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PE3IOME

BaxIHMBUM YHHHHUKOM MiJBHILECHHS KOHKYPEHTOCIPOMOXHOCTI IiMOBHX opraHizauiii B kpainax BSEC sk B paMkax CHITBHOTH, TaK i B paMKax
100aJbHOTO PHUHKY IO OTPa)kKaeTce Ha TEXHOJIOTIYHOMY pPiBHI BHKOPHCTOBYBAaHMX, HUMHU iH(OpMaLiHUX CHUCTEM 1 CTBOpIOE MpodieMu 3 ix
iHTerpamniero. Y JONOBiIi PO3MISAAIOTHCS HAHOUIBII MOIYJSIPHI NPOrpaMHI TEXHONOTIT 1 CTaHapTH, sIKi CIPHSAIOTh BUKOHaHHIO B2B inrerpamii,
TaKOXK sIK eJeKTpoHHuiT 00MiH nanumu (EDI), moBa ebXML, Roseta Net, OAGIS i Web services. ABTop 3po0OuB cripo0y npecTaBUTh HOBI TeHACHIIT
B po3BuTKy B2B iHTerpanii B oco6i Texnonorii Cloud computing.

Kir040BIi c10Ba: KOHKYypEeHTOCIpOMOXHicTh, kpainn BSEC, B2B inTerpauis, enexrpoHHuii ooMin nannmu, MmoBa ebXML, Roseta Net, OAGIS i Web
services

PE3IOME

BakHBIM (paKTOPOM IOBBIICHHS KOHKYPEHTOCIIOCOOHOCTH JIeI0BBIX opraHu3anuii B crpanax BSEC kak B pamkax cooOIuiecTBa, Tak M B paMKax
rJ100aIbHOTO PHIHKA YTO OTPAXKAETCE Ha TEXHOJOTMYECKOM YPOBHE HCIIONB3YEMbIX, UMH MH()OPMALMOHHBIX CHCTEM M CO3JaeT HpOOJEMBI C HX
uHTerpaiyeid. B nokmane paccMarpuBaroTcs HauOosee MOy ISpHbIC POrPAMMHBIC TEXHOJIOIHH M CTAHAAPThI, CIIOCOOCTBYIONINE OCYLICCTBICHHIO
B2B uHTerpanu, Takxke Kak IeKTpoHHbIH ooMeH naHHbIME (EDI), 361k ebXML, Roseta Net, OAGIS u Web services. ABTOp IpeIpUHSLI IIOIBITKY
MPeICTaBUT HOBBIC TEHACHIMH B pa3BuTiu B2B unTerpaunu B nuue texuosioruu Cloud computing.

KnroueBble ciioBa: KOHKYypeHTOCIIOCOOHOCTh, cTpanbl BSEC, B2B unHrerpanus, 31eKTpoHHbBIH 00MeH AaHHBIMU, s13bIK ebXML, Roseta Net, OAGIS u
Web services

SUMMARY

An important factor for raising competitiveness of business organizations in BSEC countries, both within the community and within the global
market, is the integration of information systems that support business. The BSEC countries are at different stages of development, which reflects on
the technological level of information systems used by them and gives rise to problems with their integration. The paper examines the most popular
software technologies and standards which help realize the B2B integration as an electronic data interchange (EDI) - the ebXML, Roseta Net, OAGIS
and Web services. The new trends in developing this integration using the Cloud computing concept are outlined.

Key words: competitiveness, the country BSEC, B2B integration, electronic data interchange, language ebXML, Roseta Net, OAGIS and the Web
services

EVALUATION OF GEORGIA’S INTERNATIONAL COMPETITIVENESS IN THE BSEC MEMBERSHIP CONTEXT

Jamagidze L., Iv. Javakhishvili Tbilisi State University, Faculty of Economics and Business, Department of International Economics, Assistant
professor, Academic doctors of Economics Georgia

In the last quarter of the 20th century economic globalization has made rapid progress. Parallel to modern globalization there has been an
expansion of regional integration. Indeed, integration has been a hallmark of the second half of the 20" century and part of the integration dynamics
seems to be a response to the problems and challenges of economic globalization. One of the main challenges facing modern states in the global world
is increasing their international competitiveness.

Competitiveness is a broad concept, which can be observed from different perspectives: through products, companies, branches of the economy,
the short-run or the long-run. The most complex of these is the concept of the competitiveness of the national economy. The popularity of the
competitiveness benchmarking at the country level such as global Competitiveness Reports (WEF), World Competitiveness Yearbooks (IMD), and
National Competitiveness Reports is an indicator of growing interest in comprehensive frameworks and data for competitiveness- related decision-
making.

In the economic literature there is a term of international competitiveness defined as the long-term competitive ability of national economy
and a term of competitive position (static approach), which refers mainly to the participation of a given country in international exchange. The
meaning here is narrower than that of the international competitive ability.

M. Porter has explained new view related on competitiveness of the national economy emphasizing the productivity as the most important
factor. "Modern competition depends on productivity, not on access to inputs or the scale of individual enterprises. Productivity rests on how
companies compete, not on the particular fields they compete in. Companies can be highly productive in any industry—shoes, agriculture, or
semiconductors—if they employ sophisticated methods, use advanced technology, and offer unique products and services. All industries can employ
advanced technology; all industries can be knowledge intensive." (Porter 1998).

In the international context, competitive economy is the one which adjusts its social and economic targets and its mechanism of
functioning not only to internal conditions but also to international circumstances; on the other hand, it is able to undertake actions which will take
advantage of the changes occurring in the world economy in a creative way in order to stimulate its own development. It is also able to change
conditions of competition in the way which will enhance benefits from the participation in the international division of labour.

A level and quality of international competitiveness of the national economy are determined by its whole economic and social
performances. The main factors which influence a formation, state and development of international competitiveness in one country can be divided in
four groups: systemic, marketing, external, and internal. (Petrovic et al 2008).
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The systemic factors determine the general scope for business activities, and consist of political, legal and economic systems of a country,
and their stability. From the competitiveness development viewpoint, they determine whether the national market is supporting business environment,
and to what extent. A state, level of organization, and development level of: banking system, financial markets, distributive and infrastructure
networks etc, should essentially affect general business activities in a country, business efficiency of enterprises and their competitiveness.

The marketing factors lie in the base of competitiveness development of enterprises, because they can essentially influence its direction. A
competitive capability of enterprises on the national and international markets should depend on their types and strenght. There are good reasons to
attach importance to an effective working of the market, reduction and supression of distortions on it in the whole world.

The external factors have a special place in the competition development in the open economies, which are the majority in the world, and
particularly in the cases of the small open economies highly dependent on foreign trade. Their effect can be of different nature and strenghth,
sometimes of decisive character. The customs and rules of the world economy and international trade are of obligatory nature for companies and
states, because they are organized systems (by: international legislation, customs and business practice; the rules of the international organizations and
cooperations; internal rules of regional economic integrations, and bilateral and multilateral agreements). An entire regulation of international
business activities has generally a supportive effect on the competitiveness improvement, because it has been created with the aim of facilitation of
business activities under equal conditions.

The internal factors which influence a competitive capability of enterprises are of crucial importance, because an individual enterprise is
the place of its creation and improvement, and therefore, the national competitiveness is the only collective expression of the capability of its
economic units. With capital equipment, technological base, and financial power, human capital is particularly important, because it moves and
organizes all things.

According to Hunya (2001) international competitiveness depends on a country’s ability to sell, to attract and to adjust. Selling ability is
related to the country’s export potential. The share in the main export markets and its dynamics is a considerable indicator of international
competitiveness. Attraction ability implies foreign investment attraction potential. The indicators are the amount of investment inflows and
investment stock. The adjustment ability is expressed in the rate of structural changes. As a result of structural transformations the country changes its
export specialization, which is one of the main sources of income growth (increased GDP growth rate and per capita income).

The most important thing is that these changes should be orietated on high technology industries, because under modern knowledge-based
economy economic growth and structural changes result from technological progress, development of information and communication technologies
and their diffusion in other spheres of economy. The international competitiveness of states is largely determined by their level of technological and
innovation development. The countries which could not manage to secceed in these fields are left behind in their international competitiveness.
Therefore deepening international cooperation in these fields is essential for achieving international competitive advanatges.

It is also useful to consider a country's international competitive position in the transnationalization process. Now, companies, which
possess net ownership advantages vis-a-vis rival companies, are looking for internationally competitive countries or regions in which to establish their
production facilities. Consequently, countries and regions are termed competitive according to their prevailing conditions.Dunning (1979) has
suggested that there really is a close connection between the ownership advantages of companies and some specific characteristics of countries.

Regional integrations modify to some extent the effects of international trade on an internal market; they have certain restrictive effect on the
free flows of goods and ideas from third countries, on one hand, and reinforce wellknown effects of home market on enlarged internal market.
Regional integrations, particularly the more solid and developed ones, are the best environment for development of high productivity. The previous
development of the European Union, and its position in regard to the comparable regions and countries, shows the following: first, all member
countries have importantly improved their economic performances; second, the industries exposed to a stronger international pressure have succeeded
in maintenance or improvement of their competitive capabilities (for example, motor vehicle industry); third, the international competitiveness has
dynamic nature, and states, industries, and companies can acquire, maintain, or lose it (a typical example is the present world domination of China
and India in textile and clothing industry).

Georgia considers regional cooperation as one of its foreign policy priorities. In this regard, a particular importance is given by Georgia to the
development of cooperation in the Black Sea region through the BSEC. Condisering the above mentioned on competitiveness the most important
factors for the evaluation of the role of BSEC in Georgia’s international competitiveness should be country’s level of integration into the region and
the global economy, as well as its productivity growth opportunities.

Trade and economic relations of Georgia develop mainly with its neighbouring countries. Georgia therefore attaches particular importance to all
efforts directed at the development of economic relations in the Black Sea region. Trade figures in table 1 with the countries of the region clearly
demonstrate the importance of the BSEC Organisation for Georgia.

According to the research made by OECD (2009) BSEC member countries attach a great importance to the measures of increasing their
international competitiveness and the policy priorities set by them in this direction include:

. increase in the investments in human capital;

. Financial market development;

. Improving investment climate policy and promotion.

These policy actions respond to Georgia’s international competitiveness related interests as well. Its current strategy greatly depends on the
restoration of its territorial integrity, strengthening recent democratic gains and ensuring their irreversibility, integration into the Euro-Atlantic and
European structures and ensuring guarantees for economic and energy security. Participation in the Organisation of the BSEC could facilitate the
achievement of these goals through economic cooperation.

The Black Sea region comprises a heterogeneous group of countries. Their economies differ in their size, institutional characteristics and
integration perspectives. They are facing vastly different problems, and find themselves at different levels of development. The whole BSEC initiative
may be regarded as a call for cooperative measures towards relaxing structural constraints that prevented larger volumes of trade between members
prior to the establishment of the BSEC—especially between transition economies joining the BSEC and Greece and Turkey. BSEC represents a huge
market of some 350 million people with a foreign trade capacity of over 300 billion US dollars annually. Due to its geographical location, the BSEC
region is an attractive destination for both trade and investment.

Low and lower-middle-income BSEC countries, including Georgia, have seen consistently positive growth rates in the first few years of the 21st
century. In 2007, the region’s real GDP grew by a weighted average of 10.6 per cent. The figure slowed down to 9.2 per cent in 2008. Growth rates
have fluctuated in recent years, partly reflecting various domestic and external shocks and the differing degrees of resilience that the economies in the
region have displayed. The share of agriculture in GDP has fallen steadily over the last decade; state support to the sector has faded in the transition
period and productivity in the agricultural sector has failed to keep up with overall labour productivity due to low investment. The composition of
GDP has gradually shifted towards industry (especially in the countries of the southern Caucasus) and services (especially in Moldova). Nevertheless,
by OECD standards, these economies are generally characterised by an underdeveloped tertiary sector and a higher reliance on agriculture.

All upper-middle- and high-income BSEC countries have experienced uninterrupted positive GDP growth since 2000, with the exception of
Turkey, which suffered an economic crisis in 2001. It has since recovered to achieve strong growth rates, attributable to successful policy reforms and
strong investment inflows. Bulgaria and Romania are among the fastest growing countries in the 27 countries of the European Union (EU-27),
benefiting from structural reforms, sound macroeconomic policies and EU membership. Greece’s growth performance has also been solid, owing to
large productivity gains, product and financial market reforms, the 2004 Olympic Games and an increasing role in regional trade. However the recent
global economic and financial crisis reversed the positive trends and exerted great losses to the economy of Greece. The Russian economy has been
growing rapidly, boosted by increasing external and domestic consumption demand. Serbia has also managed to maintain high growth rates despite
recent political instability. In 2007, the region’s real GDP grew by a weighted average of 6 per cent, The figure slowed down to 5.8 per cent in 2008.

Manufacturing structures in the region tend to specialise in mainly low-tomedium technology sectors taking advantage of a relatively cheap but
adequately trained labour force. Exports are concentrated in consumer goods rather than capital goods. Textiles and clothing footwear represent one
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of the principal export items of western BS countries. For Albania textiles and footwear account for almost 67% of total merchandise exports while
for Romania and Bulgaria this share is lower standing at over 25% and just below 21% respectively. Bulgaria exports consumer goods by as much as
35% of total exports as opposed to a 13% share in investment goods. Greece, although rather more diversified in its exports structure concentrates
some 14% of its total exports in food and more than 6% in textiles and clothing. Food, vegetable products, and textiles account for 64% of Moldova’s
total exports while mineral products account for over 30%. Turkish exports concentrate in textiles by nearly 28%. In the remaining BS countries
production and exports are mainly resource based. 37% of total Ukraine’s exports are non-precious metals and another 14% fuel, ores and energy
products. Precious or semi-precious stones and metals account for almost 52% of total Armenian exports while ores, and ferrous waste and scrap
account for 28% of total Georgian exports. Energy products account for 86% of Azerbaijan’s exports and for over 54% of total Russian exports. 16%
of Russia exports are in metals.

For most of the BSEC countries, the European Union is the main trade partner, and for the six non-CIS countries, the European Union accounts
for over half of all trade. Russia is the main regional trading partner, accounting, for example, for 34 per cent of Ukrainian imports and 33 per cent of
Moldovan exports. The exceptions are Albania (main intra-regional trading partner Greece), Romania (main intra-regional trading partner Turkey)
and Serbia (main intra-regional trading partner Bulgaria). For most of the BSEC countries, the second largest trading partner in the region is Turkey,
whose significance is particularly high for Georgia, Bulgaria, Albania and Azerbaijan. Serbian exports and imports in the region are relatively
concentrated in the Balkan region. Greek and Turkish trade within the BSEC region accounts for a very small part of their total trade, particularly if
one excludes Russia. Moldova conducts around 48 per cent of its total trade with three countries, namely Russia, Ukraine and Romania. Bulgaria
conducts a considerable proportion of its trade within the BSEC region, particularly with Russia, Turkey and Greece. Romania’s degree of regional
integration is lower, despite substantial exports to Turkey and imports from Russia. In the south Caucasus, there are significant trade flows between
Georgia and Azerbaijan, equal to almost 9 per cent of total trade of the former, and to a lesser extent between Georgia and Armenia. Besides Russia
and Turkey, Ukraine is also an important trade partner for these countries. Overall, the countries with the highest degree of regional integration (share
of intra-BSEC trade to total trade) are Moldova and Georgia, while the largest economies (Russia, Turkey and Greece) are the ones that display the
lowest degrees of regional trade integration.

Against this general background the Georgia’s competitive position within BSEC should primarily be analyzed by trade and investment
flows. Turkey is one of the largest trading partners of Georgia for the last period. In 2007 export in Turkey reached 262 910 thsd dollars, which was
13,9% of total exports. In 2008 the indicator increased to 17,6%. In 2008 trade turnover with Turkey reached 1 203 thsd dollars, which was 15,4% of
total turnover. Turkey is followed by Azerbaijan (10,4%), the Ukraine (10,2% of total turnover), Russia (5,8%), Bulgaria (3,0%). Three BSEC
countries Russia, Azerbaijan and the Ukraine are among the largest trading partners of Georgia. These three countries account 27,7% of exports and
29,4% of imports.

Georgia’s Trade with BSEC Countries.

Table 1

2005 2006 2007 2008
Export Total (mln dollars) 866 936 1232 1 496
Export to BSEC Countries 499 499 635 885
Import Total (mln dollars) 2 490 3678 5215 6 305
Import from BSEC 1295 1953 2 656 2985

Source: External Trade of Georgia, Statistical Publication, State Department of Statistics of Georgia, 2009, p. 12

As the table 1 shows Georgia’s trade with BSEC has grown during 2005-2008. However, the diversification of trade flows has been
inconsiderable, which negatively affects the competitiveness of the country. Diversification of export is critically important for Georgia and, in our
view one of the priorities should be the BSEC market. Although the share of Georgia’s export is not very high in BSEC region, the country has
prospects for increasing it. In addition, separate BSEC countries can use the territory of Georgia to enhance their trade and economic relations with
the former Soviet Union countries, South Caucasus and Middle Asia region. Further increase in the scope of cooperation with BSEC can be a
considerable step towards deeper integration into the European trade and economic space, which can promote the competitiveness of various
industries, including banking, manufacturing and agriculture. The internal problems which hinder the development of Georgia’s trade relations within
BSEC are related to the lack of the technological and entrepreneurial capabilities required to develop sophisticated, differentiated, high value added
products and insufficient restructuring of the economy in favour of such sectors. The fragmentation of individual markets and the barriers set before
developmental efforts should be overcome within a regional market framework.

FDI from BSEC Countries (thsd dollars)

Table 2

2005 2006 2007 2008
Total FDI inflows 449 785 1190375 2014 842 1563 963
Azerbaijan 66 920 77 804 41368 23 943
Bulgaria 71 319 21 13
Turkey 21812 129 728 93 871 164 526
Romania 5431
Russia 38 738 34210 88 997 26212
Greece 2217 2507 1350 -1 850
Armenia 396 1034 -4 895 -15061
Ukraine 1701 1056 24 381 -6 442

Source: Statistical Yearbook of Georgia, State Department of Statistics of Georgia, 2009, p.288

The table 2 shows the amount of FDI made by BSEC member countries in Georgian economy. It is obvious that the level of investments is low.
The locational advantages of the country should make it a prime target for FDI. However, the barrier for inward investments is not the failure of the
legislative framework but the failure in its enforcement. It is the practical difficulties in investing that deter FDI. Apart from sound economic policies,
it is especially the fostering of institutional reforms and the related improvements of the investment climate which will be indispensable for a lasting
and sustainable economic development. Georgia has preferential market access to the EU and it is in a prime position for the transportation of oil and
gas from Russia and the Caucasus. Further, the country combines low labour costs with a highly skilled workforce. There are opportunities for
investment in natural resources and agribusiness sectors, infrastructure development, telecommunications and energy and these opportunities should
be exploited efficiently.
On the 2009-2010 rankings of World economic forum Global Competitiveness Index Georgia takes 90" position with the score of 3.81.
Ranking by separate components of the Index for Georgia looks as follows:
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Table 3
Georgia’s ranking by Global Competitiveness Index 2009-2010
Global Competitiveness Index 90
Basic requirements 87
Social institutions 86
Infrastructure 83
Macroeconomic Stability 93
Health and Primary Education 82
Efficiency Enhancement Factors 90
Higher Education and professional development 86
Commodity Market Efficiency 83
Labour Market Efficiency 28
Sophistication of financial markets 84
Technological readiness 103
Market size 108
Innovation and Modernization factors 119
Business diversity 123
Innovation 110
Business Competitiveness Index 100
Company operation and strategy sofistication 123
Degree of national business environment 110

Source: www.weforum.org

As the table 3 shows the level of Georgia’s competitiveness is especially unsatisfactory in technological, innovation and business diversity
fields. Knowledge Economy Index and such indicators as economic incentives, institutional regime, innovation and information/communication
technological development show that Georgia is lagging behind its neighbours. It is important to note that other BSEC countries, namely Ukraine,
Turkey, Armenia and Russia have already developed long-term cluster and innovation strategies based on a knowledge economy.

Given the geopolitical location of the region, cooperation in fields of transport and energy are particularly significant through their
potentially great global impact. For Georgia development of transport function related to the increase in the flows of cargo, investments and
information is very important for its deepening regional and global integration, however, this cannot be a sufficient factor for competitiveness. One of
the main directions towards achieving and sustaining international competitiveness is growing participation in the dynamically developing sectors of
the world economy. According to UNCTAD, these sectors include the ones which have had at least fifthfold growth since 1995 and are characterized
by sustainable demand and technology-side development. They comprise alternative energy products, electronics, spare-parts, textiles, services
(information, construction, telecommunication, financial, professional and commercial) as well as creative sectors.

The BSEC region is attractive in fields such as telecommunications, tourism, agriculture, small and medium business, science and
technology. The experts regard, that one of the most important sectors for increasing Georgia’s competitiveness is tourism. Georgia is the Country-
Coordinator for the Working Group on Cooperation in Tourism for the term November 2008 - October 2010. All Black Sea countries are invited to
combine their efforts in elaboration of the plan for sustainable tourism. It can be considered an important element of socio- economic development.
Black Sea area is a region to be rediscovered -wealthy in natural landscapes, diverse and colorful in life-styles, rich and long in history, offers
innumerable opportunities in touris. BSEC is focusing its attention to take advantage of the great potential in this field. It is a priority area cooperation
in which Black Sea countries are engaged since the very establishment of the BSEC Organization, namely from 1994. The role of BSEC in the
promotion of Georgia’s tourism potential can be the following:

- Encouragement and engagement within BSEC and towards others in promoting the rich potential.
- Joint programs and projects among the Member States.

- Establishing institutionalized bodies for the promotion of tourism potential.

- Incorporating private sector in BSEC tourist activities, etc.

Regional integration in the Black Sea region could create an enhanced market quite homogeneous in some respects, €.g. consumer
preferences, production structures, etc and equally diverse in others, e.g. natural and created resources, geographic position, relationships with third
regions. A regionally unified market can increase cross-border transactions, i.e. international trade, foreign direct investments and business networks.
Under modern conditions of intensified regionalization one of the important directions of acquiring and sustaining competitiveness is the development
of regional and global products through increased participation in the regional production and sales networks, especially in high technological and
specialized sectors. BSEC framework offers a lot of opportunities for Georgia to realize these directions.
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PE3IOME:

CraThs OCBSIIIEHA HCCIIEOBAHUIO HECKOIBKHUX aCIIEKTOB MEXKYHapOIHOH KOHKypeHTocrocoOHocTH I'py3un B B pamkxax OUDC. ABTOp cCyMMHpYeT
HECKOJIBKO MPE/ICTABICHHII OTHOCHTEIBHO MEXIYHApOJHOH KOHKYPEHTOCIIOCOOHOCTH M BBIACNSACT NPOM3BOAUTEIBHOCTh M CTENCHb Y4acTHs B
MEXIyHapOAHOM OOMEHE KakK CaMble BaKHbIC (HaKTOPBI, ONPEACILIIONIME MEXIYHAPOAHYI0 KOHKYPEHTOCIIOCOOHOCTH CTpaHbl B KOHTEKCTE
PErnoHaNIbHON HHTETPALH.

KiroueBble cnoBa: pernonanbHas uHrerpanus, OUDC, MexayHapolHas KOHKYPEHTOCHOCOOHOCTb, BHEIIHSS TOPIOBIS, IPsMble 3apyOexHbIe
HMHBECTHLMU

PE3IOME:

CratTs MPUCBsIYCHA TOCII/DKEHHIO IEKIIBKOX aCIeKTiB MiXKHApOIHOT KOHKYPEHTOCIPOMOXKHOCTI I'py3ii B y pamkax OUEC. ABTop mincymoBye
KiJbKa HOJaHb 00 MIXXKHAPOAHOI KOHKYPEHTOCIPOMOXKHOCTI 1 BUILIA€ IPOAYKTHBHICTE 1 CTYIIHb y4acTi B MDXXKHAPOJHOMY OOMiHi sIK
HaWBaXXJIMBINI (haKTOPH, IO BU3HAYAIOTH MDKHAPOHY KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOXKHICTh KpaiHH B KOHTEKCTI perioHainbHoi iHTerparii.

KitrouoBi cioBa: perioHansHa interpauis, OYEC, MibkHapoaHa KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOXKHICTb, 30BHIILIHS TOPTiBJIs, OPsIMi 3aKOPAOHHI iHBECTHIIT
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SUMMARY:

The article is devoted to the study of several aspects of Georgia’s international competitiveness within the framework of BSEC. The author
summarizes several views on international competitiveness and distinguishes productivity and degree of participation in international exchange as the
most important factors determining country’s international competitiveness in regional integration context.

Keywords: regional integration, Black Sea Region, international competitiveness, foreign trade, FDI

POJIb TPAHCHAIIMOHAJIBHOT'O KAIIUTAJIA B MUPOBOM 9KOHOMMWYECKOM NNPOCTPAHCTBE
Bynapuna H.A.k.3.1., fouent kadeaps! «MeskqyHapoHas 3K0HOMEKay JJOHeIKH HAIMOHANBHEINH YHHBEPCHTET |

AKTyaJabHOCTH Mpo6iemMbl. [loBceMecTHOE BO3HHUKHOBEHHE M Pa3sBHTHE TpaHCHaIMOHaNbHBIX Koproparmii (THK) cBs3eBarot, npexne
BCEro, C TeHJCHIHUEH KOHIEHTPALUX KalKTana, TIo0anu3anyueil MUpOBOil SKOHOMUKH, TI€PEX0J0M K NMOCTUHIAYCTPUAIBHOMY OOLIECTBY, IOCKOIBKY
HMEHHO OHH CTalM JOKOMOTHBAMH HHHOBAIlMOHHO-HMHBECTHIMOHHOTO IIpoliecca B MHPOBOH SkoHoMuke. Harmonanpuble rocymapcrsa m THK
MOAJEPKUBAIOT M YCHINBAIOT APYyT ApYyra IO IJaBHBIM HalpaBiIeHHUSIM MHPOBOTO HAayYHO-TEXHHYECKOro mporpecca. Korga B cTpaHe BO3HUKAIOT U
MHOXATCsi KpPYIHbIE HPOMBILNUICHHbIE KOPIOPAlMHd U MEXAyHapoJHble (DMHAHCOBO-TIPOMBIIUICHHBIC TPYIIbI, 3TO O3HAYaeT HapalluBaHUE
9KOHOMHYECKOIl MOIIM CTpaHbl, yCHJIECHHE €€ IeONOIUTHYeCKHX Hosuiuil. Ho Ha maHHOM odTame pa3BHTHS AT YKpawWHBl aKTyalbHBI 3aaduf
9()EKTUBHOTO NPUBJIEYECHHS ¥ HCIIOIb30BAHUS NIPSIMBIX HHOCTPAHHBIX HHBECTULMI. B CBSI3M ¢ 9TUM aKTyanbHOH Hay4YHOH IPOOJIEMOI CTaHOBHUTCS
HCCIIeIOBAaHHE COBPEMEHHBIX TEHICHUMH M 3akoHoMepHoctedl pasButusi THK, ompenenenue daxropoB, Mmemarommx paboTe KOpHOpaunuid B
YKPaUHCKOH 3KOHOMUKE.

AHanu3 NOCJeTHHX HCCIe0OBAHUI, BbleleHHe HepelleHHOH mnpodiemsbl. [IpoGnemamy NpHBIEUEHHS NPSIMBIX HHOCTPAHHBIX
MHBECTHLMH B HALMOHAJIbHYIO KOHOMMKY 3aHUMAJIUCh Takue aBTOpbl, kak M.Jlenucenko, A.CemeHoB, B.Komapos. OjpHako aBTOpOM cTaTbu
3aTPOHYTa TeMa, IPeXkIe BCEro, 0COOCHHOCTEH YKpaMHCKOrO KOHOMHYECKOTO MOTeHIHana, kotopsle BaxkHel mius THK. Ilpu sToMm peus mumer
IJIaBHBIM 00pa3oM 00 0OBEKTHBHBEIX OCOOCHHOCTSX, 8 HE TAK HA3bIBAEMOM CJIOXKUBIINMCSI HHBECTULIMOHHOM MMHUJDKE.

Heap cratbu. Llenbio ucciieoBaHMS SBJISETCS aHAIU3 COBPEMEHHbBIX TeHAEHUMil MupoBoro mnpouecca passutus THK, a takxke
crenupUIeCKUX 0COOEHHOCTEH HAIlMOHAIFHON YKOHOMUKH, BIIUSIOIINX Ha pa3BUTHE Iponecca TPAHCHAMOHATH3AINY B Y KpauHe.

PesyabTaThl ucciaenopannsa. THK — 3710 nomuHupyromue couuanbHble MHCTUTYThI Hamiero BpemeHu. Ceromns Bcero 300 KpynmHbIX
KOpHoOpauidi KOHTPOIUPYOT 25% BceX NPOW3BOJCTBEHHBIX MOLIHOCTEH Ha 3emiie. Macca co3pgaBaeMol J100ABJIEHHOW CTOMMOCTH HEKOTOPBIX
TpaHCHAIIMOHAIBHEIX KopHopanuii npessinraetT BBII oTienbHBIX pa3BUTHIX FOCYAPCTB.

O0beM npou3BoICTBa TOBapoB 1 ycuyr npumepro 79 000 THK u ux 790 000 nHOCTpaHHBIX (HUIIHATIOB MPOIOJDKACT YBEINYHUBATHCS, TIPH 3TOM
cymmapHsiit 06bem ux [TUU B 2007 roxy npessicun 15 tpin. nomn. o ounenkam KOHKTA/L, coBokymusiii 06bem npogax THK cocrasun 31 TpiH.
JOJUL - a 3TO yBeJM4YeHHe IO cpaBHeHHUIO ¢ ypoBHeM 2006 roga Ha 21%. O0beM n00aBIEHHOI CTOMMOCTH (BaloBas HPOMYKIIHS) HHOCTPAHHBIX
(unranoB BO BCeX CTpaHax Mupa cocTaBui, 1o oneHkam, B 2007 romy 11% ot muposoro BBIIL, mpu 3ToM 4HCIIO pabOTHHKOB BO3pPOCIIO
MpUOIM3UTENBHO 10 82 MIIH. ven. [1].

PaccMoTpuM cOBpeMeHHbBIE TeHICHIUH Pa3BUTHS TPAHCHAIIMOHATBHBIX KOPIIOPAIUii.

1. Vxpynuenue xopnopayuii, nosviuienie ux poiu 6 MUpogoll SKOHOMUKe U HAYYHO-MEXHUHECKOM npozpecce KaK ciedcmeaue IKOHOMUYECKOl
uHmMezpayuu.

2. VYenoocnenue cmpykmypul cobcmeeHHocmu KOpRopayuil, KOHYeHmpayus, nepeiusvl u 83auMOnpoHuKnogenue kanumanos. TeHAeHIHS
pa3BUBaeTCS uepe3 JBE OCHOBHbIE (OPMBI: KOHIICHTPALMIO KalHTala dYepe3 HaKOIUICHWS, PACIIMPEHHOE BOCIPOU3BOJACTBO (BHYTPEHHHIA,
OpPraHMYecKHil POCT) M CIAMSHUS M TOMVIOMICHHsS KOMHaHWil (BHewHHH pocT). O0a HampapieHHs YCICIIHO HCIOJB3YIOTCS B COBPEMEHHOM
KOPIIOPATUBHOM CTPOUTENbCTBE U (OPMHDPYIOT €ro IpaBOBYIO M OPraHH3allMOHHYI0 OCHOBY. Ilpomecchl CIHMAHMII M IMOIJOLIEHHH NPUBOIAT K
CO3IaHHUIO CYNEePKOPIIOPALHii, KOTOPBIE 10 CBOEMY SKOHOMHYECKOMY H3MEPEHHIO COIIOCTABHMBI C BHYTPEHHUM BaJIOBBIM IPOIYKTOM LETIOH CTPaHbI
(manpumep, poccuiickue kopropamuu Tasnpom, JIYKOMJI, PAO “EDC”, “Hopuukens” u ap.). TeM caMbIM BO3HHKACT HOBBIA THIT CBEPXMOIIHBIX
MHPOXO3SHCTBEHHBIX CTPYKTYD.

3. Vcxopenue enympennezo opeanuzayuonno2o pasgumus KOpnopayuil, ycuieHue 63aumMoces3u memnos u Hanpasienus pocma busneca ¢
KAuyecmeom MeHeOHCMEeHmd, 803pAcmanue poau 4ei08eyecko20 Kanumaid. JTO CBA3aHO ¢ 00CCICYCHHEM BBDKHBAHMS B YCIOBHAX Y)KECTOUCHHS
KOHKYPEHTHOI1 60pBHOBI.

4. Hcnonvzoeanue 6biCOKOCKOPOCMHbIX UHDOPMAYUOHHO-KOMMYHUKAYUOHHBIX MEXHON02UNl KAK HeNnpeMeHHbIX CHYMHUKOE YCHeutHo
paseusarowuxcs kopnopayui. B Hactosiiee Bpems Oomee 50% eBpomeickHX (HPM HCIOJIB3YIOT BBICOKOCKOPOCTHBIE HH(POPMALMOHHO-
KOMMYHHUKAIIMOHHBIE TEXHOJOTHHU U CIOXKHBII HHTeIeKTyanbHbli Tpyd. B CIA nums 3% Bcex paOoTalomuX 3aHATO B CEIbCKOM Xo3siicTae, 10% -
B NIPOU3BOJCTBE, a OCTAJIbHBIE — B MH(OPMAIIMOHHO-MHTEIUICKTYalbHOH cdepe. Ilo oOpasHomy Beipakenmio K. Hopacrpema, napocrpykrypa -
9JIEKTPOHHAsI HEPBHAs CHCTEMa JIF000# KOMIIaHHHU, ¥ OHAa CTAHOBHUTCS BakHee HHPpacTpyKTypsI [2].

5. Pecuonanuzayusi THK TI03BOJNSET TOBBICHTH CBOIO YCTOHYMBOCTH M PE3KO YBEIMYUTb MacuiTal AESATENbHOCTH, YTO JIEJIaeT HOBBIC
OpraHHU3alMOHHBIE 00pa30BaHMU ellle CHIbHee. MUPOBBIMH JIMJIEPAMH B 9TOM IIPOLECCe CTaM Takue KoMIaHuy, kak Intel, Siemens, IBM, Johnson &
Johnson, Motorola, British Petroleum, British Telecom, Xerox, Hewlett-Packard u npyrue.

6. @opmuposanue HOBbIX HEUWHUX ATbAHCOB U CIMPAMe2UYecKux napmuepcme. ITO MO3BOILIET KOPIOPALHAM ObITh OTKPHITHIMH CUCTEMAMH
U TeM CaMbIM OBICTPO KallUTAIU3HPOBATH CBOM AKTHBBI (3aKPBITBIE XK€ CHCTEMBI, HA00OPOT, PAaHO MM IIO3JHO NPUXONAT K Je30pTraHU3aIHH,
JIC3UHTETPAIMH U YIIaJKy, B HUX Pa3BUBAIOTCS HEraTHBHbIE LIEHTPOOEKHBIE TEHACHIIUH).

7. «Hunosamusayusy xopnopamueHwix opeanusayuil. MHOTHE KpyIHBIE KOPIOPAlUH CO3JAIOT CIHEIMalbHbIE OTAEeNIbl WHHOBALHOHHOTO
pasBuTHsA (CIy>KOBl HOBOBBEACHHWH, HayYHO-TEXHHUYECKHE LEHTphI), moapasznenenuss HWOKP (abopatopum W MacTepckue), NPOrHO3HO-
aHANTUTHYECKHE IEHapTaMeHThl W “o¢uchl Oyaymiero”, pa3BHBAIOT CHCTEMbl YNpPAaBICHHs 3HAHHAMH Ha OCHOBe MHTpaHeTa M HMHHOBALMOHHO-
MapKEeTHHIOBBIE OI0PO, TEXHOMAPKH M areHTCTBa 1Mo TpaHcdepram TexHoiorui u T.1. COBPEeMEHHbIH MHPOBOIl PHIHOK MHHOBALMi MpeBbimacT $2
TpJH., U3 KoTopbIX Ha gomo CHIA mpuxomurcs 39%, SAnonun - 30%, I'epmanunu - 16%. B Mupe Ha ogHoro yuenoro npuxoaurcst 10 MeHeKepoB,
KOTOpbIE OTOMPAIOT HAyYHO-TEXHUYECKUE JOCTHKCHHS, CBOCBPEMEHHO MATEHTYIOT N300pETEHNs, 3aHUMAIOTCS IIPOJIBUKEHUEM HayKOEMKHX TOBapOB
M TEXHOJIOTHii Ha PBIHOK [2].

Taxkum 00pa3oM, B pe3ynbTaTe ONHCAHHBIX BBIIIE HPOIECCOB JOCTHUraeTcsi Ooiee BBICOKAs d(P(EKTUBHOCTH MPOU3BOJACTBA, BO3PACTAET
KalUTaJIN3alMs 1 MHBECTHI[HOHHAS [IPUBJIEKATEIbHOCTh KOPIOPAIMH, YCUIMBAIOTCS BO3MOXKHOCTH HHHOBAIIMOHHOTO Pa3BUTHs. Takke OTMETUM, UTO
BCE PACCMOTPEHHBIC OCHOBHBIC TEHAEHIMU HMEIOT CTAOMIBHBIN JONTOCPOUHBIA XapakTep M eme JOIro OyAyT ONpeAessTh TPEeHIbl Oymymiero
Pa3BUTHUS SKOHOMHKH.

Hecmotpst Ha pacTylyio 03a604€HHOCTb U IOJMTHYECKUE TUCKYCCHHU IO TOBOJY YCHIJIEHHs MPOTEKIMOHM3MA, OOMIMH TPEH I HOJIUTHKHU T0-
MPEXXHEMY JIEMOHCTPHPYET MOBBIIIEHHE OTKPHITOCTH N0 oTHOMIeHUIO K [IMU. Tak B 0030pe M3MEHEHWiIl HAaIlMOHAIBHBIX 3aKOHOB M YCTAaHOBJICHUIT
IOHKTAJ], xoTopbie MOTyT BiusATh Ha BbixoA THK Ha pBIHOK M MX JESTENbHOCTh, BBICKA3bIBACTCSI MBICIBL O TOM, YTO JHUPEKTUBHBIC OPraHbI IO-
MPEXHEMY CTPEMSTCS C/elaTh MHBECTULMOHHBIA KIMMaT Oosiee npupiekatenabHbiM. B 2007 roxy u3 nouru 100 caBUTOB B IOJIMTHKE, KOTOpbIE
IOHKTA/J] BbisiBuiIa Kak HOTEHUMaNbHO uMeromue otHomenue k [IMM, 74 Obuin npu3BaHbl CHenaTh Cpely B NpUHHMAOLIEH cTpaHe Oosee
OnaronpustHoit ust [TMN. OngHako Ha HPOTSHKEHUM IIOCISTHUX HECKOJBKUX JET OTMEUSHO BO3pAcTaHHE IOIH COBHUIOB, KOTOPHIC OBLIM MEHee
Ouaronpusths Juis [TUU [1].

Ta6muua 1. Junamuxa [TMU B mupe [3].
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