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PE3IOME

VY crarTi po3risaloThCs CydacHi TEHJACHIT BUXOXY CBITOBOI €KOHOMIKH 3 KPH3H, BUBYEHO CTaH PO3BHHEHHX KpaiH, KpaiH, IO PO3BUBAIOTHCS Ta
KpaiH 3 MepexiIHOI0 eKOHOMIKOI0, IPOaHaTi30BaHO AWHAMIKY BHPOOHUIITBA Ta €KCIIOPTHO-IMIIOPTHHUX Omnepalii YKpaiHu B po3pi3i reorpadidHoi i
TOBAapHOI CTPYKTYPH, PO3IIISIHYTO IIEPCHEKTUBH YKpPalHH B KOHTEKCTI BUBE/ICHHS €KOHOMIKH KPAiHHU 3 KPU3H.

Kiro4oBi ciioBa: CBiTOBa €KOHOMIKa, KPH3a, €KCIIOPT, IMIIOPT, IIPOMHCIIOBE BUPOOHHMIITBO.

SUMMARY

The paper reviews current trends in the world economy out of the crisis, have been studied the state of developed, developing and transition countries,
studied the dynamics of production and export-import operations in Ukraine in the context of geographical and commodity structure, the prospects of
Ukraine in the context of the output of the economy out of crisis have been researched.
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GLOBAL ECONOMIC CRISIS AND REGIONAL DISPARITIES
Markovi¢ L., PhD assistant professor Faculty of Economics, Nig, Serbia'

At the time of globalization, the difference between interregional and international cooperation are smaller. In this context, in this paper we
analyze the regionalization of Serbia announced. The final victory of neo-liberal concept of development in the globalization process imposed by the
escalation of problems of regional development. (Neo)Liberalism is like waves spreading around the world. But as the wave theory there is no law
that says that every particle hit by the wave becomes a source of new wave, so it can be said that every country and every region affected by the
liberal flow begins to intensify the problem of development between the sub-regions. In each such territorial unit begin to create center-periphery
relations similar to those described by the Senegalese economist Samir Amin in his theory of peripheral economies. Periphery tends to be as much as
possible and quickly close the center, while their market flows impose greater distance. Practically, the centrifugal force of the market beyond the
process of deepening the gap between center and periphery, a regional development policy should be to create a counterweight to the centripetal
forces as much as possible and mitigate chaotic processes. There are arguments for one or another option. Economically rational market processes
allocate factors of production, increase economic efficiency and contribute more to increasing the rate of economic growth. However, if you look at
the problem long term, the market will on the one hand to create highly developed regions, and the other devastated areas. The cost of such long-term
trends will be almost incalculable. In large urban centers (capitals and centers of the region) will drastically increase need for additional investment in
infrastructure, housing, development of new space to life and livelihood. In underdeveloped regions will remain untapped potential, and there may be
other problems, such as demographic nature. If from the standpoint of economic rationality, “the market knows best”, it is certain that from the
perspective of regional development “market does not know best”.

The undeveloped parts of the country and the region will permanently lose any chance to develop when professional staff leave and move
to the center. This phenomenon is known in the international economy as a brain drain; however it was amazing and takes place within the region,
and even sub-regions. The end effect is that the periphery loses “gray brain” mass and age, and therefore the future. Similar experiences are present in
every corner of the globe, and theoretically it has processed the economist Gunnar Myrdal on Latin American countries. But this is not the least
favorable option. Even worse is that under the guise of mitigating regional disparities conduct “vulgar” or “quasi” regionalization that will not only
conserve, but also deepen regional differences. Before this ordeal and is now Serbia.

Let's first of the causes of regional differences. At the international level such processes rather analyzed. Protection of national interests,
protection of borders and customs and non-tariff barriers has allowed a stable growth rate of countries in the center. Economic strength has enabled
these countries and to devote sufficient attention to regional development, but were made serious mistakes in dealing with these problems. The most
common mistake was to be stereotyped approach, quality projects without sufficient funds for regional development money poured relentlessly into
undeveloped areas. This money is usually legal and illegal channels ending in the capitals and other developed urban centers. Maybe it was the best
experience of Italy is this approach that sought to reduce the differences between North-South. Huge resources are invested in southern regions like
Puglia and Calabria, and the devastation that the process is not slowed, let alone stopped. The most common approach is to develop an infrastructure
that requires huge investment, and performers of these works are from developed centers and the money goes back more affluent parts of the region.
This one-time assistance in order to create conditions for economic growth is very slow to produce results. Establishment of funds for regional
development with enough well-defined mechanisms and under strict control becomes counterproductive. In a way it felt and the European Union.

One of the key issues of particular controversy, and that fits into the context of the economic effects of EU accession of Serbia, and the
impact of transnational, supranational and national levels, the future treatment of the region, and define their place and role of the EU territory. When
the Treaty of Rome creating the European Union 1957th the first plan was to create a customs union, and to the economic and social differences, the
six members did not pay excessive attention (these differences, except for southern Italy were not significant). Although it has been fifty years since
this agreement, the problems are not particularly changed. Namely, the main place, relatively speaking, still occupy the structural problems of which
the most important problem of regional disparities. This is particularly reflected in the level of output and unemployment in certain regions of the EU.
Research some authors have shown that the level of gross domestic product may vary from 25% of the average European GDP in poor areas of
Greece and Portugal, to 212% of the average European GDP in Hamburg. A similar gap can be seen in the level of unemployment, which ranges from
6.6% in Austria to 23.6% in Spain. Otherwise, the entry of Central and Eastern Europe in the EU in 2004. and 2007., this gap is further increased.
Obviously, though, that creation of integration in the short term through exposure of different degrees of development and differences in living
standards may lead to social tensions, migration and, ultimately, political instability.

With the fall of customs barriers between member states to tighten competition in the market, which many enterprises, and often entire
industries and regions, can not endure. To prevent this, the EC a few years after the instrument resorted to structural policies, to mitigate the negative
impacts of changes caused by the liberalization of economic developments. Structural policies aim to help different sectors, regions, business entities
or branches that are assumed to be carriers of technological development.

Detailed analysis of economic and other effects of European integration on the regions of particular member states revealed two opposing,
yet complementary processes. The first, which refers to the centralization of competences of Brussels and the transfer of certain responsibilities of
nation-states to the exchange, and another that includes decentralization, which gives greater autonomy to the regions (regions, districts or provinces)
within these countries. For these reasons, it is justified to question the existence of specific regional policies at EU level where there is already a
reglonal policy of the Member States. In defense of necessity of regional policy at EU level, some authors have suggested the following arguments:

In the interest of the richer member states to improve the economic situation in the poorer Member States. The trade creation effect, free

movement of capital and labor, has a strong spillover effect the results from the EU. This practically means that the poor economic

performances of a country certainly affect the single market. For this reason, EU regional policy could be justified as a mechanism that
would allow a State party to actively stimulate other economic activity. Reducing differences in the degree of development of certain
regions, the integration to get the proper spread between regions and Member States.

. The second reason for the existence of regional policy is its high price for member states. It is known that every country has an equal
number of underdeveloped regions. Some of them (such as Greece and Portugal) have very big problems, while others (such as Denmark
and the Netherlands) are relatively small. It is obvious that in the less developed EU countries (Serbian perspective) it extremely difficult
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for their poor regions of the fund, especially if they had to strictly control their public finances, as required by strict convergence criteria
for European monetary union. For these reasons, it seems that only at the level of the Union may raise the necessary funds from the richer
regions of some Member States (such as Germany and France) and assign the poorest EU regions.

. These third jobs also promote greater political cohesion and “community spirit”, which poor countries and regions do not feel that they are
“abandoned”. This is important because, although the causes of delays are different, there are well established in the gap "center-
periphery" between rich and poor regions. Much of the most backward regions are usually grouped at the periphery, especially in the
Mediterranean. This means that these countries are reluctant to continue with further integration, if they knew that he would have to bear
the costs. It is evident that with each new expansion of the number of individual states and regions with marked differences in the level of
development increased.

. EU regional policy is important for overcoming the problems caused by a single market and the integration process as a whole (e.g., higher
standards require more spending in areas such as environment, communications, eliminating borders can have a negative effect on border
regions depend on cross-border trade).

Coordination of all activities aimed at reducing regional disparities can be vital if the end is realized. Acting on the supranational level, the
EU has great potential to improve the effectiveness of these efforts. As a supra-national co-coordinator, the EU should also connect:

. Regional policy with other EU policies (common agricultural policy, social, environmental policy);

. The objectives of EU regional policy within a Member States with regional policy of the national government;

. The objectives of regional policies of Member States, especially in cases where the member states of the neighboring countries;

. regional policy and the Member States initiatives to manage regional and local organizations and authorities

On the other hand, when it comes to special funds, which otherwise can greatly affect the ratio of benefits and costs after the accession of
Serbia to the EU, we should point out structural and cohesion funds. There are four Structural Funds of the EU: European Social Fund (EESF), the
European Regional Development Fund (ERDF), European Agricultural Fund for Guidance and Guarantee Fund (EAGGF) and Financial Instrument
for Fisheries Guidance (FIFG) and NUTS - the principle of equitable development policies region that serves as the basis for the use of funds.

The Structural Funds were established with the aim of solving the problem of regional disparities, restructuring industry, reducing
unemployment. The Cohesion Fund is primarily aimed to enable all Member States to enter the final stage of monetary union, thereby strengthening
social cohesion within the Union. Financial assistance funds would be directed at achieving the following objectives:

- help the regions lagging behind,

- the restructuring of the region who are severely affected by the industrial and global economic crisis,

- the struggle against long-term unemployment, facilitating the integration of youth participation in the labor market and promoting

equal opportunities for women and men in the labor market

- adjust the workforce to changes in industry and manufacturing,

- help the restructuring of agriculture and fisheries, and

- promoting the development of backward areas, help sparsely populated regions.

Both of these funds constitute a significant part of the EU budget, and their primary function is to reduce the gap between rich and poor
regions and EU member states, as well as encouraging economic and social equality. It should be underlined that 90% of the above-thirds of the EU
budget are spent on development of the region, and 10% of the so-called development “Cohesion countries” (Greece, Ireland, Portugal and Spain).

From the viewpoint of regional development, assistance comes from the Regional Development Fund, the EU creates another serious
problem. It was a deepening of the gap in development between the capital and other regions. Experience has shown that targeted assistance to less
developed regions in the final instance ends in the capital for several reasons. The largest numbers of banks which, sooner or later collect money from
subsidies or assistance to regional development have their headquarters in the capital. Also, much of the industry is concentrated in the capital and the
purchase of industrial products money again poured into the capital. If we know that with the growth of living standards for the percentage of food
costs in the budget of the family declines, it will be coming to the conclusion that the money directed to less developed regions eventually end up in
the capital where the most concentrated the largest industrial facilities. Such an experience of almost all EU member states suggests further
complicating the problems of demographic development. Pressure migration to the capital increases, and the under-population of certain regions to
further intensify. For example, in Athens, of which more than half the population of Greece. A similar situation exists with other EU countries

Ten percent of the region with the highest GDP per capita is generally the main financial cities in northern Europe (London, Hamburg,
Amsterdam, Paris, and Groningen) and the richest regions of southern Germany and northern Italy. Ten percent of the regions are lagging behind
regions of Greece (Peloponnesus, Crete, and Northern Greece-Macedonia), the French Overseas Territories, and some regions of Spain (Galicia,
Andalusia, and Extremadura), Portugal (Akores) and southern Italy (Calabria, Sicily). The gap between these regions is very large, so that GDP per
capita in the richest region is 60% above the EU average, while the poorest 40% below the European average. In other words, the top ten most
developed regions, GDP per capita is about two and a half times the GDP of the ten lowest ranked countries. It seems that this gap will continue to
exist despite the fact that the average GDP of the poorest regions rose from 55% in 1988. year to 65% in 2002. year. Relatively speaking, however,
this is an improvement on the situation in the late eighties and early nineties, when this gap was 4:1.

Among the new Member States, the richest region of the Czech capital of Prague, where households have an income of 14,500 euros per
year per family. With these results, Prague was placed just below the average of the whole Union. The standard of living is good and in other capitals
of Central and Eastern Europe within the EU: Bratislava, Budapest and Warsaw, while residents of poor, underdeveloped agricultural regions in
Poland, Latvia and Slovakia have less than six times less income than the richest EU regions and to is London. In the capital of British income per
household amounted to 27,754 euros. Within the EU, per-inhabitant GDP ranges from 28% of the EU-27 average (6500 PPS) in Severozapaden in
Bulgaria to 343% (85 800 PPS) in the capital region of Inner London in the UK. Statistics from previous years, however, show that with the
enlargement gradually softened differences: in the survey in 1999. the poorest EU member states had income of less than seven times the richest
member states.

Some authors doubt these conclusions and believe that, despite the fact that the gap between Member States has decreased, remained at the
same time the gap between rich and poor regions and, in some cases it is even deepened (particularly in the UK). For these reasons it is necessary to
emphasize the importance of regional policies for the future member states and candidate countries, such as our country. Because, in their opinion,
membership of the EU has no clear effect on the poorer member states. Rates of convergence listed in various tables EUROSTAT, only shows that
European politics per se do not generate development that would lead to strong convergence. The decisive factor is the manner in which each
Member State individually to respond to economic opportunities provided under the EU. The best argument for convergence, such as Ireland, there
usually is at a “statistical illusion”. Namely, when the calculated effect of the Irish GNP rather than GDP per capita, the figures would be quite
different, because of the large revenue that multinational companies have in Ireland, as reflected in GDP, but is omitted in GNP.

The case of Ireland shows that it would be difficult to calculate the individual contribution to regional economic development policy. In
fact, a number of factors influenced the performance of Ireland. Sixties of the twentieth century, Ireland began the reform of the education system,
introducing new methods and technologies. In the seventies introduced a new information technology and reduce the corporate income tax, thus
attracting multinationals from the EU and the U.S. In the late eighties came to Ireland Structural Funds, when the generation that was passed through
a reformed education sixties came to a situation that leads to and promotes the Irish economy. However, in one all analysts agree with the official EU
documents. It is a fact that is very difficult to calculate the real impact of EU structural policy and isolated from other sources of economic growth and
convergence. In the case of Central and Eastern Europe (and especially the Balkan countries and Serbia), it is necessary to take into account political
and social changes (democratization of society, the process of institution-building, etc...). As generators of development the importance of regional
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policy in that country well illustrated by the fact that regional policy constitutes one of the three chapters of the acquis communautaire, and the
conditio sine qua non for membership. The other two are the Common Agricultural Policy (CAP) and Finance and Budget.

Funds from Regional Development Fund of the European Union are very often disappeared in the distribution channels and
underdeveloped regions are the only traces get the assistance they were intended. A similar fate had funds from the EU agricultural budget. Many
times to prove that the funds will be invested in underdeveloped regions and countries are not sufficient to significantly change anything in their
market niche. On the contrary, not enough to give visible effects of such projects only encourage emigration from underdeveloped countries and
regions. Free movement of workers within the European Union, further intensifying the process.

Therefore the problem of regional development should be approached from a completely opposite point of view. There are many examples
in the world for the failure of similar projects for the development of underdeveloped areas. If we look for the essence of this lies in the failure of
those measures and incompatibility problems that are addressed. In particular, the economic problems were solved by administrative measures. Where
will the money be directed, as a rule, scarce funds, which sectors will be placed resources, which will carry out projects and so on are generally taken
in the capitals or centers and developed regions. The greatest absurdity is that after the completion of the project is expected to better incorporate
these regions into the marketplace. If you rotate the order of questions and analysis start from the periphery toward the center raises the doubt that will
bear the economic recovery of underdeveloped areas. International Bank for Reconstruction and Development back in the fifties clearly defined that
the main carrier of development of private enterprise. That's why they formed the International Finance Corporation, which was supposed to stimulate
private initiative, provides financial assistance to private companies as a basic unit of economic organism. This strategy is deeply rooted in the quest
to solve the economic problems of economic measures.

No matter how absurd it may seem the main factor of economic development of scarce capital but knowledge is not primarily about
entrepreneurship. Therefore, you should first identify capable entrepreneurs in different regions with the help of state or international organizations
developing their own businesses to become leaders of the development of the region. Verification must be made capable entrepreneur market. But it is
well known that only 2 to 5% of the population carries an entrepreneurial spirit. So, the question is how exactly they help. This strategy is relatively
simple. Various start-up programs should be encouraged to create new companies. As one of the models are imposed and the opening of business
incubator that provided financial and technical assistance to start. The more open company, the greater the chance that one of them may be the
carriers of the entrepreneurial gene. However, experience says that the first two years of existence will have 50% of newly established companies will
be shut down. The most common cause of such movements is not sufficiently capable entrepreneurs who are engaged in the business who can not
bear. Their most common error is that the early set as “boss”, but company looking for “servant” to 24 hours a day to think about business.
Companies that survive this most vulnerable period of existence should be given an additional opportunity to develop further. This assistance is
provided any loans given the International Finance Corporation. Successfully implemented a loan guarantee this company is able to survive long in
the market and more can decide their own destiny. So, the logic is very clear: small steps in the long run will put the creation of a strong carrier of
development of the region to be crossed.

Holders find themselves in the development of underdeveloped regions is only one option. Unfortunately, in countries with sharpened
problems of regional development this approach feasible is difficult or even impossible. This requires a proven ability to attract entrepreneurs to the
region. Finally we come to the great similarities between solving the problem of regional development and reducing the gap in development between
countries. Underdeveloped countries are trying to attract foreign investors. Especially in this process desirable strategic and financial partners, are
direct, and portfolio investment. Success in this process has only countries that are economic measures. This refers primarily to increase the
profitability of investments. The range of measures is very wide. For example it is reducing and in some cases the temporary abolition of income tax
(2 to 5 years). Let's look at what the effects were similar if the measures used in the regional development of Serbia. Suppose that the income tax
repeal in several least developed municipalities in Serbia. From the standpoint of government that would be inadmissible at the time of tight fiscal
policy because it reduces the budget revenues. But no concrete numbers can not talk about the loss of large or small the budget. How, for example, the
state charges on the basis of income tax in the poorest municipality in Serbia (Trgovishte). That income is so insignificant that they will not feel any
of the restrictive monetary policy means that the cost is almost zero. And what would be gained? Also what is obtained and the international scale.
Such a measure could be the catalyst capable entrepreneurs to open a business or even relocate existing in the municipality in which it does not pay
income taxes. Of course, the cost of such a move would give a comparative analysis in future savings from taxes on profits and costs of relocation.

Selective application of tax policy that is not easy to implement, much will be achieved in solving the problems of regional development.
Economic measures are addressed economic problems. Most importantly, this solution has long-term effects on solving the problems of regional
development and economic sustainability opens the perspective of the region. In the long run, and the budget will be in profit because it will
strengthen the economy of the region to re-open the possibility of gradually introducing income tax. Budget revenues obtained by the growth
prospects, and otherwise could only be reduced to a complete loss.

At first glance similar, yet fundamentally different is the possibility of opening free trade zones. From the perspective of the state it is
certainly easier solution, but less efficiently. The fact that free zone shall be under the complete supervision of the customs, and the fact that the
opening and operation of a free zone carries no small cost, idea almost certainly condemned to failure. Also, the survival of the free zone is
inextricably linked to a large enough amount of work within it the first year of operation makes it very uncertain. Finally, the free zone must be met
and some other conditions such as the presence of important roads, a substantial investment in its opening and operation, etc.

In this context let analyze regionalization of Serbia announced. The public only sees the regionalization of the transfer rights to smaller
territorial units (regions), and completely forgotten that it implies the transfer of certain responsibilities and obligations. In this sense, it may very well
be counterproductive, especially for the least developed regions. As an example we take the extreme case in which the maximum transfer of rights
and responsibilities. Mentioned most common idea is that the funds generated in the region do not go to the capital. The recently adopted law that
80% tax on earnings retained in the place where he realized just legalizes and preserves the gap in development. Of course, the greatest benefit of this
will go to Belgrade because most employees in absolute terms are in the capital. However, given the relative figures the problem is even more
pronounced. Lowest unemployment rate is also in Belgrade and Novi Sad. Differences in unemployment rates of least developed and most developed
municipalities are even 1:10. If this, the parliament adopted measures were accompanied by the transfer of competences to address, for example,
social issues, the problem of regional development would be even more pronounced. Percentage fewer employees to solve problems larger percentage
of the unemployed would fall at the expense of a smaller percentage of employees. While in the municipality of Novi Beograd 96% of employees
solve problems 4% unemployment in the municipality of KurSumlija to 60% of employees solve problems 40% of the unemployed. If we add the
difference in average earnings, it is clear that the problem is not solved, but intensifies. Average earnings in the municipality of New Belgrade over
50,000 dinars (500 EUR), and in the municipality of KurSumlija below 20,000 dinars (200 EUR).

If regionalization is not sufficiently implemented thoughtfully can create many more problems. But even without the implementation of
regionalization is much to be done to reduce regional disparities. One possibility mentioned the selective tax rates. As can attract foreign direct
investments, investors can be directed in some regions. Since the inter-regional differences in Serbia so big, not enough to leave the regions of what
they have created. Against severe market movements must be consistently implemented effective policies for regional development that will
withstand all legal and illegal attempts to discredit. The point is to provide attractive conditions for investors, staying and coming professionals who
will carry the economic recovery and development. In this process must be equally involved and developed and underdeveloped regions.
Undeveloped because of their personal interests, and developed to defeat vanity and desire to remain in the center of everything.

Based on a series of examples and data, it is obvious that the impact of structural policies should neither overestimate nor underestimate.
What is important to stress related to the objectives to be achieved by keeping a common regional policy. EU structural policy was never supposed to
be the only driving force of development, but only support and complement the effects of free markets and economic policies of member states. This
practically means that only together with other European and national policies and good response of each member state to economic opportunities
offered to them within the EU, it can achieve satisfactory results and increase the positive impact of other policies.
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I would particularly emphasize that this concept or policy of the EU in terms of locating the position and role of regions in the EU for the Republic
utmost importance. And that, in terms of development and understanding of all the other benefits that such a policy makes the regions and countries
within which they are located, and in view of the future concept of adapting our policy and EU regional strategy. Serbia is an open area for
cooperation in the framework of programs to improve regional cooperation, even though not an EU member, with the understandable limitations of
the countries in transition and a country which still has the position of the third country in cooperation with the EU. The benefits of joining the
program, such as the INTERREG program or inter-regional cooperation, is exceptional in all aspects of regional cooperation, as in the current phase
relation Serbian-EU, and the next stages of Serbia's European integration.

The above mentioned strategy of the EU, as is evident beyond narrow national, state or provincial borders and opens up the possibility of
regions, with or without specific features (the case of Vojvodina), that in the interest of developing and implementing well-being in a state where they
are located, but also directly at the European level. Our commitment to integration in the EU imposes on us obligations and execution of the planned
structural and regional policy, for faster and more successful integration into the overall system of the Union.

The benefits that would have the Serbian economy from EU funds most dependent on country's ability to create long-term vision and
harmonious development and to establish it appropriate programs that will help to overcome bottlenecks and adverse effects of changes (which is the
sense of structural policies). It's a job where experience plays a huge role. Even the old EU member states have not used all the means which have
been granted, some of them up to third. All this must be borne in mind when discussing whether it is more important as soon as possible to join the
EU and thorough preparation is a priority for the integration. What is the issue of regional development complex, there are complex problems caused
its non-resolution. Without solving the regional problems will be that the country is more important election for mayor capital than presidential
elections and Prime Minister of the state. This absurd situation, of which Serbia is, not far away, can cause long-term far more problems than those
that currently exist.
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PE3IOME

B Teopii MiXHAapogHOI TOPriBJII He € PIAKICTIO BHIAIOK, IO PO3BHTOK MDKHAPOXHOI TOPriBIi y INOPIBHSHHI 3 PO3BHTKOM PETiOHAIBHOTO
crniBpobiTHuITBa. HaiiBimomimmm aBTopoM B Ll obnacti € mBeachkuii exonomict beptinp OdiH, sika Teopis TOYHO BH3HAYAETHCS MOPIBHSIBHUM
aHaJi3 3aranbHoi piBHOBary. [loaiOHui miaxin Moke OyTH npoaHalizoBaHa i EKOHOMIYHOTO PO3BUTKY IN100aIbHOI ((hiHAHCOBHIA) KpH3a.

Kuarou4oBi ciioBa: perionanisaiis, riiobaisaiis, CBITOBa EKOHOMiUHa KpU3a

PE3IOME

B Teopuu MeXIyHapOJHON TOProBIM HE SBISCTCS PEAKOCTHIO CIIydai, YTO Pa3sBUTHUE MEXKIYHAPOJIHOH TOPrOBIM MO CPABHEHHIO C Pa3BHTHEM
PErHOHANBHOrO COTpyAHMYeCTBa. CaMbIM M3BECTHBIM aBTOPOM B 3TOH OOJIACTH SIBJISETCS WIBEACKHI SKoHOMHUCT beprune OmuH, koTopas Teopus
TOYHO OIPEJEISCTCS CPaBHUTENBHBIN aHauM3 o6miero paBHoBecHs. [T0JOGHBIM MOAX0J MOXET OBITH MPOAHAIM3UPOBAHA W SKOHOMHYECKOTO
pa3BuUTHS II100aIbHOI (PUHAHCOBBIIT) KPU3KC.

KuroueBble cJ10Ba: periMoHaNN3aIHs, [II00aIM3a1is, MUPOBOH SKOHOMHYECKHUI KPU3UC

SUMMARY

In international trade theory is not uncommon case that development of international trade compared with the development of regional cooperation.
The most famous author in this field is a Swedish economist Bertil Ohlin, which theory is exactly defined by a comparative analysis of general
equilibrium. Similar approach can be analyzed and economic development of the global (financial) crisis.

Key words: regionalization, globalization, the world economic crisis

MWHHOBAIIMOHHBIE 9KOHOMHWYECKHAE MEXAHU3MBbI PET'YJIMPOBAHUS B3AUMOJIENCTBUS TAPTHEPOB B
OTPACJISIX COIUAJIBHOI'O CEKTOPA DKOHOMUMKHU YKPAUHBI

Maptskosa E.B., 1.5.1., mpod., UacTHTYT 3k0HOMEKY HpoMimuteHHOcTH HAH YikpanHst

CdopMmynupoBaHbl MOJEIN M OCHOBHbIC HPHHIMIIBI B3aMMOACHCTBMS TApPTHEPOB B COLMAIBHBIX MPOCKTAX, C LEJIbIO OOCCIeYCHUs
COIIACOBAHUSI MHTEPECOB YYACTHHKOB B3aMMOJCIHCTBHS Ul PAa3BUTHS M HOBBIMICHUS YCTONYUBOCTH M KOHKYPEHTOCIIOCOOHOCTH 9SKOHOMUYECKHX
CHCTEM Ha Pa3HbIX YPOBHSX HEPAPXHH.

KiroueBble ciioBa: ynpaBlieHHE, COLUMAIbHAS OTBETCTBEHHOCTb, MHHOBAIIMH, COL[MATbHBIC YCIYTH, HapTHEPCTBO, MEXaHU3MBbI, COLMAIIBHBIH
HPOCKT.

CdopMynp0BaHO MOJIENI Ta OCHOBHI NIPUHIIMIIM B3a€MOJIii TapTHEPIB y COLIAIBHUX MPOEKTaX 3 METOI0 3a0e3NeUeHHs y3roKeHH IHTepeciB
YYaCHHUKIB B3a€MOIT sl PO3BUTKY 1 MiABUIIEHHS CTIHKOCTI Ta KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOXKHOCTI €KOHOMIYHHX CHCTEM Ha PI3HHX PIBHAX iepapxii.

KirouoBi ciioBa: ynpasiiHHA, collialibHa BiIOBIAJIbHICTh, iIHHOBAIlIi, COLlIaJIbHI TIOCIYTH, TAPTHEPCTBO, MEXaHI3MH, COLIIalIbHUIT IPOEKT.

Models and main principles of cooperation between the partners in social projects with the aim to develop and improve the sustainability and
competitiveness economic systems at different levels of the hierarchy.

Keywords: management, social responsibility, innovations, social services, partnership, mechanisms, social project.

B Hacrosiee BpeMs B MHpE peanu3yercs Iepexoj OT MaTePHAIMCTCKOH MOJENIM COLHMAIbHON MONUTHUKM K IOJUTUKE COLHUAIbHOIO
napTHepcTBa. [Ipu 3ToM rocynapcTBO OCTaeTCs IIaBHBIM YYaCTHUKOM O3TOTO HAapTHEPCTBA U OT NPAMOIO YIPAaBICHUS COLHAIBHBIM CEKTOPOM
9KOHOMHKH IE€PeXOAUT K HENpsIMBIM — 3KOHOMHYECKHM METOJaM DeTyIUpoBaHHs. TO €CcTh CO3MAIOTCS YCIOBHUS MU MPOSBICHHS CONUANbHOH
OTBETCTBEHHOCTH HapaBHE C IOCYJapcTBOM OW3Heca M OOINECTBa; MCIOJIb3YIOTCS HOBBIE, HHHOBAIIMOHHBIE YKOHOMHYECKHE MEXAHU3MBI PEICHHS
COIMAIbHBIX MPo06JIeM 001IeCTBa, IPOTHBOACHCTBUS CONMATBLHBIM PUCKaM U HHBECTHPOBAHUS! COIMATBHBIX IIAHCOB.

AKTyanpHOCTb JaHHOII CTaTbU 00YCIOBICHa HEOOXOAUMOCTEIO (POPMHUPOBAHHS H BHEAPEHHS YKOHOMUYESCKUX MEXaHH3MOB PETYIHPOBAHUS
B3aUMOJICHCTBHS MApTHEPOB IPHU pealu3alluil COLMAIBHBIX IPOEKTOB, aJE€KBAaTHBIX COBPEMEHHBIM YCIIOBUSAM YKpauHbI, C LEIbIO PEIICHUS
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