Hayxoeuit éicnux CxioHo€8poneiicbkozo HauioHanvhozo ynieepcumemy imeni Jleci Ykpainku

VJIK 339.565:338.46
Kateryna Dedelyuk

The Legislative Issues of Ukrainian Energy TransiSystem Integration into the EU
Infrastructure

The paper presents the results of the analysesring Ukrainian oil and gas transit infrastructimegration
into the European Union energy market. The matehatacterizes the EU energy supply system andiiidsrihe role
of Ukraine as a transit country. The article deaith the legislative issues of integration whileidting the main
documents, that determine the conditions and tefmise Ukrainian transit system further developmardccordance
with the European standards. The material can & while studying the common European energy maeketencies
and development directions, including the issuesawperation with Ukraine as the transit countryiider to ensure
stable oil and gas transmission and to providerthim energy security principles.
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Introduction. Ukraine is a key transit country that form the etiséroad for energy supply to the EU
and has expressed its wish to be integrated iktthand South East Europe energy markets. The Eamope
commission spokesperson on energy Marlene Holzagzdsthat Ukrainian gas transporting system is one
of the main pipelines to deliver gas to Europe: igua geographical location of Ukraine and its gasagje
capacities mean that Ukraine can offer increasedtility of gas supply» [11]. The gas transit gyatof
Ukraine represents the backbone of gas suppli€&utope from Russia gas exports to the EU, as well a
from the Caspian region. Energy sector is a sptieewill continue to be at the centre of EU-Ukiain
relations and where cooperation will continue tovgisubstantially over the coming years. By focusing
maintaining by any means existing price prefererfoesatural gas, Ukraine has left aside the issue
energy efficiency, creation of transparent energyrket and its modernization according to European
standards. Such situation can result in loss oficiveness of transit facilities for European pars, their
reorientation on alternative sources and ways efgnsupply and eventually complete eliminatiorthaf
Ukraine from energy relations in Europe [5]. At th@me time, implementation of European norms and
standards, internal reformation and accessiongdtiropean energy market can increase the impertnc
Ukraine in ensuring energy security of Europe.

The European Commissioner for Energy Glnther Qgtirstated that «Ukrainian Gas Transporting
System is the most important in Europe, howevermaintenance and renovation requires considerable
investments» [13]. The European Union’s hydrocarboargy supply depends heavily on imports. While
the European Commission has recommended divergifyid increasing domestic resources, notably with
renewable resources which should grow to 20 % B02&uropean dependence on hydrocarbon imports
will remain important. Particular attention mustishtbe paid to the question of transportation, dsalta the
countries of origin, investments in infrastructuteir protection, relations with transit countriése role of
transit countries in the construction of infrastawe is very important and it is a potential factdr
disruption between producer and consumer. Creatiwg oil and gas infrastructure makes it imperative
pay special attention to geopolitical issues, améenergy diplomacy» that stresses that pipelinesat
only commercial concerns but also fall into theitpra! realm, sometimes being too politicized.

The methodological basis consists of compreherasigdesystematic approaches that examine the energy
supply infrastructure functioning in dialecticalitynwith the energy transit system in order to pdev
energy security. The study used generally accaptttiods in economics study (logical, structurastiae-
tion, historical methods), which allowed to stubllg tdevelopment of legislative cooperation betweer&U
and Ukraine in two main directions: a) the priestiof the EU energy infrastructure developmenthb)
collaboration issues of Ukrainian energy trans#teym integration into the EU energy supply chaine T
material proposed in this article is based on trayadical works, reports and official documents @aming
the legislative issues of Ukrainian energy traggdtem integration into the EU infrastructure.

The aim of the article is to determine the legislativeuiss of the Ukrainian oil and gas transit
infrastructure integration into the European Ureémergy market. The aim is cocncretisized in thiofahg
tasks:to characterize the EU energy supply system, nfrastructure of oil and gas transmission and to
identify the role of Ukraine as a transit countiy;study the legislative bases for Ukrainian endrgpsit
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infrastructure integration into the EU energy netyado analyze the conditions and terms of the Wkaa
transit system further development in accordantke thie European standards.

Results. The EU’s energy policy has several objectiveduitiog the establishment of a truly integra-
ted European energy market, enhancing energy affigi and mitigating risks by diversifying energy
supply. In order to establish a genuine Europeanggrmarket, the EU will have to invest around dllidn
in its energy infrastructure by 2020. Accordingderman Van Rompuy, President of the European Chunci
energy efficiency is one of the key issues beirgkléal in the EU’s internal and external energy galk
including those with Ukraine [14]. The EU’s depence on a few major energy suppliers has encouraged
the Union to put diversification of supply at thenter of its energy policy. The EU’s goal is to édawo
individual Member State reliant on a single enesgpplier.

The EU energy infrastructure is very specific inegal ways. First, it is expensive and once a pipel
is built, it is not easily changed. It shapes thergy mix and industrial structure of the given oy for
many years. Second, because of the high costsia&sbavith new transmission infrastructure, it is
economically unsustainable (and often administeffivand physically impossible) to compete with the
existing grid by building a parallel one. Transnussor distribution infrastructure is a de factaural
monopoly. It is almost always regulated, mainletsure that other market participants gain acceset
infrastructure and can compete on an equal batisitwioperator [9].

The existing energy infrastructure of the EU is. @dtter part of it was built in the 1960s and @svn
approaching the end of the life-cycle. The Europgas and electricity network operators estimate ttiea
upgrades and installation of new power lines wiktcabout €140 billion. At least €70 billion willsa need
to be invested to upgrade ageing gas pipelinesr@itimates suggest that over the next yearsueb as
€1 trillion might be needed to develop the infrasture in an adequate way [3].

The gas infrastructure will need to undergo chanfies expected to play an increasing role in the
European energy mix because of several factorsshife away from nuclear energy in countries sush a
Germany, expected shale gas boom, as well as #urigrreplacement of coal-fuelled power plants with
gas-fuelled ones. The shift to RES, paradoxicallyo increases need for gas: because wind andsumot
always available, the grid needs to feature andteeible source to step in when RES fail. Gath& most
convenient such balancer because gas-powered mantbe fired up relatively quickly. As indigenous
European conventional gas production decreaseqrinmrastructure will also need to be strengtltene
New transmission pipelines will be required, ashasinew liquid natural gas (LNG) terminals, esplgif
the US decides to export part of its shale gasymtiah (it is restricting exports at present) [3].

Construction of pipelines between EU member-ststéikely to receive more attention in the coming
years. This is partly because of energy securibhcems but also because good interconnections wapro
market liquidity, and strengthen the hand of the gading hubs and of the purchasing countrieaws
their suppliers. The greater the liquidity and there gas is traded on hubs (rather than througl-tem
contracts), the greater the likelihood of lowecps (linked to spot market).

The main gas pipelines, actual and projected, aiimgethe EU with Russia and Central Asia with
various possible transit routes through EasternSmdh-Eastern Europe, highlight different paradigof
strategic cooperation and solidarity versus cortipatand differentiated risk exposure. There are fige
major pipelines that come into play: the two mand routes from Russia transiting through Ukrainé a
Belarus, the Nord and South Stream projects thatdwavoid transit countries before reaching the &ty
the Nabucco/Southern Corridor being promoted byEhe Of these a reconfiguration of the Ukrainian
trunk pipeline, with a long-term concession leasea tripartite (EU-RUS-UKR) consortium, could offe
outstanding economic and political benefits. Thduzo/Southern Corridor plans also open up trigarti
(EU, Eastern Europe, Central Asia) cooperative iptises, which could conceivably become quadrijtar
if Russia accepted the offer to join [1]. The ®git pipeline options are well identified: the attWkraine
and Belarus transit routes, and the planned NomeaSt South Stream, Nabucco and Southern Corridor
projects. The transportation infrastructure, ingigdinternational transit transmission systemsdibrand
gas, plays a vital role in the relationship of rdependence between all participants of the ensugply
chain. It is well known that the European Uniortles major consumer and Russia as the major suppber
extremely interdependent in terms of their energlicies. The existing and projected routes are, v,
subject to a great deal of political and econonuwgr play, which potentially undermines or endaager
their efficiency. Along with the Russian-Ukrainidispute during the winter months of 2006 and 2@08,
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EU is becoming increasingly worried about the $itgof oil and gas exports from Russia. There basn

a growing concern that Russia is becoming an w@inigli supplier or is using its dominant position to
promote its political aims [5]. As a reaction, tB&) has begun to eagerly promote the need for energy
diversification aiming to improve the overall engggcurity level within the EU borders.

In this respect, the EU is rethinking its infrasture policy with a global vision, including Russia
Central Asia and the Caucasus, and is linkingwluigk to current energy forecasts. Under the neatesfic
energy review and the green paper for the Transggan Energy Networks, a new pipeline strategy that
links the Internal Market with third countries isfihed. As part of its policy to enhance the EWsigity of
energy supplies, the Commission is promoting ardifreation of gas and oil supply sources. To emkean
the EU’s energy security, it is important to divigrdoth the geographical sources of energy and the
transportation routes.

The EU is seeking a balanced energy partnershipRussia and is pushing for the renewal of a wide-
ranging Partnership and Cooperation Agreement, wimicludes energy relations as part of a broadeletr
arrangement. The Nord Stream pipeline, which willetsify transportation routes, has been labelled a
project of European interest in the latest guidslion TEN-E adopted in September 2006 by the Raha
and the Council [8]. High priority has also beewegi to the Yamal Il project promoted by Poland, alahi
would more than double the capacity of existing dhmipeline. The Amber project, which would pass
onshore through the Baltic States to Poland ratteen through Belarus, is a variation of Yamal Itds
labelled as a project of common interest in the FEHuidelines [3]. The Nabucco project represerniswa
gas pipeline with a length of approximately 3,300 &onnecting the Caspian region, the Middle Eadt an
Egypt via Turkey, Bulgaria, Romania, Hungary withis&ria and further on with the Central and Western
European gas markets [8]. The Commission takes/ithe that investment decisions, including optimal
routing, whether underwater or on shore, have tdalken by the investors on the basis of their own
commercial interests and judgments. Therefore thmr@ission does not express its preference for one
project over the other in this context.

The following projects have begun service: Greaeddh, connecting Libya and Italy through Sicily;
Balgzand-Bacton between the Netherlands and theTbi€; Turkey/Greece section of the Turkey-Greece-
Italy pipeline (TGI) [6]. The following projects arunder development: Transmed I, between Algeria,
Tunisia and lItaly, through Sicily; Medgas, connegtAlgeria and Spain; The Greece-ltaly sectionhef t
TGI Pipeline; Nord Stream, between Russia and Gaym@alsi, connecting Algeria to Italy via Sardinia
with a branch to France via Corsica; Nabucco 2@kthecting the Caspian region, Middle East and Egypt
via Turkey, Bulgaria, Romania, Hungary with Austaad further on with the Central and Western
European gas marketsn [6].

These infrastructures will increase the import citpdy around 80 to 90 bcm, covering between 16 %
and 17 % of the gas needs in 2010 [3]. New planmgubrt points will strengthen imports to the South-
Eastern region (especially Nabucco), to the Norntimegion (Nord Stream) and to the South-Westerioneg
(Galsi, Medgaz).

Ukraine is the largest transit state in EuropesTiatus predetermines it's energy relations with t
EU. Quarter of all gas consumed in the EU goes framssia through Ukrainian GTS which includes more
than 60,000 kilometers of pipe plus 71 compresseglants and 13 underground gas storage facilities
Ukrainian underground storage capacity equals3®mfLEU storage and is intensely used to balanoeadd
and supply of NG from Russia to EU in the peakqusi[12]. We want to emphasize, that there is atgre
interconnection and interdependence between Rudkrajne and the EU in the triangle supplier — $ran
country-consumer. Among the main Ukraine’s goalgsiialks with Russia we’'d like to stress at Ukian
gain to ensure the «stability and predictability»gas supply especially via Ukraine to Europe, &md
consider options for modernizing the gas transtivaek [1]. Russia also heavily depends on Ukraine
because 75 % of all Russian gas, exported to Elgoee through Ukrainian territory. Before the lauio€
North Stream this figure was about 80 %. Afterldech of South Stream it is anticipated that figjsre
will be 20-25 %. The European Union is also interésn stable and predictable relations betweersiRus
and Ukraine. By the way, Ukrainian transit taréi® the lowest in Europe that may provide suitablergy
resources prices for European consumers.

Out of the European part of the USSR, seven indéperstates emerged: Russia, Ukraine, Belarus, the
three Baltic States, and Moldova. From then on,nelv Russian projects went through transit States,
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notably Ukraine, on which 90 % of Soviet gas expaoepended in 1992, and Belarus. These show that th
Ukrainian energy transit system was integrated th# single European energy market through its well
developed infrastructure which provide not only ajlhhenergy resources transmission but also ensere th
stability of energy supplies. But at our currergse@rch we'd like to stress at some aspects comggrni
current Ukrainian energy transit system integratito the European market.

Further information is given in order to demonstrand to analize the main steps from the Ukrainian
side to follow the EU demands and standards. Itaksb confirm that the collaboration between thédnd
Ukraine in the energy transit sector is an impdrtasue for both: on the one hand it is a key asfiec
ensure the EU energy security, on the other haids-an important element that will improve Ukriain
transit potential and will help to save the stagnergy «bridge» for the EU.

In order to develop a cooperation, a MemorandurVrmderstanding on co-operation in the field of
energy between the European Union and Ukraine wgagd in January 2005 on the sidelines of the EU-
Ukraine Summit, held in December 2005. The Memanam@stablished a joint approach, supporting the
progressive integration of the Ukrainian energy keiwith that of the EU and consisted of road maps
covering four specific areas [7]:

— Nuclear safety;

— the integration of electricity and gas markets;

— the Enhancement of the security of energy supplie the transit of hydrocarbons;

- the improvement of the effectiveness, safety@ndronmental standards in the coal sector.

In order to implement the main tasks of the Memduem such steps were made:

- the preliminary audit of the Ukrainian gas trams&twork has been completed in the framework of
the EU’s technical assistance, which has identified need for substantial investments. the
European Commission has been in discussions watlEthropean Investment Bank, the European
Bank for Reconstruction and Development and thelthBank to develop a concept for a financial
mechanism to be open to Ukraine, the national Girz@gencies of the EU Member States and non-
EU countries private sector financial bodies anldeotparticipants, to provide and oversee the
financing which is needed to support the rehatiditaand modernisation of Ukraine’s main gas
transit infrastructure. The final report of the Atudf the Ukrainian gas transit system carried out
under the Tacis Programme, which was submittetiddJkrainian government in 2007, estimated
the cost of the rehabilitation plan at € 2,5 billiover the period 2009-2015 [5];

- the inauguration of the Boyarka Gas Metrology t@enn December 2006, the final work is
underway to make the centre fully operational. Déstons are also now ongoing to give the Centre
a regional dimension and further work is expectetldgin before the end of the year to extend the
scope of the Centre’s work to cover crude oil aihgroducts, as well as to offer training faciliie

Later the EU created the Energy Community Trealy \¥hich provided for the EU acquiis the
energy sector to be «exported» to the Western Baskates through the adoption of EU legislation and
norms. In practice, Ukraine moved decisively topmrate with the EU over energy policy only follogin
the Russian gas cut-offs — lasting three days faky 2006 and 19 days in January 2009. The EU and
Ukraine opened negotiations over energy issue9d8,2after the Energy Community Treaty had entered
into force in mid-2006, with a view towards Ukranimembership.

In September 2010, Ukraine and the EU sigimedEnergy Community Treaty accession protocol,
which entered into force in February 2011. Ukrasreccession to the Energy Community Treaty reqitires
to implement the EU’s Third Energy Package, inaigdkunbundling». It is envisaged in the Third Egerg
Packet that the energy supply and generation tieivdof energy companies should be ‘unbundled’ from
their distribution networks to further increase kedrcompetition [10].

The third energy package introduces more stricts;uparticularly around «unbundling» the supply
business and network business. It suggests thtemsfor the approach an EU member state can Tdiee.
first option is the most radical: it says that thehould be no common ownership between the netamitk
the supply business. This means that a suppliardmmot own the network. Some EU member states have
opted for this solution. The second option is kesBcal: it provides for introducing an independsystem
operator. In this case, the network remains urtteeotvnership of the previous owner, but that ovduers
not operate the network and does not decide orutee of network access. Rather, the owner negstiat
kind of a lease agreement with another companyp#&rate the network. Finally, tlleird optionimposes
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strict rules on the integrated company. It spesifikear requirements to ensure that the way thepaoym
operates the network is not aligned with its owppty interests. Interestingly, even in countriest tthose
the third option, such as Germany, many integratedpanies decided to sell the network, believindjdt

not make sense to retain ownership since the nktammionger gave them a competitive advantage. This
suggests that the EU’s «unbundling» rule is effedi.4].

This means that Naftohaz Ukrainy, the Ukrainiantypdo the supply and pricing contracts with
Gazprom, will cease to exist in its current formguiring the renegotiation of gas import contragith
Russia within the new economic and legal envirortméne unbundling of Naftohaz Ukrainy changes the
calculations of transit economics for Gazprom amddia. For instance, Gazprom would have to compete
with alternative sources being developed by Ukraisiech as domestic production both onshore and
offshore, shale gas, and liquefied natural gas itepdhat will enable the latter to change its ipgc
formula. As a result, Russia and Gazprom have beeking to diminish or eliminate their dependernmanu
Ukraine as a transit country. This, in turn, hasrbene of the reasons behind political momentuRussia
for construction of the Nord Stream and South $trgas pipelines.

We want to stress, that primarily the argumentsU&raine membership to the European Energy
Community and its aspirations were very optimigta became a member on Feb. 1, 2010; more compe-
tition in the domestic market; higher technicahst@ds and regulations; better investment clinfatgher
integration of Ukrainian energy sector with the Edhance energy security; access to internatioaas|
and technical assistance). But in reality have somewhat different situation: Ukraine eigxbblocking of
the «South Stream» and investments in the GTS mizad¢ion; EU expected reforms of the internal mgrke
Ukrainian government uses membership in the EE@dmote reforms that do not enhance competition but
strengthen manual control; law on oil and gas seaetorming entitles the Cabinet of Ministers talate-
rally reorganize the energy sector [12]. Ukraingficials accuse EEC that it does not fulfill oldigpn
undertaken by the Treaty, establishing EEC. NowsRusuccessfully develops South Stream, building
storage capacities in Serbia and Slovakia; Bulgasrainated the South Stream as national prioribyeot.

The opening a few years ago of the Nord Streanpigedine under the Baltic Sea from Russia directly
to Germany and Europe threatens Ukraine’s place asansit country. It makes the country’s GTS
potentially less valuable economically, even thoitgltapacity utilization has fallen significanfiynder its
projected carriage of 55 billion cubic meters peary bcm/y) since the pipeline’s second «stringenep
late last year. Gazprom now repeats the same vgataitukraine in speaking about the long-planned but
still troubled South Stream pipeline (which haspaojected capacity of up to 63 bcm/y) designeddo g
under the Black Sea from Russia to the Balkans.

At the same time, we have to emphasize that gasiaimdrastructures are thought of in the longater
— substantial investments become profitable orgrahany years -, the projects themselves oftexnepto
be highly unpredictable and are affected by thegktical risks. And there are some linkages thiuug
Europe that have never been completed or have ibegiscussion for many years, even decades. So, in
order to preserve Ukrainian place as one of thgdsigtransit state in Europe, Ukraine needs to make
determined choices: to diversify sources of endtdyG, coal); to provide deeper integration in the E
common energy market; to promote healthy investrobmtate and take advantage of competition in the
energy sector; to form the consortium agreemeithitnze to be accompanied by ship-or-pay contract.

As aconclusionwe have to state that the EU’s energy policy hagrsé objectives, including the
establishment of a truly integrated European enemngyket, enhancing energy efficiency, and mitigatin
risks by diversifying energy supply. The EU is meking its infrastructure policy with a global visi,
including Russia, Central Asia and the Caucasud, isrinking this work to current energy forecasts.
Ukraine is the largest transit state in EuropesTtatus predetermines it's energy relations with EU.
The gas transit system of Ukraine represents tlo&blome of gas supplies to Europe from Russia gas
exports to the EU, and may become a new ‘energygetifor energy resources transmission from the
Caspian region.

Implementation of European norms and standardsy;nat reformation and accession to the European
energy market can increase the importance of Ukrairensuring energy security of Europe. We comside
that energy sector is a sphere that will contirudog at the centre of EU-Ukraine relations and eher
cooperation will continue to grow substantially oWiee coming years. The collaboration between the E
and Ukraine in the energy transit sector began fsagning the Memorandum of Understanding on co-
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operation in the field of energy between the Euampgnion and Ukraine, Energy Charter Treaty, Patoc
on Transit and the successful implementation ofaded norms and standards will positively effeat th
further Ukrainian transit infrastructure integrationto the EU energy supply system. We believe that
development of such cooperation is an importanigiger both: on the one hand it is a key aspeenture
the EU energy security, on the other hand — itnisngportant element that will improve Ukrainianrtsa
potential and will help to save the Ukrainian «gydsridge» status.
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Henemox Katepuna. 3akoHogaBui acniekTH iHTerpanii ykpaiHcbKoI eHepreTH4HOI TPAH3UTHOI CHCTEMH 10
indppacrpykrypn €Bponeiicbkoro Coro3y. Y craTTi NpeacTaBlIeHO Pe3yJIbTaTH aHaJi3y MPOLECcy 1HTerpawii yKpaid-
CBKOi TpaH3WUTHOI 1HPPACTPYKTYypH 3 TMOCTadyaHHI HaTH i ra3y A0 €HepreTHMYHOro puHKy €Bponeicskoro Corosy.
CxapakTepnu30BaHO CHCTEMY IIOCTauaHHs CHEpPreTHYHUX pecypciB mo €C i1 BM3HaueHO Micue YKpaiHW SIK KpaiHH-
Tpan3utepa. Po3kpuTo cnenudiky 3aKOHOAABUYMX aCIEKTIB IHTErpalii Ha OCHOBI JIOKYMEHTIB, 110 BU3HAYalOTh YMOBHU
MTOTAJIBIIIOTO PO3BUTKY YKPaiHCHKOI TPAH3UTHOI CHCTEMH BiAIMOBITHO 0 BUMOT €BPOIEHCHKUX CTaHAAPTIB. MaTepiamu
MOXYTh OYyTH BHKOPHUCTaHI B JOCTIDKEHH] TEHACHINIH 1 HAPSMIB PO3BUTKY €HEepreTHIHoro puHky €C, 30kpeMa oo
MUTaHb CHIiBIpami 3 YKpaiHOI sK KpaiHOIO-TpaH3UTEPOM JUIs CTabiinbHOI mepermadi HadTm ¥ rasy Ta peamizamii
OCHOBHHUX TPUHITUIIIB EHEPTreTHIHOT OE3MeKH.

KuiouoBi cioBa: TpaH3uT, iHPpacTpyKTypa, EHEPreTHIHI pecypcH, HadTa, ra3, TpyOoOonpoBi, KpaiHa-TpaH3uTep.

Jenentok Exatepuna. 3akoHoaaTe/IbHbIe aCeKThl HHTEIPALINU YKPAMHCKOMH 3HepreTU4ecKoi TPaH3NTHOI
cucreMbl k uHpacTpykrype EBpomeiickoro Corsa. B cratbe mpesicraBieHbl pe3ylbTaThl aHalu3a IpoLecca
MHTErpallMi yYKPaMHCKOW TPaH3WTHOW MH(QPACTPyKTyphl IO MocTaBKaM He(TH W ra3a B SHEPreTUYECKHH PBIHOK
EBponeiickoro Coro3a. OxapakTepu3zoBaHa cUCTeMa OCTaBKU dHepreTuueckux pecypcos B EC u onpenensercs MmecTo
VYKpauHbl Kak CTpaHbl-TpaH3uTepa. PackpbiTa crienudurka 3aKOHOAATENBHBIX ACMIEKTOB MHTErPallii HAa OCHOBE JOKY-
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MEHTOB, OINPEACIISIONNX YCIOBUS MAJIbHEHIIETO pa3BUTHS YKPAUMHCKOW TPAH3UTHOW CHCTEMBI B COOTBETCTBUU C
eBpOHeﬁCKHMH cTaHJgapTaMu. MaTepI/[am,I MOryT 6LITL HCIIOJIB30BaHbl B UCCJIICIOBAHUU TCHHGHHI/Iﬁ nu HaHpaBJ’IeHI/Iﬁ
Pa3BUTHA SHECPIECTUYCCKOI'O pbIHKA EC, B YaCTHOCTH I10 BOIIpOCaM COTPYAHUYECTBA C YKpaI/IHOﬁ KakK CTpaHOﬁ-TpaH3PI-
TEPOM C LECJIbIO CTa6I/IHLHOﬁ nepeaayun He(l)TI/I 1 ra3a v peajmsali OCHOBHBIX IMPHUHIIUIIOB 3HepFeTI/I‘l€CKOﬁ 6e30nac-
HOCTH.
KaioueBble ciioBa: TpaH3UT, MHPPACTPYKTYpa, SHEPTETHYECKUE PECypchl, HeBTh, ra3, TpyOOIpoOBOA, cTpaHa-
TPaH3UTEP.
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Pycrem EnBepos

Konuenryadnizanisi ABOCTOPOHHBOI CTPaTerii yKPaiHCbKO-TypellbKUX €eKOHOMIYHHUX
BiIHOCHH B YMOBAX NOIJIH0JIeHHS €BPOiHTerpamii

30BHINIHBOMNOJITHYHA CTpaTeris YKpaiHU MOBMHHA YiTKO BU3HAYaTH MO3UINIO MIOA0 POJIi HAlIOl KpaiHu B CHCTe-
Mi MOJITHYHUX BIJHOCHH Y €BpOICHCHKOMY MeraperioHi, HacaMmIiepel] y €BpOiHTerpauiiHuX mpouecax. Y crarTi
TPYHTOBHO TNPOAHAII30BaHO CYYaCHWH CTaH €BPOIHTErpaIiiHOl MoJiTHKH YKpainu W Typenpkoi PecmyOiikm, 3ampo-
TTIOHOBAHO aBTOPCHKHH CIIEHApili PO3BUTKY MBOCTOPOHHIX €KOHOMIUHWX BiJHOCHH B YMOBaX aKTHBIi3allii CITiBIpar 3
€C i3 HaBeJIeHHSAM MPAKTUIHUX pPEKOMEHIAIi iHTeHCU(iKaIii I[bOro Tporiecy. Y TOCKOHAIEHO TEOPETHKO-METOAMIHI
3acaau, OOTPYHTOBAHO MPUKJIAIHI pEKOMEHAIl Ta 3aco0u peai3allii cCTpaTeridyHuX MPIOPUTETIB YKPATHCHKO-TYPEIIbKUX
€KOHOMIYHHMX BiTHOCHH y TIPOIIECi €BpoiHTeTpallii. BBaxkaemMo, 1o He0OXiTHO W TOCTaTHHOIO YMOBOIO CTPATETiYHOTO
MIAPTHEPCTBA B YKPAiHCHKO-TYPEIBKUX BIJHOCHHAX JOLLIBHO PO3TILIIATH MPOCTOPOBO-CTPYKTYPHY MOJEINb TPHAHTY-
JSIpHOTO NapTHepcTBa «Ykpaina — Typenpka PecryOnika — €C».

KaiouoBi ciioBa: eBpoiHTerpanisi, iHCTUTYLII{HA iIHPpACTPYKTypa, CTpaTeriuHe MporpaMmyBaHHs PO3BUTKY BiHO-
CHH KpaiH-TIapTHEPIB.

IMocTanoBKka HaykoBoi npoOJemMu Ta ii 3HayeHHsl. CHCTEeMHA MOJEpHI3allisl JAepKaBd MOXIMBA 32
YMOBH SIKICHMX 3MiH Ha PiBHI ii OKPEeMOT0 CTPYKTYPHOTO €JIEMEHTY. 3OBHIITHHOCKOHOMIYHA CKJIaJI0Ba
YacTHHA TOJITUKM KpaiHU HaJIS)KHUTh O BarOMHX YHHHUKIB BIUIMBY Ha KOHKYPEHTOCIPOMOXHICTh HaIlio-
HaJILHOI €KOHOMIKH Ta piBeHb i1 EKOHOMIUHOI Oe3MeKHn B yMOBax riao0anbHoi KoHKypeHuii. Tpanchopmanis
CHUCTEMH CBITOBOT'O TOCIIOIAPCTBA ¥ MIKHAPOTHUX €KOHOMIUHHUX 3B’ SI3KIB y TJIOOATEHY €KOHOMIKY HaOyBae
aKTyaJIbHOCTI Ha TOCTKPU30BOMY €Talrli po3BUTKY. CTpareris 30BHINTHHOSKOHOMIYHOI IONITHKH YKpaiHu
Ma€ BIJIOBIIaTH Cy4aCHHM BWKJIMKaMm, OyTH 3/IaTHOKO pearyBaTH Ha 30BHIIIHI 3arpo3d, 3a0e3ledyBaTH
CTaJIMii PO3BUTOK €KOHOMIKHU Ta 10OpoOyT HaceleHHs. YKpaiHa MOKH Iie He copMyBaja BIaCHOI I'e0eKo-
HOMIYHO{ Ta T€OTOJIITUIHOI CTpaTeTii, OJHAK B YMOBax Ti100aapHOI HEBU3HAYCHOCTI 1103a0JI0KOBa MOCITH

I'eomoniTHUHUI BEKTOP CTpaTETiYHOrO MPOrpaMyBaHHs BUMarae MoJepHizamii ¢popmM i MeTofiB, yaco-
BHX Ta MPOCTOPOBHUX OPIEHTHPIB JBOCTOPOHHHOTO €KOHOMIYHOTO CITIBPOOITHHIITBA HacaMIiepen i3 Cycia-
HIMH KpaiHaMm#, a, MOXJIMBO, ¥ CTpaTeridHUMH MmapTHepaMu. 3okpeMa, s Typenbkoi PecmyOmiku mocrae
MUTAHHS PO TOJANBINY CTPATETIF0 PO3BUTKY, SIKE MOJSATae Y BUOOPI Mix 3ampoBapkeHoro me M. K. Ara-
TIOPKOM TIOJIITHKOIO «BECTEPHI3AIlii» Ta MOJITHKOK BiIHOBIEHHS pOJi B icaaMchkomy ceiti [1, ¢. 22].
[Muranusa npo BimHOCWHHM MiX Typerpkoro PecmyOumikoro i €Bpocoro3om I. BanepcraitH Ha3uBae OJHIEO 3
HaHOUTBIN BakTUBUX Ha modaTky XXI cT., ajpke 15 B3aeMoid, ska icHye Bxke nmoHaa 60 pokiB, CHMBOITI3YE,
Ha [yMKy aBTOpa, BIIHOCUHU MK XPHUCTHSHCHKHM 1 MyCyJIbMaHChKUM cBiToM [2]. Typerpka PecmyOmika i
VkpaiHa mepeKHBaroTh «IPOIEC MOBHOMACINTAOHOTO ITEPEOCMIICIICHHS CBOET 30BHIITHBOI TOMTHKU» [3, ¢. 17].
Ane, KpUTHYHO OIIIHIOIOYH JBOCTOPOHHI MiXKHApPOIHI BIIHOCMHM KpaiH, MOXXHa CTBEPKYBaTH, IO
TypelbKa eKOHOMIYHA AWUIUIOMATiSl BUIAETHCS €EKTUBHIIIOW Yepe3 00  €KTHBHI Ta Cy0’ €KTMBHI YMHHUKU
nuBepcu(iKOBaHOI, TAPUTETHOT 30BHIIITHBOI MOJITUKH 3 OCHOBHUMH PETIOHAILHUMH H TI00ATFHUMH aKTO-
pamu: €C, CIHIA, apabcbkuM, Topkcekumu (Kasaxcran, Typkmenucral, AsepOabimkad, Kupruscram),
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