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TPAHCKOPAOHHE CIHNIBPOBITHULTBO HA TEPUTOPIAX KAPITATCBKOI'O
€BPOPEI'IOHY B YMOBAX PO3BUTKY MIZKHAPOJHUX EKOHOMIYHHUX
3B'A3KIB TA I'VIOBAJII3ALII

In the context of globalisation interstate borders in relation to economic relations have acquired a
new meaning, which required the creation of a new system of regulation based on the principles of
liberalisation, elimination of trade barriers, ensuring free movement of capital. On the one hand,
the process of economic globalisation highlights the problems and contradictions remaining at the
national level between the regulatory functions of state administrative bodies and the needs of
unimpeded development of the Carpathian Euroregion. In this respect, inter-state institutions, as
well as the harmonised legal norms underpinning them, prevent attempts to disrupt the competitive
environment at the regional level. ~On the other hand, multilateral organisations are the
mechanisms within which representatives of national administrations of the participating countries
can negotiate the mutual removal of obstacles at the level of inter-state relations. Determined that,
Those "dimensions" of the economy dominated by the "symbolic mediation” of relations - the
financial market and consumption driven by consumerism - are most susceptible to globalisation.
Much less globalised are commodity production and the labour market. There are theoretical
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Justifications of the necessity of movement of the world community on the way of standardization in
the field of economy. They found their adherents in the idea of combination, interpenetration,
enrichment of national ways of development of economy not simply adjusting them to the general
tendencies through destruction and suppression, but the way of connection on principles of
equality, collectivism, preservation of traditional orientation of development. A certain development
of theoretical views on the processes of globalisation influence on economic processes of specific
countries we find in the works of specialists of the Club of Rome, as well as representatives of many
international governmental and non-governmental organisations. They analyse in detail the
processes of globalisation themselves and the obstacles that stand in their way. At the same time,
external limits - limits arising from the past, and internal limits - limits arising from the future,
which give birth to a more dangerous alternative to globalization - the movement of anti-
globalization. Thus, it is hardly appropriate to speak of globalisation only as a process of continued
growth of mutual trade, investment, increasing interdependence of countries and transcountry
territories. Such an understanding of globalisation would be too simplistic and superficial and
would not reveal qualitatively new elements of the globalisation process taking into account the
manifestations of the specific development of the Carpathian Euroregion.

B ymosax enobanizayii miscoepaicashi KOpOOHU CMOCOBHO eKOHOMIYHUX BIOHOCUH HADYIU HOB020
3HAYEHHA, WO 6UMA2AN0 CMEOPEHHS HOBOI CUCMEMU pe2yNo8aHHs, 3ACHOBAHOI HA NPUHYUNAX
nibepanizayii, ycyHeHHs mopeosux bap'epis, 3abe3neuents 6iibHO20 pyxXy Kanimany. 3 00H020 OOKY,
npoyec eKOHOMIUHOI 2n0banizayii 8UC8imIOe npodiemMu ma CynepeyHocmi, wjo 3aIUaomscsa Ha
HAYIOHATbHOMY PIGHI MIdiC pe2yIamOPHUMU (PYHKYIAMU 0ePAHCABHUX AOMIHICMPAMUBHUX OP2aHie ma
nompebamu besnepeuikooHo2o po3eumky Kapnamcvrkoco espopeciony. YV yvomy 6i0HOUIEHHI
MIdICOePIHCABHT THCIMUMYYTL, a MAKONC 2APMOHI308AHI NPABOSI HOPMU, WO Jledcamb 8 iX OCHOSI,
3anobicaroms cnpobam nopyuiumu KOHKYPEeHmMHe cepeoosguuje Ha pe2iOHANbHOMY piHI. 3 iHui020
00Ky, 6a2amocmopoHHi OpeaHizayii € MexXanisMamu, 8 pamKax AKUx npeoCmasHUKU HAYiOHATbHUX
aominicmpayii Kpain-yuacHuyb MOXCYmb 6eCmu Nepe2osopu npo 83aEMHe YCYHEHHsI NepeuKoo Ha
pisHi midcoepaxcasHux GioHocuH. Buznauuewuco, wo mi "sumipu” exonomixu, 8 AKUx OOMIHyE
"cumeoniune nocepednuymeo"” GioHocun - @QIHAHCOBUL PUHOK MA CHONCUBAHHS, 3YMOBGIEH]
CROJICUBAYMBOM, - HAUOLIbW CRpUUHAMAUG] 00 enobanizayii. Habaeamo menw 2nobanizoeanumu €
moeapue 8upoOHUYmMEo ma punoxk npayi. € i meopemuuni 002pPYHMY8AHHA HEOOXIOHOCMI PYXY
C8IMOBOI CnitbHOMU NO WIAXY Ccmanoapmu3ayii 6 2any3i eKOHOMIiKU. Bowu snatiwiu ceoix
NPUXUTbHUKIG 8 i0ei NOEOHAHHS, 83AEMONPOHUKHEHHS, 30a2a4eH s HAYIOHANbHUX WIIAXI6 PO3GUMKY
20Ccn00apcmea He NpPoCMmuUM RPUCMOCYBAHHAM IX 00 3a2anbHUX MeHOeHYill uepe3 DYVUHYBAHMA i
NPUOYUIEHHS, A CNOCOOOM 3'€OHAMHA HA NPUHYUNAX PIBHOCMI, KOJIEKMU8izMy, 30epediceHHs
mpaouyitinoi cnpamogarnocmi po3eumky. Ilegnuti po36umox meopemudHux nocisadié Ha npoyecu
BNIUBY 2N100ANTI3aYTl HA eKOHOMIYHI NPOYeCU KOHKPEMHUX KPAiH MU 3HAX00UMO 8 pobomax ¢haxisyis
Pumcokozo xnyby, a maxoxc npedcmasnuxie 06a2amvox MINCHAPOOHUX YPAO0BUX I HEYPIO08UX
opeanizayit. Y Hux O0emanvbHO aHANI3ZYIOMbCA cami npoyecu enobanizayii ma nepeukoou, wo
nocmaiomu Ha ixHbomy wiaxy. Ipu ybomy udinaomscsa 3068HIUHI MEXCT - MeXCT, WO GUHUKAIOMb 3
MUHYNI020, | GHYMPIWHI MeHCI - MedHCl, WO BUHUKAIOMb 3 MAUOYMHbO20, AKUMU HAPOOIICEHA DilbuL
Hebe3neuna anbmepHamusa 2enobanizayii -pyx awmuenoodanizmy. Omowce, HABPAO YU OOPEYHO
2osopumu npo 2nodanizayiio auuie K npo npoyec Oe3nepepsHo20 3pOCMAHHA 83AEMHOI MOp2iali,
iHgecmuyill, 30LIbWEHHS] B3AEMO3ANEHCHOCI KpAiH mMa MpAHCKOPOOHHUX mepumopii. Take
PO3YMinHs 2nobanizayii 6y10 6 3aHa0mo CnpoweHUM i NOBEPXHesUM | He BUABIN0 O AKICHO HOBUX
ejleMenmie npoyecy 2100anizayii 3 ypaxy8auHam nposeie cneyugiunozo pozsumxy Kapnamcokoeo
€68DOPEIOH).

Knrouosi cnoea: mpanckopoonue cnigpoOImHUYmMBE0, KAPpRAMCbKUll €8P0 pPecioH, MINCHAPOOHI
EeKOHOMIYHI 36 '13KU,; 27100ai3ayis, c8Imosa eKOHOMIKA



Key words: cross-border cooperation; Carpathian euro region, international economic relations;
globalization; world economy.

Formulation of the problem. The modern stage of development of international economic relations is
characterized by the rapid growth of world markets of all factors of production, the interaction of which forms the basis
for combining local production processes into a unified system of reproduction of public product. Transnational
cooperation, which organically combines market and planned methods of economic management, is one of the types of
institutional formations that ensure effective interconnection between the micro- and macrolevels of the world
economy. Periodically published statistics of international organizations show that transnational cooperation is one of
the most dynamic modes of social reproduction, which has spread worldwide thanks to the free movement of goods,
capital and technology to expand production and marketing capacity. Including domestic enterprises in this process is a
priority for transition economies which need to attract cheap factors of production from abroad in order to increase the
competitiveness of local big businesses.

Globalisation, like any other socio-economic process, is characterised by crises and upheavals. Practice shows
that many of the complex problems generated by it can only be solved at the interstate or trans-country level. In
particular, the peculiarities of the development of the Carpathian Euroregion have to be taken into account.

Analysis of recent research and publications. Much attention to these issues have been paid by the following
researchers and scientists in cross-border cooperation: Duke R., Marc J. (France), Locatelli R., Chudi G.-M.
(Switzerland), Gabbe G., Mudrich G., Klip K. (Germany); Eberhardt P., Stasiak A., Zolo Z. (Poland); Zardi A. (Italy);
Borisov B., Ilieva M. (Bulgaria); Kuzmishin P., Tei Yu., (Slovakia), as well as domestic scientists: Amosha O., Belenky
P., Broyde Z., Budkin V., Burakovsky 1., Burkinsky B., Vnukova N., Vyshnyakov O., Hakman S., Guk A.,
Evdokimenko V., Kuybida V., Kozoriz M., Legenko Yu., Lendiel M., Lutsyshyn N., Lyashenko V., Makogon Yu.,
Malsky M., Melnyk A., Miklovda V., Mokiy A., Pila V., Pirozhkov S., Pisarenko S., Pukhtinsky M., Romanyuk S.,
Romanova N., Syromolot E., Studennikov I., Tkachuk A., Chmyr O., Chaika N., Shevchuk K., Shcherbak N. and
others.

Formulation of the goals of the article. The aim of the article is to systematize theoretical approaches to
defining the concept of cross-border cooperation and the peculiarities of its implementation in the Carpathian
Euroregion in the development of international economic relations and globalization.

Presentation of the main research material. In the context of globalisation interstate borders in relation to
economic relations have acquired a new meaning, which required the creation of a new system of regulation based on
the principles of liberalisation, elimination of trade barriers, ensuring free movement of capital, etc. An urgent need was
the development of a joint currency and financial policy, the achievement of stability in this area, capable of ensuring
the convertibility of national currencies, facilitating mutual settlements [4, p.26]. The difference in the living standards
of the inhabitants of different countries has raised the question of providing assistance and support from the developed
countries to the developing states, and among them - to the least developed and poorest ones. A special role in the
search for new regulatory mechanisms in the prevailing conditions was entrusted to international economic
organizations, their participation in projects and programmes for the development of transcountry territories, and in
particular the Carpathian Euroregion.

The creation of these interstate institutions was necessitated by the need to address formally different but
interrelated tasks.

On the one hand, the process of economic globalisation highlights the problems and contradictions remaining
at the national level between the regulatory functions of state administrative bodies and the needs of unimpeded
development of the Carpathian Euroregion. In this respect, inter-state institutions, as well as the harmonised legal norms
underpinning them, prevent attempts to disrupt the competitive environment at the regional level.

On the other hand, multilateral organisations are the mechanisms within which representatives of national
administrations of the participating countries can negotiate the mutual removal of obstacles at the level of inter-state
relations. In other words, the activity of international organizations allows "clearing the way" for globalization
processes both on national and regional levels [1, p.51].

There are theoretical justifications of the necessity of movement of the world community on the way of
standardization in the field of economy. They found their adherents in the idea of combination, interpenetration,
enrichment of national ways of development of economy not simply adjusting them to the general tendencies through
destruction and suppression, but the way of connection on principles of equality, collectivism, preservation of
traditional orientation of development.

Neoclassical liberalism ignores the problem of understanding specific socio-economic differences in the
conditions and constraints of different types of national economies. Therefore, its methodological approaches often
promote simple retranslation of the laws of functioning of one particular historical economic system to another [4,
p-26]. The analysis of globalisation processes in the framework of these approaches cannot reflect any real content and
regularities of their development.

A certain development of theoretical views on the processes of globalisation influence on economic processes
of specific countries we find in the works of specialists of the Club of Rome, as well as representatives of many



international governmental and non-governmental organisations. They analyse in detail the processes of globalisation
themselves and the obstacles that stand in their way. At the same time, external limits - limits arising from the past, and
internal limits - limits arising from the future, which give birth to a more dangerous alternative to globalization - the
movement of anti-globalization. Scholars of this direction investigate the structural features of globalisation: the
subordination of national economies to the interests of MNCs and international trade and financial institutions;
resistance to this subordination; the opposition of globalism and Islamic fundamentalism.

In the course of globalization, a "global cultural flow" is formed, which breaks up into five cultural and
symbolic spaces-flows (landscapes): ethnoscape is formed by the flow of tourists, immigrants, refugees, guest workers;
technoscape by the flow of technology; finanscape by the flow of capital; mediascape by the flow of images; ideoscape
by the flow of ideology. These fluid, unstable spaces are the "building blocks" of those "imaginary worlds" in which
people interact, and this interaction is characterized by symbolic exchanges. The globalisation of society is therefore a
process defined by the predominance of culture over economics and politics [2, p.13]. Economy and politics are
globalized to the extent that they are 'permeated’ by symbolic exchanges.

Those "dimensions" of the economy dominated by the "symbolic mediation" of relations - the financial market
and consumption driven by consumerism - are most susceptible to globalisation. Much less globalised are commodity
production and the labour market.

Indeed, globalisation (especially in the economic sphere) should not be seen as a completely new and unique
process. Rather, we can speak of several historical waves of development of the international economy, one of which is
the modern period. Globalisation can be imagined not as a constantly increasing linear process, but rather as a process
with peaks and troughs, i.e. periods of development and contraction, and sometimes even stagnation.

Thus, it is hardly appropriate to speak of globalisation only as a process of continued growth of mutual trade,
investment, increasing interdependence of countries and transcountry territories. Such an understanding of globalisation
would be too simplistic and superficial and would not reveal qualitatively new elements of the globalisation process
taking into account the manifestations of the specific development of the Carpathian Euroregion.

Although the notion of globalisation, taking into account all the manifold manifestations of this process, is
established in theory as a concept expressing the complex interrelations and changes of the modern world, many
problems and questions still remain open. New challenges to theoretical constructions require explaining the myriad
empirical contradictions and exploring alternatives to development within this process.

The consequences of globalisation are ambiguous: Globalisation deepens specialisation and the international
division of labour. Under it, funds and resources are allocated more efficiently, which ultimately contributes to higher
average living standards and better life prospects for the population (at a lower cost to them) [6, p.20].

An important benefit of globalisation processes is economies of scale, which have the potential to reduce costs
and prices and thus lead to sustained economic growth.

Globalisation, by increasing competition, stimulates the further development of new technologies and their
diffusion among countries. Under its conditions, the growth rate of direct investment far exceeds the growth rate of
world trade, which is a crucial factor in the transfer of industrial technology, the formation of transnational companies,
which has a direct impact on national economies. The advantages of globalisation are determined by the economic
benefits that are derived from the use of advanced scientific, technological and qualification level of leading foreign
countries in relevant fields in other countries, in these cases the introduction of new solutions takes place in a short time
and at relatively lower cost.

Globalisation contributes to increased international competition within the Carpathian Euroregion. It is
sometimes argued that globalisation leads to perfect competition. In reality it is rather a question of new competitive
fields and more fierce competition on traditional markets, which is beyond the reach of any one state or corporation [3,
p- 23]. For the domestic competitors are joined by powerful external competitors with unlimited scope for action. The
globalisation of the world economy benefits consumers first and foremost, as competition gives them choice and lowers
prices.

Globalisation can lead to increased productivity as a result of the globalisation of production and the diffusion
of advanced technology, and competitive pressure for continuous innovation on a global scale.

Globalisation offers the trans-Carpathian Euroregion an opportunity to mobilise a greater volume of financial
resources, as investors are able to use a wider range of financial instruments in an increased number of markets [5,
p.151].

In the process of globalisation, a new framework for the world economic system is emerging, characterised by
the following shifts.

1. The distinction between the internal and external environment of activity, between domestic and foreign
policy is being erased; the economisation of policy is rapidly gaining momentum, with geo-economic space becoming
paramount.

2. The mobile trans-border reproductive systems, formed globally in the most promising areas of technological
development and resource endowment, have brought the military component to new frontiers. The armed forces are
functionally transformed, they protect not only the sovereignty of states and their national borders, but also mainly the
economic borders (geoeconomic interests, bridgeheads, prerogatives) of transnationalized structures, maintaining the
contours of internationalized reproductive cores (cycles) [8, p.6]. This fundamentally changes the approach to military
reform, military composition and armaments.



3. Under these conditions, the role of nation states is being transformed, the most developed of them turning
into transnationalised "system countries". They can no longer ignore supranational trends in the economic,
informational, financial, social, military and other spheres [7, p.21]. They begin to play the role of a global
entrepreneur, delegate the function of implementing strategic national interests and aspirations to powerful financial and
banking structures, transnational corporations, consortia, unions, etc.

4. The foreign policy motivation changes fundamentally: the "country-system" generates global income within
its internationalized reproduction cores. Participation in its formation and distribution is the highest motivational
incentive for national economies to operate economically in the world economic system: diplomacy takes it in its stride
[10]. The breakthrough to participation in global income is made through the use of high geo-economic technology.

5. Traditional foreign economic (foreign trade) doctrines are losing their power. Foreign trade no longer
mediates only the division of labour between nations, states (international division of labour). It is no longer operating
in the world market, but in a new strategic space - the geo-economic atlas of the world, including its national parts [9]..

6. International organizations and institutions, born in the post-war period for the sake of certain geopolitical
goals, in the context of the geo-economic transformation of the world have exhausted their resources: the formation of a
new system of world economic structures, reflecting the geo-economic realities, including the need for an international
institution such as a geo-economic tribunal, is on the agenda.

7. The emergence of powerful supranational structures in the geo-economic space has not only significantly
weakened national sovereignties, but has also become a self-sufficient, self-organising and self-developing system. This
is particularly characteristic of the credit and financial sphere. Having lost touch with reproductive cycles, the
movement of global financial flows has led to a proliferation of hard-to-manage speculative capital and distorted
national financial and credit relations [11, p.39].

Conclusions. Considering the above, it becomes evident that Considering the above, it becomes evident that
there is no unified concept of globalisation at the level of the transcountry territory of the Carpathian Euroregion. On
the contrary, there are many theoretically contradictory approaches and points of view, which confirms the lack of a
clear methodology and conceptual clarity of concepts. The flaws of globalisation stem from technological determinism
(information technology cannot "make" the new society), simplistic approaches to the problem (reducing a set of
socially significant processes to one aspect), instrumentalism (identifying the concept of globalisation with the realities
of global trends) and discrediting the concept of convergence.
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