehend, and from formation of the structured synthesis of senses, values, norms and institutes, in which probably constructive interaction traditional and modern, эндогенных and borrowed values. 

Thus, modernization - acceptance of values, institutes and cultural models of "modernity, aspiration completely to assimilate to the leader in significant characteristics for its cultural model. Thus significant cultural variability and numerous traditional elements can be kept. 

1.2 THE MODERNIZATION  POLICY IN THE LATIN AMERICAN COUNTRIES

At the end of 80 - the beginning of 90th years of the government of the Latin American republics, trying to leave from a long crisis situation and to pay off with external debts, under the insisting of the international financial organizations прибегли to sharper liberalization of economy and struggle against inflation, speeding up of the further privatization of manufactures. In such way they aspired to overcome faster a painful stage of deep reorganization of social and economic structures, to involve the foreign capital and in the long term to be pulled together to advanced powers.
The similar policy was carried out actively and consistently with such leading Latin American countries, as Mexico, Argentina, Brazil and Chile.
Already in second half 60th years of the last century of the country of Latin America tried to change a paradigm of the development by a withdrawal. With the purpose to increase export of the ready industrial goods they actively involved foreign capitals and loans. Thus authoritative methods of board were used both reformist, and. And if in Brazil and Chile authoritative modernizations appeared partly successful (not considering paid by their peoples, especially Chilean, the social price for rather relative success) in Argentina and Uruguay, let alone less advanced countries, for example Bolivia, attempts of authoritative modernizations have failed. They appeared unsuccessful as nevertheless did not mention bases of former model of development  and had basically elite character, that is were carried out in interests of the top 20-30% of the population.

In the middle of 1990th in the separate countries of Latin America transformations to agrarian sphere have been lead{have been carried out}. So, in Mexico in 1995 the law, traditional and communal system - the most inert and backward segment in an agriculture has been accepted. Under this law, the communal grounds, as well as the individual grounds of peasants - became object of sale and purchase, creation of a different sort of associations of productive, serving and credit type besides with a view of increase of profitability of rural economic manufacture, their access to new credits is facilitated is encouraged, assisted in creation of the industrial enterprises in a countryside and in the organization of selling of agricultural products.

Reforms in Brazil in many respects are similar with Mexican. Privatization became the important direction of economic policy in Brazil with coming to power in March, 1990 of president F.Kollora and declaration of the plan " New Brazil ". The purpose of the given plan - change of state capitalist model of development of the country, carrying out of market reforms, modernization of the Brazilian economy and its inclusion in " the first world ".

With realization of the program of privatization the decision practically all basic social and economic problems communicated.

First, due to privatization it was supposed to strike inflations which in 1989 made 1287 %, and in 1990 - 2937,8 %.

Second, privatization should promote modernization of the national industry.

Thirdly, the important role was allocated privatizations in the decision of external and internal debts due to partial conversion of liabilities in the share of the sold companies.

In 1992 incomes of privatization have made 3,4 billion dollars instead of prospective 18; by 1994 it has been received 9,1 billion dollars, and in 1997. Brazil has come out on top in the world on volumes of sale of state property. By the end of 2000 the total volume of cost of the privatized companies can reach up to 100 billion dollars.

For 1991-1997 the volume of foreign trade of Brazil has grown more than twice, however thus, the volume of import has increased more than three times, and export only for 63 %. Export of the agricultural goods has increased approximately by 50 %, and production of a manufacturing industry - on 10 %. As a whole, export of production of a manufacturing industry has given over 50 % of export receipts

In Latin America during reforms it began to be reduced and a share of poor families. To tell the truth, after " the lost decade " 80th years it only has returned to position of twenty years' prescription, having made 35.3 %. Thus the absolute number poor in Latin America nevertheless has increased: in 1990 of them was 200 million person, in 1999 became 211, and in 2003 - 225 million, or 43.9 % of all population. From them 100 million person (19.4 % of the population), on tentative estimations of 2003, live in poverty. It is typical, that with 1998-1999 on 2002-2003 the share poor on continent practically has not changed, that once again confirms necessity of change of model of development for Latin America. At the same time real though also modest successes in eradication of poverty Brazil where at president F.E.Kardozo for 1993-1999 the share of poor families has decreased with 37.1 up to 29.9 %, and a share of all poor population - with 45.3 up to 37.5 % has achieved. The absolute number of poor men - with 70.2 up to 63.2 million person was reduced also. In connection with overcoming poverty achievements of Chile where the share of poor families for 1990-2000 has decreased  33.3 to 16.6 %, and in the population-с 38.6 up to 20.6 %. 

In a course neoliberal modernizations in the countries of Latin America of 1998-1999 of steel some kind of a boundary. In the majority of the countries rates of growth were sharply slowed down, and in the some people absolute falling of manufacture was observed also, was at times reduced volume of gross national product (Argentina, Brazil, Venezuela, Columbia, Peru). Has given failure and Chilean "miracle". Rise of 2000 when cumulative gross national product of continent has grown on 4.1 %, in 2001-2002 was replaced by stagnation and even essential recession (Argentina, Venezuela). According to the preliminary data, in 2003. gross national product of all Latin American countries should increase all by 1.5 % that provided only zero gain per capita. To tell the truth, due to devaluation of peso and replacement of import a home market growth in Argentina (on tentative estimations, on 5.5 % in 2003) has renewed. But the radical reason of the Argentina cataclysms deep structural disproportions accumulating by decades - is not eliminated yet.

As a whole it is possible to tell, that in 7-8 years after the beginning of reforms neoliberal vmodernization in Latin America has settled itself. According to the InterAmerican bank of development if in the beginning of 90th years of reform provided a gain of gross national product of continent on 1.3 % at the end of this decade - only on 0.6 %. Experts of Bank ascertained recently, that " Latin America experiences the worst crisis for last decades ". Above continent has hung a shadow of one more lost decade, first of all from the point of view of social development. It should be meant that in Russia who hopes for omnipotence of market forces and financial tools of development.

Experience of Latin America shows: no, it is not enough. And though on continent due to reforms there were positive changes, Latin America for this time has even more lagged behind the advanced countries of the West and the states of East Asia in area and formation, both scientific researches, and development of new technologies. Taking into account, that from the beginning of 90th years of positive changes in Russia was much less, than in Latin America, its prospects in the global world are represented rather disturbing. Position of Russia is aggravated with that in the country is not visible the social subject of original modernization who could resist to amplifying backlog of Russia from the leading countries of the world, to its drift to world periphery and to take advantage alternative to a rate of authorities of concepts of development.

Experience of Venezuela where the government of president Ugo Chavesa tried to redistribute incomes of export of oil for the benefit of the poorest layers of the population is in this respect rather instructive and to start the mechanism of social and economic development of the country. However its efforts have encountered resistance of the average and top middle class, got used to live due to an oil pipe and not interested in modernization, and therefore - and the interested person " to catch mice ". Result of policies of Chaves at absence of the social subject of development became the deep crisis accompanying with falling of manufacture. It should be meant to those policies and scientists in Russia who hopes for modernization of the country due to incomes of export of raw material. Such hopes can make sense, only if the powerful, active social subject of development will appear, but dreams of occurrence of such subject in Russia in the near future concern to sphere of a unscientific fantasy.
2 ECONOMIC INTEGRATION PROCESSES IN REGION

2.1 «THE INITIATIVE FOR TWO AMERICAS»

90th years for Latin America became decade of qualitative shifts in the political and economic area, states which have essentially influenced the international activity of this region. Having overcome consequences of " the decade lost for development " - 80th years, the majority of the countries of region has entered a strip of economic growth. And if the common regional average parameter of a gain of gross national product on region made in one year about 2 % at the leading states - Mexico, Chile, Argentina, Brazil – it annually at least twice exceeded this parameter.
So impressing economic success has been achieved due to the structural transformations which have been carried out by the majority of the countries of region in first half of decade. In their basis measures on opening economy laid: liberalization of a trading mode, privatization, improvement of a financial system. In the same years transition to an active foreign trade policy has been carried out. In 1990-1996 rates of growth of foreign trade of the leading states of region were one of the highest in the world. In the same years a lot of measures on creation of a favorable investment climate has been accepted. Inflow of the foreign capital to Latin America to the middle of decade on the average annually made about 50 billion dollars.

The "Asian" financial crisis which has burst at the end of decade which continuation was the collapse of " pyramids state credit obligations " in Russia, has not bypassed also Latin America also concerning to the so-called ascending markets of economic. With special force it has struck Brazil where in 1998 there was a prompt outflow of means of foreign investors from the share market. Negative consequences of crisis and for other countries, and first of all for the main economic partners of this of " a regional superpower " were distinctly designated. As a whole in 1998 rates of economic growth in region were reduced in comparison with 1997 more than twice (up to 2,3 %). Nevertheless financial crisis could not cross out completely results of the impressing jerk accomplished in 90th years.

Appreciable changes have taken place and in the field of sociopolitical development. Begun in the middle of the last decade process of democratization and transition to the civil form of board in 90th years has led to to stabilization of the constitutional modes of representative democracy practically in all countries of region, except for Cuba.

In this chapter the author writes about an economic situation of the countries of Latin America, devoting in integration processes which occur in this region. 

Among determining features of the international relations in the Western hemisphere, certainly, first of all it is necessary to allocate sharp activization of integration processes. The powerful pulse to them was given " with the Initiative for Америк ", proclaimed by the president USA Дж. Bush in 1990. It provides creation of uniform economic space from Alaska up to Tierra del Fuego. " The initiative for Аmericas " already in the beginning of decade it is essential relations the USA with the Latin American countries. In total for only one 1991 the United States have concluded frame agreements on transition to free trade practically with all already existing subregional associations - Caribbean common market (CARICOM), System Cenyral American integration (CAIS), Andean pact, Common market of the countries of Southern cone (Mercosur). With Mexico since 1991 the United States and Canada have entered negotiating process on a question of creation of the North American zone of free trade (NAFTA).

So sharply increased interest the USA to the Latin American region in the beginning of decade has been caused by the following factors. After the ending of cold war formation of two powerful economic megablocks - in the Western Europe and in APR, the nearest decades capable to turn to the main structural parts of a new world order became more obvious. It was not entered in put forward by the United States after disintegration of the USSR the concept of the unipolar world. On a background of intensive formation of new poles of economic and political power increasing difficulties of the American economy, gradual weight reduction the USA in world trade and the finance were more distinctly designated. In this respect formation of the North American market could give new breath to the American economy, open access to a cheap labour and natural resources of the next Mexico and Canada.

The essential circumstance stimulated " the Initiative for Америк ", became objective process of growing interdependence between the USA and other part of region. Significant shifts have in this respect taken place in 80th years. The United States, perhaps, for the first time have really felt on themselves consequences of financial and economic crisis in Latin America, expressed in loss of hundreds thousand workplaces because of reduction in volumes of trade, in a uncontrollable stream of illegal migration from the south. A source of the powerful migratory wave, overflowed the USA, became central american conflict.

As a whole the Latin American diaspora in the USA by the end of 90th years has exceeded 20 million person. Growth of a share spanish Americans in an aggregate number of the population the USA as experts mark, became the most dramatic demographic phenomenon in the American history of XX century. By 2005, by some estimations, the community will outstrip afroamerican and becomes the largest ethnic minority in the United States. Thus political influence of such segments of diaspora as natives numbering almost 6 million of Mexico - "chicanos" or more than a million кубино-American community, in 90th years has essentially increased.

Other factor of the increased interdependence " two Америк " became a complex of problems. In the Western hemisphere are the largest in the world the consumer of drugs - the USA and the largest in the world manufacturers - Columbia, Peru, Bolivia and Mexico. To the beginning of decade struggle with drugs has been declared by the United States as one of priority problems of the national safety directly connected with " the future of the American nation ".
The increased interdependence of the North and the South of the Western hemisphere was especially contrastly showed in the American - Mexican relations. Connection of Mexico to NAFTA has been prepared by decades of "silent" integration as a result of which the complex of mutual relations was generated. Its components were also problems of the common border in the extent of 3 thousand in km, scale foreign trade connections (the volume of mutual trade by the beginning of a decade has reached 60 billion dollars), presence at the USA a 6-million Mexican community, illegal immigration 1 million person in one the year, the amplified ecological interdependence, and also problems of drugs.

The negotiating process connected to connection of Mexico to NAFTA, has come to the end in 1993. We shall note, that in itself it meant the beginning of huge historical experiment on integration of two advanced states - members of " the big seven " - the USA and Canada and the developing Mexico.

First half 90th years was time of " integration euphoria ", captured all continent. After Mexico, " leaving on the North ", practically all countries of region were built in original turn, aspiring to join to NAFTA. Moreover, the aggravation of rivalry between various groups of the countries for superiority in connection to a North American integration pole was available also. We shall remind in this connection, that a competition in struggle for the exclusive status of relations with the center of the interAmerican system - the USA traditional feature of the Latin American diplomacy, it is always rather freakish with another - aspiration to act as a united front in dialogue with Washington. 

In the whole first half 90th years it would be possible to characterize as a stage of rapproachement " two Аmericas", harmonizations of the interAmerican relations which best point became a meeting of heads 34 of the states of the Western hemisphere on December, 10-13, 1994 in Miami. However already by preparation of summit different approaches to its problems were showed. The United States, in essence, only started really "to digest" NAFTA, aspired to close subjects of a meeting on traditional postulates of a policy of administration of B.Clinton: to protection of democratic institutes and human rights, support constitutional building, struggle against terrorism. To discuss a problem of inclusion in NAFTA new members among which first of all appeared Chile, Washington, first of all for the lack of a consensus inside ruling elites, obviously did not aspire. 

The Latin American states as the head of the influential nongovernmental organization marked " the InterAmerican dialogue " P.Hakim, expected from summit, first of all, the answer to a concrete question: how the USA plan expansion of a zone of free trade? Before a meeting at the highest levels the Latin American coalition diplomacy worked on full revolutions. In result the question on a continental zone of free trade has been included in the agenda and has drawn special attention. In accepted at a meeting at the highest levels " Declarations of principles of partnership in the name of development and prosperities: democracy, free trade and development on the American continent " and in the applied Plan of action consisting of 100 items, creation by 2005 has been proclaimed. A Pan-American zone of free trade.

At a meeting of presidents Америк a number of other decisions has been accepted also. In Miami the beginning " full-scale approach to corruption " and all-round counteraction has been proclaimed. We shall remind in this connection, that in 80th years of the country of a hemisphere have saved up considerable experience of multilateral cooperation in force counteraction. Results, the truth, appeared far from expected. Moreover, the USA from the end of 80th years annual certification of the countries of the world on efficiency of their struggle with invariable caused sharply negative reaction of the overwhelming majority of the countries of region.

However in the whole first half 90th years it was characterized by obvious prevalence of the centripetal tendency in the interAmerican relations. It would seem, expectations were justified, that after the ending of cold war the United States at last will be revolved by the person to Latin America and will start the decision of problems which for the first time have been formulated thirty years ago by "team" within the framework of the program " the Union for the sake of progress ". With the euphoria caused by expectation of fast integration with the North of a hemisphere, rather quiet reaction of the majority of the countries of region to steps of the United States on construction of " a unipolar world order " as Latin America as though appeared in favourable affinity to this pole has been connected. It, in turn, has led to to the certain restriction of foreign policy activity, is especial in the beginning of 90th years, frameworks of the Western hemisphere.

However already soon after summit in Miami the raised expectations began to give a up the place to considerably more pragmatic estimations and the future of a continental zone of free trade, and a formed world order as a whole. First of all it has been connected to events in Mexico. After revolt in state Chijapas (December, 1993) the collapse of the share market and falling before so впечатляюще steady mexican peso (December 1994г.) have followed. Certainly, between connection of Mexico to the North American zone of free trade and the introduction of this once stable country into a strip of political and economic instability there is no direct communication. More likely, it was result of more and more going deep contradictions of the Mexican society. But the forced integration with the North quite could play a role of the original catalyst.

Financial crisis in Mexico, burst later some days after end of summit in Miami, has compelled Washington "to pull out" again Mexico as it already was in the beginning of 80th years. Too much has been staked by way of the future of the North American zone of free trade. It is necessary to mean also, that stability in Mexico - a traditional component of national safety the USA. This time stabilization of a financial position in this country has costed almost 50 billion dollar [72].

As a whole to the middle of decade more and more problematic there was also expansion НАФТА. The congress the USA, as a matter of fact, has blocked the introduction into this organization of Chile, the question on what seem practically solved in 1994.

The most advanced integration grouping on the American continent is the North American zone of free trade (“ North American Free Trade Area ” -NAFTA), formed in January, 1994 the USA, Canada and Mexico. NAFTA person and a cumulative total product represents now the world's largest regional zone of free trade, with the population in 406 million at a rate of 10,3 billion dollars. The agreement on the North American zone of free trade contains a complex of the arrangements extending besides trade on sphere of services and investments, and for the first time unites industrially advanced states and a less developed country.

Creation of a zone freely trade in North American region has been caused by a number of factors: first, geographical affinity of countries - participants and elements of complementarity of structures of national economies; second, close trading connections between them and extending industrial cooperation; thirdly, a growing network of the under inspection enterprises and, at last, amplification of positions of EU, Japan and the new industrial countries in the world market.

About scales of economic interrelation the USA, Canada and Mexico on the basis of mutual trade and movement of the capital it is possible to judge on the following data. In the USA it is realized about 75-80 % of the Canadian export (20 % of gross national product of Canada). A share the USA in foreign direct investments into Canada - over 75 % and Canada in the USA - 9 %. In the USA goes about 70 % of the Mexican export, and 65 % of the Mexican import therefrom act. The share the USA in the common inflow of direct foreign investments to Mexico exceeds 60 %. Gross national product the USA in 14,5 times surpasses gross national product of Canada and in 19 times - Mexico.

The agreement about NAFTA can be counted essentially new stage during liberalization of trade by the goods and services, and also investments between the USA, Canada and Mexico. As against the Western Europe in Northern America pulses to creation of an economic complex went “ from below upwards ” - from aspiration to cooperation between the American and Canadian companies.

During XX century borders between the USA and Canada were gradually washed away by concerning free movement of the goods, the capital, a labour. Qualitative change of economic relations between the USA and Canada has taken place in 1988 when at an interstate level the American - Canadian agreement on free trade has been made. It provided mutual obligations of two countries to liquidate restriction in trade in the goods and services (on transport, in telecommunications, computer, financial systems, in the field of tourism), to cancel restrictions on the foreign property in credit and financial system of Canada and the Canadian banks in the USA and a number of other positions.

Simultaneously in 80 - the beginning of 90th years there was a process of interosculation of economy the USA and Mexico. In 1992. Mexico is connected to the American - Canadian agreement on free trade. Integration processes in NAFTA, on a plan of its organizers, will go as integration into EU: creation of the common commodity market, capitals, a labour, technologies the USA, Canada, Mexico, finally - merging of processes of reproduction of economy of states - members, formation of a uniform economic organism of three countries.

On a population, on volume of a cumulative total product and a number of base economic parameters the North American integration grouping is comparable to the European union. NAFTA possesses powerful (especially thanking the USA) economic potential, for example, the annual volume of manufacture of the goods and services the USA, Canada and Mexico is equaled to 5 billion dollars, and their share in world trade makes almost 20 %.

The structure of a North American integration complex has the features in comparison with the European model of integration.

The main difference - economic dependence the USA, Canada and Mexico. Interaction of economic structures of Mexico and Canada far concedes on depth and scales Canada-American and Mexico-American integration. Canada and Mexico are competitors on the American commodity market and a labour, contenders on attraction of the capital and technologies of the American corporations, than partners on integration process more likely.

Other feature of a North American economic group consists that its participants are in different starting conditions. If Canada for last decade managed to come nearer on the main economic macroparameters (to volume of gross national product per capita, labour productivity) to the USA Mexico, long years taking place on position of economically backward state with the big external debts, for the present appreciablly lags behind these countries on the basic base parameters.

Creation in 1994 of NAFTA reflects the new approach in the theory and practice of integration. For the first time the state of " the third world ” was voluntary united with two advanced countries. The difference at a rate of gross national product per capita between Mexico and the USA reaches 6,6 times, and with Canada - 4,1 times. So essential break in levels of economic development of countries - members complicates creation of a uniform economic complex.

The agreement on creation НАФТА contains the following positions devoted to various aspects of enterprise activity within the limits of Northern America: access to the markets; investments; guarantees; services, rights of the intellectual property; the state purchases; the measures connected to observance of standards; temporary entrance for businessmen; the resolution of disputes.

The key moments of the agreement about NAFTA, in detail regulating many aspects of economic relations between neighbouring countries, are:

- A cancellation of all customs on the goods in which the USA trade among themselves, Canada and Mexico, by 2010;

- Stage-by-stage abolition of significant number of not tariff barriers in trade in the goods and services;

- Mitigation of a mode for North American capital investments in Mexico;

- Liberalization of activity of the American and Canadian banks in the financial market of Mexico;

- Protection of the North American market against expansion of the Asian and European companies, trying to avoid the American duties by re-export of the goods in the USA through Mexico;

- Creation of the American - Canadian arbitration commission.

Thus, the agreement on creation NAFTA assumes, that the countries of the participant will keep the national custom duties in trade with the third countries, and in mutual trade a transitional field in 10 years (in some cases - 15 years) in this economic zone will be the free reference of the goods. It is distributed to the goods which are qualified as made in the USA, to Canada and Mexico. Realization of the agreement will lead to to elimination of all tariff and not tariff barriers in trade. Besides it provides improvement of trade by services, an establishment of fair rules for mutual investments and realization of the state purchases, amplification of protection of the rights to the intellectual property, creation of the mechanism of settlement of disputes.

Eliminating tariffs and other protectionist barriers, NAFTA establishes restrictive rules of trade in a number of the goods and investments in some sectors of economy especially "sensitive" to a foreign competition (it concerns to an agriculture, power, production of motor industry, to textile products). Besides it the agreement contains the clauses allowing temporarily to restore protection for industries to which the damage is put by import of corresponding production.

At the same time NAFTA contains some exceptions of a mode of free economic relations. So, are kept the right of Mexico on an interdiction of foreign activity in oil sector, the right of Canada on protection of some sectors of the information, important in the cultural relation (broadcasting, release of films, plates, books), the right the USA on support of the internal prices and preservation of system of purchase of the agricultural goods.

In the agreement all goods are broken into three big groups - industrial (without the textile goods), agricultural and textile products, including clothes. For each group schedules of reduction in duties are developed, and on a number of the industrial goods removal of duties has been stipulated and carried out immediately. Duties on other goods are planned for cancelling during 5, 10 and 15 years. Distinction of schedules of reduction in duties on the industrial goods (with a time interval in five years) is caused by "sensitivity" of corresponding industries import of competing products.

The differentiated conditions of liberalization of trade are stipulated and for the separate countries - participants of the agreement. For example, the Mexican tariffs for import of the American industrial goods will be eliminated during 10 years. Thus approximately half of Mexican duties is eliminated at the introduction of the agreement valid; further (during five years) up to 70 % of all goods from the USA will be imported into Mexico беспошлинно. From the party of the USA Mexico gets the facilitated access to the most part of the North American market; removal of duties during five years is distributed almost to 90 % of industrial products. At the same time tariffs for insignificant number of the products "sensitive" for the American industry, will not be practically liquidated up to the end of the 15-years period.

Tariffs in trade between Mexico and Canada also are gradually eliminated during ten years.

In mutual trade the USA and Canada there is an arrangement to not change schedules of reduction in the tariffs, earlier developed within the framework of a bilateral agreement between them in 1989.

Stage-by-stage reduction in the custom duties in frameworks НАФТА occurs proceeding from the base rates working for July, 1, 1991. Concerning rules of an origin of goods NAFTA establishes the following requirements: the goods should be completely made in a North American zone of free trade or are essentially transformed into the new goods and accordingly to get under other tariff position of Harmonized system. For some goods (automobiles, chemical products, footwear) besides it is required that not less than 50-60 % of components have been made in the countries - participants of the agreement.

Besides in NAFTA other barriers in trade, such as requirements on import licensing and gathering on customs registration of the goods are eliminated.

In NAFTA the national treatment in trade is actually established, and it is distributed not only to the goods, but also on services, including the right to invest in sphere of services and to sell services through borders. For example, in sphere of financial services NAFTA enables banks the USA and to the firms working on a securities market, to establish in Mexico for the first time for last half-centuries of representation with a full set of functions.

The agreement on creation NAFTA establishes 5 main principles of protection of foreign investors and their investments into a zone of free trade: not discrimination mode; removal of special requirements to investments or investors (these requirements usually concern to the kinds of activity carried out under the order of the state or approved by it, as a condition of establishment or functioning of the foreign enterprises in the concrete country); free moving of the financial assets concerning investments; экспроприация only according to international law; the right to address in the international court in case of infringement of the Agreement.

At last, in frameworks NAFTA the highest are established in the world of norm of protection of the rights to the intellectual property, including copyrights, patents and trade marks.

Giving due to great value NAFTA for development of regional cooperation, the American experts mark, that the agreement brings rather modest results to economy the USA and Canada as between both countries and up to the agreement there were rather small restrictions in trade and in area investments.

However it will bring benefits to economy of Mexico. One of overall objectives of the agreement, from positions of interests the USA, maintenance дельнейшего carrying out of economic reforms in this country is. These reforms, predictably, will create more predicted, stable enterprise climate for the American and Canadian exporters and investors. Mexico hopes, that with creation of a favorable climate in the field of trade and investments it is possible to expect inflow of capitals and increase in employment. Besides it Mexico is interested in easing protectionism the USA and expansion of export in the USA and Canada, and also in reception of access to new technologies and natural resources.

To Canada NAFTA can create opportunities for the further expansion of export, first, guaranteeing and strengthening already achieved results of the agreement on liberalization of trade, before the prisoner with the USA, in the second, improving access to the market of Mexico, and, thirdly, increasing appeal of Canada to investors, first of all American.

As a whole realization NAFTA as experts consider, will lead to to increase of rates of growth the USA and Canada a maximum on 0,5 percentage items under condition of simultaneous performance of all of its positions. Such modest effect speaks, on the one hand, rather low barriers in trade and active investment activity between the USA and Canada up to the conclusion of the agreement that favoured to mutual moving of the goods and services, and with another - rather small size of economy of Mexico in comparison with American and Canadian. For Mexico benefit, under the most optimistical forecast, is estimated in 11 % of growth of gross national product.

Thus, integration processes in NAFTA in comparison from EU the USA in North American economic region, weak interdependence of economy of Canada and Mexico and connected with these processes economic interaction the USA, Canada and Mexico distinguish a leading position

          As to the purpose and problem of NAFTA, it is very important to note, that all three states - a member of association were guided various creations of the regional economic block of Northern America; thus the certain role economic, political and social reasons have played. 
          However, despite of it, in only economic sphere of the state pursued similar problems, namely: increase of national competitiveness, use of advantages of " economy of scale », reduction of costs, stimulation of inflow of direct foreign investments, reception for national manufacturers more access to financial, labour, material resources, reception of access on more capacious market due to neighbouring countries, amplification of positions in the world market, formation of the foreign policy environment, a joint opposition to calls of globalization, etc.

          According to an article of 102 Contracts, the purposes of creation НАФТА were the following positions:

· Elimination of trading barriers and simplification of the international movement of the goods and services between territories of the parties (Canada, the United States, Mexico); 

· Promotion of conditions of a fair competition in the field of free foreign trade; 

· Increase investment territories; 

· Maintenance of necessary and effective protection of the rights of the intellectual property in territory of each party; 

· Creation of effective procedures for realization of agreements, works of the incorporated administration and decision-making; 

· Definition of frameworks for the further tripartite, regional, and multilateral cooperation for the sake of increase and expansion of benefits from the agreement. 

It is necessary to note, that, despite of all arrangements between countries - participants, in frameworks NAFTA Canada, the USA and Mexico keep the uncommercial legislation, as creation of the customs union not a premoustached Nevertheless, the contents of the contract essentially goes the purposes of formation of a simple zone of free trade in the goods. 

As a whole, the agreement about NAFTA represents the complex contract which the purpose puts not only smooth reduction of trading and investment barriers practically in all branches of economy of countries - participants within 15 years, but includes also questions of investment, liberalization services, the rights to the intellectual property, ecological aspects, labour cooperation and the interstate mechanism of the resolution of disputes. 

In many respects results are connected to the purposes, which countries-members put before themselves at the introduction inNAFTA. So, for example, for the USA those were: 


 The further trading liberalization undertaken in frameworksGATT;

· Amplification and stabilization of the southern neighbour with a view of creation there a free mode of investment, reception of access to cheap labour and oil resources, the decision of political problems of illegal immigration from Mexico in the USA, spread of drug addiction and as a whole on political instability;

· Creation of democracy in led by the United States, an increment not only economic, but also geopolitic power of the United States.

Declination of partners in Europe and Asia to compromises on negotiations Uruguay round by speeding up of agreement of NAFTA etc. 

As to Canada, for it as one of overall objectives at the introduction in NAFTA (except for the above-stated economic problems) struggle against growing protectionism the USA, a deepening of historically developed economic relations with southern the neighbour, improvement of conditions, realization of access on the Mexican market, and in a consequence on the markets of the countries of Latin America acted. 

In turn, Mexico also has been interested in signing the considered agreement as it guaranteed access on the American market absorbing about 80 % of all Mexican export, have withdrawn inflow of investments to the country, including due to others. The American countries, an opportunity of modernization of economy. Moreover, the agreement was considered as logical continuation of the neoliberal reforms undertaken by the government of Mexico in the beginning of 80th years and refusal of strategy of development.
2.2 ASSOCIATION OF THE SOUTHERN CONE COUNTRIES

While the North American integration project met the considerable internal difficulties, more and more appreciable role in the international relations other integration association - started to play the Common market of the countries of the southern cone (MERCOSUR, united two southern American giants - Brazil and Argentina, and also the next Paraguay and Uruguay. The contract about creation of association has been signed in March, 1991 to Asuncion (Paraguay).

Mercosur (Mercado Comu'n del Cono Sur - MERCOSUR) - the subregional trade and economic union into which enter Argentina, Brazil, Paraguay and Uruguay. The associated members - Bolivia and Chile.
 

The name is translated from Spanish as « the Market of the Southern cone » - the standard name of a part of territory of South America located to the south 18 ° of southern breadth - « the Southern cone ». On an emblem of the organization the constellation of the Southern cross is represented. 

Strategic purpose Мercosur - creation of the association, capable to guarantee economic growth of its participants on the basis of intensive mutual trade and an effective utilization of investments, and also increase of the international competitiveness of economy of subregion. 

If in the beginning of decade concerning future this association among experts the skeptical moods connected both with failures of previous attempts, and that during this period the question was integration of "patients", inflationary economy already to the middle of 90th years the situation looked completely differently prevailed basically. Мercosur has turned to most dynamically developing integration block of the Western hemisphere covering almost 60 % of territory of Latin America, 46 % of its population and about 50 % of gross national product.

It proves to be true not only impressing growth of intrazone trade: in 1990-1995 commodity circulation has increased twice, including the volume of mutual deliveries between Brazil and Argentina has increased with 2 up to 10 billion dollars. Мercosur  in second half 90th years the pole of an attraction for other states of region has turned to the greater, than NAFTA. In 1996 the associated member of association became Chile - one of the most advanced states of region. Connection of this state from the geostrategic point of view as though opens to association a gate in Pacific region.

In the same 1996 to Мercosur Bolivia has joined. Began negotiating process on a question of association between Мercosur and Андским community of the nations into which enter Venezuela, Columbia, Ecuador, Peru and Bolivia.

To second half 90th years Мercosur the integration block, on volume of gross national product (about 1 bln. dollars) made even with the countries ASEAN has turned to the fourth on economic potential. Thus sharp activization connections was available. On December, 15, 1995 in Madrid the cooperation agreement between МЕРКОСУР and the European union has been signed. It reflected appreciablly increased interest of the West-European countries to the opening perspective Latin American markets, and also aspiration within the framework of strategic partnership with giants to expand the foreign policy opportunities. Such partnership not only as a whole promoted escalating of trunk-call potential of the countries - members Мercosur, but also essentially strengthened their positions in dialogue with the United States which developed in the middle of decade rather uneasy.

As a matter of fact, in the middle of decade two approaches to creation of zones of free trade have collided. The United States and Canada insisted on separate discussion of a question on connection to NAFTA each of new members while the countries MERKOSUR supported character of negotiations and the subsequent association.

Moreover, growth of influence Мercosur to which the "integration" initiative has passed to second half 90th years, caused growing vigilance of the United States. In particular, in a policy the USA again began to be looked through features of the traditional approach: aspiration to separate the countries of region and to deal with them in private. It has given the basis to the president of Paraguay in one of the statements to accuse the United States of direct intervention in process of integration of the countries of a southern cone. As it is represented, in the same context it is necessary to consider and the application of the state secretary the USA M.Olbrajt that Argentina is the strategic ally of Washington outside the NATO.

The second summit of presidents Америк which on idea should define finally the circuit and the schedule of creation of zones of free trade, and has taken place in April, 1998 in Santiago де Chile the main thing - to remove the arisen contradictions between two groupings and their leaders - the United States and Brazil. It managed to be made only partly. In final documents of a meeting at the highest levels basically have found reflection the common installations reduced to acknowledgement of determination to create by 2005 uniform integration space in the Western hemisphere. It did not exclude also other script - the original unit of a hemisphere on two megablocks. In result NAFTA gradually would swallow up after Mexico Central America and Caribbean basin, and the southern - American countries would be consolidated around Мercosur.

For the middle of 90th years typically promotion on the foreground of one more "only Latin American" association into which enter not only the countries - members Мercosur, but also practically all leading countries of the Latino-Caribbean America. 

At the moment of signing the contract the schedule of reduction working before signing the agreement of rates of duties before their full liquidation by December, 31, 1994 has been established. The Uniform custom duties should be entered into the same day. However the customs union which has actually arisen from January, 1, 1995 is not full as now the Uniform custom duties covers about 85 % of tariff positions, and on the rests of 15 % for each country are determined lists of exceptions and a transition period during which they should come to naught the customs on these goods in a revolution inside a grouping and establish uniform external rates. The staying duties in an internal revolution of a grouping should be liquidated in basically by the end of 1999, and on the most sensitive positions - in 2006. The most closed branches remain while motor industry and a sugar industry in which Brazil has considerably more competitive production. 

In June, 1996 agreements on connection to a grouping of Chile and about association of Bolivia which, however, do not provide application by these countries of the Uniform custom duties have been signed. 

Formation of Мercosur promoted dynamical growth of trade between countries - participants (in 1992-1997 its volume has increased on the average by 27 % one year). By the end of 90th it there was the most advanced integration initiative in Latin America. As against European Union MERKOSUR does not provide any help to separate regions or branches and recognizes only market regulators of economic development. 

- Basic bodies MERKOSUR are: 

- Council of the Common market; 

- Group of the Common market; 

- The joint parliamentary commission; 

- The commission on questions of trade; 

- Advisory - public forum; 

- Secretary. 

The council of the Common market consisting of Ministers for Foreign Affairs and economy, defines a policy of a grouping and makes corresponding decisions. According to the contract of the decision are accepted by a consensus, but actually Brazil and Argentina or even Brazil frequently make of the decision without the coordination with weaker partners. 

The group of the Common market is an agency (analogue of the European commission in EU). 

In December, 1995 in Madrid the frame agreement of EU - Мercosur, providing preparation for gradual liberalization of mutual trade down to formation of a zone has been signed. Free trade in 2005. 

Мercosur also supports idea of formation of a zone of free trade of Southern and Northern America.

 
If in the beginning of decade concerning future this association among experts the skeptical moods connected both with failures of previous attempts, and that during this period the question was integration of "patients", inflationary economy already to the middle of 90th years the situation looked completely differently prevailed basically. Мercosur has turned to most dynamically developing integration block of the Western hemisphere covering almost 60 % of territory of Latin America, 46 % of its population and about 50 % of gross national product.
It proves to be true not only impressing growth of intrazone trade: in 1990-1995 commodity circulation has increased twice, including the volume of mutual deliveries between Brazil and Argentina has increased with 2 up to 10 billion dollars. Мercosur in second half 90th years the pole of an attraction for other states of region has turned to the greater, than NAFTA. In 1996 the associated member of association became Chile - one of the most advanced states of region. Connection of this state from the geostrategic point of view as though opens to association a gate in Pacific region.

In the same 1996 to Мercosur Bolivia has joined. Began negotiating process on a question of association between Мercosur and Аndean community of the nations into which enter Venezuela, Columbia, Ecuador, Peru and Bolivia.

To second half 90th years Мercosur the integration block, on volume of gross national product (about 1 bln. dollars) made even with the countries ASEAN has turned to the fourth on economic potential. Thus sharp activization of communications was available. On December, 15, 1995 in Madrid the cooperation agreement between Мercosur and the European union has been signed. It reflected appreciablly increased interest of the West-European countries to the opening perspective Latin American markets, and also aspiration within the framework of strategic partnership with giants to expand the foreign policy opportunities. Such partnership not only as a whole promoted escalating of trunk-call potential of the countries - members Мercosur, but also essentially strengthened their positions in dialogue with the United States which developed in the middle of decade rather uneasy.

As a matter of fact, in the middle of decade two approaches to creation of zones of free trade have collided. The United States and Canada insisted on separate discussion of a question on connection to NAFTA each of new members while the countries MERKOSUR supported character of negotiations and the subsequent association.

Moreover, growth of influence Мercosur to which the "integration" initiative has passed to second half 90th years, caused growing vigilance of the United States. In particular, in a policy the USA again began to be looked through features of the traditional approach: aspiration to separate the countries of region and to deal with them in private. It has given the basis to the president of Paraguay in one of the statements to accuse the United States of direct intervention in process of integration of the countries of a southern cone. As it is represented, in the same context it is necessary to consider and the statement of the state secretary the USA M.Olbrajt that Argentina is the strategic ally of Washington outside the NATO.

The second summit of presidents Америк which on idea should determine finally the circuit and the schedule of creation zones of free trade, and has taken place in April, 1998 in Santiago де Chile the main thing - to remove the arisen contradictions between two groupings and their leaders - the United States and Brazil. It managed to be made only partly. In final documents of a meeting at the highest levels basically have found reflection the common installations reduced to acknowledgement of determination to create by 2005 uniform integration space in the Western hemisphere. It did not exclude also other script - the original unit of a hemisphere on two megablocks. In result NAFTA gradually would swallow up after Mexico Central America and Caribbean basin, and the southern - American countries would be consolidated around Мercosur.

For the middle of 90th years typically promotion on the foreground of one more "only Latin American" association into which enter not only the countries - members Мercosur, but also practically all leading countries of the Latino-Caribbean America. 

2.3 CARICOM AND ASSOCIATION OF THE CARIBBEAN STATES

As the third center of a concentration of integration processes in Latin America it is necessary to allocate region of pool of Caribbean sea and Central America. At once four integration groupings here function. The most structured and diplomaticly organized is CARICOM, founded in 1973 

Overall objectives of the organization are achievement of economic integration through creation of the common market; coordination of foreign policy of states - members; cooperation in the field of formation, public health services, cultures, tourism, etc. 

Supreme body Caricom is Conference of chapters of the governments, conducted usually once a year. It approves main principles and directions of activity of community, settles conflicts between its members, concludes the international contracts on behalf of community. Decisions are accepted unanimously. States - members have the right of the veto. 

The bureau of Conference supervises over the organization between sessions and supervises the forces of fast reaction created in 1992. 

Council of Ministers CARICOM is the body of community responsible for development of political, economic and financial cooperation second on the importance. In its structure 4 ministerial councils (on trade and economic development, foreign affairs, humanitarian and social development, the finance and planning) and 13 constant branch committees operate. 

The secretary of the Caribbean community headed by the Secretary general, has 5 departments (trade and an agriculture, economy and the industry, functional cooperation, legal questions, the general questions and administration). Alongside with organizational work on holding conferences and meetings the secretary carries out the control over realization of the accepted decisions, carries out research on problems of integration, carries out orders of bodies of community. A place of stay of Secretary - Georgetown (Guyana).

In frameworks Caicom the associated institutes operate: the Caribbean bank of development, the Caribbean investment fund, the Caribbean meteorological organization, Council of legal formation, Wuniversity, West-Indian  navigable company, Assembly of members of parliament of the Caribbean community and the Caribbean court

The Caribbean community and the Caribbean common market (CARICOM, Caribbean Community And Common Market), is created according to contract, the prisoner in 1973 (has taken effect in 1974), and has replaced existing since 1968. The Caribbean association of free trade.
 

The structure of Community includes Antigua and Barbuda, Barbados, Belize, Guyana, Grenada, Dominica, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Saint Lucia, Trinidad and Tobago, Jamaica, and also taking place in colonial dependence on the Great Britain Montserrat and federation Sent-Kristofer-Nevis-Angilja. Bahamas are a member of Community, but not the General{Common} market. 

The associated members are the British Virgin islands, islands to the Grater. Site - Georgetown (Guyana). 

The basic part of contract treats the Caribbean community as the large-scale concept of integration. The appendix as a component contracts (article 32) adjusts norms of the Caribbean common market. 

Caricom since 1973 repeatedly accepted the program documents concerning its purposes and problems: 

· 1984 Nassau agreement (structural rapproachement and aspiration to close integration); 

· 1985 Barbados contract (development of local regional business in states - members); 

· 1989 - Port–of-Spain agreement on preservation of an environment of Caribbean basin and Grandee - Андская the declaration (the working program of the further development of integration); 

· 1991 - Port–of-Spain agreement contract (maintenance of development of the Caribbean region till 2000 and further), etc. 

Basic purposes Caricom are: 

1. Assistance to economic cooperation by means of the Caribbean common market; 

2. Coordination of foreign policy of states - members; 

3. Creation of joint institutes and cooperation in such areas, as public health services, formation, culture, communications and the industry. 

Contract provides political ' and economic cooperation of the countries Caricom, the coordination of their positions on the major international political and economic questions. In the field of economy it is planned to provide economic rapproachement of the countries Caricom by liquidation of the customs and quantitative restrictions, establishments of the common mode, carrying out of a uniform commercial policy and the common policy in the field of an agriculture, coordination of a monetary and financial policy, liquidation of restrictions on free movement of persons, the capital, cooperation in the field of tourism, transport and connection. 

Caricom has the following structure: 

· Conference of heads of the governments, bureau of Conference, committee of chairmen of the central banks; 

· Council of the Caribbean community, committees; 

· Secretary of the Caribbean community; 

· Parliamentary assembly of the Caribbean community. 

Conference of heads of the governments, usually going once a year, is supreme body Caricom. It is responsible for development of the basic political and strategic principles, settlement of conflicts, activity of the Supreme court, the conclusion of the international contracts and the international cooperation and can instruct Council of the Common market. On financial questions it delegated the powers to Council. Decisions of Conference are accepted usually unanimously; states - members have the right of the veto. The bureau of Conference keeps up performance of its decisions, puts forward the offers, supervises over the organization between sessions of Conference and supervises the forces of fast reaction formed in 1992. 

The council of the Caribbean community consisting of ministers on affairs Caricom, supervises over Community as its second body on value. It is responsible for uninterrupted functioning Community in view of decisions of Conference and a bureau of Conference, and also other bodies CARICOM. It bases on a lot of committees (legal committee, constant budgetary committee, committee on trade and economic development, committee on foreign affairs and questions of Community, committee on social questions). Decisions of council usually are accepted by a consensus. 

The secretary of the Caribbean community headed by the secretary general, is divided into five departments (trade and an agriculture, economy and the industry, functional cooperation, legal questions, the common questions and administration). Alongside with organizational work on holding conferences and other meetings of bodies and institutes of Community the secretary is engaged in realization of the accepted decisions, initiates, organizes and carries out researches on questions of economic and functional cooperation, assists states - members and carries out all problems put before it by Conference and other bodies. 

For financial maintenance of activity Caricom in 1969 the Caribbean bank of development has been created. 

In 1973 it has been created, and in 1975 the Caribbean investment corporation with the authorized capital in 15 million дол has started activity. It is founded by on an equal footing more advanced countries CARICOM (Barbados, Guyana, Trinidad and Tobago, Jamaica) for financing projects in less advanced. 

In structure CARICOM institutes (for example, conference of Ministers of Health, standing committees on various areas of regional development), independently working in the sphere, and the associated institutes to which according to contract concern the Caribbean bank of development, the Caribbean meteorological organization, Council of legal formation, University of Guyana, university and the navigable company differ. 

The greatest efforts in frameworks CARICOM have been made for development of mutual trade. Contract provided a cancellation of customs taxation almost all goods, except for the limited group included in the list of exceptions. For less advanced countries 10-years term for liberalization of trade has been established. Per 1977 with the size of the mutual credit the system of multilateral payments has been entered into 40 million dollars. The accepted measures promoted growth of zone trade, however half of volume of regional trade fell to Trinidad and Tobago. Process of liberalization does not carry irreversible character: at the end of 70th restrictions on import of the goods from other countries CARICOM, entered operated with Guyana and Jamaica in connection with deterioration of trading balance. 

Creation of CARICOM stimulated development of regional cooperation in an agriculture. Since 1976 the program of development of the food base, putting by the purpose to achieve self-maintenance dairy, meat and fish products began to be carried out. Began cooperation in the field of transport. 

In 1977 and the European Economic Community is made by secretary CARICOM the cooperation agreement including the programs of the technical and financial help. 

Integration policy Caricom is aimed also at deep economic integration and functional cooperation in sphere of transport, communications and formations, and also on foreign policy cooperation which is carried out as a result of amplification of the international contacts (creation of the mixed committees), is especial with the Latin American states, and adjustments of communications{connections} with the international organizations and groupings, including with NAFTA. 

In 1982 conference of heads of the governments has suggested the states of the Caribbean region, to the states of Central America and Surinam to create Association of the Caribbean states for expansion of functional cooperation in the Caribbean region. 

In 1993 the decision on formation of committee for development of the plan on application of norms of contract was accepted according to political and economic conditions of region. 

In 1994 conference of heads of the governments has charged secretary to prepare the report on attitudes{relations} between NAFTA and CARICOM, is especial about prospects of membership in NAFTA and CARICOM probable political and economic consequences of such membership for region.. 

The committee of chairmen of the central banks develops plans of creation of the regional currency union and the coordination of the regional financial legislation. 

The states - members discuss an opportunity of acceptance « Charters of a civil society ». 

In foreign policy of the Cuban manual development of relations with the countries of Caribbean basin which are included in Caricom (them now 15), is paid with priority attention. In conditions of the neighbourhood with the USA the degree of safety of the Cuban state is defined to a certain extent and a condition of relations with these small, but the numerous island states. 

In the field of foreign policy it is necessary to relate that to successes of the Cuban management. That from the very beginning of occurrence in 60-70гг. the independent Caribbean states of the relation with them got friendly character. 

This in many respects was promoted by that in the Caribbean countries (Guyana, Jamaica, Trinidad and Tobago, Barbados, Grenada, etc.) on a wave of struggle for independence to authority came the governments dividing, as well as Cubans, socialist ideas. In the field of foreign policy they took positions of aversion favorable for Cuba established then against island. 

Distinctive feature of approaches of the Caribbean countries to development of relations with Cuba is collective decision-making as it has taken place in 1972г. when Trinidad and Tobago, Jamaica, Barbados and Guyana, having signed the agreement on creation CARICOM, have simultaneously declared an establishment diplomaticwith Cuba. Thus heads of the Caribbean countries do not hide, that collectively it is easier to them to resist to pressure from the party the USA as maintenance of relations with Cuba in the given subregion became equivalent to display of independence and the sovereignty as in practice represents a call to consecutive attempts of Washington to isolate island. 

For the expired years concerning some Caribbean countries with Cuba there were complications (for example, after american intrusion to Grenada in 1982г.), however from both parties was shown enough wisdom again to normalize cooperation.
 

Cuba keeps in touch practically with all countries – members Caricom, with 6 from them has the embassies, in the near future assumes to open them in 4 more states. Within the framework of rendering those. Assistance in the Caribbean countries worked as 3 thousand Cuban experts - engineers and техников, doctors and nurses, trainers. Means. The help is rendered by Cuba to these states in preparation. The staff - up to 1999г. to 1 thousand young experts from them have learnt the supreme and secondary education on island. And in 2000 on Cuba 1400 young men and girls from the Caribbean countries were trained. 

Established in 1992г. with creation of the mixed commission of the Cube – Caricom cooperation for the expired years has brought positive results in such areas, as trade, an agriculture, culture, sports. In Havana it was open by the Bureau on assistance to trade of the Caribbean agency of development of export, and in Cuba have been created the Department of the Caribbean countries. In 1999г. the total amount of the Cuba-Caribbean trade has exceeded 100mln.dollars. 

Cuba is going to open with the Caribbean countries of 10 navigable lines.
 

2 summit of ACS have taken place in Santo-Domingo in 1999. Meeting at the summit of Association of Caribbean states (ACS) - the third, to boundaries. Integration structure where Cuba enters, cooperation, solidarity and a brotherhood in the Big Caribbean Islands », and the offer to the head of the Cuban delegation of F.Kastro, followed from dominican president L.Fernandesa is regarded here as « undoubtedly useful step » on a way of filling by the real maintenance of concepts «, to act on it on problems of regional unity - as new confirmation of growing authority of Cuba. 

Feature of summit began to break determination of some active members of ACS a situation of " good intentions » and to proceed to creation of the uniform common market in Caribbean Islands (with scope up to 200 million consumers, volume of gross national product in 500 mln.dollars. And a trade turnover in 140mln.dollars. In one year, achieving, first of all, reductions in tariff rates, grantings й in access of the goods, unification of rules of law. In the given plan the Cuban delegation emphasized consolidation of the common полит. Will for performance of the decision accepted for I summit in Port of Spain, about the prompt transformation of subregion into a zone of steady development. Thus Cubans marked, that its optimum components there are bilateral, tripartite and multilateral agreements on three basic directions in activity of ACS: to tourism. 

Priority in the given key Havana still counts the industry of the tourism, capable to become the main source of currency receipts and sharply to lift employment. By virtue of it at active participation of Cuba the Declaration on creation of a zone of steady tourism in Caribbean Islands has been produced and accepted by heads of the states . Thus conditions for the prompt realization of idea advanced by it about so-called «are provided Multipolar or multirouting» the tourism connected with переброской round. Groups of one country in another. For this purpose in frameworks of ACS, with connection of the Havana experts, 12 strategic lines on development of tourism in subregion are fulfilled. Close plan develops at Cuba with the Caribbean island states, first of all with Jamaica which prime minister (P.Patterson) during visit to Havana in 1997г. has declared that « both countries will not regret efforts on transformation of Caribbean Islands into the main center of attraction of tourists of all world » and that « Jamaica never begins to compete to Cuba, and will develop in common trade and services in Caribbean Islands, first of all, in sphere of tourism». 

Efforts undertaken by Cubans under the decision in frameworks of ACS of a transport problem - pay to themselves attention of one of the sharpest in subregion. In many respects due to their insisting in « the Declaration of Santo-Domingo » it is specified, that « transport should become the basic tool for development of tourism and trade in Caribbean Islands », and value before the accepted program « linkages of the Caribbean countries through air and sea ways » is underlined. And Cubans, having opened lately 11 new airlines in Caribbean basin and by that having increased in 1,5 times the transport potential, count the main thing here not so much adjustment of new communications, how many coordination existing and their coordinated functioning. With participation of Havana inventory of available transportations is conducted and for granting especially significant the corresponding register of the enterprises is made of them privileges. 

Simultaneously, with the purpose of maintenance of intrazone trade and "multipolar" tourism. Cuba has suggested to use opportunities of the the tender. Fleet and ports for formation of the joint venture with the Caribbean capital and creations of warehouse, in particular, in Santiago de Cuba. The island has 4 companies which are carrying out the sea message in Caribbean basin with 12 items. According to "Plan of action" accepted at summit, on Cuba develop offers to preparing meeting to coordinate their activity and to make it profitable. 

The Cuban diplomats consider, that were outlined shifts in transport sphere ACS will promote expansion of intrazone trade. To cooperation which, besides, restrains because of the same structure of economy and export of the countries included in it. For Cuba in this plan exists. The problem – means deficiency in trade with the Caribbean partners, basically because of purchases of oil. It offer of the president of Venezuela U.Chavesa, made in Santo-Domingo, about necessity of connection of Cuba to the contract of San Jose about deliveries of oil for reduced prices could promote. 

As the extremely urgent and constructive regard in Havana signed the Cooperation agreement in the field of spontaneous, disasters that became especial obvious after unprecedented hurricane on destructive force. Thus value of the recommendation of summit is emphasized to consider petition on acts of nature about a raising of its status up to level а to make its work of more operative and on a constant basis. Cuba has actively supported efforts Caricom on giving to Caribbean sea of the status « special an ecological zone of all mankind » and has stated, together with other participants of summit, concern concerning its pollution and long use for transportation of nuclear and toxic waste products acceptance of necessary protective measures. 

In mass-media of Cuba the important place have allocated to contacts of F.Kastro taken place within the framework of a meeting, it is especial with presidents of Dominican republic, Mexico, Venezuela, Columbia. In Havana « the Declaration of Santo-Domingo » where necessity of joint actions at forthcoming summit of the is emphasized, including on protection of the most vulnerable economy of the small states with domination of manufacture of bananas and development of tourism paid attention to that part. 

On Cuba with optimism look at future of ACS, considering, that this association not only will not disappear in process of expansion as some experts in believe, but also has potential to turn to the fourth on force. The block of the world. For the benefit of the similar statement Cubans result the following arguments: process has obviously stopped, and the Caribbean countries have specific interests which cannot be provided in its frameworks; between the most active participants (first of all, Guatemala, Venezuela, Columbia, Trinidad and Tobago, Dominican republic, Haiti and a number of the island states) amplifies coordination and полит. Mutual understanding; "plan of action" approved by summit contains the precise concept of cooperation and simultaneously in details painted its separate spheres; in subregion appeal of the Cuban market grows for the lack of a competition on it on the part of the american goods; work has considerably improved will execute. 

Bodies ACS: 

1. The commission of the Cube - CARICOM. Taken place in Santiago de Cuba V1 session of the Mixed commission of the Cube - КАРИКОМ has reflected aspiration of the Cuban management to more subject inclusion of the east areas of the country in processes of regional integration. 

2. During working meetings projects of creation of a uniform tourist zone, questions of mutual reduction have been discussed. Barriers, cooperation in overcoming acts of nature. The Cuban company « Panama. Corporation » and Caricom have signed the agreement in the field of preparation of experts on telecommunications, and also about creation of " virtual shop » the goods made on Cuba and in the countries of. 

During session for its participants the exposition of products and services which could interest foreign partners has been developed. Cuban company has been involved in it. Provinces - Santiago de Cuba, the Guantanamos which have placed the exhibits in one halls of the hotel largest in city. The project of joint Cube-Canadian manufacture and selling of beer, aimed any more only on the market of Cuba, but also the markets of countries - members operate. 

The deepening of business relations should be coordinated to serious work on reorganization developed on Cuba and in other Caribbean countries of systems of transport and communication. So, according to the representative of the Chamber of commerce of Cuba in Santiago de Cuba, Guantanamo the question is the out-of-date circuit of the transport streams which are taking place mainly through Havana and then a fan missing on country. At the same time change of this circuit, reorientation of export-import transactions with the countries CARICOM on other ports, in particular Santiago de Cuba and Manzanillo, not only appreciablly would speed up their delivery to consumers, but also has led to to appreciable reduction in price due to reduction in transport costs. 
Thus it is marked, that the basic operational base should become transport capacities Santiago de Cuba, in particular, located nearby from each other, capable to accept simultaneously 9 courts displacement the modern airport and station. The connecting Santiago de Cuba with Havana a quite good highway (960 kms) with a high-speed site in length in 400 kms facilitates a problem also. 
Other problem on a way of approachements of Cuba with CARICIM absence at them adequate vehicles in the necessary quantities, for example, courts as displacement 400-500 т refers to., capable to transport 15-20 containers, and also small, passengers, planes. The Cuban authorities see its decision on the basis of leasing, creations of the joint venture, purchase abroad or any other way. 
More and more actual, consider here, there is put forward couple of years back idea of transformation Santiago de Cuba in central item for the goods, acting to the Caribbean countries from the states, first of all European. Cubans are ready to connect to its realization of foreign partners, to cooperate with them on two and a multilateral basis. 
3 PRESENT FOREIGN POLICY POSITION OF THE LATIN  AMERICAN STATES
3.1 RELATIONS BETWEEN THE LATIN AMERICAN COUNTRIES AND THE UNITED STATES
More recently - summit of two Americas have almost simultaneously taken place in Santiago and a meeting at the highest levels country leaders - members of the CIS where questions were discussed, in something surprisingly similar. 

In my opinion, today it is possible to speak, as in that, and in the other region of the country - participant of these associations solve questions of integration, and, similar, that we are approximately at its same stage. Only the Western hemisphere goes on ascending, and we stay on an opposite vector of development when from a high degree унитаризма, existing once in Soviet Union, we pass to position at which normal economic, political and social connections were interrupted. 

One more parallel - relations between large power and the states essentially conceding to it in the sizes of territory, the population, to economic, political and military potential. The relations not always developing unequivocally in which different tendencies - both to domination, and to interdependence, and to a mutual attraction are frequently observed, and to mutual pushing away. 

In the approach of the USA to Latin America also are looked through different stages. Indoubtedly, that war for clearing the USA rendered rather essential influence on Latin America. But if to speak about the following stage which began from acceptance on arms of the doctrine of Monroe it not only attempt to prevent restoration of colonial empires in the Western hemisphere, but also declaration of the right the USA for a special role, on domination in region, on the relations to the states of Latin America. And this approach subsequently has led to to " diplomacy of gunboats " which acted some kind of the form of integration of the Western hemisphere when Washington tried to dictate the will to all other countries of region. 

There were also another periods, such as a policy of good neighbourhood of administration of Franklin of Roosevelt, there were attempts to overcome rigid frameworks of a policy of the USA during cold war, say, " the Union for the sake of progress " administrations of Kennedi, but all the same the approach on the part of Washington during a two-centuries history remained dominating. 

Now new tendencies were outlined in relations between the USA and Latin America which have very much great value not only for the USA and other countries of the Western hemisphere, but also for world development as a whole. As president Clinton has declared at summit in Santiago, relations between Northern and South America can be a sample for all world in XXI century. The analysis of this model of connections represents not only academic, but also practical interest. 

I shall start with an estimation of interests of the USA in region. Usually Latin American policy of Washington was considered in the White house in view of strategic interests of the USA. For example, in research of National university of defense in Washington two-year-old prescription of them it is formulated six: 

· Providing of access to means of communication and transit on them, including Panama canal; 

· Prevention of domination of hostile power in the Western hemisphere; 

· Maintenance of the limited military presence of the USA in region; 

· Providing of access to a source of raw materials of the Western hemisphere, switching, for example, bauxites and oil; 

· Protection of investments of the USA in region; maintenance of support on the part of the Latin American states of a policy of Washington in world affairs.
 

Essence of these interests - consequence of cold war. It is thought, that it is already possible to speak that the maintenance of the American interests starts to vary significally. 

Today in Washington recognize, that in the Western hemisphere is not present and in the foreseeable future there will be no military threat for the USA. On the foreground economic interests, and as to threats today those are illegal circulation of drugs, illegal immigration, etc. are put forward. It is necessary to note some more new moments in the approach the USA to Latin America. One of them is connected to change of a demographic situation in the USA. 

The United States are the fifth country in the world on number of the population. Continuation of this demographic tendency will lead to to that by 2050 will make almost a quarter of the population of the country. Actual two languages already is present in a number of southern states. It means, that the factor cultural starts to result not only in mutual pushing away, but also to a mutual attraction. However the main thing determining today interests of the USA in the Western hemisphere, is economy. Also it is connected by that fast rates the degree of growing of the United States in the global market grows. 

Today the North American economy is not closed, focused. One of five workplaces in the USA is nowadays connected to export of goods and services. At Clinton administration it has been at his expense provided about third of gain of a total internal product. In general last six years the USA experience unprecedented stable economic growth.
 

Economically the Western hemisphere represents today the most dynamical market for the North American goods and services. First of all it is connected with NAFTA. From the moment of creation of a zone of free trade between the USA, Canada and Mexico trade between them has grown on 65 % and has achieved almost half-billion dollars. The last year export the USA in the countries of Latin America and Caribbean basin grew three times faster, than standard item in other areas of the world, and has made the impressive sum - 286 billion dollars. On a share of the Western hemisphere 63 % of a gain of the American export in total were necessary. 

If to analyse all import of the states of the Western hemisphere the advanced countries Canada and Mexico receive from the USA of these deliveries of 85 %. Central America – 75, the states - 55, the countries Merkosur - 40 %. 

I think, that this factor explains, why today the USA have taken idea of economic integration of the Western hemisphere on arms, and creation of the interAmerican zone of free trade began one of priorities of foreign policy of administration of Clinton. Thus, as always it happens in such cases, behind political slogans quite real economic interests disappear. 

According to estimations of the Ministry of Trade the USA, the custom duties on the Latin American goods make all about 2 %, and it is more than half from them acts on the North American market duty-free. At the same time the minimal tariffs for the North American goods in the countries of Latin America are at the rate of about 5 %, and in separate of them - 10-20 %. 

And a zone of free trade, and a cancellation of the custom duties - not simply gesture of good will the USA in relation to Latin America. It is economic interest, needs of development of the largest country which will depend more and more on results of integration in the Western hemisphere. 

And from this point of view it is time to bring an attention to the question on new Latin America. Today it is not only for Russians, but also for all world - something is not simple remote, exotic and romantic, and one of the main centers of world development. On a share of Latin America 15 % of territory and approximately 10 % of the population of globe are necessary. It is 475 million person and an internal product in 1,3 billion dollars under the exchange rate. At par the estimation of gross national product of Latin America is twice higher than purchasing capacity. It means, that Latin America - the fourth after NAFTA, the European union and Asian - Pacific economic community region of the world on economic value. Region, which surpasses the CIS approximately in 1,5 times on the population and a total internal product and if to take parity of purchasing capacity more than twice. Last years Latin America began to show high rates of development. The last year gross national product of the Latin American countries has grown more than on 5 %. These are the highest rates in the world, short of East Asia. But, as is known, world financial crisis of the last year has hurt struck across East Asia. Latin America has suffered to a lesser degree though and there were similar things, for example, the Mexican crisis, and now a number of the states are experienced not with smaller difficulties, than Russia in conditions of a proceeding economic crisis. 

Very important factor of development of Latin America became its attractiveness for foreign capital investments. The share of investments into gross national product of the countries of region has grown with 16 up to 21 %. In it a pledge of preservation of high rates of economic growth. Foreign private investments in Latin America the last year have made 80 billion dollars (for comparison: in Russia - about 7 billion dollars). Today direct private investments the USA to Latin America have reached 150 billion dollars, that approximately in 20 times more, than the American direct private investments into Russia. 

Latin America starts to play the increasing role in world trade. The share of this region in world export has increased with 3,5 up to 5 with superfluous percent, and half of all export goes in the USA. If to speak about other positive economic achievements of Latin America it is necessary to note a victory over a hyperinflation. If at the end of 80th years average rates of inflation made in the Latin American countries approximately 200 % one year, the last year - less than 10 %. 

Thus, a lot of the economic problems worth today in front of Russia and the CIS, are actual and for Latin America, it however solves them, perhaps, more successfully, than we. It, certainly, does not mean, that Latin America has turned in some kind of an ideal. High rates of development have not led to to the decision of social and economic problems. 150 million person live today in conditions of poverty, and on these parameters Latin America outstrips Russia and the CIS. Probably, it is a unique case when such backlog can be put to us in plus. 

It is indicative, that questions of social and economic development appeared one of the main items on the agenda at recent summit in Santiago. In the application of its participants it is spoken: " The level of poverty in the Western hemisphere is too high, having dug incomes is too great, the civil society is too fragile, too many people have no formationand necessary vocational training to succeed in new economy ". As it is similar to those problems with which we today collide and other countries CIS! But president Clinton has told it, here again there is any strange sensation, that priorities of social development after the tending of cold war today are advanced by the USA together with Latin America, instead of we, despite of all our communistic and postcommunistic heritage much more actively. One more important point of development of Latin America last years are not only expansion and a deepening of democratic processes, universal disappearance of authoritative and dictatorial modes, but also decrease in a degree of militarization of economy. We shall tell, the share of military charges in gross national product of Latin America was reduced almost twice - with 3,3 up to 1,6 %. It less than universal parameters. 

However, if to take only quantity indicators military charges of the countries of Latin America have grown with 16 up to 26 billion dollars, i.e. its densities in world military charges has increased. It is serious enough problem which the region will collide. In process of growth of economic potential of the Latin American states their military charges can increase even more. Today in conditions of falling of military charges in Russia, Europe and the USA Latin America becomes one of the most attractive markets for the international dealers the weapon. Here again Washington has shown important enough initiative, removing those restrictions which existed during many years on deliveries of the newest arms in this region. 

V.M.Davidov in the performance already mentioned integration processes which pass in the Western hemisphere and in Latin America. Nevertheless represents rather serious interest an estimation of results of summit to Santiago. Whether it has given a push to development of common regional integration processes for all Western hemisphere or we appeared witnesses of what the priority become processes of subregional integration, including promotion on the foreground of such economic coalitions, how Мercosur with prospect of its association with Аndean group and rapproachements with a number of the states of Latin America? 

If to analyse the documents signed in Santiago it becomes clear, that questions of economic integration have occupied only one of the important places of the agenda. Not smaller if not the greater value played such blocks of problems as democracy and human rights, " reforms of the second generation ". 

The main result of taken place summit is a change both under the form, and under the maintenance of dialogue between the United States and Latin America. The newspaper " a post " has emphasized Washington: " the Countries of Latin America are not built any more in turn separately to carry on with the USA negotiations for the introduction in НАФТА. Instead of it serious multilateral negotiations have begun, and the USA are one of participants, and other countries - participants of dialogue will act or is independent, or the block ". 

It is connected not only to the certain positive changes in the American policy and refusal of Washington of traditional methods of dictatorship, but also to that positions of the White house before a meeting at the highest levels in Santiago appeared essentially undermined as a result of refusal of the senate the USA to give to president Clinton of power for conducting fast negotiations on trading questions that was one of the main conditions of the prompt promotion on a way of construction of the interAmerican zone of free trade. 

There are also other problems, continuing to complicate relations between the USA and Latin America. One of them is connected to traditional unilateral American actions on international scene. Washington cannot refuse a habit to supermajestic dictatorship at the decision even such problem, as struggle against a drug mafia. The principle of conducting Clinton by administration of so-called "certification" of the states of Latin America, certainly, is far from equality. There are also other questions connected to unilateral North American dictatorship in the field of economic relations, in particular, with the law of Burton.
 

There is also a Cuban problem. I want to result one more citation which shows, that, despite of the termination of cold war, in a policy of Washington, it is far from being all has changed for hundred interests. On April, 22 the representative the USA in ОАГ Victor Morero, explaining why the United States continue to oppose returnings of Cuba in the Organization of the American states and do not want to discuss in general this question, the main emphasis has made that Cuba is " the marks-lenin state with мarks-lenin philosophy ". 
Here there is a strange situation. We shall take Chinese People's Republic to which this definition concerns not to a lesser degree, than to Cuba. But the approach of Washington to China is completely other and when Chinese People's Republic sets free one dissident, the USA remove all restrictions and are ready even to deliver it the weapon. 

As to military cooperation in region here the USA have kept unconditional leadership. And this factor will affect development of integration in all spheres. In the InterAmerican council of defense - the oldest in the world of the organization of the collective defense surpassing on a lot of powers of the NATO, - Washington plays a paramount role. In case of effective integration within the framework of the Western hemisphere, and the precondition for it is, in XXI century we shall have the world's largest economic and second grouping on a population (nowadays 9,5 mln.dollars of cumulative GNP and 800 million person, accordingly) which becomes one of the leading centers of world economic and political system. Russia should prepare for this and in something to study, because it would be desirable, that for those positions which are occupied with our friends and colleagues in Latin America, Russia could occupy again sometime.

3.2  LATIN AMERICAN POLICY OF THE EUROPEAN UNION

Between 1990 and 1995 the EU negotiated "third generation " agreement with every Latin American country. Those agreements include a "democratic principles" clause, but also a "future developments The term “Latin America” was first used last century by the French who tried, using this term instead of “Hispanic America”, to legitimate their policy towards the American continent south of the United States. Since that time, this term has often been used, but it is rarely defined since its meaning appears to be obvious to everybody. Because of this, its geographical definition is often blurred: does it include the Caribbean islands where some countries are English speaking? Is it only South America or is Central America part of it? What about British Guyana which is part of South America? In this paper, Latin America will be considered to comprise all the countries of South and Central America. If the Caribbean islands are left aside, it is not for geographical or historical reasons... It is because most of those countries are treated differently by EC/EU Foreign Policy: they are part of the ACP countries which have a special treatment. 
Before the First World War, Europe as a whole was Latin America’s main trading partner and main provider of capital, investment, technology and immigrants. Because of the war, European economic relations with the rest of the world declined and were supplanted by the United States in Latin America as in most other regions. It is only since then that Latin America was considered as part of USA’s “backyard” or zone of influence, even if such a principle had been stated earlier by Monroe.
Until the 1970s, Europe’s role in Latin America was almost negligible: the European countries were concerned by their reconstruction after each war and after the Great Depression. Then, the countries of Western Europe started a process of regional integration that required most of their attention. When the members of the European Community got interested in countries of the Third World, they focused first on Africa because of French, and later British, influence. Moreover, Latin America was in what could be described as an “in between” position: not enough underdeveloped (compared to ACP countries) to get some aid from the EC, but not enough developed to be considered as an interesting economic trade partner... Therefore, since Latin America did not attract the EC’s attention by itself, and since within the EC there were no real supporters for their cause, EC Latin American policy was almost non-existent. 
It is only in the early 1970s that the first steps towards the creation of relations between the two regions were taken. The EC benefited from a kind of power vacuum left by the United States which, because of their Vietnam war, were unwilling for sometime to maintain as active a role in the world, which left room for the EC and Latin America to manoeuvre. At the political level, the "Brussels Dialogue" was established. It consisted of meetings between the EC members and the Group of Latin American (GRULA) ambassadors in Brussels. However, very little was achieved through this dialogue: an EC/LA Joint Committee was created to establish a periodical dialogue on matters of common interest and financial aid from the EC was increased... but this was an empty nutshell. At the economic level, relations were more developed: in 1971 some countries (like the members of the Andean Pact) were allowed to benefit from the Generalised System of Preferences. Some bilateral agreements were also concluded between the EC and some Latin American countries.
Those first relations were nullified in the early 1980s for two reasons. Firstly, there is an economic one, which was initiated by the debt crisis which swept through Latin America. As a consequence, those countries lost their economic attraction for European investors. The second reason was a political one, and was caused by the Falkland War between UK and Argentina. Whereas the EC united with the UK to impose economic sanctions on Argentina, most Latin American countries sympathised with the latter. This provoked the suspension of the Brussels dialogue. 
Nevertheless, in the mid-1980s, the EC got the opportunity to re-establish some relations with Latin America and to develop a new policy towards this region. This paper will first consider the reasons of this come-back as well as the succession of events which allowed such a return of the EC in Latin America. It will then be possible to analyse the main characteristics of this new EC Latin American policy which has been applied for more than a decade now. Finally, as a conclusion, some of the possible future trends of EU’s Latin American policy will be discussed. 
There are both economic and political reasons which can explain EC’s renewed interest in Latin America in the mid-1980s. Concerning the economic interests, there are numerous aspects that tilted the balance in favour of Latin America. First, this region represents a large market for consumer goods. It is estimated that, by the year 2000, there will be approximately 600 million people in Latin America. Even if out of those a majority lives in poverty and cannot buy consumer goods for the time being, there are still around 5% of the population which is part of the elite and 40% which are at an intermediate level and have enough income to make them good consumers. 
Not only Latin American markets demand manufactured goods, but they are also suppliers of mineral resources which European markets need. In the early 1980s it produced 33% of world copper, 26% of its bauxite, 20% of the iron, and 16% of the tin. There was an opportunity for both the EC and Latin America to diversify their mineral resources markets: the former was dependent on Africa for its imports whereas the latter depended on the US for its exports. 
A third economic reason for the EC’s renewed interest in Latin America was the large supply of cheap labour it offered to European companies. In the early 1980s manufacturing wages in UK and West Germany were respectively 2.9 and 4.6 times higher than those of Brazil and 3.3 and 5.4 times those of Mexico.
Finally, in the mid-1980s, because of the debt crisis, Latin American countries started to abandon their former model of development which was based on import-substitution and protectionism. They were ready to open their borders to liberalisation and this provided a good opportunity for the EC members to be involved in Latin American economies. 
Therefore, as the European Commission phrased it, it could be written: "Latin America is seeking to diversify its outlets and sources of supply, technologies and capital, and to secure the cooperation of partners able to provide constructive assistance. Europe, for its part, is striving to consolidate and improve its trading and technological position in a region with strong growth potential".
On top of those economic reasons, there were also political motivations for developing a new Latin American policy. In the mid-1980s Western Europe and Latin America started to get emancipated from the US. Until then, because of the bipolarity of the world, they were both considered on the international scene as junior partners of the US and their relations were always under US supervision. Those two regions becoming more independent from the US, they could develop more freely relations between them. Not only did the EC manage to emancipate itself from US trusteeship, but it also tried to compete against the US for predominance in Latin America. 
The second, and maybe the most important, political reason explaining this renewed interest in Latin America is the entrance of Spain and Portugal in the European Community on the 1st of January 1986. Until then, the EC’s attention to the Southern Hemisphere was mostly focused on a group of countries composed of some very poor countries, but also and mostly, of the former colonies of the EU members, especially of France and Great Britain. Those countries which attracted the EC’s attention and help were mostly situated in Africa, but also in the Caribbean and Pacific islands: they became known as the ACP countries. Because of this policy, Asian or Latin American countries were left almost unattended. 
Therefore, it is not pure hazard if this interest in Latin America suddenly increased after the entrance of Spain and Portugal within the Community. When those two countries joined the EC, it was legitimate for them to ask for the same kind of aid for their former colonies that France and Great Britain were giving to theirs through the EC. 
A third political reason for this new involvement of the EC in Latin America has been the quest of prestige on the international scene through their interest-free involvement in Central America during the conflicts of the early and mid-1980s. As it will be now described, it is through its involvement in the peaceful resolution of the Central American conflict that the EC was able to start anew its relations with Latin America as a whole. 
In the early and mid-1980s, during the Central American crisis, the world was going through a second period of Cold War because of new tensions existing between the US and USSR. Mid-range nuclear missiles were deployed by both sides in Europe (US Pershings facing Soviet SS20s) which would certainly have been the ground of battle in the event of a new world war. "As the likeliest site for the next world war, Europe has discovered an overriding interest in peace between the superpowers, even at the cost of loyalty to the West" (J. Roddick and P. O'Brien).
When the crisis developed in Central America after the overthrow of the Somoza government in Nicaragua by Sandinistas, it was commonly believed in most European countries that Reagan could use this as a trigger for a new World War and his famous Star Wars. This may be the main reason why the EC accepted, after being invited to do so by the Costa Rican President, to play the role of an intermediate in the peace negotiations. But this opportunity was also a first experience of establishing a common Foreign Policy for the EC on a subject where it had nothing to lose: the EC had almost no economic nor political interests in Central America that it would endanger in case of a failure. But if there was nothing to lose, there was a lot to gain since Central America could become a gateway for the entire Latin American continent... And it did.
 
On the 28th and 29th of September 1984 took place the first Central America - European Community conference. It was institutionalised the following year and became known as the San José process. Political dialogue was also established with the countries which organised to promote peace in the region and created the Contadora Group (in January 1983) and later became known as the Rio Group (in 1986). Those early meetings were first designed to establish peace and had therefore an agenda focused on democracy, peace, conflict resolution... 
It is through this political cooperation that the EC came back in Latin America in the mid-1980s. Now that the historical background and the reasons of this new EC involvement in Latin America have been described, it is possible to consider the main characteristics of this new policy. On the 22nd of June 1987, during the Luxembourg European Council , the new strategy towards Latin America was defined along three main courses of action: "intensification of political relations; proposed informal consultations on major international economic issues affecting the two regions; more extensive economic and trade cooperation which would take into account Latin America's level of development and the individual countries' differing requirements". Nowadays, it has evolved, and it is possible to highlight five main trends in EU Latin American policy: 1) political cooperation; 2) economic cooperation and development of trade; 3) public aid to development; 4) support to regional integration processes; 5) promotion of human rights and democratisation.
 
As shown above, the first aspect of the new Latin American policy established by the EC was the creation of political relations with Latin American countries, relations which were tied at the beginning with the countries of the Rio Group and concerned mostly conflict resolution and democratisation. Even if this EC/RG dialogue was only institutionalised in December 1990 by the Rome Declaration , meetings had been held yearly since 1987 between those two groups of countries.
 
Since 1990, the Rio Group has been composed of eleven countries which account for most of Latin American trade, GDP, population, and resources. It was therefore a good basis from which the EC could develop its political relations with Latin American countries. Bilateral political dialogue was developed with most countries. An increasing number of delegations of the European Commission were opened (in the early 1990s the number of delegations was doubled from four to eight). 
More weight has also been given to development of relations with Latin American regional associations such as the Andean Pact and Mercosur, relations which became autonomous after having been developed unofficially on the margin of the meetings with the Rio Group. The political relations with Mercosur have been institutionalised by the Interregional Framework Cooperation Agreement of the 15th of December 1995. A Cooperation Council at ministerial level was established to discuss every year issues of common interest and to ensure the implementation of the Agreement's aims. This Council is assisted in its task by a Joint Cooperative Committee and a Joint Subcommittee on Trade. 
On the 30th of June 1996 a Joint Declaration EU - Andean Pact institutionalised the political dialogue between the two. Meetings between the Presidents of the Andean Presidential Council, of the European Commission, and of the European Council can be held whenever necessary. This is completed by periodic conferences between the Ministers of Foreign Policy as well as other meetings at other levels to "examine further matters of common interest". 
The political dialogue has not only been developed by the European Commission, but also by the European Parliament as much as it could considering its restricted powers, even if they had been increased by the budgetary reforms of the 21st of April 1970 and of the 4th of March 1975. It adopted numerous resolutions concerning Latin America (sixty-three between July 1987 and July 1989). Since 1974, biennial meetings have been held between representatives from the European Parliament and their counterparts from the Latin American Parliament (Parlatino). Those relations have been strengthened through visits of delegations in Latin America (as in August 1988 or in July 1991). Moreover, European Deputies have sometimes been invited as observers to some meetings: on the 16th of April 1996, Mr. Galeote Quecedo, President of the European Parliament delegation for relations with Latin America, was invited as an observer to the VIth EU/RG meeting. 
Very soon, those political relations have been complemented by economic cooperation and development of trade, which is the second main characteristic of the EC's new Latin American policy. This evolution can be encountered within the EC/RG relations. Whereas they only consisted of conflict resolution and democratisation in the early stages, they soon included other aspects. On the 25th and 26th of March 1986 meetings were held at the technical level between the EC and the Rio Group to discuss the situation of heavily indebted countries. On the 10th of April 1990, the Rio Group proposed an accord which partly aimed at promoting technological and commercial cooperation with the EC. During the IIIrd EC/RG Ministerial Meeting (23rd and 24th of April 1993) it was decided to create Economic and Commercial Senior Level Meetings to establish a dialogue on commercial and economic matters affecting both regions. More lately, the Cochabamba Declaration , which concluded the VIth EU-RG Meeting (16th of April 1996) included articles relative to political dialogue, but also to other aspects such as development, economic and trade matters, and drugs. 
Economic cooperation has also been developed with other regional associations such as the Andean Pact. On the 1st of February 1987 came into force an EC-AP Cooperation Agreement (signed on the 17th of December 1983) in which the two parties granted each other the benefit of GATT most-favoured nation clause. In November 1990 the EC exempted the Andean Pact countries (except Venezuela) from customs duties for four years. The following year, in December 1991, those terms were also adopted for Central America and Panama for three years. In both cases the aim was to help those countries solve their drug problem. In 1995, the EU renewed the Generalised System of Preferences it had established in 1971 with Latin American countries: no tariffs were established for manufactured goods and for some transformed agricultural goods (the others being submitted to lower tariffs). Special arrangements were once more made to encourage the Andean Pact (including Venezuela) and Central American countries in their campaign against drugs: some crucial agricultural products were exempted from customs duties in spite of the Common Agricultural Policy. 
Economic cooperation was not just developed at multilateral stages, but also " clause to enable the parties to expand their cooperation in the future. 
The EU also tried to develop relations between its economic actors and some Latin American ones. One way of doing it was to help them meet through fora during which private companies from both regions were invited to discover each other, and maybe to invest or even to organise joint-ventures among themselves. Such a conference was held on the 9th of September 1986 for the agro-industrial sector with Andean Pact countries. 
This private investment in Latin America was first supported by some Development Banks (from the EC members but also international ones). They promoted joint-ventures between firms in Europe and Latin America, mostly by providing grants and interest-free loans. This private investment was then also helped by the European Investment Bank which extended its existing sphere of influence to encompass Latin America in 1992. By 1995, it already made loans totalling 207 million ECU.
The aims of this economic cooperation have been double: to increase trade and develop European investment in Latin America. It has been quite successful for both. In 1993 EU - Latin America trade represented 45 billion ECU: EU's exports to Latin America increased by 41% over 1990-93. More specifically, between 1992 and 1993, EU's exports to Mercosur have increased by more than 40%. Considering European investments, it can be said that, between 1983 and 1989, Latin America received 45.5% of its Foreign Direct Investment from Europe (against 43.5% from the US).
The third characteristic of this new EU Latin American policy is an increasing public aid to development for the poorest countries of the continent. In the 1970s and 1980s, this aid was mainly focused on financial (rural development, food aid, support for Non-Governmental Organisations) and humanitarian aid (refugees, food aid in case of disasters). According to the Council's guidelines, the priority sectors were agriculture and other rural activities. Thus, between 1976 and 1988, those two sectors accounted for the three fourths of the aid given by the EC to Latin America. Since 1990, new spheres of activity were added to this list: human rights, democratisation, financial and technical assistance... 
The consequence of this aspect of the policy was a drastic increase of the Official Development Aid (ODA) given by the EU to Latin America. Whereas the EC's ODA was of 13 million ECU in 1976, it reached 319 millions by 1989. In 1987, the aid given by the EC and the different member States represented 40% of Latin America's ODA. By 1993 the EU and its member states were the largest single source of ODA to Latin America since they accounted for 61.5% of the total received by Latin America, which was far more than was received from the USA. 
The fourth characteristic of the Latin American policy developed by the EU since the mid-1980s is the support of the EU to regional integration procedures. Such involvement was partially allowed by a lack of US support to those regional associations because, in the 1980s, they were seen as opposing US private interests. US interest in those regional associations only became consistent during and after the George Bush Presidency through NAFTA (this North American Free Trade Area, which entered into force on the 1st of January 1994, includes Mexico) and his Enterprise for the Americas Initiative (June 1990). President Bill Clinton continued on this path by promoting the idea of a Free Trade Area of the Americas, which would encompass all Latin American countries. 
In contrast, the EU supported most regional integration initiatives since the beginning. This importance was often confirmed through the resolutions adopted during different meetings and at different levels. During the Corfu European Council of the 24th and 25th of June 1994, the European Council reaffirmed "the importance it attaches to its relations with Latin American countries and their regional groupings. It also confirms the intention of the EU to strengthen its relations with Mercosur. It invites the Council and the Commission to pursue these questions further". The following year, on the 1st of June 1995, a resolution adopted by the Luxembourg Development Council Meeting stated: "support for regional cooperation and integration was a major component of the Union's development policy and could contribute, as Article 130u of the EC Treaty (Treaty of Maastricht) puts it, to 'the smooth and gradual integration of the developing countries into the world economy'". Thus, the EC provided financial aid as well as technical assistance to regional institutions, sharing the know-how it had accumulated over its past experience of integration procedure. The two regional associations which benefited most from this EC support were the Andean Pact and Mercosur. 
The EC often financed some programs developed by the Junac (Junta of the Cartagena Agreement, executive organ of the Andean Pact) in order to promote the idea of integration in their respective countries. For example, on the 6th of March 1985 and on the 15th of July 1988, the European Commission granted respectively 7 and 7.3 million ECU to the Junac. Those grants were to finance the major part of three years projects during which the Junac organised seminars, studies, training workshops in order to defend regional integration within the Andean Pact countries. Later, the Junac received more EC funds to carry on those goals: in 1990, this aid amounted to 1.575 million ECU, to 3.212 millions in 1991, and to 23.218 millions in 1992.
Mercosur was also provided with such support to its regional integration. The 29th of May 1992 was signed an Interinstitutional Cooperation Agreement between the Commission of the EU and the Mercosur Council, which provided for the creation of a Joint Advisory Committee to set up ways for the EU to share its knowledge on integration through training and technical assistance. As a consequence, on the 12th of January 1993, the second meeting of the EU-Mercosur Joint Advisory Committee led to the adoption of two financial agreements: 430,000 ECU were granted to Mercosur's Secretariat and 250,000 to its Rotating Presidency. The 30th of July 1993 the European Commission also decided to give Mercosur 3.95 million ECU to provide for institutional support, formation, and information on the importance of regional integration procedures. 
The fifth and last trend which characterises the EU's new Latin American policy is the promotion of human rights and democratisation. This feature existed already in the mid-1980s during the peace talks concerning Central America, but it appeared mostly after 1990 when "third generation" agreements were being concluded bilaterally with every Latin American country. Those agreements were characterised by their evolutionary aspect, but also by their "democratic principles" sine qua non clause: the accord of economic cooperation and aid is cancelled if the country does not respect some basic principles of human rights and of democracy. Even if this clause has not always been applied in practice, it still does exist and formally protects those principles. 
This policy has had a positive influence on Latin American countries. In February 1988, Panama's participation within the Rio Group was temporarily suspended because it did not offer anymore the necessary democratic guarantees required to be a member of the Group. On the 25th of June 1996 the Presidents from Argentina, Brazil, Paraguay, and Uruguay signed the Mercosur Presidential Declaration on Democratic Commitment , declaration which was soon ratified by the Presidents of Chile and Bolivia, two associate members of Mercosur. This document is to prove the attachment of those Presidents and their countries to the fundamental human rights and democratic principles. Of course, it is not possible to assure that those two examples were the logical consequence of the EU's policy. Nevertheless it is possible to assume that this policy influenced this evolution towards a better recognition of democracy within Latin America. 
Since the beginning of this new Latin American policy, the respect of human rights and democracy in Latin America has been under close supervision by the EU. During the June 1994 Corfu European Council meeting, it is stated that the European Council is "satisfied with the progress achieved in the areas of democracy and respect for human rights, peace and disarmament...". The following year, in June 1995, the Luxembourg Development Council Meeting considered that the Article 130u is "stating inter alia that it 'shall contribute to the general objective of developing and consolidating democracy and the rule of law, and to that of respecting human rights and fundamental freedoms'". 
The five main characteristics of the EC's Latin American policy since the mid-1980s having been analysed, it is possible to conclude by considering the trends which might be developed and strengthened in the future. It is nevertheless necessary to be careful since, as A.Hirschman pointed out ironically, "predictions are particularly difficult to make when they refer to the future"
. 
In 1995, in a Communication to the Council and the European Parliament called The EU and Latin America: the present situation and prospects for closer partnership (1996-2000) , the Commission proposed three general priorities which "are a common commitment to democracy, to social development and to international competitiveness". When pursuing these priorities, the Commission believes that it is necessary to emphasise the actual support for regional cooperation and integration. 
The first priority is the "institutional support and consolidation of the democratic process". The objective is to make the democratic process irreversible by consolidating the rule of law and the protection of human rights, by reforming the government and supporting decentralisation and modernisation, and by helping the drafting of sectoral policies as well as fostering rural development. 
The second priority established in this document is "combating poverty and social exclusion". The objective is to "tackle the social deficit" by developing aid programs relative to health, housing, education. It also includes helping the protection of workers' rights such as guaranteeing their right of organisation in trade unions and prohibiting child labour. 
The final priority proposed by the Commission is "supporting economic reforms and improving international competitiveness". This should be achieved by promoting foreign trade, supporting the development of the private sector, fostering economic cooperation in areas of mutual interest, strengthening industrial promotion and investment, and increasing industrial and science and technology cooperation. 
This document thus shows that the Commission proposes to pursue its Latin American policy following the path opened previously by the five main guidelines which have been developed since the mid-1980s. 
To conclude, it seems that nowadays, after an era of US omnipresence, the EU appears to play an increasing role in Latin America, especially in economic matters, since its policy was successful in giving a new role to the EU and its members in a Latin American continent from which it had almost disappeared. 
3.3 COOPERATION OF THE LATIN AMERICAN COUNTRIES WITH THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION

Russia keeps diplomatic relations with all 33 states of Latin America and Caribbean basin. In 2002-2004 relations with Grenada are restored, established - with Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Saint Christopher and Nevis, Bahamas, Saint Lucia. 
The line on strengthening of friendly connections with the states of region, escalating of interaction on a world scene, development of trade and economic, investment, scientific and technical and cultural cooperation is held. 

Political dialogue develops. Great value official visit of the President of Russia V.V.Putin to Cuba (2000) - had the first top-level tour to Latin America - and to Mexico (2004). Promotion of cooperation with leading partners in region was promoted by official visits to Russia presidents of Chile of P.Ejlvin (1993) and to R.Lagosa (2002), Argentina K.Menem (1998), Venezuela U.Chaves (2001), to Brazil F.E.Kardozo (2002). 

During Summit of a millenium (2000), forums APEC in Brunei (2000), Shanghai (2001) and Bangkok (2003) V.V.Putin met presidents of Mexico, Venezuela, Peru, Chile, the leader of Cuba F.Kastro. In May, 2003 V.V.Putin's meeting with the President of Guyana B.Dzhagdeo who is taking place in Moscow in connection with participation in the World forum of foreign graduates of the Russian (Soviet) high schools has passed. 

In frameworks of " the expanded dialogue " leaders of "eight" with invited to summit heads of the influential developing states were passed with meetings of the President of Russia with presidents of Brazil and Mexico. V.V.Putin has met the President of Brazil L.Luloj in New York during 58-th session ГА the United Nations (2003).
 

Chairman of the Government of the Russian Federation has visited Brazilia and Venezuela (2001). Within the framework of participation of Chairman of the Government of Russia in summit APEC Mexico in 2002 his meetings with presidents of Mexico and Peru have taken place.
 

Ministers for Foreign Affairs of Russia have visited Mexico, Cuba and Venezuela (1996), Brazil, Argentina, Columbia and Costa Rica (1997), Cuba (1999), Chile, Argentina, Brazil and Venezuela (December, 2003).
 

With visits Russia have visited ministers of Foreign affaires of the majority of the Latin American countries. In 2003 ministers of Foreign affaires Cuba, Costa Rica, Brazil, Peru, Venezuela, Panama, visits have taken place in 2004 - Columbia (April), Ecuador (May), Argentina (June), Nicaragua (July). 

Meetings of ministers are held on a regular basis during sessions General Assembly of the United Nations, within the framework of forum of APEC. 

In interests of development of interaction on a world scene mechanisms of political consultations on a line the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, working with the majority of the states of region are actively used. In 2002-2004 on strategic stability with Brazil, on a problematics of the United Nations - with Argentina, Brazil, Mexico, Cuba, Chile, Ecuador, on questions of cooperation consultations have taken place in counteraction to new calls - with Uruguay, Panama and Columbia, on an economic problematics - with Panama, on an actual international problematics and mutual relations - with Argentina, Peru, Columbia, Cuba, Mexico, Guyana, Jamaica. 

Russia, including in frameworks of "eight", renders political support to process of peace settlement of a confrontation in Columbia. Contacts to Venezuela and Mexico as leading manufacturers of oil in interests of maintenance of stability of the oil market and protection of economic interests of Russia are supported. 

Inter-parliamentary communications are developing. In 2002 - the exchange of visits of chairmen of the upper chambers of parliaments of Russia and Mexico 2003 has taken place, the Russian parliamentary delegations have visited Argentina, Brazil, Columbia, Panama, Peru, Ecuador, Russia was visited by delegations of parliaments of Venezuela, Guatemala, Costa Rica, Chile, Ecuador. Visits of Chairman of Council of Federation S.M.Mironova to Brazil and Chile have taken place in April, 2004. In parliaments of Argentina, Brazil, Venezuela, Cuba, Peru, Uruguay, Chile operate Groups of friendship with Russia. 

In 2004 г visits of chairman of Accounting chamber of Russia by S.V.Stepashin to Chile and director of Federal service under the control of drugs of V.V.Cherkesova over Chile and Bolivia have taken place. 

Visit of Chairman of Accounting chamber of Russia by S.V.Stepashin to Chile has taken place in March, 2004. 

Constantly the legal base is updated and extends. In 1992-2004 it is signed about 150 bilateral documents, including with 15 countries contracts on bases of relations and declarations of " new generation " about principles of interaction. 

Trade and economic relations develop. Annual commodity circulation makes about 6 billion dollars (in 2001 - 5,92 billion, in 2002-5,6 billion, in 2003 - 6,04 billion) the Share of region in foreign trade of Russia - about 4 % that is comparable to a share the USA and Canada (6 %). Leading trading partners: Brazil (7,7 billion dollars), Ecuador (272,7 million), Argentina (230,6 million). Cuba (219,2 million), Uruguay (218,9 million), Mexico (162,5 million). 

On the markets of Latin America large Russian business leaves. Russian the companies successfully operate in sphere of deliveries of the equipment Hydroelectric  Power Station in Argentina, Brazil, Mexico, Columbia, participate in development of oil deposits in Columbia, joint ventures on assembly of automobiles in Venezuela, Columbia, Uruguay, Ecuador work. 

Cooperation with the Latin American countries are adjusted by subjects of Federation (Moscow, Saint Petersburg, Tatarstan, Chuvashia, a lot of areas). 

Russia participated in the international exhibitions and the fairs spent for region: to space exhibition in Chile, the International Pacific fair (Peru), the Havana international fair, etc. Were taken steps on adjustment of interbank cooperation, including by Bank of Russia, to their connection to development of the mechanism of payments on export-import operations. Cooperation is carried out in the field of peace use of space, a nuclear energy with Argentina, Brazil, Mexico. 

Development of trade and economic relations is promoted by the intergovernmental commissions on trade and economic and scientific and technical cooperation with Brazil, Argentina, Mexico, Venezuela, Columbia, and also National committee of assistance to economic cooperation with the countries of Latin America. The created Council of businessmen Russia - Argentina (2003), the Russian part of Committee of business initiatives Brasil - Russia (July 2004 г). 

To adjustment of direct communications between business circles promoted in our country a business forum " Russia - Latin America " (2001), a round table " Russia - the countries Andean community: prospects of development of trade and economic cooperation " (2002), forums " Saint Petersburg - America" (2002-2003гг). 

Bilateral business forums at a high level have passed in 2003 г, in Mexico and Argentina, in 2003 - 2004 in Moscow 1-st have taken place and on business and investment cooperation of the Russia - cube. 

More full use of potential of trade and economic relations between Russia and Latin America would be promoted by a recognition by Latin American states the market status of the Russian economy (while it Brazil and Columbia) have made only, the termination of practice of application of antidumping measures concerning the Russian goods, first of all ferrous metals and products of them, fertilizers (Mexico, Argentina, Peru, Venezuela, Brazil). 
 
Humanitarian and cultural connections are extending. Three Festivals are held to 2000-2001 and per 2003 in Moscow. In 2003 the Society of friendship, scientific, cultural and business cooperation Russia - Mexico is created. Grants (in 2004 - more than 300) are annually given the countries of region. The large project of cultural cooperation became opening in Brazil the first foreign school of the State academic Big theatre  and schools of P.I.Chajkovsky. 

In view of various waves of emigration in the countries of Latin America on a constant basis work with compatriots with a view of their association irrespective of ideological sights. 

The important direction of development of the Russian - Latin American relations is strengthening contacts and practical cooperation of Russia with multilateral associations of the states of region.
Actively dialogue with Group Rio - the most authoritative and influential political association of the countries of Latin America within the framework of which they carry out foreign policy coordination develops.
Since 1997 meetings the minister of Foreign Affaires of Russia and the countries of coordination "three" are held on a regular basis within the framework of sessions of the United Nations (last - during 58-th session of the GA, 2003). In the foreground in political dialogue questions of the international safety and reform of the United Nations, struggle against terrorism and a world economic situation. The regular exchange of messages at the supreme and high levels is carried out.
In April, 2003 of the meeting the minister of Foreign Affaires of Russia and the countries of "three" (Peru, Brazil, Costa Rica) for the first time has passed in Moscow. Its participants have been accepted by V.V.Putin. On results of negotiations the Moscow declaration in which arrangements on activization of political contacts are fixed, expansion of interaction on key questions of the present, first of all consolidations of the central role of the United Nations and its Security Council, strengthening of system of the international safety, disarmament and non-distribution, counteraction to new threats and calls, first of all terrorism, and also on a problematics of the international economic relations, monitoring of world financial architecture, steady development is approved.
Consultations on a problematics of the United Nations at a level of the minister of Foreign Affaires of Russia and the countries of "three" (Peru, 2003) have taken place. Consultations of experts of Russia and ГР on political questions (two roundes in 2000-2001), to problems of struggle with (five roundes in 2000-2004) and terrorism (three roundes in 2002-2004) are held.
On the basis of the status of Russia as constant observer (it is given in 1992) active contacts to the Organization of American states (OAS) - are supported by the basic regional organization uniting all states of the Western hemisphere. The Russian representatives on a regular basis take part in sessions of the GA of the OAS, and also in the interAmerican conferences, including in Special conference on questions of regional safety (Mexico, 2003). Consultations of special bodies OAG on problems of the international safety, struggle against terrorism heid, including within the framework of the InterAmerican commission under the control over abusing drugs and the InterAmerican committee on struggle against terrorism.
In 2002 the delegation led by Minister of Communications and informations of Russia participated in session of the InterAmerican commission last in Washington on telecommunication. The cooperation agreement of Regional commonwealth is signed in the field of connection (includes Russia, the countries CIS and Turkey).
In December, 2003. Minister for Foreign Affairs of Russia for the first time has taken part in summit of influential integration association of Latin America last to Montevideo (Uruguay) - Common market of the countries of Southern cone (Mercosur). V.V.Putina's message in which the aspiration of Russia to development of cooperation proves to be true is transferred to its participants. The Joint statement on formation of the mechanism of multilateral political dialogue between Russia and Мercosur is accepted.
In April, 2004 in Buenos Aires have passed consultations of the deputy minister foreign has put Russia S.I.Kisljaka on a problematics of relations with the block with the first deputy minister foreign has put Argentina (as the country being the acting chairman of association) H.Tajanoj, Chairman of Committee of constant representatives at Мercosur E.Dualde.
Visit to Russia has taken place in 2001 of delegation of Inter-parliamentary commission MERCOSUR during which arrangements on continuation of inter-parliamentary contacts are achieved.
Connections with Андским community (EXPERT) develop. In 2001 the Report on creation of the mechanism of political dialogue and cooperation between Russia and the EXPERT is signed. Within the framework of visit to Moscow (2000) the Secretary general the EXPERT has taken place a seminar for representatives of the Russian state and enterprise structures on a theme ". Relations of Russia with the EXPERT: reflections and measures on their strengthening " with participation of members of delegation. To 2002 in Moscow has passed a round table " Russia - the countries the EXPERT: prospects of development of trade and economic cooperation " organized ACRE with participation of representatives of business circles of our countries.

Political dialogue with the countries of Central American integration system and Dominican republic is adjusted. Have taken place, three meetings at a level: in 1997 in San Jose (Costa Rica), in 1999 and 2002 in New York within the framework of sessions ГА the United Nations.
The United Nations past within the framework of 57-th session GA (New York, 2002) a meeting of the minister of Foreign Affaires to Russia and Caribbean community have begun political dialogue with this organization. In 2003. V.V.Putin has directed the message to participants of summit CARICOM in connection with the 30-anniversary of its formation. In its growing value of interaction between our states in maintenance of the international stability, strengthening of a role of the United Nations as main universal mechanism of the decision of global problems, perfection of international legal bases of a modern world order, joint counteraction to new calls and threats is emphasized. Readiness of Russia for close cooperation with the states of community in interests of our countries and peoples, the further development of political dialogue, trade and economic and cultural connections is expressed.

Are taken steps on promotion of practical cooperation with Association of Caribbean states (ACS) which structure along with countries - members of CAIS and CARICOM includes Venezuela, Dominican republic, Columbia, Cuba, Mexico, Panama. Russia since 1997 has the status of the constant observer at ACS. In 2001 т. The president of Russia has directed the message to participants of ACS at the 3-rd summit (Venezuela, December).
Russia is the participant of Additional report II to the Contract about prohibition of the nuclear weapon in Latin America and Caribbean basin - to Contract (in the report it is provided to observe the obligation of nuclear powers the status of a denuclearized zone in region). The Russian delegation has taken part in 18-th session of General conference of Agency on prohibition of the nuclear weapon in Latin America and Caribbean basin, past in Havana (Cuba) in November, 2003.
Contacts with American, a forum (Spain, Portugal, came into of the country of Latin America). In connection with carrying out of summits of this association the exchange of messages has taken place in Panama (2000) and Peru (2001) between V.V.Putin and presidents of these countries. Messages of the President of Russia to participants of summits in Dominican republic (2002) and Bolivia (2003) are directed.
Since 1996 Russia has the status of the observer at the Latin American association of integration (BARK).
СONCLUSION
Latin America of the last century, for example, steadily associates with numerous military revolutions and boards of various military juntas. And the majority of them overthrew not only political modes, but also the countries, pushing them on a way of poverty and economic chaos. Only recently Latin America has received sufficient economic development to conduct more independent policy, than it was before. An important role in it the Latin American integration has played also. The countries of region develop own industry. Brazil, for example, declares own space program. Argentina until recently (to be exact before the crisis, the last year which has begun by autumn) had some large projects in the field of mechanical engineering with the European countries, developed high technologies. And Uruguay - the smallest on territory the state in South America - is the most safe in the social and economic relation the state of region. On an index of humanitarian development of the United Nations this country wins first place in South America. If to consider region from the military-political point of view, that, despite of constant messages on operations, in second half XX centuries of large-scale wars in territory of Latin America between the countries of region it was not conducted. Though not time of the relation between them were heated up to a limit, and in some cases business reached small and transient confrontations, as, for example, in 1994 between Ecuador and Peru. In a basis of the military chronicle guerrilla and revolutionary wars, revolutions and struggle against drug-dealers laid. Was, the truth, the Falkland war of 1982 between Argentina and the Great Britain, and also interventions the USA to Grenada and to Panama. At last, it is possible to recollect Honduras, Nicaragua, El Salvador, that is the countries of Central America, operations in which just became consequence of the Soviet-American antagonism. In opinion of observers, absence of large-scale operations, and also low rates of economic development of region, in many respects speak its affinity to the USA. Washington has always been interested in fastening to self of the perspective market of the countries of region in the export target of American production. In fact on the countries of Latin America the considerable part of export the USA - 20 percent (half leaves to Mexico) is necessary. Some years back National university of defense in Washington have carried out research on a problem of strategic interests the USA Latin America. In result six their basic directions have been revealed. First, providing of access and transit through region, including Panama canal. Second, prevention of domination of hostile power in the Western hemisphere. Thirdly, maintenance of the limited military presence the USA in region. Fourthly, providing of access to a source of raw materials of the Western hemisphere (for example, bauxites and oil). Fifthly, protection of investments the USA in region. Sixthly, maintenance of support on the part of the Latin American states of a policy of Washington in world affairs.
 Integration processes in Latin America have led to to amplification of positions of region both on international scene, and in the Western hemisphere. Has changed both interaction between the United States and Latin America. The last as the American observers marked, are not built any more in turn separately to carry on with the USA negotiations on any direction of cooperation. Now multilateral negotiations are spent, and the USA are only one of participants.
Last year ОАS has accepted the InterAmerican democratic charter in which there is an item{a point} that in case of illegal overthrow of democratic authority in any organization from the countries, all its other members will take measures for restoration of a constitutional order in the country - renegade. A characteristic episode from a modern life of Latin America became events in Venezuela in the spring of this year when president Ugo Chaves has been discharged of authority as a result of military revolution. We shall remind, that person Chavesa very much did not arrange (and does not arrange) the USA. Venezuela - one of the basic world manufacturers of oil and its suppliers in the States. And the leader of the country goes to Cuba, friends of bad modes and in general in opinion of Americans looks unworthy. A role the USA in the Venezuelan events we shall not touch, but the fact there is that in Washington were delighted to overthrow Chaves. But in Latin America on all event have completely unexpectedly looked differently. Especially sharp reaction to event in Venezuela was in Argentina, Brazil, Peru, Uruguay. Yes, by and large all countries OAG have stated support to Chaves. Thus it is necessary to take into account, that if for some countries military board already forgotten partially form of authority Argentina or Chile very well remember the periods of dictatorship. And it is natural, there were afraid, that events in Venezuela can to be distributed for its limits. Therefore, situation itself, "Group Rio" at once has condemned revolution.
And not only has condemned, but also has actively taken advantage of the InterAmerican democratic charter. Especially that its point where the country in which there was a revolution is spoken, that, is exposed to regional isolation, in regional banks itsaccounts and so on are closed. In the application of "Group Rio" it has just been reflected, that it is necessary to interrupt all connections with Venezuela. In result Chaves has returned to authority, and region is facilitated has sighed. Characteristic feature of the Latin American integration models it is possible to count their subregional multi-variant approach under forms of the organization and an orientation of interaction of participants in a combination to a line of some the influential countries on giving of independent character by it.
Integration association of Argentina, Brazil, Paraguay and Uruguay, at the special associated status in it Chile and Bolivia - the Common market of Southern cone (MERCOSUR) - is one of the most powerful in the world of subregional economic groups. Now MERCOSUR is the largest integrated market of Latin America where 45 % of the population (more than 200 million чел are concentrated.), 50 % of cumulative gross national product (over 1 bln. dollars), 40 % of direct foreign investments and 33 % of volume of foreign trade of the Latin American region. On a global scale MERCOSUR represents the second in the sizes and potential after EU the customs union and third world economic "size" (after EU).
The Asunsion contract of 1991 about formation of MERCOSUR provided a cancellation since January, 1, 1995 of the customs and not tariff restrictions in mutual trade, introduction of the uniform external custom duties, free movement of the goods and services, formation of the common currency - customs space, and also close coordination of a policy in the field of foreign trade, the industries, an agriculture, transport and connection. However in practice realization of these purposes has met the certain difficulties in this connection was is agreed in current so-called transitional (till 2000) to keep the certain number of withdrawals from the common (duty-free) mode. Tariffs for these goods are supposed to be lowered gradually to zero by 2000.
Since January, 1, 1995 the customs union started to operate. Participants of the block have established uniform custom duties on import of the goods the third countries which now covers approximately 85 % of commodity positions of uniform customs nomenclature MERCOSUR. Its rates vary from zero up to 20 % of cost of the goods. The customs union, however, operates not in full: it is authorized to each country - participant to make exceptions for 300 names of the goods, tariffs on which should be resulted in a uniform level by January, 2001 (2006 - for Paraguay). Consolidation of MERCOSUR, its huge economic potential, human and natural resources create the real bases for expansion both the block, and its sphere out of regional partnership. In this connection the European Community takes a rate on all-round development of connections with this block. Process of rapproachement began in April 91. A week later after signing of the contract (26.03.91 four Ministers for Foreign Affairs in Brussels and Luxembourg have presented authorities of EU the contract, characteristics MERCOSUR, works on a transition period till December, 31 94. As a first step in December, 1995 in Madrid the frame agreement of the EU-MERCOSUR providing wide political interaction and gradual mutual liberalization of trade has been made. On June, 11 and 12 1996 the First Assembly of the Mixed Commission created within the framework of the frame agreement has taken place in Brussels.
Only in XX century real preconditions and opportunities to integration on continent as economy of nothern American countries became more and more specific and simultaneously assist each other have started to appear. Process of industrialization and diversification of export which has to some extent captured all states of region which was pursuing, undoubtedly, promoted creation of bases for wider inside a regional exchange. The need for development of closer integration of an infrastructure on continent simultaneously grew.
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