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Summary
The political concept of regions that are practically equal to the state, is not likely to
be implemented in the near future. It should also be remarked, however, that there are
very strong decentralist circles which tend, and will probably continue that tendency,
to increase their powers. Regionalisation seems to be quite attractive to a majority
of them. It certainly is highly significant in the economic area, while it generates
certain political threats. If regionalism is not so much accepted, but rather achieved
from the bottom up, it may have a highly significant impact on cultural life. It may be-
come a dam, preventing the spread of European culture, understood as the universal
‘Englishisation’ of European languages, the predominance of Anglo-Saxon culture in
literature, film, music and theatre.
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The Declaration on regionalism in Europe, drawn up by the Assem-
bly of European Regions indicates that “[r]egions, federated states and
autonomous communities are above all mainstays of democracy.” The
Declaration defines the region as “the territorial body of public law es-
tablished at the level immediately below that of the state and endowed
with political self-government.”' Going deeper into this definition, one
cannot help feeling that the authors of the Declaration, whether on pur-
pose or by accident, were seeking to divide the European state structure
into regions that are by nature smaller in terms of their area but endowed
with their own executive and legislative power, as indicated in Article 2,
sections 2 and 3 (a representative assembly whose members are di-
rectly elected by free and secret ballot on the basis of equal and universal

' The Declaration was adopted at the General Meeting of the Assembly of Euro-
pean Regions (AER) in Basel on 4 December, 1996.
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suffrage may have legislative powers, within the limits laid down in the
domestic legal order). Further on, the Declaration stipulates that a region
should be recognised in the national constitution or legislation, which
guarantees its autonomy, identity, powers and organisational structures.
It is also indicated that a region should have its own constitution, statute
of autonomy or other law of the highest rank, establishing at the very
least its organisation and powers. Regions within the same state may have
a different status, in keeping with their historical, political, social or cul-
tural characteristics. It is stressed that regions express a distinct political
identity which may take very different forms, insignia and assets. It is
also noted that the apportionment of powers between the state and the re-
gion should be stipulated in the national constitution or legislation on the
basis of the principle of political decentralisation and subsidiarity. Under
these principles, functions should be exercised at the levels as close to
the citizens as possible.? It is worth noting that according to the Decla-
ration, regions should have the right to undertake international activi-
ties, conclude international treaties and agreements, subject to approval
by the central government where required by national legislation. Under
these circumstances, regions are virtually granted full sovereignty both
internally and externally.> Although lawyers and political scientists un-
derstand sovereignty in different ways, from the point of view of interna-
tional law, one of the properties of sovereignty is that a sovereign entity
cannot be a part of a greater whole. Understood in this way, sovereignty
means being an international and legal entity and the ability to participate
in the international community. In the modern legal doctrine, sovereignty
is about the possibilities of acting within the framework of international
law, the active and passive law of legation and a treaty-making capacity
See in this subject: Czaputowicz, 2013, p. 22; compare also Kwiecien,
2004, p. 116; see also Nagan, Hammer, 1964, pp. 3—5). International law
stipulates that sovereignty is inalienable, indivisible, exclusive and un-
limited, and it can be transferred only in the case of one state incorporat-

2 The following areas were indicated as powers of regions: regional economic
policy, regional planning, building and housing policy, telecommunications and trans-
port infrastructures, energy and environment, agriculture and fisheries, education at
all levels, universities and research. Other areas include culture and media, public
health, tourism, leisure and sport, police and public order.

3 According to the definition by Hans Kelsen, a state is established when it
achieves a certain level of centralisation and becomes the subject and object of the
international legal order (Kelsen, 1992, p. 22).
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ing another one (Zajadlo, 2005, p.40). It is observed, however, that in
a time of globalisation, the sovereignty of the modern state is subject to
limitations and the issue of the division of sovereignty can be considered
(Schachter, 1994, p. 671; see also Marszatek, 2000, p. 300 ff.). So far, the
issue of the sovereignty of regions is purely theoretical, nevertheless it
has to be taken into account, given the idea of a ‘Europe of homelands’
and of the European Union as a federated state (Kinsky, 1999, pp. 47, 55;
compare also Keohane, Hoffman, 1999, p. 279; Wallace, 1982, p. 65). As
regards the powers of the regions, the Declaration indicates (Article 10,
section 3) that regions have the right to set up their own representation,
either individually or in conjunction with other regions, in other states
and in appropriate international organisations. The Declaration does not
stipulate the rank of such representations. It is doubtful that these should
be embassies, although the authors of the Declaration could have that in
mind. It is also stated that regions take part in the international activities
of their state, in accordance with the relevant domestic legislations, when-
ever their own powers or essential interests are concerned (Article 10,
section 4). In principle, this can concern all activities. The Declaration
also indicates that prior to concluding any international treaty which af-
fects the essential interests of the regions, the state should consult them. If
the state intends to sign an international treaty which affects the powers of
the regions, the regions should participate in the drafting and conclusion
of the treaty. The manner of such participation should be determined by
domestic procedures agreed by the state and the regions. By this token,
the state becomes an equal partner of the regions, losing the supervisory
role it had over administrative units.

The Declaration addresses the issue of transfrontier cooperation as
well, noting that frontier areas promote transfrontier cooperation within
their powers and in compliance with the domestic law of the respective
countries and international law (Article 11, section 1). Regions are also
given the right to conclude transfrontier agreements for the purpose of
carrying out joint projects (Article 10, section 2).

The Declaration stresses that the European Union should recognise
the regions of its member states to be “active participants in its policies.”
It should also have a body of regional representatives which would par-
ticipate in decision-making on issues concerning regional powers and in-
terests. Regions should have the right to establish representation in the
European Union. They should also participate in the determination of the
positions taken by their states in Community institutions (Article 12, sec-
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tions 1-3). It was also observed in the Declaration that regions should
have the powers to conclude agreements designed to improve the imple-
mentation of Community policies. Supervision over the implementation
of Community legislation should be exercised by the appropriate courts.
Whereas a state and its regions keep one another informed of the meas-
ures they have adopted in the implementation of Community legislation
and programmes, the Declaration clearly supports the concept of practi-
cal equality of a state and its regions.* The Declaration also grants regions
with the right to bring proceedings before the European Court of Justice
where measures taken by Community institutions affect their powers or
interests (Article 12, section 8).

The Declaration states that a region should be financially independ-
ent and receive the income necessary for the performance of all its pow-
ers. When managing its income, a region should observe the principles
of economy, efficiency, effective use of resources, service to the citizen
and transparency in its budgetary decisions. A region’s financial resources
should be primarily generated by taxes partly or wholly transferred by the
state, and its own taxes.

The Declaration is a political document and has not been subjected to
any serious investigation. The Committee of the Regions to a certain ex-
tent acts as the representative of the interests of all the regions within the
European Union. Both the EU Commission and the Council are obliged
to consult the Committee of the Regions on matters of direct concern to
local and regional authorities. The Committee can also express its opinion
on its own initiative (Cf. Articles 263-265 of the Treaty establishing the
European Community. Cf. also Rules of Procedure of the Committee of
the Regions; These rules expired as of 10 January 2010: Wierzchowska,
2010, pp. 229-233).

From the point of view of administrative law, regions are defined as
the highest organisational units of state territory, with a relatively large
area and considerable population. They are perceived as economically,
socially and culturally homogeneous areas where territorial institutions,
which have been established for this purpose, implement autonomous

4 The Declaration suggests that the legislation on elections to the European Par-
liament define regional constituencies in the states which have decentralised political
or administrative structures (Article 12, section 9). It also calls for the principles to be
introduced to govern contacts between the European Parliament and regional parlia-
ments as the institutions which directly represent the will of the citizen (Article 12,
section 10).
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economic, social and cultural policies. The literature indicates that re-
gions are administrative units functioning below the level of central au-
thorities and above that of local authorities or administrative units. The
structure of territorial organisation of EU states at the regional level dif-
fers from country to country (Tkaczynski, Swistak, 2013, pp. 454-458;
see also Rudnicki, 2000, p. 22; Gasior-Niemiec, 2008).

The legal doctrine typically contrasts functional regions with self-gov-
erning ones. The former are usually governed by the administration, with
strictly determined powers and a clearly defined position in the system of
territorial organisation that is centrally imposed for the purpose of per-
forming one or several administrative tasks. They are different from the
local and federal division of a state. They are founded on the assumption
that some tasks of public administration are impossible to be performed
on the basis of the extant territorial structures (Lemanska, 2008, p. 137).
A self-governing region is a unit of a lower level of territorial division
with authorities that are independent from the central administration and
granted the power to act at the local and regional level. This independence
also encompasses legislative powers with respect to the region, thereby
creating an autonomous region, typical primarily of a federated state
structure. Seeking to develop the definition of the region, it is frequently
stressed that regional authorities should be independent from the central
administration and that a region should have a legal personality. Regions
should also have legislative, supervisory, executive and administrative
bodies, a budget with its own sources of income, and a considerable range
of tasks and powers. Regions should also be relatively homogeneous ter-
ritories in economic, social and cultural terms (Lemanska, 2008, p. 138).
The socio-cultural aspect concerns matters of regional identity (Stugocki,
2008, p. 183 ff). Regional identity, as noted in the literature, should be
primarily understood as the cultural identity of the region “described via
the following synonymous terms: understanding of its own regional iden-
tity, presentation of one’s own region and the identification of its unique
features.” (Stummann, 1991, p. 169). The literature stresses that socio-
cultural identity can be identified in the subjective and objective dimen-
sions. J. Stubicki observes that the “territorial organisation of the country
can be a factor that strengthens the historically formed regional identity,
or just the opposite, it can be a destructive element in the present ter-
ritorial organisation.” (Stugocki, 1990, p. 35 ff; Stugocki, 2008, p. 183).
Territorial organisation has an objective influence on regional identity
through the range of powers of self-governing bodies, the insignia, name,
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emblems, coat of arms, and so on, the protection of cultural heritage and
through shaping the economic infrastructure (Stugocki, 2008). In subjec-
tive terms, identity concerns the bonds between the inhabitants of a given
region and their identification with this region.’

In modern Europe the concept of region is associated both with a unit
of territorial division and with various forms of regional democracy, such
as self-government or regional autonomy, operating within such a unit.
While regionalist tendencies emerged in Europe in the mid-19" century,
the concept of the region comes slightly later, as was mentioned above.
The emergence of new regions on the one hand followed from the de-
concentration process, involving the transfer of tasks and powers from the
administrative centre to territorial bodies, and on the other — from decen-
tralisation, where regions took over the tasks of the public administration.
In the next stage, regions were granted legislative independence thereby
becoming autonomous units.

There are different legal and political types of regions: federal, autono-
mous, administrative-self-governing and administrative-functional ones.
The first one occurs in federated states, the second in unitary-regional
states (such as Spain), the administrative-self-governing model occurs in
decentralised unitary states (such as France), while the administrative-
functional one in centralised unitary states (such as Portugal). Tomasz
Kaczmarek notes that from the point of view of the political organisa-
tion and the complexity of the administrative system of the state, the fol-
lowing kinds of regionalisation can be identified: federal — which occurs
where the state is a federation, autonomous — leading to the emergence
of autonomous regions with special status, self-governing regionalisa-
tion resulting in the emergence of self-governing regions whose institu-
tions share powers with the de-concentrated central administration, and,
finally, functional regionalisation leading to the establishment of func-
tional regions of the de-concentrated central administration. This allows
weak and strong regionalisation to be distinguished (Kaczmarek, 2005,
pp. 188-189). Irena Pietrzyk suggests a similar division, identifying func-
tional regionalisation, regional decentralisation, political regionalisation,
regionalisation through federalisation and decentralisation on the basis of
existing local self-governments (Pietrzyk, 2000, passim). Regionalisation
can be inspired by the state and result from the decentralisation of pow-

> This applies both to the region (the ‘little homeland’) and the whole country,
see Bardach, 1988, pp. 191-246; compare also Ossowski, 1984, p. 35 ff. Ossowski
distinguishes a private homeland from an ideological one.
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ers (a ‘top-bottom’ regionalisation),’ alternatively, it can follow from the
demands made by regionalist circles (a grassroots regionalisation).”

Regionalisation must not be confused with decentralisation, de-
concentration and autonomy. Decentralisation, which is the opposite of
centralisation, assumes the legal independence of lower level bodies. It
leads to their limited subordination to higher level organs. In terms of
organisation, decentralisation basically translates into the independence
of lower level bodies, both with respect to staffing and issues handled.
In a decentralised system, superior organs cannot interfere in the staff-
ing of the lower level bodies or impose their will on how certain issues
should be resolved. They are only authorised to monitor the activities of
lower level organs, supervise and stimulate them as prescribed by law.
Legal doctrine usually differentiates between decentralisation concern-
ing the types of issues handled and territorial decentralisation. Territorial
self-government?® is the fundamental form of the latter. Decentralisation
concerns the relations between the lower level bodies and those from
the higher level rather than the powers of these bodies. It needs to be
observed that the issue-related decentralisation, which is not covered by
Article 15 of the Constitution, consists in independent bodies or organi-
sations being endowed with the governance over certain types of issues.
Legal doctrine stresses that for that purpose, decentralised regions should
be granted legal personality (Ura, Ura, 2001, p. 35; cf. Szmulik, Serafin,
Miaskowska, 2007, p. 22).

Decentralisation should not be confused with de-concentration, which
refers to the dispersion of powers, regardless of whether the lower level
bodies are independent of the superior ones to any extent.” As stated by

¢ This is exemplified by the regionalisation in France and Portugal (Mendel,
1996, p. 46 ff; Ruskowski, 1993, p. 102 ff; Chorazy, 1998, p. 49 ff).

7 This is exemplified by the regionalisation in Spain, Italy and Belgium (Skrzyp-
czak, 1984, p. 64; Skrzypczak, 1979, p. 68; Skrzypczak, 1985, p. 91; Misiuda-Rew-
era, 2004, passim).

§ It is axiomatic in the literature that a decentralised political system is more
democratic than a centralised one, where the bodies at a lower level are hierarchically
subordinated to those at a higher level and subjected to them in the matters of staff-
ing and resolving issues. In a centralised system, the bodies at a lower level either
do not have the possibility to make their own decisions, or it is limited to a larger or
smaller degree (see: Wierzbowski, Wiktorowska, 2009, pp. 91-93; also Wierzbowski,
Wiktorowska, 1975, pp. 34-36).

° Legal doctrine indicates two types of de-concentration: issue-related and territo-
rial. The former is typically understood as the apportionment of the powers of a single
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M. Wierzbowski and A. Wiktorowska, the apportionment of a central
body’s powers among territorial bodies is the essence of the de-concentra-
tion process. It may transform into a process of decentralisation provided
that the lower level bodies acquire an adequate degree of independence
from superior bodies. It is stressed here that in decentralised adminis-
tration territorial bodies are always endowed with their own powers,
which results in the de-concentration of administration (Wierzbowski,
Wiktorowska, 1975, p. 37).

The principle of decentralisation of public administration does not
only mean that the higher level units of public administration hand over
their powers to the bodies of a lower level, but they also hand over the re-
sources at their disposal, including finances, for the performance of tasks
by lower level bodies.

For a decentralised structure to exist in the territorial system it is sig-
nificant that the powers of territorial bodies be based on general legisla-
tion, rather than stem from the particular empowerment by central au-
thorities that is always subject to limitation or withdrawal. Such powers
should also cover an extensive range, they should not be merely marginal
public functions performed in the area of territorial units. The point here
is the decentralisation of the ‘authority,” not all of it obviously, but within
the scope that justifies the use of the concept of decentralisation. Inde-
pendence in exercising these powers and deciding about the manner of
their implementation is equally important, at least as a general operational
principle of territorial authorities. The decisions should be made by local
authorities on their own behalf and responsibility. They can be brought
before a court as decisions made by a certain body, but not as decisions
made ‘on behalf of” another entity (a central body). A decentralised sys-
tem does not encompass the structures of hierarchical subordination,
where by means of orders and instructions central authorities can make
binding decisions on the manner of implementation of the statutory pow-
ers of territorial authorities (Banaszak, 2009, pp. 108—109).

In a decentralised system, the powers of central authorities in rela-
tion to the territorial authorities should be limited and relatively narrowly
determined by law. Territorial authorities should have the right to defend
their powers where such intervention breaches the statutory provisions.
Central authorities designating individuals to perform managerial func-

body to several other bodies at the same level. Territorial de-concentration means the
transfer of the powers of bodies at a higher level to subordinate local bodies (Szmulik,
Serafin, Miaskowska, 2007, p. 22).
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tions in the territorial bodies must not be the only method of appointing
them. In practice, only territorial bodies operating exclusively in a given
area should designate their candidates. It is also necessary for territorial
bodies to be autonomous in terms of organisation and finance. Organisa-
tional autonomy can be defined by legislation, but is should be detailed
in statutes and regulations. Financial autonomy means having one’s own
sources of income and freedom in allocating them. Operating solely on
the basis of subsidies, and in particular of targeted grants, practically de-
fies the idea of decentralisation (Kronberg-Sokotowska, 2001, p. 17).
The concept of decentralisation is recognised in the European Union’s
legislation. It is expressed in the White Paper on European Governance.
It states that although regions and towns bear increasing accountability
for the implementation of EU policies, their role is not fully utilised. It
clearly stresses that the European Commission expects national govern-
ments to use the skills and hands-on experience of regional and local
entities to a greater extent, and to seek to involve them more in the im-
plementation of EU policies in line with constitutional principles and na-
tional administrative orders (European Governance, 2001, p. 12; see also
in this issue Grosse, 2008, p. 88 ff.). Decentralisation turned out to be
particularly topical when drafting the Constitution Treaty. Consequently,
on 13 January, 2003, the European Parliament passed a resolution which
stresses that for the European Union to be closer to the citizen, new forms
of participation are required, and that regional and local authorities should
play an essential role in developing such forms. It was also indicated that
the principle of subsidiarity, its implementation and supervision need to
be strictly defined. The European Commission was called on to seek to
involve regional and self-governing entities in drafting legislation on
EU policies. The need to introduce trilateral relations between the Un-
ion, member states and territorial units was also stressed (Rezolucja PE,
2003, p. 167)." The standpoint expressed in the resolution is in line with

10" The resolution states that the European Union is founded on the double legiti-
misation of the states and citizens, and that over recent decades the integration proc-
ess is increasingly accompanied by regionalisation and decentralisation trends. This
strengthens the responsibilities of numerous territorial entities in the field of formulat-
ing the law and policies of the European Union. It is also noted that recent years have
witnessed the increasing awareness of the autonomy of individual regional and local
administrations which contribute to successful European integration. It is observed
that protecting and strengthening regional and local autonomy in different European
countries makes a significant contribution to the process of European integration.
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the EU’s concept of territorial self-government functioning (Joskowiak,
2008, pp. 103—127; see also Gajda, 2005, p. 33; Zielinski, 1997; p. 243;
Sturm, 2004, p. 122; Mik, 2002, p. 166; Gach-Violleau, Koczur, 2004,
p. 398). There are contradictory opinions in European doctrine as to the
influence of European integration on decentralisation and regionalisation
(see among others Hooghe, 1996, passim; Marks, Hooghe, Blank, 1996;
positions presented in the literature competently and in details discusses
Grosse, 2008, pp. 89—90). The literature stresses that the advancements
in the decentralisation of authority in EU member states are influenced
by the changing standpoints of European institutions. It is stressed that
the currently promoted proposals to strengthen the powers of national
governments in the implementation of cohesion policies are conducive
to centralised governance, in particular as regards public funds (Grosse,
2004, pp. 94-109).

The phenomenon and process of decentralisation must not be con-
fused with autonomy, which consists in granting the bodies that gov-
ern a certain part of state territory with legislative powers to enact laws
without the involvement of the central authorities. Therefore, autonomy
is about legislation, whereas decentralisation concerns its execution
(Wierzbowski, Wiktorowska, 2009, p. 92). The literature emphasises that
self-government is one of the forms of decentralisation. In this case, de-
centralisation means that administration is transferred from centralised
organs of governmental institutions to local communities endowed with
legal personality. However, self-governments are supervised by the state.
Regardless of how self-government is understood, an organisational unit
termed as a self-government or its body is a decentralised unit, therefore
it cannot be hierarchically subordinated to a higher level body, which
can only supervise it by means typical of decentralised organisations
(Wierzbowski, Wiktorowska, 2009, pp. 95-96; cf. also Piasecki, 2009,
pp. 30—45. In the issue of self-government’s functioning in the European
Union see Kulesza, 2000).

It should be noted that the endorsed political concept of regions that
are practically equal to the state, is not likely to be implemented in the
near future. It should also be remarked, however, that there are very strong
decentralist circles which tend, and will probably continue that tendency,
to increase their powers. Regionalisation seems to be quite attractive to
a majority of them. It certainly is highly significant in the economic area,
while it generates certain political threats. If regionalism is not so much
accepted, but rather achieved from the bottom up, it may have a highly
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significant impact on cultural life. It may become a dam, preventing the
spread of European culture, understood as the universal ‘Englishisation’
of European languages, the predominance of Anglo-Saxon culture in lit-
erature, film, music and theatre. Regionalisation cannot, however, be re-
duced to the level of folk culture and assumed to be exclusively represented
by regional song and dance ensembles and the works of local artists who
cannot get recognition above the local level. Consequently, the concept of
regionalism depends on the sense of community among the inhabitants of
a given region and their beliefs concerning certain historical relations that
bind them. What is also important are eating habits, leisure habits and, iron-
ically, sport — in particular such sports as soccer or basketball that generate
so-called tribal relations between sports fans. These bonds are primarily
regionally justified, by the fact that a given team comes from somewhere
in the region. On the other hand, frontier regions have an opportunity to
present the cultural and artistic achievements of neighbours to each other.
The presence of higher educational institutions (such as Viadrina) in such
regions can play a significant role in this respect.
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Streszczenie

Polityczna koncepcja regionow zrownanych praktycznie z panstwem nie zostanie chy-
ba w najblizszej przysztosci zrealizowana. Zauwazy¢ jednak nalezy, iz w ramach Unii
Europejskiej istniejq bardzo silne osrodki odsrodkowe, ktore zmierzajq i chyba zmie-
rzac bedq do poszerzenia swoich kompetencji. Regionalizacja wydaje sie by¢ ideq po-
ciqgajqcq dla wiekszosci z nich. Niewqtpliwie jest ona bardzo istotna w plaszczyznie
gospodarczej. Niesie za sobq pewne niebezpieczenstwo o charakterze politycznym.
W sferze kultury regionalizm, jezeli istotnie bedzie nie tyle akceptowany, co zdoby-
wany oddolnie moze mie¢ bardzo istotny wplyw na zycie kulturalne. By¢ moze sta-
nie si¢ tamq niepozwalajqcq na rozlewanie sie kultury europejskiej rozumianej jako
powszechna ,,anglizacja” jezykow europejskich, dominowanie kultury anglosaskiej
w literaturze picknej, filmie, muzyce i przekazach teatralnych.

Stowa kluczowe: region, regionalizm, regionalizacja, ekonomiczne, politologiczne
i administracyjno-prawne ujecie regionu
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Pesrome

Tonumuueckas Konyenyus pe2uoHos, NPaKMu4ecku YpasHeHHbIX ¢ 20CY0apCmeoMm,
8epoAmMHO, He bydem ocywecmenena 6 onudcatiuem Oyoywem. Oonako ciedyem om-
Mmemumu, umo 6 pamkax Esponeiickoeo Coioza cyujecmsyiom oueHv CuibHbvle yenm-
pobedicrble yeHmpbl, KOMopble CMPeMAMcs U, 6epOSMHO, Oy0ym CmpemMumscs pac-
wupams ceou komnemenyuu. Pecuonanuzayus xadcemcs npuenexamensvHol uoeell
ona borvuuncmea uz nux. Hecomnenno, ona agnsiemcs ouens cyujecmeentoll 8 dKoHo-
Mmuyeckoll nrockocmu. Hecem ¢ coboii onpedenenmyio onacHocms noaumu4ecko2o xa-
pakmepa. B cpepe kynomypul pecuonaiusm, eciu Ha camom oene 6yoem e Cmoabko
NPUHAM, CKONLKO 3060€6aH CHU3ZY B8EPX, MOJCEM UMEMb 8eCbMd CYUjeCmBeHHoe G-
SAHUe HA KYTbMYPHYIO JdcU3Hb. Bosmooicno, smo cmanem niomunotl, He nosgoasiouel
eBPONEICKOL KYTbnype pasiueamscs, NOHUMAEMOU Kak eceobwas “‘anenuzayus’ eg-
PONELICKUX A3bIKO8, OOMUHUPOBAHUE AH2IOCAKCOHCKOU KYIbIMYPbl 8 XYO0ICeCMEEHHOU
umepamype, KUHO, My3biKke U MeampaibHblX NOCMAHOBKAX.

Knrouesvie cnosa: PECUOH, PeCUOHANIUIM, PeCUOHANU3AYUA, IKOHOMUYEeCKoe, NONUno-
Jlocuveckoe u adMuHucmpamueHo—npaeoeoe ucmoJjikoeaHue pecuond

Pesrome

B naiibnuoicuomy maiioymuvomy ne 6yoe peanizosana noiimuyHa KOHyenyis peionis,
AKi maroms Oepycasruil cmamyc. B €gponeticokomy Corosi icHyOmMb CUlbHi ocepeo-
KU, KL HAMa2aromocsi powupumu ceoi npasa. Pezionanizayis € 0aa 6invuwocmi 3 Hux
npusabnugoro. € icmommnoio 3 mouku 30py ekoHomixu. € nebe3neynoro 8 NoniMuiHoOMy
naani. Ilpu nesnux obcmagunax modice mamu 6naug Ha Kyiomypre scumms. Mooice
cmamu c80€piono10 0amboI0, Wo CIMPUMYBAMUME PO3IUE €BPONEUCLKOL KYIbMypU,
AKA PO3YMIEMbCA AK 302ANbHA «AHSTI3AYIN) €BPONEUCLKUX MO8, OOMIHYBAHHS AH2IO0-
CAKCOHCHKOT KYIbIMYypU 8 XyO0XCHIl Aimepamypi, KiHO, My3uyi ma meampi.

Knrwuosi cnosa: pezion, pecionanizm, pecionanizayis, eKOHOMIKA pe2ioHy, NOIIMuKd
Deciony, AOMIHICMPAMUBHO-NPABOBULL CINATIYC PESiOHY






