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Abstract. The article presents the results of a sociological empirical study that was conducted from May to
August in 2023. Its purpose was to study the attitudes of labor migrants in Russia towards various international
integration processes in the post-Soviet space. The objects of the study were workers from Uzbekistan, Kyrgyzstan,
and Tajikistan, working in Moscow and the Moscow region. The choice of these countries is not accidental, as they
are the main migration donors to the Russian Federation in Central Asia. The uniqueness of the research results lies
in the fact that despite the certain “popularity” of such an empirical object as “labor migrants.” The analyzed subject
has not yet been sufficiently developed theoretically and empirically. Particular attention is paid to the political
preferences and migration attitudes of labor migrants. The issue of awareness of foreign workers of the activities of
international integration and military-political associations, such as the Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS),
the Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU), the Shanghai Cooperation Organisation (SCO), European Union (EU), the
Collective Security Treaty Organization (CSTO) and also the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) is
examined. The paper also presents the respondents’ assessment of the role of these associations in the development
of international processes. Separately, the article examines the relationship between Russia and migrant-sending
countries. Based on the results of the study, the authors conclude that respondents have a positive attitude towards
integration associations in which Russia plays a key role. Moreover, the socio-political attitudes of foreign workers
are characterized by a high degree of loyalty to the foreign policy of the Russian Federation. Migrants
overwhelmingly support international cooperation between their countries and Russia and share the foreign policy
position of the Russian Federation. In conclusion, labor migrants from Central Asia can be considered as a resource
and capital of the influence of Russian “soft power.”
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OTHOLIEeHHE TPY/AOBBIX MUTPAHTOB U3 LleHTpa/IbHOM A3uUK
K MEXAYHApOAHbIM UHTETrPALMUOHHBIM 00'be AUHEHUAM
Ha MOCTCOBETCKOM NMPOCTPAHCTBE

A.A. I'pedentok /D<), B.A. IlporacoBa" ™, A.A. ABepbsiHOB

MockoBckuii rocyaapcTBeHHbIN yHuBepcuteT umenn M.B. JlomoHocoBa, Mocksa, Poccuiickas @enepanys
P<gaa-mma@mail.ru

AHHoTanus. IIpencraBieHsl pe3ynbTaTbl UCCIENOBAaHUSA, KOTOPOE IPOBOAMWIOCH C Mas o asryct 2023 r. ¢
LIEJIBIO U3yUEHUs] OTHOILEHUS TPYAOBBIX MUIPAHTOB, HaXOsAIIUXcs B Poccun, K pa3iauyHbIM MEKAYHApOAHBIM HH-
TErpalliOHHBIM IIPOIEccaM Ha MOCTCOBETCKOM MPOCTPAHCTBE. B kauecTBe 00beKTa M3yUeHHS BBICTYIIHIIN PaOOTHU-
ki U3 Y30ekucrana, Kuprusuu u TamKuKuCTaHa, OCYLIECTBISIONINE TPYIOBYIO AesITeIbHOCTh B MockBe U Moc-
KOBCKO# 00yacTé. BEIOOp 3THX CTpaH HecIydaeH, MOCKOJIBKY HMEHHO OHHM SIBJSIFOTCSI OCHOBHBIMH MUTPAallMOHHBIMHE
nmonopamu Poccwmiickoit enepannu B LlenTpanbHOl A3uH. YHHKATBHOCTh PE3yJHTATOB MCCICIOBAHUS COCTOUT B
TOM, YTO HECMOTPS Ha OINPENEICHHYIO «IIOMYJISIPHOCTEY TaKOT0 SMIHPUIECKOTO 00BEKTA, KaK «TPYIOBbIE MUTPaH-
ThI», AaHATM3UPYEMBIN MPEIMET ellle HEAOCTATOYHO pa3paboTaH KaK TEOPETHUYECKH, Tak W smmupudecku. Ocoboe
BHUMaHHUE B PaboTe yAEISIETCS MONUTHYECKUM MIPEIIIOUYTCHNSM U MUTPAIIIOHHBIM YCTaHOBKAaM TPYIOBBIX MUTPaH-
ToB. [TogpoOHO paccMaTpUBaeTCs BOIPOC OCBEAOMICHHOCTH HHOCTPAaHHBIX PA0OTHUKOB O ACATCIHLHOCTH MEKTyHa-
POIHBIX MHTETPALIIOHHBIX 1 BOCHHO-TIOJUTHYECKUX 00beauHenuil, Takux kak CHI', EBpa3uiickuii 5KOHOMUYECKHA
cor3 (EADC), lllaxnaiickas opranmszamus corpynauuectBa (ILIOC), Empomneiickuii coro3z (EC), Opranuzaius
JoroBopa o xomektuBHON Oe3omacHocTrn (OJKDB), a Takke Opranmszanus CeBepoaTJaHTUYECKOTO JOrOBOpa
(HATO). Taxxe npeacraBieHa OLIEHKa PECIIOHJEHTaMHU POJIM AaHHBIX OOBEAUHEHHUH B Pa3BUTHH MEXKIYHAPOIHBIX
npoueccoB. OTAENBHO UCCIeNyeTcs BONPOC OTHOLIEHUH Mexay Poccueil u mochUIaloluMi MUTPAHTOB CTPaHAMU.
ABTOpBI IPUXOJAT K BBIBOAY, YTO PECIOHACHTHI OTHOCATCS MOJIOKUTEIBHO K MHTETPAIIMOHHBIM OOBEIMHEHHSM,
B KOTOPEIX Poccus urpaer ximodeByro poss. Taxke cONUaNbHO-TIOTUTHIECKNE YCTAHOBKH MHOCTPAHHBIX PaOOTHU-
KOB XapaKTepU3YIOTCS BBICOKOH JIOSUIBHOCTBIO K BHEIIHENOIUTHYECKOMY Kypcy Poccuiickoit @eneparun. Murpan-
Thl B TIOJABJIAIONIEM OOJBIIMHCTBE MOJACPKUBAIOT MEXKAYHAPOJHOE COTPYIAHMYECTBO CBOMX CTpaH u Poccum,
pa3fenaoT BHEIIHENoIUTHIecKyto no3uuuio PO. Tpynosele Murpantsl u3 LleHTpanbHOl A3uM MOTYT paccMaTpu-
BaTbCS KaK PECypcC Y KalnTajl BIUSHHUSI POCCUMCKON «MSITKOUW CHJIBI».

KuoueBsle ciaoBa: CHI', EBpazuiickuii sxonomudeckuii coro3, EAJC, [llaxnaiickas opranu3aiusi COTpy/IHU-
yectBa, [IIOC, EBponeiickuii coto3, EC, Opranuzanus JloroBopa o komiektuBHoM 6e3omacuoct, OJIKbB, BoeHHO-
nonuTHueckue 0oku, Kuprusus, Tamxukucrad, Y30ekucTan

3asiBiIeHNe 0 KOH()IMKTE HHTEPECOB. ABTOPHI 3asBITIOT 00 OTCYTCTBUU KOH(IIUKTa HHTEPECOB.
BkJjag aBTOpoB. ABTOPHI BHECTH paBHO3HAUHBIN BKIIAJ B pa3pabOTKy Au3aiiHa, MPOBEICHNUE UCCIIEIOBAHUS U MO~
TOTOBKY TE€KCTa CTAThH.

Jast uurupoBanusi: [ pedenrox A. A., [lpomacosa B. A., Aéepvanos A. A. OTHOIIEHUE TPYIOBBIX MUTPAHTOB W3
LentpanpHOit A3HH K MEXIyHApOAHBIM WHTETPAIIMOHHBIM OOBEOMHEHHSIM HA MOCTCOBETCKOM IIPOCTPAHCTBE //
BecthHuk Poccuiickoro yHuBepcuteTa Apyk0b1 HapoaoB. Cepus: MexxayHaponnsie otHomenus. 2024. T. 24, Ne 1.
C. 107-125. https://doi.org/10.22363/2313-0660-2024-24-1-107-125

Introduction work in Russia (Aleshkovskii et al., 2019,
p. 197). The development of such sectors of the
domestic economy as construction, transport,
trade, etc. directly depends on the use of foreign
labor. At the same time, international labor

Foreign labor resources have become a
significant factor in the development of the
Russian labor market. According to various
estimates, from 7 to 9 million! foreign citizens

(In  Russian). URL: https://www.rbc.ru/rbcfreenews/

) — .
The Ministry of Internal Affairs Named the Number &\ /o1 40,7473 70400621 (accessed: 11.05.2023).

of Migrants in Russia / RBK. September 29, 2021.
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migration is not only an economic category. It
also has a significant impact on socio-political
processes. For example, incorrect state
management of migration processes can
have negative effects and lead to an increase
in inter-ethnic tensions, inter-confessional
contradictions, and aggravate the political
confrontation within the country.

Labor migration also affects international
relations, determined by the interdependence of
national economies within migration systems.

This interdependence can act both as a
foundation  for intensifying cooperation
between countries, and as an instrument

of pressure on political elites abroad (threats of
border closures, introducing special visa
regimes, etc.).

In addition, foreign labor can be considered
an instrument of “soft power” and a factor in the
growth of the international influence of both
receiving and sending countries. For example,
in the context of the Russian Federation, the
successful integration of migrants can serve as
an example of openness and a high standard of
living in Russia, which will help strengthen the
country’s 1image, help attract additional
investment and specialists with a high level of
human capital, and have a positive impact on
the tourism industry. In addition, through their
social networks, migrants can broadcast the
socio-political attitudes formed in Russia back
to their homeland. When they return home or
move to third countries, migrants have the
potential to become “providers” of Russia’s
interests and position abroad.

In this regard, studying the attitudes of
labor migrants from Central Asia to integration
processes, economic and military-political
relations between their homeland and Russia
will provide a large amount of information on a
wide range of issues directly related to the
problems of international relations.

Literature Review

Problems of migration of foreign labor are
the object of study of various social sciences:
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sociology, economics, social anthropology,
social psychology, political science, history,
International Relations, etc. Most often,
however, scientists are interested in issues
related to the adaptation and integration of
migrants in the host community; with the
phenomenon of the formation of diasporas and
ethnic enclaves; with the influence of migration
flows on the economic situation in Russia
(primarily on the labor market); with the
effectiveness of migration policy in general and
specific  tools for managing migration
movements, etc. At the same time, the modern
reflection of such an urgent problem as the
influence of migration flows on international
relations (including the attitude of migrant
workers to integration associations in the post-
Soviet space) is poorly represented in the
Russian scientific discourse.

The problems of the influence of migration
on centrifugal and integration processes in the
countries of the post-Soviet space, on the
formation of the Eurasian migration system and
the role of Russia in it are considered in the
work of S.S. Turzhanova (2016). The article by
I.V. Vasilevskaya (2019) conceptualizes the
features of labor migration in the context of the
development of the integration policy of the
Union State. You should also dwell on the work
of A.B. Yaroschuk (2011), which addresses
issues related to the importance of forming a
wide zone of integration and stability in the
Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS),
and the article by A.A. Tkachenko in which the
author examines in detail the factors influencing
migration flows between the countries of the
Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU) and the
Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO). The
article also examined the overall migration
potential of the participating countries and
analyzed the tools for regulating migration
flows in the SCO and EAEU countries
(Tkachenko, 2016).

Let us take a special look at the existing
research on population migration as a “soft
power” resource. Analyzing migration as a soft
power resource, most authors focus on
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educational migration (Nye, 2004; Yang, 2007;
Altbach & McGill-Peterson, 2008; Frants, 2017;
Urov, 2018; Suvorova & Bronnikov, 2019),
while Russian scholars ignore the study of this
context of labor migration in the post-Soviet
space.

Migration in the context of political aspects
of national security is considered in the work of
A.A. Grebenyuk, which deals with external and
internal challenges associated with the impact
of migration on the socio-economic and
political development of labor donor countries
and on the sustainable economic development
of the Russian Federation in the context of
national security (Grebenyuk, 2016, p. 259).
Issues of illegal migration as a threat to national
security, its aspects and problems are
considered in the works of a number of
specialists (Adamson, 2006; Jafarov, 2007;
Donskaya, 2020).

Thus, despite some scientific works on the
problems of the relationship between migration
flows and the foreign policy situation, a review
of the publications posted in the scientific
electronic library,” indicates that this subject of
research needs more deep empirical analysis.

Research Methodology
and Socio-Demographic Portrait
of a Migrant Worker

The primary information was obtained by
the authors through a sociological study of the
attitudes of labor migrants from Central Asia to
the political relations between Russia and the
country of departure, as well as to integration
associations in the post-Soviet space. The field
part of the study was carried out by the Romir
Research Holding in July 2023. The research
method is CAPI (street survey using tablets).
During the sociological survey, 600 respondents
were interviewed (200 respondents from each
country), selected on the basis of random
(probability) sampling. With the specified

2See: National Scientific ELibrary. (In Russian).

URL:  https://www.elibrary.ru/defaultx.asp  (accessed:
11.06.2023).
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sample size and the general population of
2.5 million people (according to the data of the
Ministry of Internal Affairs for the period
January-June 2023),% the sampling error was
4% with a confidence interval of 95%. This
value of the sampling error in the classification
of the reliability of the results of a sample
survey is estimated as “ordinary reliability,”
which fully meets the requirements of the study.

The questionnaire contained 63 questions,
divided into 5 semantic blocks. This article
presents only the results of the survey that are
directly related to the above-mentioned research
subject.

Let wus briefly describe the socio-
demographic characteristics of the respondents.

The gender distribution of migrants from
Uzbekistan, Tajikistan and Kyrgyzstan is
roughly similar — the vast majority of foreign
workers are male (63, 64 and 68% respectively).
The majority of migrants from all countries are
also of working age: 3049 years old. However,
migrants from Kyrgyzstan have a “younger
demographic portrait”: 41% of respondents are
between 18 and 29 years old.

It is also worth characterizing the level of
education of respondents in general across all
countries. Thus, approximately every second
migrant has a secondary specialized education,
approximately one third of the respondents have
a secondary general education (school) —
32%, 5% of the respondents did not finish
school. About 14% have higher education or
incomplete higher education (9 and 5%,
respectively). One third of migrants from
Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan and Uzbekistan live in
Russia with their families (33, 31 and 36%,
respectively).

As for the sphere of employment of labor
migrants, in general, there is no significant
occupational segmentation of the employed by
country of origin. The strongest bias is observed

3 Migration in Russia Based on the Results of the First
Half of 2023 // DEmoscope Weekly. 2023. (In Russian).
URL: https://www.demoscope.ru/weekly/2023/01003/
baromO1.php# ftnrefl2 (accessed: 31.11.2023).
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only in the sphere of housing and utilities,
which accounts for the largest share of
employees from Tajikistan and Uzbekistan
(21% each), while among those employed from
Kyrgyzstan this share does not exceed 13%.
Respondents from Kyrgyzstan are employed in
the service sector to a greater extent than
Tajikistan, and Uzbekistan (31 versus 27 and
24% respectively).

Regarding the financial situation of
respondents, it can be said that migrants have a
relatively high income. Thus, almost every third
respondent has a monthly income of more than
61,000 rubles, which means that the level of
migrants’ income is close to the level of the
average salary of Russian citizens, which
according to Rosstat data was 61,794 rubles in
20224

Leaders in Global Development

Let’s look at the first two indicators: “the
country is a leader in global development” and
“the most influential political leader in the
world.” The answers to these questions
indirectly indicate the political preferences of
the respondents (the development of which
country is a kind of “example” or which country
is worth establishing close socio-economic
ties and deep political contacts with) and
about migration attitudes (the world’s
leading countries definitely attract the largest
migration flows). A high level of support for
certain world political figures indicates the
similarity of the migrant’s position and the
leader’s rhetoric.

Let’s analyze the distribution of
respondents’ answers to the question about the
country that is the leader in global development
(Figure 1).

The countries of Central Asia (Kyrgyzstan,
Tajikistan, and Uzbekistan) can be grouped and
considered together, since the coefficient of

4 Labor Market, Employment and Wages // Federal
State  Statistics  Service. (In  Russian). URL:
https://rosstat.gov.ru/labor_market employment_salaries
(accessed: 20.11.2023).
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variation in per cent for these countries does not
exceed 6%. Thus, every third migrant from
these countries indicated Russia as the leader in
global development (34-36%). Almost every
fourth migrant from these countries chose China
(22-28%), and about the same proportion of
respondents chose the United States — the
leader of global development (21-26%).
Countries such as Tirkiye, Great Britain,
Germany, and France received a small number
of responses from respondents (not more than
5%).

Let’s turn to Figure 2, the majority of
respondents chose V.V. Putin as the most
influential person on the world political
stage (from 49 to 52%). Next in popularity is
the state and political leader of the People’s
Republic of China — Xi Jinping (from 18
to 19%). The US President J. Biden was
indicated by 14% of respondents from
Kyrgyzstan, 17% — from Uzbekistan, 12% —
from Tajikistan.

In the survey, respondents were asked
which state or political bloc should act as a
guarantor of security in the former USSR space.
This question can be used to identify the
country or association of countries that, in the
migrant’s opinion, has a legitimate right
(recognized and fair in the eyes of the majority)
to “intervene” in the affairs of another state in
order to establish peace and stability.

Let’s look at Table 1. Informants had no
more than three answer options to choose from.

The wvast majority of respondents from
Kyrgyzstan (77%), Tajikistan (81%) and
Uzbekistan (76%) chose Russia as the

guarantor of peace and stability. Every third
migrant from Central Asia selected China and
the CIS.

It should also be noted that the share of
respondents from all three countries who chose
the USA, European Union (EU) and North
Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) as a
guarantor of peace and stability is insignificant
(about 6, 3 and 1%, respectively).

111



I'pedentox A.A. u op. Bectnux PYTH. Cepust: MexayHaponsble otHoteHust. 2024. T. 24, Ne 1. C. 107-125

A0% 36%

359 34% e 34%

30% >6% 6% 28%

25% 22%

20%

15%

10%

: 4% 59/ 4% 3% 5%
19/ 1% 1% 2% I

. I lﬁl i 11

USA  Chma Ti'lrkiyc Russian  Great Germany France  Other Difficult to
Federation Britain country — answer

o

[=)

P

mKyrgyzstan mTajikistan = Uzbekistan

Figure 1. “Which country do you consider to be a leader in global development?” Choose one of the answers, %
Source: compiled by the authors.
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Figure 2. “Whom do you consider the most influential person in the world?”
Choose one of the answers, %
Source: compiled by the authors.
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Table 1. “Which countries and political blocs should act as guarantors of peace and stability on the territory
of the former USSR (in the post-Soviet space)?” No more than 3 answers, %

Country/Organization Kyrgyzstan Tajikistan Uzbekistan
Russian Federation 76,5 80,5 76
Tiirkiye 18,5 20,5 15
USA 7,5 6 4
People’s Republic of China 26 26 25,5
Great Britain 0 2 1,5
Germany 1 2,5 3,5
France 0 0,5 0,5
EU 2 1,5 4
CIS 28,5 32 34
EAEU 10,5 6,5 6
CSTO 12 8 10
NATO 0,5 1 0
SCO 8 4,5 10
Other 0,5 0 0
Difficult to answer 10,5 4,5 9

Source: compiled by the authors.

International Integration Organizations

Let’s move on to analyzing respondents’
awareness of the activities of international
integration organizations. By the migrant’s
awareness we will understand his or her
knowledge of the goals/tasks/mission of the
association. This indicator is also a “filter”
question, since further there will be a number of
questions about the role of the association in the
world.

If we look at the general distribution of
answers (without dividing them into countries),
we can identify a number of associations whose
activities migrants are relatively familiar with
(that is, they know their goals, objectives,
mission well). Thus, more than half of the
respondents are well informed about the
activities of the NATO (60%) and the EU
(50%). Almost every second labor migrant is
well aware about the CIS. The share of those
who hear about the CIS for the first time is

APPLIED ANALYSIS

insignificant (less than 5%). The results are
naturally influenced by the length of the
existence of the CIS. In the post-Soviet space,
the Commonwealth has the longest history.

At the same time, the results of the survey
also showed high scores for the military-
political bloc NATO. The largest share of those
who are well informed about its activities is
among migrants from Kyrgyzstan (62%), and
the smallest share is from Tajikistan (58%). It
should be especially noted that all the countries
of origin of the migrants interviewed are
members of the CIS, but the respondents are
better aware of the goals and objectives of
NATO than of the goals and objectives of the
CIS. It can be assumed that this is due to the
consumption of news content by migrants.
Today, the national and Russian media
increasingly mention the activities of NATO, its
leadership, and the influence of this military-
political bloc on international processes,
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including in the context of events currently
taking place in the zone of a special military
operation.

Such international organizations as the
EAEU (10%), Collective Security Treaty
Organization (CSTO) (8%) and the SCO (10%)
are known to only one in ten respondents (the
share of those respondents who chose the
answer “I know well about this organization™).
The graph below shows the distribution of
answers from respondents who answered that
they were “well familiar” with the activities of a
particular organization (Figure 3).

The respondents’ awareness of the
activities of international organizations was
measured on a scale from “I heard the name of
the organization for the first time,” “I only
know the name,” “I heard something” to
“I know the goals/tasks/mission well.”
Respondents from Tajikistan showed the lowest

70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%

12% 14%

; J %
v AL Vi, M .

0%

EAEU (Eurasian Economic  CSTO (Collective Security SCO (Shanghai Cooperation

Union) Treaty Organization) Organization)

mkvrgyzstan  m Tegikistan

awareness of the existence and activities of
all international organizations, including the
highest proportion of respondents from all
countries who answered “I heard for the first
time” about each association. On the contrary,
among all informants, citizens of Kyrgyzstan,
showed the highest awareness. In general,
the distribution of responses of migrants from
all countries is quite similar, as the coefficient
of wvariation for these countries does not
exceed 7%.

In the survey, respondents were asked to
characterize the role of the integration
associations discussed above in political
processes in the post-Soviet space. These
questions were asked only to those respondents
who chose the answer option “I know well” in
the previous question about awareness of the
activities of international organizations.

62%

0/
/0

56%

4%

0% 8% 45%

NATO (North Atlantic
Treaty Organization)

CIS (Commonwealth of
Independent States)

EU (European Union)

Uekistan

Figure 3. Shares of respondents who are well informed about the activities of international associations
(the respondent answered that he/she knows the goals and objectives / mission / member states
of the association)
Source: compiled by the authors.
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Let’s consider respondents’ answers to
questions about the role of military-political
blocs: the NATO and the CSTO. The answer
options for these questions are almost identical
for respondents from Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan and
Uzbekistan; in this regard, we will present data
without a breakdown by migrants’ country of
origin.

The CSTO includes only Tajikistan and
Kyrgyzstan. The question was asked only to
those who answered that they were well
acquainted with the activities of this
international organization (42 respondents out
of 600). The sample of just under 50 people in
3 countries is small enough to generalize the
findings to the entire population. According to
the existing distribution, the role of the CSTO is
assessed quite positively by the respondents: the
share of those who chose the option “acts as a
provocateur” is quite small and ranges from 6 to
13% (Figure 4).

Attention should be paid to the low level of
awareness of the Collective Security Treaty
Organization, which is significantly lower than
similar indicators for NATO (about 8 times).

It can be concluded that the CSTO member
states pay little attention to informing the
population about its activities, the necessity of
its existence and the positive aspects of
membership in it.

The question about NATO was asked only
to those who said that they were well acquainted
with the activities of this international
association (360 respondents out of 600).
According to the distribution of respondents’
answers (Figure 5), the majority of migrants,
regardless of their country of origin, speak
negatively about the role of the alliance,
choosing the answers “Counters China and
Russia, forcing them to comply with
international law in the interests of the United
States and its allies” (from 41 up to 50%) and
“Acts as a  provocateur in  many
military/political conflicts” (from 42 to 50%).
About one fifth of migrants from Kyrgyzstan
(19%), Tajikistan (21%) and Uzbekistan (24%)
assess NATO’s role in a positive way, believing
that the alliance reflects threats to security and
stability, protects the territorial integrity and
sovereignty of member states.

Uzbekistan W Tajikisan W Kyrgyzstan

Difficult toanswer [ 8%
7%
Does not play a major role in relations between countries
6%
13%
Adts asa provocateur in many military/political conflicts [l 8%
B %

Ensures peaceful resolution of military/political conflicts in the world

40%

I 3!%

———————

Reflects threats to security and stability, protects the territorial integrity
and sovereignty of Member States

0%

80%

RN
. 9%

10%  20%  30% 40% 504 60% 70% 80% 90%

Figure 4. “What do you think is the role of the Collective Security Treaty Organization (CSTQO)?”
Choose one or more answers, %
Source: compiled by the authors.
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Figure 5. “What do you think about the role of NATO?” Choose one or more answers, %
Source: compiled by the authors.

60%

In general, it can be concluded that, in
contrast to the CSTO, the respondents assess the
role of NATO negatively, but believe that the
North Atlantic Alliance has a greater influence
on international relations (regardless of the
tone: positive or negative).

The following indicator is divided by
countries according to their membership in the
CSTO: “the need for the migrant’s homeland to
become a member of the CSTO in its current
form” (for migrants from CSTO countries:
Tajikistan and Kyrgyzstan) and “the need for
the migrant’s homeland to become a member of
the CSTO” (for migrants from Uzbekistan,
which is not a member of the CSTO). Using this
question, an attempt was made to identify the
migrant’s opinion about possible integration
into military-political blocs together with Russia
(CSTO) (or maintaining the membership in the
association), or with the Western countries,
NATO, with China or Tiirkiye. The respondents
could choose only one answer.

Let’s start with the answers of the
respondents from the CSTO member states:
Tajikistan and Kyrgyzstan (Figure 6). The
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overwhelming majority of migrants from both
countries spoke about the need for this
organization: “as a counterbalance to NATO”
(46% — Tajikistan, 44% — Kyrgyzstan) and
“to increase the country’s defense capability”
(38% — Tajikistan, 25% — Kyrgyzstan). It is
worth noting that this question was asked only
to those respondents who are well informed
about the activities of the CSTO
(29 respondents out of a sample of 400 people),
so the conclusions cannot be extended to the
entire population.

So, let us analyze the answers to the
question about the need for the migrant’s
country of departure to become a member of the
CSTO (for respondents from Uzbekistan). It is
also important to note that this question was
asked only to those respondents who are well
informed about the activities of the CSTO (this
is 16 respondents out of a sample of
200 people). Such a sample is also too small to
be generalized to the entire population.
However, certain conclusions can be drawn
from the sample population: respondents from
Uzbekistan, as well as migrants from Tajikistan
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and Kyrgyzstan, have similar views almost one
in two (47%) believe that the CSTO is needed
as a “counterbalance to NATO” (Figure 7).
Let’s look at the indicators of international
economic and political integration associations.
Let’s start with an analysis of the CIS indicator.
As shown in Figure 8, respondents from
Uzbekistan, Tajikistan, and Kyrgyzstan,

mTajkistan

countries that are part of the CIS,
overwhelmingly (76, 74 and 74%, respectively)
stated that the organization helps maintain
friendly relations between countries. One-fifth
of respondents from each country said that the
Commonwealth does not play a major role in
relations between countries.

m Kyrgyzstan

Difficulf to answer

No, military blocs are relics of the Cold War

I 8%
I 13%

I 13%

No, my homeland needs to militarily integrate with Turkey —
Yo

No, my homeland needs to integrate militarily with the Western countrics, NI 8%

the NATO bloc

- ____________________________________________JEILH
I 44

Y es, as a counterbalance to NATO

- . . - I —— 38"
Yes, its needed W improve the country's defense capability 250, 8%
I 25"

0% 5% 10%  153% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% 45% 509

Figure 6. “In your opinion, does your country need the Collective Security Treaty Organization (CSTO) in its

present form?” Choose one of the answers, %
Source: compiled by the authors.

THHIIITIm 213 %
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No, my homeland needs to militarily integrate with
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Yes, as a counterbalance to NATO

Y es, if's needed to improve the country's defense

capability TR 2794
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Figure 7. “Do you think Uzbekistan should become a member of the Collective Security Treaty Organization

(CSTO)?” Choose one of the answers, in %
Source: compiled by the authors.
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Figure 8. “What is the role of the Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS)?” Choose one of the answers, %
Source: compiled by the authors.
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Figure 9. “What is the role of the European Union (EU)?” Choose one of the answers, %
Source: compiled by the authors.

The role of the EU is assessed differently
by the respondents (Figure 9). The share of
respondents who believe that the EU aggravates
contradictions between countries is about ten
times higher compared to the assessment of the
role of the CIS. Approximately 40% of
respondents from Central Asia assessed the role
of the EU positively (Uzbekistan — 41%,
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Tajikistan — 38%, Kyrgyzstan — 42%).
A significant proportion of migrants from each
country (21 to 30%) noted that the European
Union does not play a big role in relations
between countries.

Let us turn to the analysis of the
respondents’ answers about the role of the
EAEU. Of the three countries included in the
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study, only Kyrgyzstan is a member of the
EAEU. This question was asked only to those
who answered that they were well acquainted
with the activities of this international
association (58 respondents out of 600). The
vast majority of migrants surveyed from
Uzbekistan (89%), Tajikistan (75%) and
Kyrgyzstan (83%) assessed the role of the
Union positively, choosing the answer “Creates
conditions for the stable development of the
national economies of the participating
countries” (Figure 10).

The SCO includes all of the countries in the
study: Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, and Uzbekistan.
This question was asked only of those
respondents who said they were familiar with
the activities of this international organization
(60 out of 600 respondents). There were several
possible answers. Figure 11 shows the
distribution of respondents’ answers by country.
The majority of migrants have a fairly positive
assessment of the role of the SCO in
international processes. The share of those who
believe that the organization is useless (“Does
not play a big role in relations between
countries”) or destructive (“Creates additional

barriers and difficulties in the development of
participating countries”) does not exceed 10%
in total for each country.

The obtained data clearly show that among
the respondents there is a significant proportion
of those who negatively assess the role of
“Western” associations in the development of
international political processes. The opposite
situation is observed in relation to the
integration organizations formed in the post-
Soviet space.

Relations Between Migrants’ Countries
of Origin and Russia

The indicator “main partner states / unions
of the migrant’s home country” reflects the
respondent’s opinion on the existence of the
closest socio-economic and socio-political
relations between countries. The distribution of
answers among migrants from Central Asian
countries is almost identical. The vast majority
chose Russia as their country’s main partner
(86—89%) (Table 2). China ranks second,
chosen by almost one in two respondents
(43-55%). One in three chose Tiirkiye as the
partner country of departure (27-36%).

Tajikistan

Kyrgyzstan

0% 10% 20% 30% 40%

_6%
_ )

50%

60% T0% 80% 90% 100%

u Creates conditions for stable development of national economies of the participating countries

m Creates additional barriers and difficulties in the development of participating countries

Does notplay a major role in relations between countries

m Difficult to answer

Figure 10. “What is the role of the Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU)?” Choose one of the answers, %
Source: compiled by the authors.
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Figure 11. “What is the role of the Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO)?” Select more answers, %
Source: compiled by the authors.

Table 2. “In your opinion, which states (associations of states, political blocs)
are your country’s main partners?” No more than 3 answer options, %

Country/Organization Kyrgyzstan Tajikistan Uzbekistan
Russian Federation 86 89 86
Tiirkiye 28 27 36
The USA 12 8 9
People’s Republic of China 47 43 55
Great Britain 1 2 2
Germany 1 1 2
France 1 1 |
EU 7 2 4
CIS 32 30 31
EAEU 9 5 5
NATO 1 2 2
CSTO 7 5 4
Other 4 5 4
Difficult to answer 2 2 4

Source: compiled by the authors.
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The indicator “Assessment of relations
between the migrant’s home country and
Russia” reflects the migrant’s perception of the
degree of friendliness or hostility of the foreign
policy relations between his or her home
country and Russia (Figure 12). The wvast
majority of migrants from Kyrgyzstan,
Tajikistan, and Uzbekistan assess the relations
between their home country and Russia as
friendly (44, 37 and 39%, respectively) or calm
(46, 51 and 52%, respectively).

Let’s move on to analyzing migrants’
assessment of Russia’s role in the post-Soviet
space (Figure 13). The respondents’ agreement
with a certain position presented in the answer
options can be based on various factors: the
dominant opinion of the social environment, the
position broadcast in the media, the rhetoric of
the ruling political party, etc. Among the
countries of Central Asia, the largest share of
respondents who believe that Russia cares about
maintaining order in the post-Soviet space are
migrants from  Tajikistan  (65%). The
overwhelming majority of migrants from
Uzbekistan (56%) and Kyrgyzstan (60%) take
the same position: “Russia cares about
maintaining order in the post-Soviet space.”
Approximately one in ten respondents from
Uzbekistan (10%), Tajikistan (11%) and

60%
51%

50% 46%

44%,

40% 3714

30%
20%

10%
10%

0%
Kyrgyzstan

Friendly / good neighborly

Tajikistan

Normal /calm

Kyrgyzstan (9%) believe that Russia is pursuing
an imperial policy, interfering in the affairs of
other states in the region or posing a threat to
the sovereignty of other states in the region.

Let us turn to the indicator “the need for
Russia to provide any assistance to the
motherland,” which allows us to ask the migrant
his opinion about “should Russia provide
assistance to the migrant’s motherland?”. If the
migrant believes that Russia “No, it should not”
(answer option) provide assistance, then in the
eyes of the migrant the homeland is separated
from any influence of Russia (which is almost
identical to the opinion that Russia “is not
responsible for the situation in the respondent’s
homeland,” “should not help,” “should not
interfere” in the affairs of the former republics
of the USSR). If a migrant believes that Russia
“Yes, it should” (answer option) provide some
kind of assistance to his homeland, then this
may indicate that in the eyes of the migrant,
Russia (as the legal successor of the USSR) is
the “big brother” of the country of departure and
should help the former republics of the Soviet
Union. According to the distribution presented
in Figure 14, the overwhelming majority of
respondents from all countries believe that
Russia should provide assistance to their
motherland.

52%

3994

1%
1% 1% 2%

0%
Uzbekistan
Difficult to answer

Tense Hostile

Figure 12. “How would you assess the current relations between your country and Russia?”
Choose one of the answers, %
Source: compiled by the authors.
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Figure 13. “How would you assess Russia’s current role in the post-Soviet space?” Choose one of the answers, %
Source: compiled by the authors.
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Figure 14. “Do you think Russia should provide assistance to your country?”, %
Source: compiled by the authors.

The respondents who answered that Russia
should help their motherland were asked to
choose “what kind of assistance Russia should
provide” (368 out of 600 respondents answered
this question). The majority of respondents
believe that Russia should provide economic
(about 80% of respondents from the 3 countries)
and financial assistance (Table 3), as well as
promote further development of economic
relations. The smallest percentage of
respondents from each country believes that
Russia should provide some kind of military
assistance (the smallest share is among migrants
from Kyrgyzstan — 33%).
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Let’s move on to the respondents’ opinions
about the most politically and economically
advantageous foreign policy course that the
migrants’ sending countries should choose
(Figure 15). According to the distribution of
answers below, the majority of migrants from
Kyrgyzstan (59%), Tajikistan (64%), and
Uzbekistan (65%) believe that their home
countries should deepen cooperation and socio-
economic ties with Russia. Less than 5% of
labor  migrants from  Central favored
rapprochement with Western countries, and
about 16% of respondents indicated that their
country should maintain neutrality.
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Table 3. “What kind of assistance should Russia provide to your country?” Multiple answers, %

Country Kyrgyzstan | Tajikistan | Uzbekistan
Financial (provide loans/ targeted loans, etc.) 56 60 62
Economic (to increase trade turnover, to provide businesses
. . 80 89 84
... wider access to the Russian market, etc.)
Military (supply arms and military equipment, assist in 33 a7 43
ensuring the country's security, etc.)
Medl.cal (provide coronavirus vaccines, send mobile 4y 59 57
hospitals ... etc.)
Other 0 2 1
Difficult to answer 2 0 3
Source: compiled by the authors.
Usekistan mTgikistan mKyrgyzstan
2%
Dificult toanswer m 2%
m 2%
_ _ 9%
Leaveitthe way it is M 8%
. 9%
) ) _ ) 16%
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I (%
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I |]%
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Deepen cooperation énd socio-economic ties with Western countries mmm 5%
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Figure 15. “What foreign policy course do you think your motherland should choose?”

Choose one of the answers, %
Source: compiled by the authors.

Conclusion

Based on the data obtained as a result of the
study, the following conclusions can be drawn.

1. Labor migrants from Central Asia are
unanimous on the issue of subjects of global
leadership. In their opinion, Russia is the leader
of world development (from 34 to 36%,
depending on the country of origin), ahead of
such countries as the USA, China, and Tiirkiye,

APPLIED ANALYSIS

Great Britain, etc. According to the respondents,
it is the Russian Federation that should act as a
guarantor of peace and stability in the post-
Soviet space. The President of Russia is the
most influential person on the world political
stage in the eyes of foreign workers. It should
also be noted the high leadership indicators of
China, which ranks second, ahead of the United
States.
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2. In general, labor migrants are poorly
informed of the activities of such international
organizations as the SCO, the EAEU, and the
CSTO. The overwhelming majority of migrants
do not understand what their role and mission
are. It can be concluded that the management
and executive bodies of organizations pay little
attention to media promotion, informing the
population about the work and results achieved,
about necessity of existence and the positive
aspects of membership.

3. It should be noted that the respondents
from Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan, which are
members of the CSTO, are not aware of the
activities of the Collective Security Treaty
Organization.

4. All respondents’ countries of origin are
members of the Commonwealth of Independent
States. However, migrants are more aware of
the activities of the NATO bloc (they know the
goals and objectives, mission, member countries
of the organization) than of the activities of the
CIS. This is probably due to the structure of the
news content consumed by migrants: the media
in Russia and in the sending countries broadcast
mostly NATO actions, covering the influence of

the military-political bloc on international
events.

5. The role of NATO is assessed sharply
negatively by migrants, compared to other
organizations (EAEU, CSTO, SCO, CIS).
Popular opinion: NATO acts as a provocateur in
many military-political conflicts and
antagonizes China and Russia, forcing them to
comply with international law in the interests of
the United States and its allies. The study also
revealed a fairly large proportion of respondents
who expressed similar views about the role of
the European Union.

6. The respondents have a positive attitude
to integration associations in which Russia
plays a key role. The socio-political attitudes of
foreign workers are also characterized by high
loyalty to the foreign policy of the Russian
Federation. Migrants overwhelmingly support
international ~ cooperation  between  their
countries and Russia and share the foreign
policy position of the Russian Federation. It can
be concluded that labor migrants from Central
Asia can be considered as a resource and capital
of the influence of Russian “soft power.”
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