npenmectByroT OCHOBBI, a JOMNOJHST uX PykoBoacTBa. Bce mosoxenwus,
coaepxamiuecs B cepur CTaHgapToOB O€30IMaCHOCTH, UMEIOT BHJI IIPEIMMCAHMIA:
OHU CTWJIMCTUYECKH BBIICP>KAHbI B HACTOSIILIEM BPEMEHU, KaK 3TO MPHUHITO B
OTHOIICHUHU 0053aTEIBCTB MO MEXIYHAPOJHOMY M HAllUOHAJTILHOMY MPaBy. ITO

OTBEYAECT TOMY HA3HAYEHHUIO, KOTOPOE MNPEAYCMOTPEHO Il CTaHIapTOB B
YcraBe MAT'ATD.
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3. David D. Caron. The International Law of Disaster Relief. Cambridge
University Press, 2014, 412 p.
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LOCAL PARTNERSHIP AS A FORM OF INTEGRACTION
IN EUROREGION "UPPER PRUT"

The current realities of European integration processes strengthen the role
of cross-border cooperation and open new opportunities for the development of
rural areas. The convergence of the rural areas economy of the Euroregion
"Upper Prut" simultaneously acts as a catalyst and an indicator of the
development of European integration of Ukraine.

However, the current state of rural areas development of the Chernivtsi
region is a process of uneven, asynchronous and disproportionate changes. The
analysis of the development of rural areas showed an uneven development. The
main disproportions in the development of rural areas of the Chernivtsi region
are the following: monofunctional character of development; inefficient
agriculture; negative impact on soil fertility, insufficient application of organic
and mineral fertilizers; low income of the rural population; absence of
conditions for the development of alternative business lines and their further
diversification in rural areas; lack of an adequate mechanism for implementing
financial support for the development of rural areas; Lack of economic interest
to live and work in rural areas, motivation for work, unemployment, labor
migration, poverty. Asymmetric development of rural areas of the Chernivtsi
region makes it difficult to use the border as a stimulating rather than inhibiting
factor of cross-border convergence.

Local partnership (first appeared in the mid-1980s, in the Anglo-Saxon

27



countries as the idea of the joint work of many actors, aimed at the development
of local communities). The network of cooperation is created on the basis of the
interests of stakeholders, clients, workers, rural population, partner institutions
and local communities.

To choose the optimal form of local partnership, it is necessary to take into
account political, economic, legal, financial, demographic, cultural, technical
and organizational aspects. Institutions, various kinds of organizations,
entrepreneurs and, of course, local government can represent participants of the
local partnership for the development of rural areas.

The most known forms of functioning of local partnerships are the
following: the model of local partnership, worked out by the US Department of
Labor (local economic revitalization), the model of the program "Leader +"
(local action groups). This model is probably the most relevant today, because
its goal is to support joint projects in rural regions that initiate active
participation at the local level (Engel J. 1994). The aim of the program is to
support and orientate actors in rural areas for long-term use of the potential of
the territories, as well as the introduction of integrated, high-quality and
multiplier strategies for the sustainable development of rural areas. The priority
areas for the implementation of the Leader + program include: support for
territorially oriented integrated development strategies and the foundations of
community involvement and integration (in particular, local producers); support
for joint work between rural regions: regional, interregional and international
cooperation, consolidation of all rural areas (Brussels, 2010).

At the same time, social partnership is the result of an active factor in the
equalization of asymmetries in the development of rural areas in which
different social groups, strata and classes with their own specific interests create
their own organizations through which they form a stable social community and
ensure the social and economic stability of rural areas. The subjects of social
partnership, as well as subjects of social and labor relations, are the following:
employees, labor collectives, trade unions; employers and their associations;
state and local self-government bodies as well as their representatives and
jointly established bodies for regulating social and labor relations.

Socio-economic partnership in the agrarian sphere is a form of interaction
between agricultural producers, landowners and the rural community in order to
realize the interests of the parties and support rural development on the basis of
equality, mutual respect and mutual benefit.

In modern conditions, a number of functions, which are often difficult to
fulfill, fall on the state. The integration of state regulation with the opportunities
of the private sector is the way out of this situation and can be considered as
partnership between them. These relations manifest themselves in various
models designed to satisfy the corresponding social needs. The system of the
triune public-private partnership between the authorities, business and the rural
community should be based on the use of international standards of social
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responsibility, which provide for the observance of the principles of social
responsibility and aimed at protecting the environment, saving resources
economically. This will establish clear requirements for business, authority and
society and thereby eliminate the existing disadvantages of today’s so-called
cooperation in the countryside.
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NEPCHEKTUBBI IOPUIUYECKUX UCCJIEIOBAHUI
B YCJIOBUAX EBPOUHTEI' PALIMU

YpoBeHb pa3BUTHS HAYKU U TEXHUKU SIBJISICTCSI ONMPEACISIONIUM (DAKTOPOM
nporpecca o0IIeCTBa, MOBBIIICHUS 0JIArOCOCTOSIHUS TPAXJIaH, UX JTyXOBHOIO U
WHTEJUIEKTYyaJIbHOTO POCTa. DTUM 00YyCIIOBIIEHAa HEOOXOIUMOCTh TPUOPUTETHON
rOCyJJapCTBEHHOM  TOAJEPKKM  pa3BUTUS  HAyKM  KaK  HCTOYHHKA
AKOHOMHUYECKOTO POCTa M HEOTHEMIIEMOW COCTABIISIOLIEH HAlMOHAIBHOU
KyJbTypbl ¥  0Opa3oBaHMs, CO3JaHME  YCIOBUH JUIsl  peaju3aluu
WHTEJUIEKTYyaJIbHOTO TOTEHIMada TpaxkaaH B cdepe HAydyHOH M HAy4YHO-
TEXHUYECKOW JIeATENIbHOCTH, OOECIeYeHUE WCIOIb30BAHUS JOCTHKCHUHN
OTEYECTBEHHOM M MHUPOBOM HAyKM M TEXHUKU JUISI  YIOBJIECTBOPEHHUS
COITMAJIbHBIX, DKOHOMUYECKUX, KYJIbTYPHBIX U JIPYTUX MOTPEOHOCTEH.

B coBpemMeHHBIX YCIOBUSX TpaHC)OpMalMU YKPAUHCKOTO OOIIecTBa |
rocyZlapcTBa C LEIbI0 Pa3BUTHS MPABOBOM Hayku Oblia yTBepxkaeHa Ctparerus
pas3BuTusl HarmoHanpHOM akajeMUu MPaBOBBIX HayK YKpauHsl Ha 2016 - 2020
ronpl. B 1okymeHTe OBLIM  YUYTEHBI OCOOCHHOCTHM U TOJIOKEHUS
COOTBETCTBYIOIIUX HOPMATUBHO-MPABOBBIX aKTOB, B YACTHOCTH MPUOPUTETHBIX
HaNpaBJICHUM pAa3BUTHUS HAyKW W TexHUKH Ha mnepuon no 2020 ropa,
ONPEIECICHHBIX 3aKOHOM YKpawHbl «(O TIPUOPUTETHBIX HANPABICHUSAX
pa3BUTUSI HAyKHM U TeXHUKU» OT 9 ceHtTsiOpst 2010 r., Ne 2519-VI, 3akonoB
VYkpannbl «O HaydyHOH MW HAyYHO-TEXHMUYECKOM jAesTeabHOCTH», «O0
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