i
%4 Y

'0
0@,& "'O/ /

REVISTA. %
‘1NCLUSIONES

Revista de Humanidades y Ciencias Seciale§”

Iumen 7 .. Numerp Especial
JU|I0 / Septiembre
2020
ISSN 0719-4706




REVISTA
INCLUSIONES

CUERPO DIRECTIVO

Directores

Dr. Juan Guillermo Mansilla Sepulveda
Universidad Catdlica de Temuco, Chile
Dr. Francisco Ganga Contreras
Universidad de Tarapaca, Chile

Editor
Drdo. Juan Guillermo Estay Sepulveda
Editorial Cuadernos de Sofia, Chile

Editor Cientifico
Dr. Luiz Alberto David Araujo
Pontificia Universidade Catdlica de Sao Paulo, Brasil

Editor Europa del Este
Dr. Aleksandar Ivanov Katrandzhiev
Universidad Suroeste "Neofit Rilski", Bulgaria

Cuerpo Asistente

Traductora: Inglés

Lic. Pauline Corthorn Escudero
Editorial Cuadernos de Sofia, Chile
Portada

Lic. Graciela Pantigoso de Los Santos
Editorial Cuadernos de Sofia, Chile

COMITE EDITORIAL

Dr. Jaime Bassa Mercado
Universidad de Valparaiso, Chile

Dra. Heloisa Bellotto
Universidad de Sao Paulo, Brasil

Dra. Nidia Burgos
Universidad Nacional del Sur, Argentina

Mg. Maria Eugenia Campos
Universidad Nacional Autonoma de México, México

Dr. Francisco José Francisco Carrera
Universidad de Valladolid, Espaiia

Dr. Pablo Guadarrama Gonzalez
Universidad Central de Las Villas, Cuba

Mg. Amelia Herrera Lavanchy
Universidad de La Serena, Chile

Dr. Claudio Llanos Reyes
Pontificia Universidad Catdlica de Valparaiso, Chile

Dr. Werner Mackenbach
Universidad de Potsdam, Alemania
Universidad de Costa Rica, Costa Rica

Mg. Rocio del Pilar Martinez Marin
Universidad de Santander, Colombia

Ph. D. Natalia Milanesio
Universidad de Houston, Estados Unidos

Ph. D. Maritza Montero
Universidad Central de Venezuela, Venezuela

Dra. Eleonora Pencheva
Universidad Suroeste Neofit Rilski, Bulgaria

Dra. Rosa Maria Regueiro Ferreira
Universidad de La Coruiia, Espafia

Dr. Andrés Saavedra Barahona
Universidad San Clemente de Ojrid de Sofia, Bulgaria

Dr. Efrain Sanchez Cabra
Academia Colombiana de Historia, Colombia

Dra. Mirka Seitz
Universidad del Salvador, Argentina

Ph. D. Stefan Todorov Kapralov
South West University, Bulgaria

COMITE CIENTIFICO INTERNACIONAL
Comité Cientifico Internacional de Honor

Dr. Adolfo A. Abadia
Universidad ICESI, Colombia

Dr. Carlos Antonio Aguirre Rojas
Universidad Nacional Autonoma de México, México

Dr. Martino Contu
Universidad de Sassari, Italia

Dr. Luiz Alberto David Araujo
Pontificia Universidad Catdlica de Sao Paulo, Brasil

Dra. Patricia Brogna
Universidad Nacional Auténoma de México, México



REVISTA
INCLUSIONES

REVISTA DE HUMANIDADES
Y CIENCIAS SOCIALES

Dr. Horacio Capel Saez
Universidad de Barcelona, Espafia

Dr. Javier Carredn Guillén
Universidad Nacional Autonoma de México, México

Dr. Lancelot Cowie
Universidad West Indies, Trinidad y Tobago

Dra. Isabel Cruz Ovalle de Amenabar
Universidad de Los Andes, Chile

Dr. Rodolfo Cruz Vadillo

Universidad Popular Autonoma del Estado de Puebla,
Meéxico

Dr. Adolfo Omar Cueto

Universidad Nacional de Cuyo, Argentina

Dr. Miguel Angel de Marco
Universidad de Buenos Aires, Argentina

Dra. Emma de Ramoén Acevedo
Universidad de Chile, Chile

Dr. Gerardo Echeita Sarrionandia
Universidad Auténoma de Madrid, Espaiia

Dr. Antonio Hermosa Andujar
Universidad de Sevilla, Espafia

Dra. Patricia Galeana
Universidad Nacional Autonoma de México, México

Dra. Manuela Garau
Centro Studi Sea, Italia

Dr. Carlo Ginzburg Ginzburg
Scuola Normale Superiore de Pisa, Italia
Universidad de California Los Angeles, Estados Unidos

Dr. Francisco Luis Girardo Gutiérrez
Instituto Tecnoldgico Metropolitano, Colombia

José Manuel Gonzalez Freire
Universidad de Colima, México

Dra. Antonia Heredia Herrera
Universidad Internacional de Andalucia, Espafia

Dr. Eduardo Gomes Onofre
Universidade Estadual da Paraiba, Brasil

+ Dr. Miguel Le6n-Portilla
Universidad Nacional Auténoma de México, México

Dr. Miguel Angel Mateo Saura
Instituto de Estudios Albacetenses “Don Juan Manuel”,
Espafia

Dr. Carlos Tulio da Silva Medeiros
Didlogos em MERCOSUR, Brasil

+ Dr. Alvaro Marquez-Fernandez
Universidad del Zulia, Venezuela

Dr. Oscar Ortega Arango
Universidad Auténoma de Yucatdn, México

Dr. Antonio-Carlos Pereira Menaut
Universidad Santiago de Compostela, Espafia

Dr. José Sergio Puig Espinosa
Dilemas Contemporaneos, México

Dra. Francesca Randazzo
Universidad  Nacional Auténoma de Honduras,
Honduras

Dra. Yolando Ricardo
Universidad de La Habana, Cuba

Dr. Manuel Alves da Rocha
Universidade Catdlica de Angola Angola

Mg. Arnaldo Rodriguez Espinoza
Universidad Estatal a Distancia, Costa Rica

Dr. Miguel Rojas Mix
Coordinador la Cumbre de Rectores Universidades
Estatales América Latina y el Caribe

Dr. Luis Alberto Romero
CONICET / Universidad de Buenos Aires, Argentina

Dra. Maura de la Caridad Salabarria Roig
Dilemas Contemporaneos, México

Dr. Adalberto Santana Hernandez
Universidad Nacional Autonoma de México, México

Dr. Juan Antonio Seda
Universidad de Buenos Aires, Argentina

Dr. Saulo Cesar Paulino e Silva
Universidad de Sao Paulo, Brasil



REVISTA
INCLUSIONES

REVISTA DE HUMANIDADES
Y CIENCIAS SOCIALES

Dr. Miguel Angel Verdugo Alonso
Universidad de Salamanca, Espaia

Dr. Josep Vives Rego
Universidad de Barcelona, Espafia

Dr. Eugenio Raul Zaffaroni
Universidad de Buenos Aires, Argentina

Dra. Blanca Estela Zardel Jacobo
Universidad Nacional Autonoma de México, México

Comité Cientifico Internacional

Dra. Elian Araujo
Universidad de Mackenzie, Brasil

Mg. Rumyana Atanasova Popova
Universidad Suroeste Neofit Rilski, Bulgaria

Dra. Ana Bénard da Costa
Instituto Universitario de Lisboa, Portugal
Centro de Estudios Africanos, Portugal

Dra. Noemi Brenta
Universidad de Buenos Aires, Argentina

Ph. D. Juan R. Coca
Universidad de Valladolid, Espafia

Dr. Antonio Colomer Vialdel
Universidad Politécnica de Valencia, Espafia

Dr. Christian Daniel Cwik
Universidad de Colonia, Alemania

Dr. Eric de Léséulec
INS HEA, Francia

Dr. Andrés Di Masso Tarditti
Universidad de Barcelona, Espafia

Ph. D. Mauricio Dimant
Universidad Hebrea de Jerusalem, Israel

Dr. Jorge Enrique Elias Caro
Universidad de Magdalena, Colombia

Ph. D. Valentin Kitanov
Universidad Suroeste Neofit Rilski, Bulgaria

Mg. Luis Oporto Ordoiiez
Universidad Mayor San Andrés, Bolivia

Dr. Gino Rios Patio
Universidad de San Martin de Porres, Pert

Dra. Maria Laura Salinas
Universidad Nacional del Nordeste, Argentina

Dra. Jaqueline Vassallo
Universidad Nacional de Cérdoba, Argentina

Dra. Maja Zawierzeniec
Universidad Wszechnica Polska, Polonia

Editorial Cuadernos de Sofia
Santiago — Chile
Representante Legal
Juan Guillermo Estay Sepulveda Editorial

REVISTA
INCLUSIONES



REVISTA INCLUSIONES ISSN 0719-4706 VOLUMEN 7 — NUMERO ESPECIAL — JULIO/SEPTIEMBRE 2020

Indizacién, Repositorios y Bases de Datos Académicas

Revista Inclusiones, se encuentra indizada en:

alllin =G DIRECTORY OF
Al : Elalrwate OPEN ACCESS
a CITATION nalytics JOURNALS

Npexe®

m I Q B e 1 o ERIHIUIE

U ROPEAN REPERDNCE (NDEX FOR I
WUMANITIES AKD SOCIAL SCRENCES

Ldl.'i'\.l"l\'l
Estudios

Academic
Resource

Index
ResearchBib

Citas Latincamericanas en
Ciencias Sociales y Humanidades

( )\ WorldCat’ o SHERPA/ReMEO Ra AD 5

SCHOLARLY
RESOURCES

[
) PRINCETON UNIVERSITY . . : :
Stanford University Uniwersytet
|2| LIBRARY Mb( @ LIBRARIES %&2 Wroctawski

uOttawa Blbllothéque o — WZB 9

Library o N— T

l_J / .:I ! j Berlin Social Science Center u l A K B I M

v JuNe e {1} 1PN

Lo FORSCHUNGSZENTRUN
Vancouver Public Library LI BRARI ES

DR. VIKTOR REUTOV / DR. DIANA BURKALTSEVA / DR. OLEG BOYCHENKO / PH. D. (C) NATALIIA VELGOSH
PH. D. SVETLANA SHCHEGLOVA / DRDO. LILIYA SHKOLNIKOVA



REVISTA INCLUSIONES ISSN 0719-4706 VOLUMEN 7 — NUMERO ESPECIAL — JULIO/SEPTIEMBRE 2020

MLZ

Heinz Maier-Leibnitz Zentrum

Directory of Research

Journals Indexing

&

=

(D Dialogos

= Mercosur

BIBLIOTECA UNIVERSIDAD DE CONCEPCION

REX

WESTERN

THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY

Hellenic Academic Libraries Link

A BIBLIOTECA ELECTRONICA

UNIVERSITY OF
SASKATCHEWAN

International
Innovative Journal
Impact Factor (IIJIF)

Presidencia
DE CIENCIA Y TECNOLOGIA Q"“‘”‘ e

INK

IOvéeopog EAMnvik@V Akasnuaikav BipAioBnkay

DR. VIKTOR REUTOV / DR. DIANA BURKALTSEVA / DR. OLEG BOYCHENKO / PH. D. (C) NATALIIA VELGOSH
PH. D. SVETLANA SHCHEGLOVA / DRDO. LILIYA SHKOLNIKOVA



REVISTA INCLUSIONES ISSN 0719-4706 VOLUMEN 7 — NUMERO ESPECIAL — JULIO/SEPTIEMBRE 2020

REVISTA
INCLUSIONES

REVISTA DE HUMANIDADES

Y CIENCIAS SOCIALES

ISSN 0719-4706 - Volumen 7 / Namero Especial / Julio — Septiembre 2020 pp. 457-476

REGIONALIZATION AND GLOBALIZATION: INTERNATIONAL PERSPECTIVE

Dr. Viktor Reutov

V.l. Vernadsky Crimean Federal University, Russia

0000-0002-1404-9353
reutov@ieu.cfuv.ru

Dr. Diana Burkaltseva

V.l. Vernadsky Crimean Federal University, Russia
0000-0002-9441-7696

di_@mail.ru

Dr. Oleg Boychenko

V.l. Vernadsky Crimean Federal University, Russia
0000-0003-3326-1015

oleg_boychenko@cfuv.ru
Ph. D. (C) Nataliia Velgosh

V.l. Vernadsky Crimean Federal University, Russia

0000-0002-0997-9679
n_z_v@mail.ru
Ph. D. Svetlana Shcheglova
V.l. Vernadsky Crimean Federal, Russia
0000-0002-3771-0810
svetitsun@yandex.ru
Drdo. Liliya Shkolnikova

V.l. Vernadsky Crimean Federal University, Russia

0000-0003-4789-9546
I_sh_l1@mail.ru

Fecha de Recepcién: 07 de marzo de 2020 — Fecha Revision: 27 de abril de 2020
Fecha de Aceptacion: 29 de junio de 2020 — Fecha de Publicacion: 01 de julio de 2020

Abstract

The article analyzes the most important and general features of the processes of globalization as a
major phenomenon in the modern world. This phenomenon takes place almost in any area of
economic, political, social and cultural life, being one of the most important factors in international
relations. Secondly, this paper aims at explaining the role of the European Union in regionalization
processes, since the EU is one of the leading actors upon the global scene. This research requires
to point out principal international conditions that influence processes of globalization, then to
synthetically define what globalization is and finally, to explore the degree and the way in which the
European Union has been involved therein.
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Introduction

The definition of globalization has undoubtedly ranked among the most widely
spread ones in modern world, while, at the same time, being construed in a number of
different ways. It has been used to explain a wide range of processes taking place almost in
any area of economic, political, social and cultural life. They manifest themselves both in
international relations and domestically, in certain countries. Some of them have been
inconsistent with each other or even have precluded one another. Globalization is
transgressing in its development to a higher stage — stage of global regionalization. A large
number of various bodies and actors have been involved in processes of regionalization, the
European Union being certainly one of the most important ones.

This study does not aim at any detailed analysis of the very term of regionalization.
Nor it is intended to focus upon the role of the EU as a very peculiar actor of international
relations, whose specific characteristics make it different from either any single State or any
classic international organization. However, the fact that the European Union has been
involved in processes of regionalization as one of the leading actors upon the global scene
requires several analytical steps to be taken. Firstly, it is necessary to point out principal
international conditions that influence those processes, then to synthetically define what
globalization is and finally, to explore to what a degree and in which way the European Union
has been involved therein.

General Context

As far as general perspective of modern international relations is concerned, it has
to be considered, first, the nature of mutual relationships among principal actors of
international relations. In other words, it has to be explored what may be referred to global
arrangement of power, also called an international system, order or deal. It is against such
a broadly outlined background that an attempt may be made to set the European Union
more precisely against a general picture of international relations, including in the context of
globalization.

An international power arrangement that is visible in international relations may
primarily be seen as an anarchic system. There are two basic implications arising out of that
statement. Firstly, it means that all those involved in the system theoretically share equal
rights or — according to several hundred years-old tradition of Westphalia deal logic — there
has neither been any official superior authority nor dependence among them. In other words,
“the key attribute of members of communities within States has been their sovereignty — that
is independence from any superior source of authority”™. The issue of how the category of
“actor of international relations” should be understood remains to be explained. Due to an
indefinite status of the European Union, a category of political entity could be used to
consider it, understood — according to the idea put forth by R.Aron — as “territorially
organised political community”?. To be sure, this not only refers to States but to supra-
national structures such as the EU as well.

Secondly, an anarchic nature of the system also implies that there has been no
central body entitled to exert power and capable of ruling such an international community,

1 D. Armstrong, Revolution and World Order. The Revolutionary State in International Society (Oxford,
1993).
2 R. Aron, Pokéj i wojna miedzy narodami (teoria) (Warszawa, 1995).
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that is to impose any standards of behaviour thereto or to control the way such standards
are complied with. This, however, is not meant to suggest that such system is, either de
facto or de iure, any kind of chaos, void of any governing rules. To describe it, B. Buzan
uses the definition of “mature anarchy” understood as “a system that consists of States that
are strong (in terms of their high degree of socio-political cohesion) in the frame of well-
developed international community (a dense network of mutually accepted standards,
principles and institutions)”.

In order to analyse this very broad issue, an important category of an “international
balance” may prove helpful, derived from the field of international relations studies. Among
other things, it enables one to rank particular States according to their relative importance,
both in their mutual relations and in broader, global perspective. This stems form the fact
that we have to deal with an actual hierarchy of States, one that S.B.Cohen called “hierarchic
integration”. An international system is seen from that perspective as horizontally (globally)
as well as vertically (regionally) ordered structure*. Such an order may be introduced
according to various criteria, more or less open to verification: such as size of States, degree
of their mutual interdependencies, their demographic potential, etc. Another possible
criterion relates to what may be called power status in either one or in several areas
together®. Moreover, relationships among actors of international relations have quite often
been regulated through a dense network of mutual obligations, mainly of legal nature
(agreements, treaties, arrangements, etc.), adopted bi-laterally, multi-laterally and/or within
the scope of activity of a great number of different institutions, including, in the first rank,
various international organizations.

This way, we have to deal with a system of an “ordered anarchy”. Its operation
involves a complex cluster of different issues. Here it is relevant to name just a couple of
them, such as those regarding evolution of categories of a State sovereignty or national
interest. While those categories have been very important, their significance stems from their
reference to a State as a basic participant of international relations. Accordingly, they are
not always useful in exploring the case of the European Union. It should nevertheless be
observed that an evolution in the way they are understood (as it is in the case of other key
categories, such as that of safety) leads to their meaning being broadened. In consequence,
this results in an extension of the scope of their respective relevancies to include other actors
of international relations as well, including such political entities as the European Union.

Therefore, there have been some interesting issues arising in the context of these
considerations, concerning a degree to which a category of interest or that of sovereignty
influence the way the EU Member States (constituting sovereign legal and international
subjects, after all) and the Community institutions behave. One has to remember in this
context that the issue of legal and international subjectivity of the latter ones is a more complex
matter. In other words, questions arise as to whether the European Union has its own
international interests, independent of its Member States’ ones, as well as whether a concept

3 B. Buzan, Security, the State, the ‘New World Order’, and Beyond. In On Security, edited by
Lipschutz, R (New York, 1995).
4 S. Bielen, Podmiotowy aspekt réwnowagi miedzynarodowej (An Objective Aspect of Internatinal
Balance). In Stosunki miedzynarodowe i polityka. Wyzwania konca stulecia. Ksiega Jubileuszowa na
65-lecie Profesora Bogustawa Mrozka (Warszawa, 1995).
5 S. Bielen. Podmiotowy aspekt réwnowagi... y P. Kennedy, Mocarstwa $wiata. Narodziny, rozkwit,
upadek. Przemiany gospodarcze i konflikty zbrojne w latach 1500-2000 (Warszawa, 1999).
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of its sovereignty may be raised as a separate one from that of its Member States?® While
this issues is not going to be considered in this study, it should be emphasised here that
answers to those questions not only depend on research assumptions adopted, but also —
or perhaps mainly — on political and ideological views of an author.

As basic assumptions of the system that shapes contemporary international relations
are known, an attempt may be made to define its main characteristics. It is not an easy task,
as it would be too superficial just to admit that there is no single description or uniform
characteristics of modern world. Perhaps there are as many visions of international relations
as there are scholars, observers or politicians involved therein. On the other hand, it doesn’t
mean that no attempt may be made to put up a more or less verifiable catalogue of
fundamental characteristics, defining most important events, phenomena and processes
that take place within the scope of such relations.

It should be stressed in the first rank that the present system of international relations
has been unstable. It has undergone abrupt changes before our very eyes and it has only
just begun to develop. Its evolution has been a result of interplay of a number of basic factors
of political, economic, military, social and cultural nature, such as, principally, globalization,
industrial and technological revolution (including, among other things, a growing role of
information technologies and mass-media), expansion of principles of democracy and of
human rights, evolution of international safety, etc. Under influence of such factors the world
indeed becomes a “global village”, as foretold by McLuhan. This is in no case meant to
suggest uniformisation, but it does imply a huge growth of inter-dependencies among
various actors (in many cases becoming more and more individual) that have played
different roles in different interactions.

One of the key characteristics of factors that have shaped modern international
relations has been an enormous (on a historic scale) acceleration of general development
of humanity in general terms of civilisation. Once again, instead of going any further in broad
consideration of such an extensive subject, it is sufficient to present the scale and pace of
such development, illustrating the arguments put forth in studies of J. Schumpeter’. It may
be concluded that, starting from late 18" Century, successive attainments in the area of
science and technology, culminating in the form of consecutive ,waves”, have shaped the
image of our civilisation both to a growing degree and at a growing rate. While the first “wave”
lasted sixty years (1785-1845), the fourth one took just forty (1950-1990) and the present
fifth one, bringing dissemination of new, revolutionary technologies, is expected to last only
thirty years. (Considering the fact that it reaches into the future up to 2020, this period may
eventually prove even shorter).

However, consequences brought by both growing acceleration and scale of general
civilisation development — together with influence of other factors — are unequivocal. On the
one hand, in wealthy, well-developed countries post-industrial information-based society has
been shaped. It makes an extensive use of state-of-the-art methods of creation and

6 W. Czaplinski; I. Lipowicz; T. Skoczny y M. Wyrzykowski. (eds.), Suwerenno$¢ i integracja
europejska. Materiaty pokonferencyjne (Warszawa, 1999); Z. Leszczynski y S. Sadowski. (eds.),
Suwerennos¢ panstwa we wspotczesnych stosunkach miedzynarodowych [Sovereiginty of the State
In contemporary international relations]. (Warszawa, 2005) y J. Symonides, Unia Europejska —
panstwo — region, nowe pojmowanie subsydiarnosci i suwerennoéci. In Unia Europejska: nowy typ
wspolnoty miedzynarodowej, edited by E. Halizak and S. Parzymies (Warszawa, 2002).

7 A. Kuklinski, Unia Europejska jako przetomowe wyzwanie dla Polski XXI wieku”, Studia Europejskie
Vol: 1 (1999).
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distribution of knowledge and technology (via Internet, among other means) and undergoes
the process of globalization. On the other hand, disproportions in terms of development have
increasingly spread into new areas and deepened at a rate that is nothing short of scaring.
This process precipitates growing numbers of people living in developing countries, those
who haven’t been able to enjoy benefits of progress in civilisation to any but a marginal
degree, into traps of poverty, fame, armed conflicts and into all kinds of more and more
acute social problems. In addition to other urgent problems, such as overpopulation or
degradation of natural environment, this results in a situation that is extremely dangerous
for the future of our planet. It features extreme contradictions, lack of balance and a
deepening gap between rich and comprehensively developed North and increasingly poor
South that is shoved into a backstage of development of humanity.

Materials and Methods

Globalization is accompanied by significant changes in all spheres of human activity.
Scientists all over the world realize the need to understand the trends of its development
and influence on the global economy actors, public consciousness and consumer behavior.
Among the measures of intensity and scale of globalization development, the KOF-index of
globalization which is compiled by the Swiss Economic Institute is mostly widespread and it
is applied in the present research. The index is based on three dimensions, or core sets of
indicators: economic, social, and political. Via these three dimensions, the overall index of
globalization tries to assess current economic flows, economical restrictions, data on
information flows, data on personal contact, and data on cultural proximity within surveyed
countries.

However, on the basis of the studies that have observed the principles of KOF-index
of globalization calculating there have been revealed the simplification in the determination
and degree of the indicators accounting, used as the basis of it, distorting the objectivity of
the data. In this connection, it is necessary to improve the KOF-index calculation
methodology, to expand the indicators list and to develop more objective measuring
instruments of globalization.

The study used a systematic approach and scientific methods. The methodical basis
of the presented economic and statistical analysis is a complex of universal and specific
tools of scientific research, applied in accordance with the individual structurally separate
parts of the work. The study assumes the use of general scientific methods of research, in
particular: methods of analysis and synthesis, system analysis, abstract-logical method. An
important component of the study is the use of economic research methods such as:
systematization and generalization, index method, tabular and graphical method, correlation
and regression analysis.

Correlation analysis is a method of investigating the interdependence of
characteristics in the general population, which are random variables with a normal
distribution pattern.

The main requirements for applying the correlation analysis are a sufficient number
of observations, a combination of factor and performance indicators, as well as their
gquantitative measurement and display in information sources. Correlation analysis is closely
related to regression analysis, therefore it is often called correlation-regression analysis.
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The main tasks of the correlation analysis are: determining the form of
communication, measuring the tightness (strength) of communication, determining the
influence of factors on the outcome. In the present study, the correlation between the gross
domestic product and exports from the EU countries was calculated. The implementation of
the correlation analysis includes several stages:

1) the formulation of the problem and the choice of characteristics;

2) collection of information and its primary processing (groupings, elimination of
anomalous observations, verification of the normality of a one-dimensional distribution);

3) preliminary characterization of relationships (analytical groupings, graphs);

4) elimination of multicollinearity (interdependence of factors) and refinement of
a set of indicators by calculating paired correlation coefficients;

5) investigation of factor dependence and verification of its significance;

6) evaluation of the analysis results and preparation of recommendations on
their practical use.

At the second stage, the outgoing information for the study is evaluated using
different statistical criteria (mean square deviation, coefficient of variation), and then a
correlation model is formed, the formation of which involves determining whether it will be a
pair correlation or multiple.

By the nature of the correlation, the correlation models can be linear and nonlinear.
In linear models, the tightness of the relationship between the measured indicators is
measured using a linear correlation coefficient (Pearson) using the formula:

(- Xy—XxYy
o, X0,
Wherein:
_2 p—
o, =X —(X)* .

o, =y -(y)

The correlation coefficient acquires a value within = 1, as a result of which it displays
not only the tightness of the connection, but also its direction. So, a positive value indicates
a direct connection, and a negative one indicates a reverse link.
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What It Is Globalization?

The category of globalization has been a kind of conceptual frame binding
interpretations of all those phenomena and processes together. The starting point for its
exploration may be in considering a couple of fundamental features of the above-mentioned
acceleration in development of modern world in general terms of civilisation?®.

The first of such features is rapid growth of inter-dependencies, not only among all
participants of international relations, but among an entire set of economic, political, social,
cultural and other phenomena taking place within particular countries and regions or on the
global scale. Some authors go as far as to speak about an “extension of a network of mutual
dependencies upon the global scale™. This means that even things that take place in remote
regions and in relation to matters that don’t seem to concern us at all may nevertheless exert
either an indirect or even direct influence upon our lives.

Another basic feature of globalization is great intensification of those phenomena
that have transgressed national borders already for some time, leading to what may be
called “shrinking” of our globe in terms of both time and space. This can be easily seen as
regards present possibilities of travel and transport of goods as well as in the areas of
communication and exchange of information in such a short time and at such great
distances. Compared to experiences and output of previous generations, this forms a wholly
new civilisation quality.

An additional element is found in emergence of major facilitations in dissemination
of any kind of standards and patterns, starting with production or management know-how
through models of consumption or cultural patterns. In other words, the world becomes, as
a consequence of globalization processes, more and more unified by an increasingly dense
network of comprehensive relations, resulting in its relative diminishing and growing
homogeneity.

The process of globalization has not only been initiated by economic processes, as
mentioned above, but its nature and the way it evolves have still been determined and
shaped by such processes. Factors that motivate globalization form a dense tissue of
determinants that influence one another. They include development of new information
technologies (aptly symbolised by an extremely dynamic growth of the Internet web), which,
in turn, results in considerable reduction of costs of acquiring and transmitting of information,
better access to new technologies and systems of production and management, and, in
particular, globalization of financial markets. This, in turn, favours labour and capital mobility
and, especially, development of different kinds of foreign investment, such as capital,
production and other investments. Coupled with this process are changes in economic
policies of countries (featuring far-reaching liberalisation of economy, including deregulation
and privatisation) and great, s upra-national corporations, the operating range and

8 Z. Bauman, Globalization. The Human Consequences (London-New York, 1998); U. Beck, What is
Globalization? (London, 1999); H. Lacher, Beyond globalization: capitalism, territoriality and the
international relations of modernity (New York, 2006); R. Munck, Globalization and contestation: the
new great counter-movement (London. 2007); J. Osterhammel y N. Petersson, Globalization: a short
history (Princeton, 2005); R. G. Patman, Globalization and conflict: national security in a 'new'
strategic era (London, 2006); T. Sporek. (ed.), Internacjonalizacja, globalizacja i integracja we
wspotczesnej gospodarce Swiatowej (Katowice, 2006) y K. S. Zimmerer, Globalization & new
geographies of conservation (Chicago, 2006).
9J.S. Nye y R. O. Koehane. (eds.), Governance in a Globalizing World (Washington. 2000).
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importance of which, in terms of global economy, increased dramatically during the recent
couple of decades. As a result of worldwide activities of such corporations the process of
production has been rendered international. This, backed by more and more dynamic growth
of international trade, leads to actual degradation of economic importance of State borders.

It should be emphasised once more that the above-mentioned factors have formed
a specific complex of determinants. One can hardly apply a causation and effect method to
study them, since an influence of any of such determinants made other ones appear and, at
the same time, was determined thereby. For example, liberalisation of economies has been
at the same time a result and a reason for globalization of financial markets, while
international corporations both stimulated processes of globalization and were their
beneficiaries.

Additionally, some authors put forth a very controversial thesis that genesis of
processes of globalization should be sought back as early as in the 14th Century, that is at
the time when global trade began to emerge.

However, one should firmly underline in this context that globalization must not be
identified only with economic phenomena.? It has become a “contemporary mythology, a
secular religion fed by neo-liberal beliefs deeply rooted in the Western culture™!. As
mentioned above, it also has its distinctly outlined social, cultural and political aspects, the
influence of which has been subject to a great deal of far-reaching, heated controversy.

Advocates of globalization have emphasised numerous benefits drawn from the
process, experienced not only in economic terms. According to them, such benefits manifest
themselves, among other things, in improvement of competition (that has become, to a higher
and higher degree, one of principal driving forces of economic development) and, as a result,
in growth of efficiency of production, trade and services. Moreover, they also take a form of
social benefits, consisting, above all, in upgrading general living standard or even more
broadly — of general progress made in terms of civilisation over greater and greater areas
worldwide.

Opponents of globalization, on the other hand — if not prevalent in numbers, then
more notorious in any case — stress negative aspects of the process, mainly those of
deepening the already huge developmental gaps, occurring not only among regions and
States, but also within particular industries, sectors and socio-vocational groups. This is
conductive to formation, on both international and national scale, of poles of poverty and
backwardness on the one hand and, on the other hand, wealth and progress. Furthermore,
among other threats such socio-economic pathologies as disintegration of traditional values
and social structures, dehumanisation of production processes, and, in particular, structural
unemployment are mentioned. They have been derived, among other things, from the fact
that social functions of State have been restricted by the very process of globalization. This
way, State is being increasingly hindered in its involvement in policies of developing social
services, including, in particular, counteracting and fighting unemployment (which has been
generated, in many cases, as a result of decisions made abroad).

10 Additionally, some authors put forth a very controversial thesis that genesis of processes of
globalization should be sought back as early as in the 14™ Century, that is at the time when global
trade began to emerge.
11 D. P. Calleo, Rethinkig Europe’s Future (Princeton-Oxford, 2001).
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Globalization is transgressing in its development to a higher stage — stage of global
regionalization, thus becoming one of the most important development trends of the modern
world. Thereby, it acts as integration of local communities and shows itself in localization,
borders formation between territorial and social complexes, emerging of self-sufficient
economic and political formations, preservation of cultural differences of ethnic and social
groups, and intensification of their feeling of difference’?.

“The process of new regions formation is accompanied by reorganization of their
relationships with the state, inside of which they emerged and, simultaneously, by change
of relationships with neighbor territories inside the state, as well as outside™®. Thus, global
regionalization changes both geopolitical and geoeconomic world structure.

Results

As those issues are examined in further detail, two important points come to the
forefront. Firstly, in-deep analyses have shown that ultimate influence of globalization is too
weak to serve as an explanation for irregularities in global development that, on a long-term
scale, have been growing up. This means that globalization itself has not been responsible
neither for developmental successes not for defeats of particular political entities. At the
same time it occurs that the largest beneficiaries of globalization are those who have been
actively involved therein. Admittedly, not only well developed countries may be such
beneficiaries, but certain developing ones as well. On the other hand, the biggest losers in
the process are those who simply do not participate in it, either due to the lack of possibilities
(such as the poorest countries) or of eagerness, such as countries ruled by dictatorship
regimes hostile to Western civilisation®.

Secondly, contrary to opinions that are heard quite often, globalization has not lead
to either limitation, or, according to others, decline of a role of national States. They allegedly
lose their true (as opposite to official) competences, in the first rank to the benefit of supra-
national corporations that grow stronger and stronger. Furthermore, this is believed to be
related, generally speaking, with growing importance of all kinds of international or global
relations, while, at the same time, regional or local bounds tend to lose their strength.

The existence of obvious facts that have been evidence of growing
internationalisation in almost every area of life (reaching, as already mentioned, from
economy to culture) can hardly be denied. However, one should point out in this context that
political factor remains in its full force and importance. It manifests itself in the form of
comprehensive activity of contemporary State. It is the State that remains the fundamental,
principal actor of international relations. Its organisational role can hardly be overestimated
— in spite of all restrictions, resulting from general rejection of the State’s excessive
protective role as observed in “welfare State” or “real socialism” systems. (This issue was
not only related with phenomena of globalization, but with the fall of the latter system and
with both ideological and economic-and-social crisis of welfare State model as well.) After

12|, Bullon-Cassis, Towards «Post-Globalization»: Neoliberalism and Global Governance after the
Global Financial Crisis. Available at: http://cris.unu.edu/sites/cris.unu.edu/files/W-2011-1.pdf.
13 V. E. Reutov, “Global Regionalization as a Way to Counteraction the Global Financial Threats”,
Nieréwnosci spoteczne a wzrost gospodarczy Vol: 31 (2013) y V. E. Reutov; D. D. Burkaltseva; V. M.
Yachmeneva; M. V. Algina; E. A. Smirnova y A. S. Tyulin, “Features of socio-economic systems’
transformation processes management”, Amazonia. Investiga Vol: 8 num 22 (2019): 467-474.
14 P, H. Linderty J. G. Williamson, Does Globalization Make the World More Unequal? NBER Working
Papers Series (Cambridge, 2001).
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all, processes of globalization have all taken place within political and legal, economic and
social framework defined by authorities of sovereign States. Accordingly, no actor involved
— not even the most powerful corporation — can operate in an international vacuum. Rather
than that, it has to conform to regulations put in place by States themselves or by
international regimes established thereby, such as, for example, regulations introduced by
the World Trade Organisation.

The fact that such regulations have been applied emphasises the role of States in the
world economy, as “an eagerness to render trade less restrictive that brought States to a
table of negotiation is not meant to suggest, after all, that their political power is decreased”.
Moreover, “in a similar way globalization exposes a growing dependence of global markets
on rules and regulation, formulation and implementation of which depends, in turn, on
diplomatic efforts”. All in all, this means that “globalization generates a new area of foreign
policy, rather than dissolves it in market operation™®,

At this point we reach an issue that is extremely important in the context of these
considerations. It concerns the way in which particular actors of international relations have
been involved in processes of globalization, including not only States but various
international organisations and structures established by them as well*®. Before we proceed
to issues regarding the European Union itself, close relationship between globalization and
regionalisation on the one hand, and integration on the other hand, should be observed.
Relations between the two may be seen, generally speaking, from two different
perspectives. According to the first one, phenomena of regionalisation may be regarded as
a kind of a phase or a transitional stage in the process of further development of
globalization, while, from another point of view, one may conceive regionalisation as a form
of defence or counteracting processes of globalization.

Leaving such conceptual ambiguities aside, it seems more appropriate here to adopt
a dialectically synthesising attitude. To justify this, the fact may be mentioned that recent
years have brought intensification of both globalization and regionalisation. This is an
evidence that these are not processes or phenomena that preclude each other. Then, they
may be analysed in different dimensions.

This way, globalization has been, to a very considerable degree, the area of
economic activity of huge entities, such as supra-national corporations. They have been
driven, among anything else, by logic of free competition and maximisation of profit and,
accordingly, they are not keen to involve in the area of public welfare. The role of great
corporations in the process of globalization can hardly be overestimated since they have
contributed to a critical degree to its initiation and development, being one of its principal
driving forces, both in the past and at the present.

Regionalism, on the other hand (manifesting itself mainly in intensification of
international integration processes) has been stimulated, in the first rank, by initiatives taken
up by particular States!’. They have endeavoured to attain, in the frame of co-operation with
one another and through a number of different measures, such as interventionism,

15 M. Keens-Soper, Europe in the World. The Persistence of Power Politics (London-New York, 1999).
16 D. Held y A. McGrew. (eds.), Governing Globalization. Power, Authority and Global Governance.
(London, 2002).
17°S. A. Shirm, Globalization and the New Regionalism: Global Markets, Domestic Politics and
Regional-Co-operation (London, 2002).
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objectives that in most cases have not only been economic goals but other as well: political,
social, in the area of military safety, protection of environment, and so on. According to H.
Halizak: “the core of the new, post-Cold War regionalism is transgression beyond the
traditional area of economy and safety and orientation towards social and humanitarian
problems as well as those of ecology, comprehensive growth, culture — such as favour
development of a new regional cohesion and identity that have been more than just a
function of trade and investment™®,

The European Union in the Processes of Globalization

The above description seems to perfectly fit the case of the European Union?®. As
defined by M. Keens-Soper, “no other region in the world has a greater economic interest in
globalization than Europe does?. This is mainly justified by position the EU occupies in the
world’s economy, including, in the first rank, in international trade. It should be pointed out
that the EU as the largest global exporter seeks to make the most of its opportunities in that
respect. To prove that, it is sufficient to remind that the EU Member States record the total
surplus in their foreign trade, while the United States has an enormous deficit. However, one
should remember at the same time that in spite of the size of its internal markets, the EU,
unlike the USA, hasn’t been economically self-sufficient. Nor it is immune to such shocks as
those experienced during the recent decade by Asian “tiger” economies. This means that,
while being — as the leading economic power in the world — a very important party to
processes of globalization, the European Union is at the same time more sensitive to any
political and economic perturbation taking place on the global scale than its principal partner
and rival, the United States. Further economic growth of the European Union depends, to a
much higher degree that it has been in the case with the USA, on trade exchange with other
countries. The dependence of the EU countries on exports of goods can be confirmed by
analyzing the degree of influence of exports on the GDP of the countries for 2001-2017 with
the help of correlation and regression analysis and calculation of a one-factor econometric
model (Table 1).

Multiple R 0,943370601
R Square 0,889948091
Adjusted R Square 0,882611297
Standard Error 1026,234465
Observations 17
Source: calculated by the author according to: http://www.trademap.org/
Table 1

Regression Statistics

18 E, Halizak, Wspotzalezno$¢ integracji ekonomicznej i politycznej w Unii Europejskiej — przyczynek
do rozwazan o istocie ekonomii politycznej stosunkéw miedzynarodowych. In Unia Europejska: nowy
typ wspdlnoty miedzynarodowej, edited by E. Halizak and S. Parzymies (Warszawa, 2002).
19 R, Axtmann. (ed.), Globalization and Europe: theoretical and empirical investigations (London.
1998); A. Kuklinski y B. Skuza, Europe in the Perspective of Global Change (Warsaw, 2003); A.
Kuklinski; C. Lusinski y K. Pawtowski (eds.), Towards a New Creative and Innovative Europe (Nowy
Sacz, 2007); D. Milczarek, European Union and Globalization — General Aspects. In Globalization,
International Business and European Integration, edited by A.Z. Nowak, J.W. Steagall, M.N.
Baliamoune (Warsaw-Jacksonville, 2004) y Ch. Piening, Global Europe: the European Union in World
Affairs (Boulder, 1997).
20 M. Keens-Soper, Europe in the World...
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By calculating a linear correlation coefficient to determine the close relationship
between GDP and exports of goods, it can be concluded that the relationship between the
two indicators is high and direct, since R =0.943 (0.9 < R < 1).

Based on the fact that the multiple determination coefficient R2 = 0.89, it can be
argued that exports have a significant impact on the GDP of the EU countries. The linear
regression equation isy = 2,2925 x + 4690,2.

25000 Fi
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2017, billion U.S. dollars

The GDP of the EU from 2001 to

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000
Exports from the EU from 2001 to 2017, billion U.S. dollars

Source: compiled by the author
Fig. 1
The dependence of GDP of the EU countries from exports

The coefficients of the linear regression equation make economic sense. There is a
positive linear dependence, that is, the increase in exports from the EU is accompanied by
GDP growth. With an increase in exports by 1, the GDP of the EU countries will change by
an average of 2.29 (the regression coefficient shows a change in the effective indicator y
with an increase or decrease in factor x).

By substituting x in the regression equation, can be determined the predicted values
of the effective y(x) for this observation. Based on the fact that the relationship between y
and x is determined by the sign of the regression coefficient b, in our case — the relationship
between GDP and exports is direct (b > 0).

Fisher's criterion is used to test the significance of the regression equation. When
the tabular value Ftable = 4.54 and the calculated criteria Ffact. = 121.24, the reliability of
the regression equation and the significance of the relationship of the studied features are
confirmed, since the Ffact. > Ftable.

The analysis of the results of the model confirmed the significant dependence of the
EU countries on the export of goods to the foreign market.

The vulnerability of the economies of the EU before the fluctuations of the world
economy is aptly illustrated by another tendency, defined, in turn, by another important
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macro-economic factor, namely the scale of foreign direct investments. The American trade
deficit (occurring mainly in exchange with Asia and Europe) has been more than
compensated for in the form of an inflow of foreign investment, while the European Union
has been a market relatively less attractive for investors (although in absolute numbers it
has an advantage over its US rival). This situation is mainly determined by the fact that the
EU Member States have been keen on investing, in defence of their trade and economic
interests, in other regions of the world, this way protecting their own markets (agricultural
ones in particular) and defending themselves against an excessive inflow of foreign capital.

That kind of protectionist policy has been called by D.P. Calleo “a globalistic neo-
mercantilism”, seen as an evidence of a more comprehensive attitude assumed not only as
regards globalization, by global economic and political-and-social situation in general.
Instead of global imbalance, caused by the US deficit and the Asian countries’ surplus in
foreign trade, the European Union advocates global order. In the frame of such an order all
States and regions should be able to maintain balance in their foreign exchange, as dictated
by their need to preserve their internal economic balance. This is best evidenced by the EU
Member States’ constant tendency to reduce the rate of inflation, budgetary deficit and public
debt and keep them low. Such a policy has been firmly manifested in criteria and regulation
in force, concerning the Economic and Monetary Union (such as convergence criteria of
Maastricht and the Stabilisation Pact). It is the wish of Europeans that global economy as
the whole relied upon such healthy principles, although they probably realize that “no matter
what liberals believe in, globalization in itself has been no recipe for a better harmony in
international relations”?L.

There is a concern arising from this, expressed by the EU politicians and authorities,
about effects of processes of globalization. This has been formulated by the European
Commission in one of its documents in the following way: “Although a number of European
entities have benefited from effects of globalization to the full, yet at the same time voices
of anxiety are heard about some countries and economic units gaining such a scope of
influence that no one seems to be able to control any more”. Consequently, “there have
been a number of areas in which it is necessary to introduce rules to regulate things that
cannot be managed by the globalized market in any satisfactory way — such as social tasks,
environment protection, wealth and complexity of cultures and lifestyles” (Communication).

As can be seen, in the case of the European Union an aspiration to general economic
balance or putting forth postulates to subject phenomena of globalization to some kind of
control haven’t been aims in themselves. Leaving the very notion aside, as it is somehow
vague, there nevertheless exists a European model of economic development. It provides,
to a much higher degree than the American one, for filling social roles by the State as well
as care for meeting various and more comprehensive needs of citizens, rather than just for
an efficacy of the way the liberal free-market economy works. (It was not by case that the
concept of a “welfare State” originated and developed in Europe.)

This means that the European Union has not been a group of purely economic
nature. As observed by D.P. Calleo, “it is dynamic, deeply-rooted trends of military, political,
cultural and economic trends that make European States consolidate their Union and
assume responsibility for their collective safety”?2. As a result, both the EU as the whole and

21 D. P. Calleo, Rethinkig Europe’s Future...
22 D. P. Calleo, Rethinkig Europe’s Future... 373.
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its individual Member States have been involved in processes of globalization in a very
complex way, not limited to just economic issues.

The statistic shows leading positions of the EU countries in the KOF Index of
Globalization in 2016 and 2017 as shown in Table 2.

Rank Rank
Ne | Country I;Tc?banzatlino?]e;om °" | 206 -(I;Tc?baliz;rt]i%?\XZONOf 2017
1 | Netherlands 91.7 1 92.84 1
2 | Ireland 91.64 2 92.15 2
3 | Belgium 90.51 3 91.75 3
4 | Austria 89.83 4 90.05 4
5 | Denmark 86.44 7 88.37 6
6 | Sweden 85.92 8 87.96 7
7 | United Kingdom 81.97 20 87.26 8
8 | France 82.61 19 87.19 9
9 | Hungary 85.78 9 86.55 10
10 | Finland 85.47 11 86.30 12
11 | Portugal 85.1 12 85.04 13
12 | Cyprus 84.1 14 85.00 14
13 | Czech Republic 83.6 17 84.88 15
14 | Germany 78.24 27 84.57 16
15 | Spain 83.73 15 84.56 17
16 | Slovakia 83.62 16 84.36 18
17 | Luxembourg 83.55 18 84.21 19
18 | ltaly 79.59 24 82.19 23
19 | Croatia 75.59 35 81.39 24
20 | Poland 79.9 23 81.32 25
21 | Greece 80.4 22 80.60 26
22 | Estonia 78.46 26 79.27 28
23 | Lithuania 77.26 29 77.47 32
24 | Slovenia 76.24 32 76.91 33
25 | Bulgaria 77.16 30 76.89 34
26 | Romania 75.1 36 76.51 35
27 | Malta 75.0 37 75.86 36
28 | Latvia 70.97 40 71.45 41
Source: https://www.kof.ethz.ch/; http://chartsbin.com/view/41355

Table 2
The KOF Index of Globalization of the EU-28 in 2016-2017

Within such processes the EU also keeps certain assets in the area of human rights
and models of social life, including, among other things, matters of culture. While still being
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a dynamic and attractive centre of civilisation, Europe has not only been able to “export” its
cultural values, but to face challenges arising in this area as well. Certain EU Member States,
France in particular, make efforts to stand in opposition to an inflow of American-style mass
culture which has been excessive in their opinion and not only undertake certain preventive
measures in order to protect their national identity (in the form of appropriate trade
regulations, among other things), but actively promote their national culture, in audio-visual
sector in particular. While this is not the place to consider controversies in this area any
further — notably, cultural autarchy may prove as dangerous as a flood of alien culture — it
should nevertheless be observed that this has been an evidence of an active attitude taken
by Europeans towards challenges brought by the processes of globalization.

However, other aspects of such processes with respect to the European Union may
be pointed out as well. This regards, for example, an excessive dependence of economic
and social development upon new technologies (information technologies in particular) — a
trend mentioned in a number of studies. Itis, after all, globalization that makes dissemination
of such technologies much easier. The problem is not peculiar to Western Europe (in fact,
in the USA this is so much more evident, assuming a size that seems out of any
proportion),?® yet Europeans have already manifested a notable disposition to it as well.
Such a tendency may lead to “a belief that having enormous resources of information at
one’s disposal provides for technological opportunities to substitute for politics or
diplomacy”?*. It seems, however, that in fact we only have to deal here with new types of
instruments, rather than with any new way of exerting political authority or economic power.
On the other hand, one cannot deny that globalization and revolution in information
technologies have also influenced the very fundaments of the EU and its Member States’
political systems and the way they operate?. Additionally, globalization promotes emergence
and consolidation, in Europe, of what is called knowledge-based economy. A number of
various issues regarding processes of globalization might also be mentioned in this
respect?.

Discussion

Which perspectives for a further development of processes of globalization, or
broader — general international situation — we have to deal with? In relation to forecasts
(always a tricky area in social sciences) a number of different opinions may be heard.

According to well-known theses of S.P. Huntington, contradictions between principal
global civilisations, underpinned by particular religions, rather than confrontations between
ideological and social systems, are going to act as the most important driving force of the
future international system. While they are not fated to conflict between each other, this
issue is going to depend on whether the Western civilisation gives up its tendency to impose
its global monoculture to others (Islamic and Chinese civilisations in particular). Otherwise,

23 This is suggested, among other things, by experiences learnt from activities undertaken by the US
authorities in the area of fighting terrorism. Namely, they have relied to an excessive degree upon
application of all kinds of technologies, while, at the same time, neglecting development of the so-
called human factor.
24 M. Keens-Soper, Europe in the World...
25 B. Gavin, The European Union and Globalization. Towards Global Democratic Governance.
(Northampton, 2001) y F. Vibert. Europe Simple, Europe Strong. The Future of European Governance
(London, 2001).
26 J. E. Bigo, Taking the Sting Out of Globalization for Europe, In The European Union in the World
System Perspective, edited by R. Stemplowski (Warsaw, 2002).
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a universal clash is not unlikely?’. In disagreement with that is Z. Brzezinski who has
expressed a praise of maintenance of a unipolar arrangement of power in the world, of
course dominated by the United States at best supported in that role by united Europe or
other powers, such as Russia or China?®. Similar, although considerably softer opinions have
been uttered by H. Kissinger, who underlined the need of broader co-operation and co-
ordination between the USA and other principal powers in creation of a more balanced global
deal®®. On the other hand, the famous diagnosis by F. Fukuyama proclaims “the end of
history”. This means that in the historic rivalry the liberal political and economic model gained
an uncontested win over any other one (“real socialism” in particular) and no significant
alternatives are going to appear to it in the future. This, however, is not meant to say that
there will be no regional or local conflicts emerging due to ethnic, religious or other
reasons®. L.C. Thurow, while agreeing that an overall win of capitalism has been the fact,
observes that dynamics of its growth may fall down alarmingly as a result of a lack of any
competitive system and (in opposition to the above-mentioned authors) emphasises other
threats as well. Rather than from potential conflicts among various actors of international
relations, such threats emerge from the successful system being unable to meet
requirements posed by revolution in the area of science and technology?!. The authors also
conducted additional studies taking into account the forecast indicators of the institutions of
economic security®2. Ultimately, no matter which explanation of the present situation and
forecasts for its future development we accept, it should be pointed out that the European
Union, accounting for a considerable portion of the wealthier part of the world, has to take
all implications resulting from the present global arrangement of power properly into account,
as it influences, both indirectly and directly, its relations with an international environment. The
scope and scale of such an influence have been defined in scholar studies in a number of
different ways. As an example of just one of possible attitudes, opinions of R.G. Whitman
may be quoted. According to him, there have been three principal objective factors
determining a growth of importance of the EU in international relations: general
transformation in global power arrangement, a growing institutionalisation of international
relations and evolution of global economic system?3,

Conclusion

The end of the 20th century was marked by a significant strengthening of the regional
integration blocs positions in the global economy, especially of the European Union. The
globalization of the economy has created both challenges and opportunities for the EU. At
the beginning of this century the EU started to feel pressure from the emerging new
economies, but none the less the EU still plays a huge role in the world’s economy by having
the world largest market, being the largest exporter and importer of goods and services
among regional unions. From a global perspective the future of the EU is rather good.

27'S. P. Huntington, The Clash of Civilisations and the Remaking of World Order. (New York, 1996).
28 Z. Brzezinski, Wielka szachownica. Gtéwne cele polityki amerykanskiej (Warszawa, 1998).
29 H. Kissinger, Diplomacy (New York, 1994).
80 F. Fukuyama, The End of History and the Last Men. (New York, 1992).
81 L. C. Thurow, The Future of Capitalism. How Today’s Economic Forces Shape Tomorrow’s World
(New York, 1996).
32 D. Burkaltseva; Yu. Vorobyov; L. Borsh; S. Gerasimova y V. Chepurko, “Structural modelling the
system of ensuring the economic security of the complex territorial socio-economic system of the
eurasec”, International Journal of Applied Business and Economic Research Vol: 14 num 9 (2016):
5683-5704.
83 R. G. Whitman, From Civilian Power to Superpower? The International Identity of the European
Union (Basingstoke-London, 1998).
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By managing the regionalization processes the European Union will become
stronger and stable. The EU has the role of a globalizer and it is influenced by the
globalization process at the same time that is confirmed by the results of the correlation and
regression analysis and rank of the EU member states in the KOF Index of Globalization.

Taken together, all this means that the European Union — with all its limitations and
all reservations as to its true position and role in the world — has been and will remain a
leading actor upon the international arena. This will especially hold true with respect to its
far-reaching involvement in and influence on the phenomena of regionalization that, in turn,
are going to affect the processes of European integration.
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