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ACTIVITY OF MEGAPOLISES
ON THE INTERNATIONAL LEVEL
AS A FACTOR OF GLOBALIZATION

Abstract. Introduction. The capital metropolises for any country are not only a leading administrative and

business centres, they are business card, the global socio-political and economic space. In the modern

world of globalization is becoming more apparent substantial strengthening of the economic and political significance of the
cities, the rapid increase of their role in the world economy and international relations. Results. The article considers the role of
cities in the establishment of international relations based on the analysis of the processes of globalization and glocalization
international relations. A ccording to the one of existing concepts of globalization, the world economy is a multi-level system, the
upper level of which is a network of world-class cities. In the context of global competitive leadership advantage of modern net-
work organization of economic activity with flexible regional and sectoral configurations lead to the increasing role of large cities,
which concentrate scientific and technological, financial and investment potential. Conclusion. Network activity leads to the evo-
lution of modern economic systems, the development of non-market mechanisms of regulation and network organizational struc-
tures. This requires constant modification of urban governance mechanisms and appropriate advanced scientific and method-
ological support. Acceleration of economic development and consolidation of Ukraine's international position now requires
modern approach to the development of domestic big cities, especially metropolitan cities and a capital Kyiv city. Its goals and
objectives are provided in the article.
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P. M. KpamapeHko

KaHanaaT eKOHOMIYHMX HayK, AOLIEHT,

[BH3 «KniBCcbkMIn HauioHanbHU EKOHOMIYHWI YHIBepcuTeT iMeHi Baguma Metbmana», YkpaiHa

AIANIbHICTb MEFAMoniciB HA MDKHAPOAHOMY PIBHI AK YAHHUK TNOBAI3ALII

AHoTauiA. Y cTaTTi npoaHanisoBaHo ponb AiANbHOCTI Meranonicis AK 0CO6nMBUX Cy6’eKTiB Mi>XXHapOAHUX BiAHOCUH. BuaHa-
YEeHO BMNMMB Cy4acHWX TeHAEHLiM rnokanisauii Ta rnobanisauii Ha po3BUTOK Meranonicis. 3anponoHOBaHO BCTAHOBUTY POSib
mMeranoniciB y Mi>XHapOAHMX BiAHOCMHAX Ha OCHOBI aHani3dy npouecis rnokanisadii Ta rnobanisauii Mi>kHapoAHWUX BIOHOCWH i
3’AcyBaTN CTYNiHb iX BNAXBY HA PO3BUTOK Merarnorsiicis.

Knio4voBi cnoBa: meranonic, rnobanisauis, Mi>kHapoAHi BiAHOCUHW, Mi>KHAPOAHI opraHisadii, rnokanisauis.
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Lumn 1 rmobanusaumm MexayHapoAHbIX OTHOLLEHWIA N BbIABUTL CTEMEHb UX BIMAHWA Ha pa3BUTME MEranonncoB.
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Introduction. In modern world the national governments
and their ministries of foreign affairs are not the only players on
the international diplomatic stage anymore.

An important factor in this process is the globalization — a
concept which in recent years has supposedly become the
most striking characteristic of the modern world. With the accel-
eration of globalization the world has changed into highly com-
plex, dynamic, and contradictory system of interactions and
relationships. The transformation of governance mechanisms
and a system of international relations and international legal
traditions takes place on the planet. However, there are also
changes in the forms and methods of management and the
genesis of new, competing organizational and activity struc-
tures [1].

Herein until recently little attention was paid to the one indis-
putable participant of international cooperation — to the city,
whose role in international events and processes is growing
right before our eyes [2]. There are more and more cases when
simultaneously with the activity of government institutions the
separate territorial entities have their own relations and commu-
nication, primarily there are the major cities. The significant
increase of economic power of the metropolitan cities and their
political significance is becoming clear, as well as the rapid
increase of their role in the world economy and international
relations.
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Considering the fact that competence of national govern-
ments in international relations still has a fundamental charac-
ter, independent organizations and movements, international
projects and multinational corporations, religious and ethnic
associations, civil society and environmental centres of supra-
national scale and have been long and active involved in the
networking between states and nations, creating approaches to
their advantage, and building its own diplomacy.

Brief Literature Review. The city as a multidimensional
phenomenon, its new essential characteristics on the present
stage, as well as the concept of globalization and its manifes-
tations in the economic, social and cultural relations, impact on
the development of areas such as towns and cities, are actively
researched by scientists such as S. Sassen (2005), M. Pavel-
son (1986), R. Florida (2005), F. Brodel (2006), P. Heddes
(1915), J. Hotman (2003), R. Elizondo (2000), M. Kastels
(2002), P. Kruhman (1988), T. Levitt (1983), C. Lendri (2011),
C. Lidbiter (2003), J. Yakobs (2004), M. Porter (2005), C. Van-
Kahn (1915), A. Skott (1999), P. Taylor (1996), J. Friedman
(1981), M. Fudzhit (1997), P. Hall (1928), et al.

In the national scientific, theoretical and applied works the
management problems of modern metropolitan cities have not
yet been displayed in the right way. Given that Ukraine, accord-
ing to many experts, has a significant urban potential and
opportunities for development of more powerful agglomera-
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tions, at this stage it is not paid enough attention to this matter
not only by the metropolitan cities themselves and their leader-
ship, but also by the state, including the mechanisms of gov-
ernmental support. These issues are not fully researched by
and relevant national research institutions and scientists, espe-
cially in terms of recent global trends of globalization and glo-
calization. It actualizes provisions discussed in this article.

Purpose. The effectiveness of the operation and develop-
ment of any system is determined by the efficiency of compos-
ing the primary elements and their relationships and interac-
tions within the system as a whole.

At the same time as known, «declaration of intentions to the
real change - a big distance» as the problem of deep realiza-
tion of the necessity and the irreversibility (in the case of inten-
tions) to strengthen the city’s role in the development of the
state and changes in domestic policy priorities for the develop-
ment of updated which makes the analysis and generalization
of modern lines of development cities of developed countries is
very important. The aim of this article is to establish the role of
metropolitan cities in international relations by analyzing the
processes of globalization and glocalization of international
relations, and to determine the extent of their influence on the
development of metropolitan cities.

Results. Domestic experts are paying special attention to
these effects of changes in world order: the emergence of new
subjects of power (global state and international regulatory
authorities, informal centres of influence with an extremely high
level of competence); redistribution of power from the national
to the transnational level, the crisis of cultural, ideological and
practical foundations of the national state, the phenomenon of
«state system»; non-formalization of power, reducing of the
public policy and public assemblies’ role, trend towards extend-
ing the competence of informal decision-making procedures to
achieve oral, consensual «agreement» instead of full contracts,
spatial localization (geographic and trans geographic); various
economic activities; emergence of new forms of international
division of labor, the redistribution of world income and levying
of a «global rent», geo-economic construction of the universe;
development of transnational (corporate) cooperation networks
in general [2].

Amid acceleration of economic globalization the configura-
tions of socio-political and cultural international relations are
rapidly changing too. And today the vast majority of experts
agree that globalization is an objective social process, the con-
tent of which is the growing interconnection and interdepen-
dence of national economies and national political and social
systems, national cultures, and the interaction of human and
environment [3].

The process of economic globalization consists of estab-
lishing economic dependence between countries, regions and
territories by spreading innovation and expanding the limits of
freedom of movement of goods, services, capital and people
across the globe. In fact, there is a new global economic organ-
ism with typical for the system properties.

Thus, within such a global economic system, but also with-
in individual strong national economies continues to permanent
adversarial process and competition between different regions,
territories and municipalities, especially between dominant in
modern metropolitan settlement system metropolises [4].

Economic globalization is intrinsically linked to the global-
ization of information. The term «information economy» (as the
information society in general) has been introduced in the scien-
tific community in the early 60s of last century. Now it has
become a recognized fact in relation to the reality formed in the
Western world.

Globalization in the broadest sense — is the transformation
of political, social, economic and cultural phenomena and
processes in the phenomena and processes of global and plan-
etary matter is — the process of global integration and unifica-
tion. Its effects are the international division of labor, migration
on a global scale capital, human and industrial resources, stan-
dardization of legislation, economic and technological process-
es, as well as the convergence of cultures of different countries.
This is an objective process that is systemic in nature, covering
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all aspects of society. As a result of globalization the world is
becoming increasingly interconnected and interdependent of all
his subjects. There is an increase in the number of problems
common to certain groups of countries, and the number and
types of integrated entities.

The common term for all social and political processes in
the modern world has become the notion of the network as the
main way of existence. This network connects all actors, regard-
less of their origin, scope, and ownership and a way of influence
the situation, in one process. This network also blurs the bound-
aries between the internal functions of the state, transforming
them into joint efforts of all actors for a common gaal [5].

Along with such transformations in the last quarter of previ-
ous century, the term «globalization» became an independent
subject of active research. There exists already a number of
concepts and theories of globalization, and almost every one
complements the other, thus indicating the magnitude and mul-
tidirectional approach of the globalization process.

According to one of the existing concepts of globalization,
the today’s world is a multi-network system, the top layer of
which is the network of global metropolitan cities. They act as a
quasi «gateway to the global world» [1], combining compact ter-
ritory to perform the functions of powerful units and centres,
providing access to the global economy not only to themselves,
but also to the areas which are in their economic and political
influence. Therefore, the presence of metropolitan cities in the
state — as an own «gates» to the global world — is considered
an opportunity for national political, economic, scientific, educa-
tional, and cultural elites to enter the narrow club of people who
participate in making key decisions in each of these areas on a
global level. However, the researchers emphasize that mega
cities play a key role in almost all areas of globalization, becom-
ing a «transnational spaces». If in political sphere globalization
means the erosion of the sovereignty of the national state by the
actions of transnational actors and the creation of their organi-
zational networks, economic globalization means denational-
ized, disorganized capitalism, key elements of which are multi-
nationals, which are obtained from the national government
control, and speculation in transnational financial flows, and in
culture globalization means glocalization, that the interpenetra-
tion of local cultures in transnational spaces, which are now
western cities London, New York, Los Angeles, Berlin, etc. [5].

During the last decades the theory and practice of interna-
tional relations dynamically confirmed the concept of special
diplomacy of the cities. Mega cities are setting the tone not only
of their regions and countries, but also are playing an increas-
ing role in addressing global challenges in the dialogue of cul-
tures and civilizations.

Famous British scientist, author of numerous works on
urban development issues Sir Peter Hall has pointed to «rela-
tively limited number of places» — cities of the world, in which,
as he defined, «a disproportionately large part of the most
important world affairs are done». And if the city of before glob-
alization stage positioned primarily within the country, serving
primarily the subject of the national territory, in the era of glob-
alization, world city becomes an international arena, an impor-
tant subject of global geopolitical and geo-economics space [6].

Amid rapid urbanization and globalization the new under-
standing of the meaning and role of «world city» is emerging,
which operates by fundamentally new conditions. In the coordi-
nates of the new political geography and geostrategic relation-
ship of forces in the process of becoming a global market, hur-
ricane development of high technologies and new forms of
organization of big metropolises are becoming increasingly
independent actors on the world stage, bypassing the interme-
diary states to communicate directly with each other and with
other international communication. In search of new resources
for their development, they are spreading activities and cooper-
ation with partners beyond the national territory.

Realizing its importance on the world stage, town and city
officials are more actively asserting themselves as true repre-
sentatives and spokesmen for the interests of its inhabitants,
which is not exactly an official diplomacy. There are more obvi-
ous signs of intent from city authorities to form and promote
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internationally their own understanding of the world order and

their participation in its processes.

Considering the phenomenon of the increasing role of cities
in international affairs, some researchers are beginning to talk
about «two sectors in world politics»: the central sector of gov-
ernment foreign policy with the national representatives — pres-
idents, ministers, ambassadors, and polycentric sector, where
there are other actors, including and city and municipal author-
ities. On those statements the concept of «parallel diplomacy»,
or «pair diplomacy» is based, according to which there is
allegedly exists the main road of diplomacy, along which the
national government is moving, and the parallel one, along
which the other participants are going, including the cities [6].

So, metropolitan cities for any countries are not only major
administrative and business centers, but also a so-called «busi-
ness card» at the global socio-political space. Therefore, recent
domestic researchers are paying more and more attention to
the need for fundamental change in the role of large cities in the
nation of Ukraine. Their rapid and sustainable development is
one of the urgent issues related primarily to the relevance of the
full inclusion of Ukraine in the post-industrial global economy
and international relations.

For example, Boyko-Boychuk (2007) mentioned: «In urban-
ized democratic societies, the level of development and com-
petitiveness, political and economic weight is determined by the
level of development, competitiveness and the level of interna-
tional influence of their cities, and interaction efficiency, as well
as by relations and interactions of the central (the state) and
local (the city) level of power and control» [7].

Kyiv is not only the capital city, but also the most powerful
metropolis of Ukraine, which is focusing on its territory a signif-
icant part of the socio-political, financial, economic, administra-
tive, social, and cultural processes of the state. City supports
sustainable partnerships and external relationships with a large
number of cities and regions of almost all countries. The ability
to exercise its powers in international relations and foreign eco-
nomic activity of the city provides a special status granted by
the Constitution of Ukraine and by the Law of Ukraine «On the
capital of Ukraine — Hero City Kyiv».

During the long process of developing capital strategies,
and after an active discussion in committee on strategic plan-
ning, public council, the media one of nine strategic initiatives
of Kyiv, Development Strategy 2025, and direction was defined
as an «International harbour of headquarters», which means
involvement of central and regional offices of international orga-
nizations. Promotion of international companies for placement
of important central and regional functions in the city means one
or more variants of presence: location of the central or regional
headquarters, location of a department (function) of an interna-
tional company, placement the administrative centre (back-
office). It is assumed that large-scale entry of international com-
panies in the capital shall lead to:

e increasing of the Kyiv's status on the international stage,
including cities’ attractiveness to business and investment;

e creation of a significant number of new job places and inc-
reased competition in the labor market;

e exchange of experience in the local business environment,
innovation developing, quality improvement of urban infra-
structure and revenues [8].

The city already has a number of significant competitive
advantages for the deployment of international companies. But
despite the benefits, to improve the status as an active partici-
pant in international events and processes and to create attrac-
tive and comfort environment for international and foreign com-
panies, Kyiv should demonstrate the stability, consistency and
sustainability of its intentions evolve into a modern city with high
level of business culture.

Conclusions. Acceleration of economic development and
consolidation of Ukraine’s international position now requires
increased attention to the development of domestic big cities,
especially metropolitan cities and a capital — the Kyiv city.
However, researches have shown that these standard mecha-
nisms of development management of these cities, which are
used now, can no longer ensure the important functions of inter-
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national players, and now it is time to find new relevant methods.
Particular experience in strategic planning and development of
Kyiv as the capital metropolis, among other things, has discov-
ered the problem of scientific and methodological nature: mana-
ging the development of domestic cities and agglomerations.

According to domestic scientists, horizontal linkages bet-
ween megacities and metropolises as centres of world devel-
opment are beginning to play a larger role. To the public author-
ities of developed countries clearly exists a problem of
fundamental changes in the vertical axis relations «state — city»
on the principles of partnership and effective horizontal (both
internal and external) coordination of the interaction of cities and
metropolitan areas. This fact fundamentally changes the
requirements for support of internal cohesion, and changes
their domestic policy priorities. The effectiveness of urban (city)
settlements is a key factor in the general economic and social
development [7].

Therefore, further research in this area is related to the
need to establish the concept of the metropolis, as well as with
the connected with it scientific definitions, structural, dynamic,
and polycentric models of this category of cities, to identify ways
to control the agglomeration processes, including the content of
the relevant sections strategies, justification of statistical, eco-
nomic and sociological diagnosis parameters of cities, and
many other questions on creation of the modern concept of
metropolitan cities including as full participants of international
relations.
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