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V crarTi po3riIsHYTO BAOCKOHAICHHS YHPABIHHS IHTEICKTYa IbHUM KalliTaJIoM.

KrouoBi ciaoBa: iHTeTeKTyanbHHII KamiTan, IHCTPYMEHTH YIpPAaBIHHS, CHCTEMa aBTOMATH3allii, 3alXydeHHS KII€HTiB, CHCTEMU IiATPHMKH
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PE3IOME

B cTaThe paccMOTPEHO COBEPUICHCTBOBAHNE YIPABICHHS HHTCICKTYIBHBIM KaIlUTAJIOM.

KiodeBble cj10Ba: WHTEIUICKTYallbHBIH KalMTal, MHCTPYMEHTHI YNpABICHHS, CHCTEMa aBTOMATH3alMH, IPUBJICYCHHUE KIINEHTOB, CHCTEMBI
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SUMMARY

The article considers the improvement of management Intelligent capital.
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Currently the Government of Georgia is in the process of negotiations for a Free Trade Area with the European Union. In order to obtain an
impact on economic growth, Georgia needs a trade agreement of a new generation - a Deep and Comprehensive Free Trade Agreement (DCFTA) that
can become the main catalyst for promoting trade and investment opportunities. In order to achieve this objective, the Georgian economy has to
undergo far reaching regulatory reforms.

The aim of the present article is to analyze the EU-Georgia trade relations, discuss the concept of the DCFTA, review steps taken by the
Government of Georgia in the trade as well as some important trade-related areas, access the challenges related to the DCFTA process and draw
conclusions.

EU - Georgia Trade Relations

Although affected by the Russian aggression in 2008 and the global financial crisis, the Georgian economy is progressively recovering: the
GDP growth reached 7% in 2011. In 2011 FDI to Georgia arrived at USD 981 million, which is 20% more, than in 2010 [1]. In 2010 Georgia’s total
foreign trade turnover with EU member states amounted to USD 1.736 million (increased by 13%). Export reached USD 297 million (increased by
25%), import amounted to USD 1.439 million (relatively increased by 10%). During the same period, the share of the EU in total trade turnover of
Georgia was 26%, share of export - 19% and share of import - 28% [2]. Bilateral trade continued to improve in 2011 at a steady pace year-on-year.
The total foreign trade turnover grew by 36%, compared to the same period of the previous year and amounted to USD 9 247 million, of which,
exports reached a record figure - USD 2 189 million (grew by 39% compared to the same period of the previous year), and imports reached USD 7
058 million (grew by 34% compared to the same period of the previous year). In 2011, Georgia’s total trade turnover with the European Union grew
by 41%, compared to the same period of the previous year and amounted to USD 12 477 million, of which, exports to the EU grew by 46% and
reached USD 424 million, and imports from the EU grew by 40% and amounted to USD 2 053 million. The share of the EU in total trade turnover of
Georgia made up 27%; of which the share of exports was 19% and share of imports - 29%. Among the top 10 trade partner countries of Georgia in
2011 there were two the EU member states: Germany (5th place), and Bulgaria (8th place) [3]. Georgian exports to the EU are still concentrated in a
few commodities of low value added (in particular, primary products such as fuels and mining products formed 69.1% of imports from Georgia).
Georgia continued to benefit from the special incentive arrangement for sustainable development and good governance - the GSP+, within the EU
Generalized System of Preferences (GSP) that aim to assist in diversifying export and improving its export performance. Though our export capacity
is relatively limited, the utilization rate of the GSP+ regime by the Georgian exporters is quite high. Georgia makes an overall good use of GSP
(utilization rate of 87% in 2006), but there is still a room for improvement. At the same time the GSP+ treatment is not a “gift forever”. It will be
lifted as the country overcomes economic difficulties. Naturally Georgia is strongly interested in long-term legal framework for trade and economic
integration opportunities with the EU provided by the Deep and Comprehensive Free Trade Agreement (DCFTA) agreement [4].

The prospect of the Deep and Comprehensive Free Trade Agreement (DCFTA) between Georgia and the EU offers a new momentum to the
Government of Georgia undertake reforms in trade-related spheres. After the Russian aggression to Georgia in August 2008 the EU‘s readiness to
step up activity in this direction was expressed in the European Council Conclusions of 1* September 2008 [5]. Later in the same year the European
Commission (EC) was tasked with assessing Georgia’s degree of preparedness regarding DCFTA negotiations. In March 2009 the EC submitted to
the Government a set of recommendations focused on the preparation for launching of the future DCFTA, which included a list of key and additional
recommendations on trade related issues covering competition, food safety, sanitary and phytosanitary measures, standardization, intellectual
property rights, capacity building, est. [6]. The preparation for the DCFTA negotiations was considered as is one of the central elements on the EU-
Georgia agenda. Since 2009, the Government committed itself to implementation of the key recommendations: hence, all necessary institutional
structures have been established under the personal supervision of the Prime-Minister as well as necessary expertise mobilized to facilitate
consultations with the European Commission.

As it was stated in the Joint Declaration of the Eastern Partnership Warsaw Summit “the Eastern Partnership will seek to further support
political and socio-economic reforms in the partner countries, facilitating comprehensive approximation towards the European Union, leading
progressively to economic integration in the EU Internal Market, and therefore to the creation of an economic area between the EU and partner
countries. The Association Agreements with comprehensive reform agendas and, where appropriate, with Deep and Comprehensive Free Trade
Areas (DCFTAs) as an integral part, are the cornerstones of relations under the Eastern Partnership” [7].
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The formal negotiations on the EU-Georgia Association Agreement were opened in July 2010, and DCFTA negotiations have been officially
launched on December 12, 2011. First round of talks was successfully held in March and next is planned for June 2012. There is high commitment of
the Government to continue implementation of necessary reforms in DCFTA related areas in order to swiftly progress in negotiations.

Concept of DCFTA

The concept of deep and comprehensive trade is a very ambitious, sensitive and complex issue. Traditionally, standard free trade agreements
foresee mutual opening of markets for goods and services by eliminating/abolition import tariffs and quotas. The reason that this agreement is called
“Deep and Comprehensive” is that it would go much further [8]. It would be “comprehensive” because it would cover a wide array of trade-related
issues and it would be “deep” because it aims at eliminating 'behind the border obstacles to trade throughout various sectors of the economy, as well
as high level of regulatory convergence and setting standards compatible with those of the European Union, thus partially opening/extending the EU
internal market to the partner country. The EC Communication on A Strong European Neighborhood Policy defines the measures towards further
economic integration for the partner countries: ‘tailor-made deep and comprehensive firee trade agreements, including measures to reduce non-tariff’
barrier through regulatory convergence, are the keys to increased economic integration with ENP partners. A DCFTA should cover substantially all
trade in goods and services between the EC and the ENP partner as well as strong legally-binding provisions on the implementation of trade and
economic regulatory issues’ [9]. The regulatory convergence is expected in the areas, such as customs, technical regulations, standards and
conformity assessment procedures, restrictions, sanitary and phytosanitary issues, establishment and company law, services, movement of capital and
current payments, movement of persons including workers and social security coordination, taxation, competition policy and state aid, intellectual and
industrial property rights, statistics, public procurement, enterprise policy as well as public internal financial control.

The EU intends to negotiate such agreements with all willing and able partners in its Neighborhood, especially countries of the Eastern
Partnership (Ukraine, Belarus, Moldova, Georgia, Armenia and Azerbaijan). This process offers to the entire European Neighborhood a powerful
instrument for further economic integration. Progress towards a harmonized regulatory framework, along with substantially liberalized trade, will
bring intensified trade and investment flows. The objective of establishing a Deep and Comprehensive Free Trade Area will form an integral part of
the new Association Agreements, with a commitment to start negotiations on a WTO-compatible deep and comprehensive free trade area as soon as
the partner country is sufficiently advanced in its preparation to negotiate, implement and sustain the effects of a far-reaching liberalization [10].

Economic implications

The ENP Action Plan for Georgia indicates that the European Commission carries out the feasibility studies before entering negotiations with a
prospective partner about an extended trade agreement. The Feasibility study for Georgia was undertaken by the UNDP (2007) as well as the
CASE/Global Insight (2008). These studies have examined key aspects of the Georgian economy and its regulatory environment and possibilities of
its integration with the EU, ranging from simple free trade to very deep and comprehensive free trade between the EU and Georgia. The results
pointed out the positive aspects for the EU-Georgia future free trade arrangements: “a free trade agreement between Georgia and the EU is feasible,
since Georgia has already taken liberalizing measures going considerably beyond a classic Simple FTA and on the other hand Georgia benefits from
the EU GSP+”. Both of the above-mentioned studies indicate that a DCFTA between the EU and Georgia would largely increase the gains from a
trade. Economists estimate that Georgian preparations for a DCFTA would imply “heavy costs in the short run, for both public and administrations
and the private sector, of achieving full compliance with EU economic rules and standards” [11]. Even so, a feasibility study on the possible impact of
a DCFTA in Georgia concludes that the country would considerably benefit from this agreement in the long-term. In addition thanks to WTO
membership since 2000, set of relevant international standards of commercial, industrial, financial policy are already established in the country. So,
experts estimate that a Georgian-EU DCFTA could increase FDI from $2.3 billion (in 2008) to up to $11.36 billion in 2020. Furthermore, the
comprehensive set of reforms resulting from the DCFTA along with more wide-ranging measures, like on competition and anti-corruption, could lead
to a rebranding of Georgia as a favorable investment location and lead to economic gains for eorgia as high as 6.5% of the country’s GDP [12].

Steps taken by the Government of Georgia

As it was mentioned in the EU report on Implementation of the European Neighborhood Policy in Georgia - Progress in 2011, “Georgia
persevere with implementing the remaining key recommendations, which set out the necessary reforms, in the key trade-related regulatory areas
prior to the negotiations for a Deep and Comprehensive Free Trade Area (DCFTA” . In December 2011, the EU concluded that the progress made by
Georgia was sufficient to launch DCFTA negotiations.

The Georgian government has put special emphasis to legal approximation, institutional strengthening, capacity-building and implementation of
reforms in key areas relevant for the DCFTA. Since 2010 Significant progress was made in the implementation of the EU’s DCFTA Preparedness
Assessment recommendations. In all key priority areas (Technical barriers to trade (TBT), sanitary and phytosanitary issues (SPS), intellectual
property rights (IPR) and Competition) strategies were agreed with the EC and adopted by the Government. The special DCFTA Legislative Package
has been developed including the following legislative acts: Food/Feed Safety, Veterinary and Plant Protection Code; Law on Free Trade and
Competition; Code on Product Safety and Free Movement of Goods.

It should be emphasized that the above mentioned legislative acts are in full compliance with the relevant Governmental Strategies and
Programmes, which were agreed with Commission services. The aim of the DCFTA Legislative Package is the following: Approximation of
Georgian legislation with relevant EU aquis; Consolidation of domestic legislative base into a comprehensive single piece of legislation in each area;
Enabling smooth implementation of relevant Governmental Strategies; Creation of background for effective implementation of the DCFTA
negotiation process.

The DCFTA Legislative Package was prepared by relevant state institutions under the coordination of the Prime Minister’s office. Special
Working Groups were created for this purpose in each of the three areas - Food Safety, TBT and Competition policy.

In parallel, it was decided to mobilize various new EU assistance instruments such as TAIEX, comprehensive institution building (CIB) and
TWWINING to assist the DCFTA related institutions. For that reason, the inter-ministerial working group has already identified the following
priorities for support: Customs, Procurement, Rules of Origin, Intellectual Property Rights, Competition, Standardization, Food Safety and capacity
building.

On the competition policy, the draft “Law on Free Trade and Competition” and the Code on Safety and Free Movement of Products, which
has been elaborated by the inter-governmental working group, is submitted to the Parliament of Georgia. The Draft Code incorporates two horizontal
directives (General Product Safety Directive and Liability for Defective Products) that will enter into force simultaneously with adoption of the Code
itself. In order, to develop market surveillance capacities in accordance with best international practices, from 2011, the Technical Supervision
Inspection (operating under the Ministry of Economy and Sustainable Development) has been transformed into the Technical and Construction
Inspection (TCI). At this stage, the TCI conducts supervision of lifts and cableways according to the Government of Georgia’s Strategy on
Standardisation, Accreditation, Conformity Assessment, Technical Regulation and Metrology, and Programme on Legislative Reform and Adoption
of Technical Regulations. The new Code on Food Safety, Veterinary and Plant Protection has been drafted aiming at implementation of
Comprehensive Strategy and the Legislative Approximation Programme in Food Safety. The Code also intends to ensure compliance of the Georgian
SPS legislation with the respective legal acts of the EC acquis as envisaged in the Comprehensive Strategy and the Legislative Approximation
Programme in Food Safety. The Code has been submitted to the Parliament of Georgia. With respect to intellectual property rights (IPR), Georgia
started acting on the recommendations of the 2010 Independent UNDP Study on Piracy and Counterfeiting, notably by establishing an Inter-Agency
Coordinating Council on Copyright Protection including all stakeholders as well as establishment of a High-Tech Crime Unit and collection of
statistics on border seizures of counterfeit goods. The electronic public procurement system was made bilingual (Georgian/English) as of September
2011. The State Procurement Agency (SPA) reports considerable savings (15-20%) after the introduction of new e -procurement scheme. Regarding
sanitary and phyto-sanitary (SPS) issues, Georgia started implementation of the food safety strategy. The SPS legislation including a framework
law (Food Safety Code) is under preparation. The Food Safety Agency’s statute is adopted and EU supported Twinning project on SPS capacity
building was successfully launched. Currently the SPS border controls are under implementation [1].
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Since 2009 the Government has active dialogue with Civil society National platform, trade unions, and business associations on the DCFTA
related issues. The Government representatives regularly participate in the discussions to promote a public dialogue on the EU-Georgia DCFTA -
Negotiations through Stakeholder Collaboration, and enhance public awareness on new opportunities and priorities.

Challenges related to the DCFTA process

As it was mentioned earlier, the DCFTA related process is very sensitive and ambitious phase of economic integration that requires good
understanding of the subject as well as careful organization and implementation insuring broad participation of all relevant stakeholders. The
negotiations need to include the areas of economic potential and interest for the parties involved, and cover nearly all trade. As noted in the December
2008 EC Communication, such differentiation needs to remain at the heart of the Eastern Partnership [10].

The recent experience of the so called new Member States has underlined the heavy costs in the short run, for both public administrations and
the private sector, of achieving full compliance with EU economic rules and standards. This was in fact achieved only with very substantial financial
and technical assistance, along with the political incentive of full membership. Some experts argue that “the burdensome regulatory changes imposed
on Georgia are equivalent to taxing Georgian production—endangering her growth, the sustainability of her reforms and of her successful fight
against corruption, which is so crucial for her long term development. More broadly, the EU should design a pro-growth DCFTA process based on an
integrated sequence of successive sets of commitments” [13].

As concept of DCFTA involves high level of regulatory convergence, for the countries without membership perspective in the EU or even stake
in the EU internal market similar to the European Economic Area (EEA) arrangement, Scope and sequence of this regulatory convergence has to be
well defined. In this regards it is desirable to develop more specific benchmarks for the regulatory convergence (in terms of specific EU norms) and
suggestions of its sequence. It is particularly relevant in the area of food safety and, to a lesser extent, in the area of TBT. It might be also helpful with
regard to the competition acquis, IPR, public procurement, customs and other trade related areas. For this purpose the cost and benefit analysis or
rather regulatory impact analysis has been undertaken within the EU supported project - GEPLAC, on some technical regulations as well as the
broad implications of the acquis under the scope of the European Energy Community. However,exterts suggest more general assessment based on the
logic of the acquis and the relevance of its objectives with respect to developmental needs of the country. This could be developed by the European
Commission as it was the case in 1995 when the EC produced a White Book on approximation of legislation. [14]

It has to be noted the the ongoing the EU-Georgia Association Agreement talks already provide these benchmarks, that makes some part of the
of the regulatory approximation a subject of negotiations.

It is expected that painful, costly and time-consuming process of the economic convergence and alignement with the Aquis would be well
recognized by our European partners. Therefore, Georgia would be given an opportunity to agree with the EU on relevant calendar of regulatory
approximation and convergence. It seems that a gradual, step by step approach coupled with timely and comprehensive EU support is the most
appropriate strategy to advance on this direction.

Conclusions

As we see the prospect of the Deep and Comprehensive Free Trade Agreement (DCFTA) between Georgia and the EU offers a new momentum
to the Government of Georgia undertake reforms in trade-related spheres, especially in the technical barriers to trade (TBT), sanitary and
phytosanitary issues (SPS), intellectual property rights (IPR) and Competition.

There is general agreement among experts that the deep and comprehensive apptoach to trade is a very ambitious, sensitive and complex issue.
Economists estimate that Georgian preparations for a DCFTA would imply “heavy costs in the short run, for both public and administrations and the
private sector, of achieving full compliance with EU economic rules and standards”. Even so, a feasibility study on the possible impact of a DCFTA
in Georgia concludes that the country would considerably benefit from this agreement in the long-term. Furthermore, the comprehensive set of
reforms resulting from the DCFTA along with more wide-ranging measures could lead to a rebranding of Georgia as a favorable investment location.

To this end, the joint efforts and good coordination of the Government with all other stakeholders with timely and comprehencive EU assistance
it crucial to continue implementation of necessary reforms in DCFTA related areas in order to swiftly progress in negotiations with the EU.
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SUMMARY

Currently the Government of Georgia is in the process of negotiations for a Free Trade Area with the European Union. In order to obtain an impact on
economic growth, Georgia needs a trade agreement of a new generation - a Deep and Comprehensive Free Trade Agreement (DCFTA) that can
become the main catalyst for promoting trade and investment opportunities. In order to achieve this objective, the Georgian economy has to undergo
far reaching regulatory reforms, especially in the technical barriers to trade (TBT), sanitary and phytosanitary issues (SPS), intellectual property rights
(IPR) and Competition. The Georgian government put special emphasis to legal approximation, institutional strengthening, capacity-building and
implementation. There is high commitment of the Government to continue implementation of necessary reforms in DCFTA related areas in order to
swiftly progress in negotiations.

Keywords: Deep and comprehensive Free Trade (DCFTA), regulatory approximation/convergence, economic integration, EU acquis.

PE3IOME

B nacrosiiee Bpems npaBUTEIbCTBO ['py3un HaXOJUTCs B poLiecce IEperoBOpoB 0 30He cBoOoaHON Toproiu ¢ EBponeiickum Coro3om. [1ns Toro
4TOOBI BIMATH Ha 9KOHOMUYECKHUiT pocT, I'py3ust Hy)KAaeTCsi B TOPrOBOM COTJIAIICHUH HOBOTO TTOKOJICHHS - TITyOOKOM M BCECTOPOHHEM COTJIAIICHHH O
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cBoboxHoit Toprosie (DCFTA), koTopoe MOXET CTaTh INIABHBIM KaTaJM3aTOPOM Da3BHTHS TOPrOBIM M HWHBECTHLMOHHBIX BO3MOXKHOCTEH. Jlist
JOCTIKCHHUS 9TOH LIeH, 9KOHOMUKA ['py3Hn OJDKHA MPOMTH BCECTOPOHHUE PETYISTOPHBIC pehopMBbl, 0COOCHHO B cepe TEXHUYECKUX 0apbepoB B
toprosie (TBT), canurapHeix n ¢urocannTapHbix HOpM (SPS), mpaB mHTemuekryanbHOi cobctBeHHOCTH (IPR) M KkoHkypeHummu. I'pysmnckoe
HPaBUTENBCTBO YAEIHIO 0CO00€ BHUMAHNE CONMKEHUIO MPABOBBIX HOPM C €BPOICHCKUMH, YKPEIUICHHIO OPraHM3alHOHHOH CTPYKTYPBI, CO3/IaHHIO
BO3MOXKHOCTEH 1 uX peanuzanuu. CyIiecTByeT BbICOKas PELIMMOCTh HPaBUTEIbCTBA MIPOJOIDKATH OCYIECTBICHHE HeoOXoauMbIX pedopm B DCFTA
M CMEXHBIX 00JIACTSIX JUIS TOTO, YTOOBI OBICTPO MPOJBHTATECS B IEPErOBOpax.

KiroueBble ciioBa: riy0oKoe M BCECTOPOHHEE COIJIAllICHHE O CBOOOJHOIM TOProBie, HOPMATUBHOC CONMKEHHE/ CXOXKICHHE, SKOHOMUYECKas
HHTErpanus.

PE3IOME

B nanuit yac ypsig I'py3il 3HaXOANTBCS B IPOLEC] MIEPETrOBOPIB MPO 30HY BUIbHOI TOpriBii 3 €BpomneiicbkuM Coro3oM. s miATPUMKH €KOHOMIYHOTO
3pocranHs, ['py3ist moTpebye TOProBoi yroam HOBOTO MOKONIHHS - TIHOO0KOI 1 BcebiuHoi yroau mpo BimsHy TopriBmio (DCFTA), sika Moxe cratu
TOJIOBHAM KaTajli3aTopOM PO3BHUTKY TOPTIiBII Ta IHBECTHIIHHMX MOXIHMBOCTeH. [ MOCSATHEHHs Iiiel MeTH, ekoHoMika ['py3ii moBHHHA HpoHTH
BceOiuHi perymstopHi pedopmu, ocobmuBo B chepi TexHiuHux Oap'epiB y topriemi (TBT), canitapuux Ta ¢itocanirapuux HopMm (SPS), mpas
inTenextyanbHoi BiacHocTi (IPR) i xonkypeHuii. ['py3uHCBKHMI ypsia NPUIIIMB OCOOIMBY yBary 30JIM)KEHHIO MPABOBUX HOPM 3 €BPONEHCHKUMM,
3MIITHEHHIO OpraHi3amliffHoi CTPYKTYpH, CTBOPEHHIO MOXIMBOCTEH Ta X peamisamii. IcHye Bucoka pimrydicTs ypsmy HPOAOBXKYBATH 3[IHCHEHHS
HeoOxinuux pedopm B DCFTA i cyMbKHHX 00MacTsIX [JIs1 TOTO, 100 MBHAKO MPOCYBATUCS Y EPEroBOpax.

Karouosi ci1oBa: rii6oka i BcebiuHa yroa npo BilbHY TOPTiBIII0, HOPMATHBHE 30JIIKECHHS / CXOKCHHSI, eKOHOMIYHA iIHTErpallis.

MEXAHI3M KJACTEPHU3ALII TA BIIJINB ®OPMYBAHHS JAHIIOT A IOJTAHOI BAPTOCTI KJIACTEPHOI'O OBETHAHHS
HA CTPYKTYPHY MOJEPHI3AIIIO HAIIIOHAJIBHOI'O T'OCIIOJAPCTBA

Bianit O.1., acmipanT Bifainy KOMIUIEKCHHX PoGIieM IepiKaBOTBOpeHHs [HCTUTYTY 3akoHOAaBcTBa BepxoBHoi Panu Ykpainu

CTpyKTypHa MOJEpHi3alisi HaI[iOHAJIBHOrO TOCIOJAPCTBA MOTPeOye BUKOPUCTAHHS II€BHX MEXaHi3MiB, BOXKIIMBY POJIb Cepell SKUX BiAirpae
(dopMyBaHHST KIacTepHHX 00’€qHaHb («KiIactepusauis»). [loemuyroun y emuHiid cuctemi (Mepexi) BUmOOYBHI, BHPOOHMYI, 30YyTOBI MOTYXKHOCTI
(mipmpmeMcTBa) CydacHI KiacTepHi 00 ’€IHAHHA HEYXWIBHO 3alydaloThb [0 BHPOOHHYOrO IIPOIECY BENUKY KUIBKICTH HOBHX CyO0’€KTiB
TOCIIO/IapIOBaHHs, CTBOPIOIOTH HOBI poOodYi Micls, pOpMyIOTh MOMHUT HA HOBi TOBapM Ta MOCIYTH, IO, Y CBOIO 4Yepry, 0OyMOBIIOE BUHUKHCHHS
«MYIBTUILTIKATUBHOTO e()EKTy» SIK OCHOBH CTaOIIBHOrO €KOHOMIYHOTO 3POCTAHHs HAIIOHATBbHOI ekoHOMikH. [lepeBarn Kiiactepuzailii MalOTh OyTH
BUKOPHCTaHI JepxKaBolo. JleprkaBHa MiATPUMKA PO3BUTKY KITACTCPHUX 00’ €HAHb Ma€ CTATH OJHUM 3 0a30BHUX IIPIOPUTETIB €KOHOMIUHOI MONIITHKH B
Vkpaini. Oco6nuBy yBary B YKpaiHi CIiI HNPHAUINTH JASpKaBHIM MmiATpuMii (GopMyBaHHS TEXHOJOTIYHHX KIJIACTEPIB, IO BUHUKAIOTH y cdepi
«KPUTHYHHX TEXHOJIOTii» Ta BiAMOBIAI0Th GA30BMM MPIOPUTETAM iIHHOBAIIITHO-1HBECTUIIHHOTO PO3BHUTKY. PeanpHuii moTeHIian momao GopMyBaHHs
KIacTepiB B YkpaiHi Mae OyHiBHHITBO Ta CilbCchbKe rocmomapcTBo. Came I ramysi HalOUTBIIOI MIpOIO BIUIMBAIOTH Ha PO3BUTOK Tally3eBOi
CKOHOMIKH, Ha PO3BUTOK BHYTDIIIHBOI'O PHHKY. MyJBTHUILTIKATHBHHN €()eKT, [0 MOXKE BHHHKHYTH Ha PIBHI HAL[lOHAIBHOI €KOHOMIKH BHACIIIOK
(opMyBaHHs KiacTepiB — BUKOHYE POJIb «aMOPTH3aTOPa» IOJ0 MiATPHMKHM CKOHOMIYHOTO 3POCTAaHHS Ha BHYTPILIHBOMY PUHKY KpaiHM HaBiTh 3a
HAsBHOCTI CHCTEMHOTO HETaTHBHOTO BILUIMBY CBITOBOI (hiHAHCOBOI KpM3M Ha PO3BHTOK HAIIOHANBHOI GKOHOMikM. Taka MOCTaHOBKa mpobiiemu
CBIZYUTB NPO aKTYAIBHICTh Ta BaroMe MPAKTUYHE 3HAUCHHS JAOCIIKCHHS 03HAYEHOI TEMH, TIPO aKTyallbHICTh JaHOi CTATTI.

OxpeMi eKOHOMIYHI TPOGIEMH CTBOPEHHS KIACTEPHHUX 00 €IHAHB TA HACTIAKY IX BIUTHBY HA PO3BHTOK HAIIOHATHGHOI €KOHOMIKH MPEICTaBIICHI
y HAyKOBHX JOCII/DKCHHSX YKPAIHCHKHX BYCHHX. TaK, IIepeBaru Ta PU3HKH CTBOPCHHS KJIACTEPHUX 00’€IHAHb y CHCTEMi arpapHOrO BHPOOHMIITBA
nocmigum B.I'.Tkagenko ta B.I.Boraues [1, c. 182]. IlepcnekTHBH PO3BHTKY perioHaJbHHX MOPCHKHX KJIacTepiB B YkpaiHi Ta X BIUIMB Ha
(opMyBaHHS CBITOBOTO PUHKY IMOCIYT y cepi MOPChKUX mepeBe3enb BuzHaumna [.M. Komecnuk [2, c¢. 131]. Baromuit 3B's30k Kiiactepuzamii Ta
PO3BHTKY 1HHOBAaIlifHOTO MOTEHIIady IIPOMHCIIOBUX IiAIPHEMCTB IPOCTIAKOBY€EThCA y mocnikeHHsx [.B.barposa ta T.I.Tumenko [3, c. 18]. Sk
Ji€BHI IHCTPYMEHT PeryJIOBaHHS IHHOBAaWifHOrO PO3BUTKY PETiOHIB HoCIHiUKye moTeHmian ¢opMysanus kiactepiB T.O. CaBocrenko [4, c. 63].
T.A.Tumyk po3risiiae moTeHHiad KITacTepiB B aCMEKTi 3a0e3MmeueH s CTIHKOCTI HAliOHATBHOT eKoHOMIKH [S]. B minomy, ciix 3a3Ha4nTH, 10 OCHOBHA
yBara yKpaiHCBKHX BYCHHX IIPH JIOCIIPKEHHI PO Ta BIUIMBY KJIACTEPHUX 00’ €IHAHb HA PO3BUTOK HALIOHAIBLHOI CKOHOMIKH YKpaiHH 30CepeKeHa,
NepeBaKHO, Ha OpraHi3allifHMX Ta EKOHOMIYHHX acIleKTaX Iboro Iporecy. BomHouac, Ha Hamry OyMKy, BIUIMB KJacTepiB Ha CTPYKTYpHY
MOJICPHI3aIli}0 HAIOHATHFHOI EKOHOMIKH OiJIbII BATOMHIA, OCKUTBKH Ml 4aC BUPOOHUUOI IisITBHOCTI KIACTEPHHX 00 €IHAHB CTBOPIOETHCS JIAHIIIOT
nonaHoi BaprocTi, pOpMyeThCsl HOBHII BHPOOHHMYHMI MONUT Ta MYJBTHILUIIKATHBHUH €()EKT, IO MO3MTHBHO BIUIMBA€ HA CKOHOMIYHE 3POCTAHHS
HaliOHAIbHOI eKOHOMIKH. 3acaJy TaKkoro IMiIXomy IIOJO JOCITIPKEHHS BIUIMBY KJIacTepiB Ha CTPYKTYPHY MOJEpHI3allil0 HaliOHATHEHO! eKOHOMIKH
3aroyarkyBany cBoro yacy J[.M.Keiinc [6] Ta B.B.Jleontses [7; 8].

Meta cTaTTi moiArac y BHCBITJICHHI PO Ta BIUIMBY (hOPMyBaHHS JIAHIIOTA JOJAHOI BAapTOCTi KJIACTEPHOTO 00 €JHAHHS HAa CTPYKTYpHY
repeOyI0BY HAIllOHAIBHOI €KOHOMIKH KpaiHM, MOJCTIOBaHHI MDKIaly3eBHX 3B’SI3KiB, MOCII/UKCHHI ITO3UTHBHOTO BIUIMBY MYJIBTHILIIKATHBHOTO
edexty BHACIIIOK (opMyBaHHS KIacTepHHUX 00 eaHaHb (y cdepi OyAiBHUIITBA Ta arpapHOro BUPOOHMIITBA) HA CKOHOMIYHE 3pOCTAaHHS Y KpaiHu.

JUIst JOCSTHEHHST METH y CTATTi PO3IJIIAI0TECS HACTYIIHI 3aBHAHHS:

- BHU3HAYHTH MOTeHNial (opMyBaHHS KJIacTepHOI oOpraHizamii BHpOOHHMITBA 3 ypaxyBaHHSAM TIaly3eBOi cremiamizamii Ta yHiKanbHOL
TEXHOJIOTIYHOT CTPYKTYPH KJIACTEPHUX 00’ €/IHaHB;

- JOCHIUTH OCOOJHBOCTI (hOpMyBaHHS JAHIIOTY JOAAHOI BApTOCTi KIACTEPHOTO 00’€AHAHHS, IO 3abe3medye MyIbTHILIIKATHBHUI e(eKT Ha
PpiBHI HaITIOHAIBHOI €KOHOMIKH (i sIKHi (GOpPMy€eThCS IPH 301IBIIECHHI TOITUTY Ha KiHIEBY IPOIYKIIIO KIACTepy);

- mpoaHami3yBaTH e(eKTHBHICTH (HOPMYBAaHHS MEPEKEBOI CTPYKTypu (Ha OCHOBI CTBOPEHHS KIACTEPHOrO 00’€mHAHHS), sika 3abesmeuye
MaKCHMaJIbHE 3aIy9eHHS BITIM3HAHUX Cy0’ €KTiB TOCIOJapIOBAHHS 10 MDXKTaITy3eBHX 3B SI3KiB KJIacTepy;

- 3IICHATH MOJENIOBAHHS JIAHIIOTa JOJaHOI BapTOCTi, [0 BHHHKAE HAa OCHOBI MDKTalTy3eBHX 3B’S3KiB KiacTepy (METOX MiXKIalTy3eBOTO
Ganancy JIeOHThEBA) Ta MPOCITIAKYBATH MYJIbTHUILTIKATHBHHUN eeKT (hOpMyBaHHS AXHAMIKH TOJAHOI BAPTOCTI KJIACTEPHOTO 00 €THAHHS K OCHOBU
JUISE 3IHCHEHHSI CTPYKTYPHOI MOJICpHi3allii HaIliOHAIBHOTO FOCIOaPCTBa;

- BU3HAUHTH Pe3epBHU IMIIOPTO3aMIIeHHs B IIpoLieci popMyBaHHS KJIACTEPHHX 00’ €IHAHb.

Krnactepna opranizamiss BUpOOHHIITBA CIPOMOYKHA 3a0€3MCYUTH IPUCKOPEHHS TEMINB Ta IMiIBHIICHHS SKOCTI €KOHOMIYHOTO 3pPOCTaHHS
3aBAAKH ()OPMYBAHHIO JIAHIIOTa 3POCTaHHS J0AaHOI BapTocTi. HamaromkeHicTs mapTHEpChKHX 3B’3KiB, MOKpamIaHHs iH(opMamniiiHoro oOMiHy Ta
«e(eKTH TIepeMBY» CTBOPIOIOTH YMOBH JUIS IIBHAKOTO IOIIMPEHHS IHHOBAWIMHUX ineil Ta TEXHOJIOTIYHHX pIlIeHb y Mexkax kiactepy. Mepexesa
Opraisallis KJIacTepy € CHPHATIMNBUM CEPEIOBHINEM JUIS CTUMYIIIOBAHHS Oi3HEC-aKTUBHOCTI, OCKLIBKM BOHA CIIPHsE CTBOPCHHIO HOBHMX POOOYMX
MiCIlb, aKTHBI3y€ MiANPUEMHUNBKY IiSUIBHICTD Y BUPOOHUUIH chepi Ta chepi iHdpacTpykTypHOTo 3a0e3medeHHs Yepe3 hopMyBaHHS PaHill BiACYTHIX
JIAHOK Y JIAHITIOTY JI0JJaHOI BapTOCTi KJIacTepy, sIKi MAaIOTh MOJJIMBICTh IIBUJIIIE CTBOPIOBATHCS Ta PO3BHBATIICS 3aB/ISKH KJIACTEPHHUM 3B’ I3KaM.
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