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The Relationship of Globalization, Internationalization and State Building
in the Modern World

The progress of globalization over the last few years has caused academic and political discussion
worldwide. The opinions of experts and politicians vary on the nature of globalization, its driving
forces, and consequences for civilization, nevertheless, the overwhelming majority of scholars agree
that globalization is a key concept that ensures understanding of the essence of the transition of human
society into the third millennium and the most demanded means of comprehending the essence of
transformations of the world order at the turn of the 21% century. Globalization itself is a global prob-
lem of paramount importance, holding unique opportunities and existential threats. It opens fascinating
prospects, and at the same time aggravates old diseases, and creates new threats and dangers. One of
the most pressing issues of contemporary political science is whether the institution of the state will
remain in the global world order, or whether it is doomed to be abolished by globalization. The wide
variety of opinions and methodological approaches to the study of the phenomenon of globalization
testifies that this phenomenon can be understood only by means of a comprehensive study of its main
aspects.

Keywords: Globalization, State Building, Integration, Internationalization, Transnational Corpora-
tions.

B3aemo3B's130k rio6aJisanii, inTepHanionanizaunii Ta qepkaBHOro OyIiBHHITBA
B CYy4aCHOMY CBITI

Po3zBuTOK TporieciB riodaizaiii B OCTaHHI POKH BUKIUKAE B CBITI HAYKOBY 1 MOJITHYHY TUCKYCIIO.
Ta HACJIIJIKU JUIS [IUBLII3aLli, IPOTE MepeBakHa OLIBIIICTD JTOCIITHUKIB CXOASATHCS B TOMY, 1110 TJI00a-
Ji3alis e KII0YoBe MOHSTTS, IO J03BOJSE YCBIIOMHUTH CYTh MEPEXOAY JIOJCHKOTO CYCIIIBCTBA B
TPETE TUCTYOMITTS, HAMOLIBII 3aTpeOyBaHM 3aci0 OCATHEHHS i1CTOTH NIEPETBOPEHB CBITOBOTO TIOPSI-
Ky Ha pyoexi XXI cromittsa. Cama rimobanizaliisi € riodaibHO MPOOIEMOI0 MEPIIOPSTHOTO 3HAYCH-
Hs, 1110 TaiTh B COO1 YHIKaJIbHI MOXKJIMBOCTI 1 CMEpTeNbHI 3arpo3u. BoHa BiKpHBa€e 3aXOILIIONOUI ITep-
CIEKTHBH, 1 B TOH K€ Yac 3arocTproe cTapi XBOpoOH, CTBOPIOE HOBI 3arpo3u 1 HeOesneku. OnHUM 3
HAWOUTBII aKTyaJlbHUX B CYYacCHIH TOJITOJOTII CTal0 MHUTaHHS Yd 30€pekKeThCs IHCTUTYT JepKaBU
npy TI00aNBHOMY CBITONOPSIKY, abo BiH MpupedeHuil OyTH ckacoBaHMM riobamizamieto. [Ipomecu
rio6aizarii moB'sa3a”i 3 Mepeaavero Aep:kaBol YaCTHHH IMOBHOBaYKEHb PETiOHAILHUM 1 HaJperioHa-
JHHUM 00'€THAHHAM 1 CTPYKTYpaM, SKi 3HAXOASTHCSA B CKIAMHINA CymiapsaaHoCTi. JJomineHo 3a3HaYnTH
JIBa HAWOUIBII BayKIIMBUX KOHIIETITYAIbHUX HANPSMKH, 1[0 CTOCYIOTHCSI OCMUCIJICHHSI BILTHBY TT00aTi-
3aIii Ha JoNro JiepkaBu. [IpuXwibHUKY rinodanizanii B Ti Gopmi, B sKiii BOHa PO3BUBAETHCS 3apas,
HPOTOJIONIYIOTh CKaCyBaHHS 1 JepKaBH-HAIlil, 1 HOro CyBepeHITeTy HaraJbHUM 3aBJIaHHSM, IIPOTE J0-
Ope BiJIOMO, 1110 AJIbTEPHATUBOIO IM MOXKE OyTH CBIT, B KOMYy a00 HEMae KiHIIEBOI, BUIIIOI BJIaId B
MeKax JIaHoi TepuTopii, a00 BiJICYTHI CKIIbKUA-HEOYAb YiTKO OKpecyieHi Mexi. [IpecTaBHUKY poTH-
JISKHOTO HAINPSIMKY PO3IJISAAOTh MOJAJbIIE ICHYBaHHSI CyBEPEHHHX JepXkaB K 00'€KTHBHY 3aKOHO-
MipHICTb PO3BUTKY JIIOJICTBA.

Tenneniii T100ambHOrO po3BUTKY B XXI CT. 3arocTprOIOTh CYNMEPEYHOCTI MiXK 3pOCTaHHSM TIOJi-
TUYHOI 1 €eKOHOMIYHOI B3a€MO3JICKHOCTI KpaiH i HApOJiB 1 HEOOXiTHICTIO 3MIlIHEHHS CyBEpPEHITETY
HAI[IOHAJILHOI JIEP>KaBH 3 METOO 30€pEeKEHHS Oro aKTUBHOI POJIi B CUCTEMI MDDKHAPOIHUX BiIHOCHH.
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Knrouoei cnoea: rnobamnizanis, aepkaBHe OyMiBHHUIITBO, IHTErpallis, iHTepHAI[IOHATI3AIlis, TPaHC-
HaIllOHAIBHI KOPITOpAIIii.

Problem statement and relevance of research. The term “globalization” is the most frequently
used concept describing the processes of modern world economy and involvement of Ukraine in them.
Ukrainian press keeps on pursuing the issue of the place of our state in the globalizing world, ad-
vantages and disadvantages of its participation in organizations symbolizing globalization, on econom-
ic, cultural, and environmental globalization of the country’s national security.

Brief literature review. It is believed that the term “globalization” has gained currency since the
80s of the 20" century, owing to the works of I. Wallerstein, who considered globalization as a new
strategy of some countries to subordinate the others. The phenomenon of globalization is analyzed in
the works of many national and foreign political scientists, economists, historians, and politicians. The
studies of O. Agarkov, O. Belorus, R. Voitovych, M. Karmazina, Yu. Makar, N. Rotar should be men-
tioned. Researchers of this process are interested in the time frame and scope of globalization, its rela-
tionship with the development of the world economy and the prospects for its sustainable develop-
ment, and its relationship with the integration. The possibility of determining the place of the stage of
globalization in the categories of the formational and civilizational approaches to the periodization of
economic development, the characteristics of objective and subjective factors of development and
forms of manifestation of globalization, and forces opposing globalization are also the points of real
interest. The conclusions from the theoretical understanding of globalization for the policy of national
states are of primary concern. It is obvious that the clarification of the subject-matter aspects of these
issues meets with discrepancies in the methodological approaches to the analysis of globalization.

The purpose of the paper is to analyze and define the basic concepts of development, and the fea-
tures of the functioning of national states in the context of globalization processes. This purpose stipu-
lates a research problem for the author, namely, the need to reveal the nature of the new economic in-
terdependence of the actors of the global market, which derives from such interaction, as well as the
changes that occur with the actors themselves, first of all, transnational structures, national states, and
regional associations of the same.

Presentation of the basic material. The process of globalization in all its contradictory aspects is
an indisputable reality of today’s world. It forms an inevitable, objectively and subjectively condi-
tioned factor in the formation of a post-industrial society, a world civilization of the 21 century. The
globalization of economic activity is one of the main trends in the development of the modern world,
not only having a great impact on economic life, but also entailing extensive political internal, interna-
tional, social, cultural, and civilizational consequences. Almost all countries experience these conse-
quences, and, of course, Ukraine, quite consciously and purposefully moving along the path of integra-
tion into the world economy is among them. Considering the development prospects, one should think
about what place Ukraine will take in the current contradictory and difficult world. The analysis of this
global process is not only theoretical, but also practical and extremely important for Ukraine, for its
foreign economic, and in a broader sense, the entire social and economic policy, aimed at achieving
national goals and observing the interests of each citizen?. It is possible to reconcile public and person-
al interests only on the basis of reasonable state regulation of the economy. Ukraine needs an efficient,
scientifically based strategy of state revival. A strategy which is based on a clear understanding of the
nature of those forces that today determine the main vector of human development. This prompts us to
consider more carefully the essence of globalization, to understand what lies behind this fashionable
term which brings about numerous academic discussions.

Scholars have not yet produced an unambiguous definition of the concept of “globalization”. Some
scholars emphasize the institutional and civilizational aspects and call globalization the process gradu-
ally increasing historically and involving interaction and interpenetration of various civilizations,
which have developed in more or less stable territorial boundaries on the basis of certain ethnic com-
munities®. Some other scholars focus on common problems faced by humanity. For them, globaliza-
tion means the emergence of communities, or similar in content problems for different regions of the

2 Binopyc O. T. (2001), Tno6anbhi TpancdopMartii i ykpaiHCbKui IUISX OHOBJIEHHS i po3BUTKy y XXI cTOMNiTTI.
Exonomixa i npoenosysanns, Ne 3, c. 37-48.
3 SIxosen 10.B. (2013), Io0banusayus u e3aumodeticmeue yusurusayuii. IKOHOMHKa, Mocksa, c. 7.
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world (environmental, food, demographic, migration, health), as well as the ever-increasing mutual
social and political dependence of states and the emergence of vast areas of common interest.

Identification of globalization with such concepts as “integration”, “internationalization of econom-
ic life” is not uncommon. Some researchers believe that what is now called “economic globalization”
is nothing new; it is another name for internationalization. The well-known researcher I. Wallerstein
writes: “There is nothing new in what is now called “globalization™. It is just a natural way of func-
tioning of the capitalist world-system... There is no evidence that the world-economy is “globalized”
today more than earlier, primarily in the period from 1873 to 1914... the present period of “globaliza-
tion” is simply a further progress of the processes typical of the capitalist world-economy from the
very beginning”™,

The concept of “globalization” has gained widespread currency due to its political and economic
neutrality, therefore it allows for the most contradictory, often completely opposite interpretations.
The different understanding and description of the process of globalization might be associated with a
methodological paradox arising in connection with the semantics of the concept of “global”. The defi-
nition of “global” (from French global “universal”, from Latin globus “globe”) is nowhere near to
have the only meaning. Firstly, it means worldwide, covering the entire globe, and, secondly, it means
comprehensive, complete, total, and universal®. Each of these meanings characters the modern world
economic system in a particular way, but taken together, they fail to describe the new quality of the
world economic integrity that emerged at the turn of the 1990s. This term reflects some important fea-
tures of modern processes; however, for another thing, no less important aspects of reality are left out.

Many natural processes on Earth, which are studied by geography, geology, and ecology, have a
global character. When social processes — political, economic, technological, cultural — became of a
planetary character, then specialists and methods of these sciences were much-needed to study them.
Natural sciences do not reveal the essence and specifics of the social form of movement, however,
they state the fact of transformation of humanity and the civilization created by it into a single entity,
covering the entire globe, and make it possible to build structural and quantitative models of this pro-
cess, and make forecasts. This is what modern futurological studies center on to 9/10, for example, the
reports of the Club of Rome in the early 1970s. At the same time, natural science and mathematical
methods cannot answer the questions of whether globalization is an objective, necessary, and inevita-
ble process, what are its driving forces, general and specific forms, social and economic goals and pro-
spects®.

The global nature of the interaction of economic entities became obvious in the late 19" — early 20%"
century. When characterizing globalization, it should be noted that in addition to the traditional factors
of internationalization, new ones are emerging. Among them, there is a need to unite the efforts of
countries to implement ambitious projects in the area of space systems, create a world economic infra-
structure, hydrometeorological services, warning about possible natural and man-made disasters,
standardization of production, transport and communications, etc. An obvious manifestation of global-
ization is the emergence of global, worldwide problems; accelerated growth of international trade, fi-
nancial, and investment flows. These characteristics of the globalization process fix the development,
which can be called quantitative: bigger, faster, more precisely, more powerful. Another meaning of
the concept “global” — generality, universality — characterizes the world economic integrity one way.
6.8 billion people on the planet live in countries with market-driven economies. With the beginning of
structural transformations in post-socialist countries, there is an increase in homogeneity in the world
development from the point of view of the universality of market principles of economic management;
uniformity is increasing at the country and international levels; unification and universalization occur;
an economic environment is being formed in individual countries, regions, and in the world as a whole
as functioning on the basis of a set of general principles, rules, equally perceived values, and some
common purposes. Researchers J.J. Lambin, Th. Levitt, K. Ohmae and many others consider three
hypotheses as the basis for the concept of homogenization: world needs are becoming more homoge-

4 Bamnepcraiin U. (2006), TeonoauTHieckue MUPOCUCTEMHBIE M3MeHeHus: 1945 — 2025 roapl. Bonpocw: axo-
nomuxu, Ne 4, c. 83.

5 Cnosnux inwomosnux crie (1985). TonosHa penakiis «YKpaiHchka pajsiHChbKa eHUMKIoneain», Kuis, ¢. 212.

® Kunr A., Unaiinep B. (1991), Iepsas anobanvran peconoyus. Joxnad Pumckozo xiy6a. Tporpecc-Tlanres,
Mocksa, c. 11.
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neous due to technology, transport, and communications; consumers are willing to put aside specific
preferences in order to benefit from a lower price and good quality product or service; standardization
of products, which makes it possible to reduce production costs contributes to the homogenization of
world markets’. J. Nesbitt in his works writes about the emergence of features of a new and universal
international lifestyle and notes that in the mid-1980s, “a strongly-pronounced approach of the distant
echelons of the world community in terms of per capita income and a number of other indicators to the
industrial core started ... Moreover, there is some reason to believe that convergence will gradually
accelerate”®. Within the general trend, there is objectively a certain cyclicality, which can lead to a
temporary slowdown or recovery of these processes. If external conditions are available, such shifts
can become abrupt, for example, the global economic crisis.

Studies show the diversity of national models. At the level of the national economy, regional trends
are at play, contributing to the diversity of cultures, norms of behavior, as well as increasing differ-
ences in the quality and mode of life. However, not only purely economic, but also non-economic fac-
tors are considered: natural, geospatial, social, cultural, political, legal, historical, ethnic. J. Nesbitt and
P. Eburdin, for example, note that there is an intense tendency to counteract increasing homogeniza-
tion. This is a backlash against uniformity, a desire to preserve the uniqueness of one’s own culture
and language, counteraction to foreign influences®. In different states, the opposition to homogeniza-
tion, primarily cultural and ethnic in the area of ethnographic features, as well as social and political,
finds different expressions. The desire to preserve individuality in small countries is a lot acute, while
large countries are able to resist the negative impact of globalization processes for a long time.

In the definition of the concept under discussion, “globalization”, there are definitions that empha-
size the planetary, global dimension of transnational economic and cultural ties. Experts from the In-
ternational Monetary Fund define globalization as the increasing economic interconnection of all
countries of the world as a result of the increasing volume and diversity of cross-border flows of
goods, services, capital and labor, as well as faster and wider diffusion of technologies. According to
UNIDO (United Nations Industrial Development Organization), “globalization is the restructuring and
transformation of the world economy, changing the rules of the game for all participants, in the pro-
cess of which the gap between the countries that reached the critical industrial mass needed to compete
globally and those who fell behind becomes wider.”*

When analyzing the process of economic globalization, revealing its essence, it is necessary to note
one of the most important aspects: a change in the ratio of endogenous and exogenous factors in the
development of national social organisms, a change in the role of national states as organizational and
political instruments that ensure the functioning of such organisms. M.A. Shepelev notes that “back in
the day, the world economy was a field where sovereign states acted, then in the conditions of globali-
zation it turns into an independent entity acting on the field of national states”. As a result,
M.A. Shepelev, analyzing the process of globalization of the world economy, concludes that, firstly,
globalization at the present stage is an objective process of forming a single world economic, finan-
cial, informational, and humanitarian space, which causes a decrease in the role of state barriers on the
way of the movement of information, capital, goods and services, and, secondly, the role of suprana-
tional institutions for regulating the economy is increasing®'. Economic globalization is the diversifica-
tion, expansion, deepening and consolidation of the entire system of transnational economic and cul-
tural ties, which ultimately makes them planetary and global'?. We find this definition more complete,
although it must be supplemented with a characteristic of the very development of human, of human
society as a subject of the biosphere. For this purpose, the process of globalization, which is observed

" Kenichi Ohmae (1990), The Borderless World : Power and Strategy in the Interlinked Economy. New York,
p. 243.

8 Hacourr k., D6ypaun I1. (1992), Umo uac sxcoem ¢ 90-e 200b1. Mezamenoenyuu: 200 2000. Pecrybnuka,
Mocksa, c.147.

% Tam camo, c. 148.

10 UNIDO (1996), The Globalization of Industry: Implications for Developing Countries be yond 2000.Venn.
Dec, p. 2.

1 Illenenes M.A. (2001), Kpusa rinobanmizamii: HepcHeKTHBH CBiTOBOIO TI'€OEKOHOMIUHOIO Ipoleccy i ix
nonitTiyHi HacHiaku. I pawni, Ne 1, ¢. 86-92

12 Jnpsnor A5 (2004), Tnobanuzanus U JOTOHSIONIEE PasBUTHE. Muposas 3KOHOMUKA U MeNCOYHAPOOHbIe
omnowenus, Ne 1, ¢. 3 —17.

Modern Historical and Political Issues: Journal in Historical & Political Sciences 2021 / 43



Ludmila Novoskoltceva. The Relationship of Globalization, Internationalization and State Building ... 61

today in the economic area of the Earth, in our opinion, should be considered from the perspective of
the functional economic theory of human development in the environment (hypereconomy).

This theory considers human as an element of the ecosystem, which, in parallel with other natural
elements, participates in the combined and alternative exchange of material particles and energy in the
ecosystem. But by reason of his psychological essence, a human exaggerates his contribution to the
results and reduces the costs associated with the use of natural resources, develops “destructive arro-
gance, thereby delegating the work expected by nature to be done by him to conjugated natural sys-
tems and thereby reducing the relevance and demand for himself by the nature itself”. According to
this theory, conflicts between nature and man can be smoothed over if the efficiency of human activity
is sought on the basis of compliance with the overall effect of natural processes, both in terms of goals
and mechanisms of manifestation.

The ecological safety of development as a social and natural process should probably be supple-
mented by the condition for the safe development of mankind in other respects, including continuous
development in time. This was done by A.N. Chumakov in his study “Historical process in the catego-
ries “culture”, “civilization”, “globalization”, who considers global problems to be one of the manifes-
tations of the globalization process®®. A.Ya. Elyanov in his work “Globalization and Catching-Up De-
velopment” finds it expedient to single out those of them that reflect a real or predicted imbalance in
natural and social systems, fraught with depletion of the planet’s bioresource potential’*, Needless to
say that these characteristics of globalization still cannot be taken as a definition of a concept, much
less a broad definition for all spheres of human activity, and not just social and economic or environ-
mental protection. Despite the fact that the main difference between true globalization and the one that
was observed at the turn of the 19" — 20" centuries is in the global environmental and resource prob-
lems. The escalation of these problems, threatening the very existence of mankind, plays an important
role in increasing the interdependence of national economic systems, which is in the focus of attention
of almost all scholars. And the point is not only the aggravation of environmental resource problems
as such; first of all, it is in the globalization of the development problem caused by it, the more or less
satisfactory solution of which requires consolidated efforts of the entire world community.

The sustainable development strategy aims to achieve harmony between people and between socie-
ty and nature. This broader interpretation of the concept is perfectly in line with our ideas, since it is
technically impossible to limit globalization only to economic or ecological or other particular expla-
nations of the same. The concept of “globalization” should be defined using two features of it — an-
thropocentric and biospherocentric. The anthropocentric feature, broadly construed, means the surviv-
al of mankind (country) and the ability (capability) of its further constantly supported sustainable, con-
tinuously long and balanced development, so that our descendants would have no less opportunities
than the present generation has to meet their needs for natural resources and ecological conditions of
Earth and Space. The biospherocentric (ecological) feature of the concept is associated with the
preservation of the biosphere as the natural basis of all life on Earth, its stability and natural evolution,
so that the further development of mankind would not be ecophobical®®.

Analyzing the content of the globalization process, it should be noted that it is wrong to limit these
issues only to the problem of ecology; although it is clear that without them globalization is impossible
in essence. A total ecologization of all other types of economic and other activities is necessary. This
synthesis of problems of ecology and “non-ecology” represents one of the fundamental ideas of the
concept of “globalization”.

Globalization, as we can see, has different aspects: economic, political, cultural, environmental,
and technological. The economic aspect is the most important component of the globalization process;
it is a form of embodying the essence of globalization as a whole in the area of economic life ar-
rangement. In this aspect, it appears to us as a common enthusiasm of transnational corporations, na-
tion states and regional integration groupings for economic activity outside their borders, and the driv-

13 Yymakos A.H. (2003), Mcropuueckuii Ipolecc B KATErOPHAX «KYJIbTYpa», «IUBHJIU3ALUA», «II00AIM-
3anusn». Mamepuanvl nocmosaHHO Oelicmeyrueco MexcoucyuniuHaprnozo cemunapa Knyba yuenvix «Inobano-
notil mupy. Ansnuaa [Tabnumep, Mockea, c. 18-23.

14 SnpsnoB A4 (2004), Tnobanusamus ¥ JOTOHSIOMIEE Pa3sBUTHE. MuUposas SKOHOMUKA U MeNCOYHAPOOHbIE
omnowenus, Ne'l,c. 3-17.

15 Aanacker M.B., Mscuukosa JLA. (2013), Bpems miobanuzanmu. Muposas 3Kk0HOMUKG U MENHCOYHAPOOHbLE
omnowenus, Ne 10, ¢. 10-19.
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ing force, the mechanism of economic globalization of the world economy are TNCs, whose interests
go beyond the national borders of the state. The prerequisites for such activity are the liberalization of
trade, the creation of offshore zones, the free-trade policy of many states, and elimination of inter-
country barriers for investments. In our opinion, the process of economic globalization should be
based on the development of productive forces, ensuring the unity of laws, norms and rules for the
reproduction of capital in the world. Analysis of the hierarchical system of components and aspects of
globalization makes it possible to identify the priority of its economic component, which finds differ-
ent expressions depending on the typological characteristics of states and their economic policies.

A qualitative aspect of the globalization has the following features: a) new actors and levels of eco-
nomic management taking center stage of international economic relations; a change in the nature and
forms of their interaction; b) changes in the system of state regulation of the processes of interaction
between actors and levels of economic management; ¢) national economies remain unique and specif-
ic, but the ties between them are becoming more unified and standardized; d) international production
is being formed, the product of which is the result not only of the international movement of factors of
production, but also of the work of the “single world conveyor”; e) blurring of boundaries between
national and foreign economic factors of development; f) in the activities of TNCs, the center of influ-
ence is shifted to the use of the advantages of globalization. TNCs make it possible to concentrate cap-
ital in the implementation, distribution, and operation of the cutting-edge technologies, build economic
relations depending on the needs of the world market, and to cooperate the advantages and resources
of various economies to ensure the most efficient reproduction on a global scale.

Conclusions. The economic aspect of globalization reflects the achievement by internationalization
of the maximum possible (planetary) scope; but at the same time, it is important to note that, firstly,
economic globalization, in contrast to the internationalization of production and capital, means the
formation of such conditions of reproduction when the domestic producer lacks considerably the pos-
sibility of violating the laws of organizing economic relations within the country, since it has to obey
the accepted “rules of the game”. Secondly, if internationalization does not affect state sovereignty,
then globalization is fundamentally different from internationalization in the fact that national borders
are “blurred”, the qualitative state of sovereignty changes, and the foundation for a new, global com-
munity is laid. Having many features in common, globalization and internationalization are still two
qualitatively different processes. It should be noted that globalization as a phenomenon is still not
completely studied. Well defined systematization, structuring of this process and the forms have not
been provided or sufficiently studied up until now. The functional structure of the process is character-
ized by a tendency towards domination of the financial sector, and it is here that the process has pro-
gressed quantitatively and qualitatively the most.

Cnmcok xxepest

1. Binopyc O.T. (2001), I'mob6anbhi TpaHcopManii i yKpaiHCHKHI NUISX OHOBJICHHS 1 PO3BUTKY
y XXI cronitti. Exoromixa i npoenosyeannsi, Ne 3, ¢. 37 — 48.

2. Sxosen F0.B. (2013), I nobanuzayus u e3aumodeticmaue yugunuzayuii. IKOHOMHUKa, MoOCKBa.

3. Bammepcraiin U. (2006), ['eononurnyeckne MupocucTeMubie u3meHenus: 1945 — 2025 roxsl.
Bonpocwt sxonomuxu, Ne 4, c. 83.

4. Cnoguux inwomosnux ciaig (1985). I'onoBHa penakmis «YKpaiHChKa pajsTHChKa EHITUKIIOIE-
nist», Kuis, 966 c.

5. Kunr A., Ulnatinep b. (1991), llepsas erobanvnasn pesomoyus. [Joxrao Pumcxoeo xayoa.
IIporpecc-ITanres, Mockaa.

6. Kenichi Ohmae (1990), The Borderless World : Power and Strategy in the Interlinked Econ-
omy. New York, p. 243.

7. Hbacourt JIx., 90ypaun I1. (1992), Ymo nac scoem 6 90-e 200v1. Mecamenoenyuu: 200 2000.
Pecrry0nmka, Mockga, 415 c.

8. UNIDO (1996), The Globalization of Industry: Implications for Developing Countries be
yond 2000. Venn. Dec, p. 2.

9. IlemeneB M.A. (2001), Kpusa rio6asi3arii: mepcrekTHBH CBITOBOTO T€OEKOHOMIYHOTO MPO-
neccy i ix noyitTuyHi Hachiaku. I pani, Ne 1, c. 86-92.

10. DOnpsuoB A.f. (2004), ['moGanu3zaius ¥ JH0OroHsOIICe pa3BUTHE. Muposas 9KOHOMUKA U Me-
arcoyHapoonvle omuowernus, Ne 1, c. 3-17.

Modern Historical and Political Issues: Journal in Historical & Political Sciences 2021 / 43



Ludmila Novoskoltceva. The Relationship of Globalization, Internationalization and State Building ... 63

11. Yymako A.H. (2003), McTopuueckuii porecc B KaTeropusix «KyJIbTypa», «IIMBUIN3ALUI,
«rnobanuzanusy. Mamepuanvl NOCMOAHHO OelCmMBYIWe20 MeXCOUCYURTUHAPHO20 cemunapa Kiyba
yuenvlx «I nobanvrviii mupy. Anprinaa [ladbmumep, Mocksa, c. 18-23.

12. DnesuaoB A.f. (2004), ['mobanu3zanust U HOTOHSIONIEE pa3BUTHE. Muposas 9KOHOMUKA U Me-
arcOyHapoonsle omuowerus, Ne 1, c. 3-17.

13. AdanaceeB M.B., Msacuukopa JI.A. (2013), Bpems rnobanusaiun. Muposas skoHOMUKA u
MedcOyHapoOoHvle omuowerus, Ne 10, ¢. 10-19.

References

1. Bilorus O. H. (2001), Hlobalni transformatsii i ukrainskyi shliakh onovlennya i rozvytku u
XXl stolitti. Ekonomika i prohnozuvannia, Ne. 3, s. 37 —48.

2. Yakovets Yu.V. (2013), Globalizatsiya i vzaimodeystviye tsivilizatsiy. Ekonomika, Moscow.

3. Wallerstein 1. (2006), Geopoliticheskie mirosistemnye izmeneniya: 1945 — 2025 gody. Vo-
prosy ekonomiki, Ne. 4, s. 83.

4.  Slovnyk inshomovnykh sliv (1975). Main edition of the Ukrainian Soviet Encyclopedia, Kyiv,
996 s.

5. King A., Schneider B. (1991), Pervaya globalnaya revolyutsiya. Doklad Rimskogo kluba.
Progress-Pangea, Moscow, 1991.

6. Kenichi Ohmae (1990), The Borderless World : Power and Strategy in the Interlinked Econ-
omy. Harper Business, New York, p. 243.

7. Nesbitt J., Eburdin P. (1992), Chto nas zhdet v 90-e gody. Megatendentsii: god 2000. Respu-
blika, Moscow, 417 s.

8. UNIDO (1996), The Globalization of Industry: Implications for Developing Countries be yond
2000. Venn. Dec, p. 2.

9. Shepelev M.A. (2010), Krizis globalizatsii: perspektivy mirovogo geoekonomicheskogo
protsessa i ikh politicheskie posledstviya. Grani, M. 1, s. 86-92.

10. Elyanov A.Ya. (2004), Globalizatsiya i dogonyayushchee razvitie. Mirovaya ekonomika i
mezhdunarodnyye otnosheniya, M 1, s. 3-17.

11. Chumakov A.N. (2003), Istoricheskiy protsess v kategoriyakh «kultura», «tsivilizatsiyay,
«globalizatsiya». Materialy postoyanno deystvuyushchego mezhdistsiplinarnogo seminara Kluba
uchenykh «Globalny miry. Alpina Pablischer, Moscow, s. 18-23.

12. Elyanov A.Ya. (2004), Globalizatsiya i dogonyayushchee razvitie. Mirovaya ekonomika i
mezhdunarodnyye otnosheniya, Me 1, s. 3-17.

13. Afanasyev M.V., Myasnikova L.A. (2013), Vremya globalizatsii. Mirovaya ekonomika i
mezhdunarodnye otnosheniya, M2 10, s. 10-19.

IcTropuko-nmoaiTHuHi MpodeMu cydacHoro cBiTy: 36ipHuk HaykoBux crareii 2021 / 43



