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Aepxasu i KopdoHu He € CMAAUMU Hi 30 SMICOM, H1 3a PpopMmoro.
He icttytomo siuni depokasu, i ne icHyt0mo 6iuHi KopdoHu. [cmunHicmb
UUX NOCMYAAMié nidmeepIXKyomy K iCmopis, mak i Cy4acHicmeo.

Baxcausum exemerimom rebawerozo 3azocmperts 6ciei cucmemu
MIKHAPOOHUX 6I0HOCUH CMAAY MAK 36aHT «2i0pudHi 6itiHu». Poszop-
maromoves MacuimaoHi inPopmauitini Jusepcii Ha 0CHOBI NOULUPEHHSL
Petixosoi ingopmayii. 3pocmarony 3azposy A5 Oesnexu depxas cma-
Ho6AAMY Kibepamaxu 3-3a kopdory. Yac 6id uacy 6i00ysaromocs xax-
AUBL MePOPUCUYHI AKUIL, 3 AKUMU 3A36UMALL CHOAMD MPAHCKOp-
00HHI eKCIMpPeMicmcbKi 0p2anisali.

Detiomer depRAGHO-NPOCHIOPOSUX POIMEXYBAHD MaA 106" A3AHUX
3 HUMU S6ULY 3HAXOOUMb C60€ 61000paxeHts y 060X 0CHOSGHUX, JUXO0-
MOMHUX NOHAMMAX. KOPOOHU I MPaArHcKOpIOHHI NPOUecH.

Y 36’a3xy i3 cxaadnicmio 00’ekma 0ocAiOKeHHS 6 KOAL G4eHUX
dedari OiavuLe YmeepIXKYemoes YceidoMAeHHS HeoOXiOHocmi nepese-
JeHHMsl MeopemutHUX ma NpaKmuiHuX po3po0ox npodrem KopdoHie i
MpancKopIOHHUX NPOLecié HA AKICHO HOBUL PiseHD — 610 Nepesa)Ho
MOHOHAYK06020 AHAAIZY 00 MIKOUCUUNATHAPHUX JOCAIOKEHD.

Y cmammi uepe3 npusmy coyior02iutoz0 aHaAI3Yy po3KpUearomo-
csl cymHuicmv ma Gopmu iCHYSAHHS CYYACHUX KOPOOHIE [ MpPaHCKOp-
donHux npouecis. [denmudixyemoces HosimHs meHeHyisd 00 «po3SMu-
6aHMsl», A MO Ul NO6H0Z0 Hi6eAI06aHHA 0ap epHol GYHKUIT KOpIOHis y
36’A3KY 13 MparcPopmayiero npupoou mpanckopooHHoi JiAAbHOCI.
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V 36’a3xy 3 yum 00spyHmosyemocs HeoOXioHicmo yeedetts 6 Hay-
K06UTl 0012 NOHAMMI «MIKIepXKAGHI NPOCMOPOs A6ULA» 3 11020 HA-
CYNHO NOAMUKO-NPABOBOIO IMNACMEHNALIET.

A6mop 0KpecAtoe KOAO HAUBAKAUCIUUX MeopermuKo-Menodo-
AOZIMHUX MA EMNIPULHUX NPOOAEM COUTONOZIUHO20 AHANIZY KOPOOHIE
i MparcKopOOHHUX Npouecié 6 ix HO6IMMIl 100001 ma npedcmasise
éAacte bavers HAYKOSUX Ma NpaKmuiHux cnoco0ié SUpiueHHs ux
npooreM.

Oco0Ausy ysazy npudireHo aKkmyaroHOCmi NUmanHs KopooHie i
iX posmexyeants 0 Ykpaitiu, nepeo 51010 Cb0200HI NOCMAAO 3A60AH-
HS 6I0HOGAEHHSL C60€T MEePUMOPIAAbHOT UIAICHOCI MA KOHMPOAIO 34
Kxopdorom Ha Cxodi. Bunuxau ceptiosti npodaremu i Ha 3axodi kpai-
Hu, y idnocunax Yipairu i3 Iloavuero ma Yzopujutoto.

Kniouosi cnosa: midxcoucyunninapui 00CaiodNceH s, COYionoiy-
HULl auanis, KOPOOHU, MPAHCKOPOOHHI Npoyecu, COYialbHi 3a2posl,
cucmemHa MemooOon02isl.

States and borders are unstable both in terms of content and form.
Therefore, there are no eternal powers, and there are no eternal borders.
These postulates are true being confirmed both by history and modernity.

The so-called “hybrid wars” became an important element of the
unprecedented exacerbation of the entire system of international rela-
tions. Massive information subversions distributing fake information
were staged. Cyber attacks from abroad pose an increasing threat to the
security of states. From time to time there are terrible terrorist attacks
that are usually inspired by cross-border extremist organizations.

The phenomenon of state-space demarcation and their associated
phenomena is reflected in two main, dichotomous concepts: borders and
transborder processes.

Due to the complexity of the research object the circle of scientists
is more and more aware of the need to transfer theoretical and practical
developments of the problems of borders and transborder processes to a
qualitatively new level — from predominantly mono-scientific analysis
to interdisciplinary research

In this article through the prism of sociological analysis the es-
sence and forms of existence of modern borders and transborder pro-
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cesses are revealed. Identified the newest tendency towards «blurring»,
and even a complete leveling of the barrier function of borders, in con-
nection with the transformation of the nature of cross-border activities.
In this regard, the necessity of introducing into the scientific circle the
concept of «interstate spatial phenomena» with its subsequent political
and legal implementation.

The author outlines the range of the most important theoretical,
methodological and empirical problems of sociological analysis of bor-
ders and transborder processes in their newest form and presents their
own vision of scientific and practical ways of solving these problems.

Particular attention is paid to the urgency of the issue of borders
and their delineation for Ukraine, which faced today the task of restor-
ing its territorial integrity and control abroad in the East. There were
also serious problems in the West, in relations between Ukraine, Poland
and Hungary.

Keywords: interdisciplinary research, sociological analysis, bor-
ders, transborder processes, social threats, system methodology.

States and borders are unstable both in terms of content and
form. Therefore, there are no eternal powers, and there are no
eternal borders. These postulates are true being confirmed both
by history and modernity.

In the relatively recent historical past, in 1975, an unprec-
edented political forum — the Helsinki Conference on Securi-
ty in Europe — took place. At the meeting, the leaders of the 35
states, including the leaders of the then supranational powers —
the United States and the Soviet Union - signed a document in
which it was pathetically noted that since then the borders of the
states of Europe, which are known to have been the cradle of two
terrible world wars, become inviolable, i.e. eternal [1]. However,
this social myth, which, incidentally, was far from being worse
than all other existing ones, lasted for a short time. In the late
1980s and early 1990s, one of the initiators of this document’s
adoption, the USSR, disappeared from the political map, and
state-building processes took place, including those in Ukraine.
At that time, a massive and bloody ethno-national confrontation
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unfolded in the Balkans, which led to radical redrawing of bor-
ders on this long-suffering peninsula.

When, after the last enlargement of the European Union,
the territorial boundaries of its member states became symbolic,
many signed a social obituary to the European borders. However,
now, in a context of strong transboundary diffusion due to poorly
controlled illegal migration to Europe, a number of countries con-
sider it necessary to restore border control. At some borders, there
appeared even relict barriers, to say nothing about walls.

What else is to be said about Britain’s powerful blow in the
form of BREXIT, one of the main goals of which is to stop the free
inflow of the EU citizens.

The so-called “hybrid wars” became an important element
of the unprecedented exacerbation of the entire system of inter-
national relations. Massive information subversions distributing
fake information were staged. Cyberattacks from abroad pose
an increasing threat to the security of states. From time to time
there are terrible terrorist attacks that are usually inspired by
cross-border extremist organizations.

These difficult processes also threaten this country, which
today faces the task of restoring its territorial integrity and con-
trol over its abroad in the East. There also occurred serious prob-
lems in the country’s West, in relations between Ukraine on the
one hand and Poland and Hungary on the other. The question
about the nature of these problems is asked by many: aren’t they
deeper than they appear on the surface, that is, that they are only
related to the problems of history and language?

We have identified only some of the serious challenges of
the state-spatial development of modern societies, which deter-
mine the need for the in-depth study of the phenomena of mod-
ern borders and transborder processes.

Obviously, this study should be multidisciplinary. But a
very important role in it should be played by sociology, which
will apply for this its characteristic toolkit of analysis — both on
the theoretical and methodological level, as well as on the empir-
ical level.
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Abroad, the essence of modern transborder phenomena was
closely analysed by the growing number of researchers. Among
the most famous of them are O. Martinez, G. Dijkink, E. Berg, S.
Oras, A. Paasi, E. Brunet-Jailly, V. Kolosov and others.

There was established the Association for Borderlands Stud-
ies, which brings together more than one hundred academic in-
stitutions and government authorities, non-governmental organ-
izations in America, Europe, Asia, and Africa [2]. The specialized
periodical “International Journal of Migration and Border Stud-
ies” carries out vigorous activity [3].

The author noted with sadness that, despite the urgent rel-
evance of the problems concerning modern borders and trans-
border processes, the expansion of sociological research in this
area, neither theoretically nor empirically, is hardly noticeable
in Ukraine. There is an interesting work by Evgen Magdy about
the modern hybrid war [4], yet it is more politically journalistic
than scientific.

Attention is mainly paid to such an important form of
cross-border processes as cross-border cooperation. Active work
in this area of research is carried out, in particular, by the re-
search institutions of Uzhhorod, L’viv, Odessa. Famous experts I
in these problems are V. Pryhodko, O. Peredrii, I. Artyomov, Ye.
Kish, M. Lendel, S. Mitryayeva, V. Kravtsiv, N. Mikula, I. Stu-
dennikov.

The purpose of this article is to outline the most important the-
oretical, methodological and empirical problems of sociological analysis
of borders and transborder processes in their newest form and to pres-
ent the author’s own vision of scientific and practical ways of tackling
these issues.

In interpreting the essence of borders and cross-border pro-
cesses, we share the research stand by S. Ustych, a specialist en-
gaged in developing theoretical issues and in solving practical
tasks to optimize cross-border processes for about 30 years. This
stand has been made public in many domestic and foreign sci-
entific and political forums, formulated in the works published
in Ukraine and abroad [5, 6, 7]. It can be maintained that, in gen-
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eral, it is supported both on the scientific and expert level and
by practitioners — representatives of public authorities and local
self-government, diplomats, heads of civil society institutions.
The system theory of borders and transborder processes, pro-
posed by S. Ustych, boils down to the following.

The phenomenon of state-space demarcation and their as-
sociated phenomena is reflected in two main, dichotomous con-
cepts: borders and transborder processes.

The border is one of the most significant social regulators of
spatial activity of a human. The introduction of the border insti-
tution, that is, real or imaginary lines on the earth’s surface, which
determine the boundaries of the land and water territory of the state
(state territory), has become a radical human invasion into the natu-
ral organization of the world, in particular its spatial characteristics.
The border, having established artificial inter-state delineation,
“tore” the space politically. Moreover, this invasion is very large-
scale. In addition, the phenomenon of the border is one of the most par-
adoxical, controversial phenomena of social existence, since it strongly
expresses the philosophical unity of finitude and infinity (discreteness
and continuity) of the being.

The border is a static phenomenon. The dynamic form of the
borders’ existence is transboundary processes (flows). Transbor-
der processes (TP) are subjectival and natural interaction that occurs
across the border. Transborder processes exist since the bounda-
ries appeared. They may be limited by one or another part of the
space (in particular the territory) of the states, but may cover all
of their depth [5, art. 9].

Due to the complexity of the research object the circle of scientists
is more and more aware of the need to transfer theoretical and prac-
tical developments of the problems of borders and transborder
processes to a qualitatively new level — from predominantly mono-sci-
entific analysis to interdisciplinary research [8, 9].

The sociological mapping of borders and cross-border flows
is also carried out. It occurs both at the level of theoretical anal-
ysis of these phenomena, and at the level of applied specific so-
ciological research. As for theoretical sociological developments,
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today, as S. Ustych maintains, they are closely intertwined with
other areas of knowledge studying the occurrence of transborder
phenomena (history, political geography, geopolitics, econom-
ics, etc.) and have not yet been singled out into a separate branch
of sociological knowledge.

Interdisciplinary, multivariate analysis requires a reliable
methodological support. Otherwise, it will not succeed. In or-
der to adequately reflect the essence of modern transborder pro-
cesses, it is expedient to apply the methodology of systematic study of
society (system methodology), that is, a set of methods, techniques or
operations aimed at systematic theoretical and practical comprehension
of social reality.

This choice, according to S. Ustych, is determined by three
main circumstances.

1. System methodology as an integrative analysis tool is ca-
pable of adequately reflecting the natural, organic unity of fac-
tors, very different in nature, affecting the boundaries — from
subjective to physical.

2. System methodology, which provides analysis of objects’
both functional and dynamic characteristics, is able to reveal the
complex mechanism of transborder processes” operation and de-
velopment.

3. Finally, a systematic methodology with a powerful col-
lection of applied research can transfer the study of borders and
transborder processes from the category of mainly descriptive
research in the category of practically necessary one [5, p.14].

The systemic understanding of transborder processes implies tak-
ing into account the comprehensive interaction of heterogeneous factors
associated with crossing the state border line.

Such an approach seems productive. First of all, it allows
clear differentiation between the concept of cross-border processes
(cross-border flows) and other established categories that characterize
the borders and their related phenomena.

Thus, according to this approach, cross-border processes
should be distinguished from international relations. The formeris
broader in their content than the latter, since they cover not only
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a wide range of subjectival and institutional interaction across the
border (which constitute the content of international relations),
but also a large variety of natural transborder phenomena—transfer,
exchange of water and air resources, migration of animal popu-
lations (a kind of objectival interaction), etc.

Naturally, transborder processes are richer in content and
in comparison with interstate relations, whose subjects comprise only
public institutions.

According to S. Ustych, the systemic methodology, in par-
ticular, the level understanding of the social system, also allows
gradual calibration, typologization of cross-border processes.

According to the criteria of the depth of the territory coverage by
the transboundary action and its spatial volumes (scales) four levels
should be distinguished in a multifaceted, systematic phenomenon
of “transboundary”: micro, meso, macro and inter. The micro level
of cross-border processes is connected with the crossing of the
state border (organized or spontaneous, legal or illegal) by spe-
cific actors (representatives of government bodies, public organ-
izations, groups or individual citizens), or commodity exchange,
natural phenomena at the local level.

The meso-level is represented with the transboundary phe-
nomena that extend to the regions (for example, the cooperation
of regional state bodies and territorial communities, commodity
exchange, natural processes, etc.).

The macro-level comprises cross-border processes, which in
their scope cover the territory of the entire state (for example, inter-
state relations, international relations of national entities, inter-
state commodity exchange, etc.).

The inter-level of cross-border phenomena is associated
with crossing the borders of several, or even many, states. In gen-
eral, in the opinion of S. Ustych, the transboundary phenomena
of the inter-level by their scope can be considered identical to
transnational, globalization processes [5, p.141].

Finally, S. Ustych considers it necessary to identify the sys-
temic nature of transboundary phenomena as a separate con-
cept — the “transborder system of society”. He defines this concept as
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a self-organized set of components of objective and subjective origin,
which interact with each other in connection with the special spatial
delineations (borders) established by the states.

The horizontal section of the transborder system makes the main
component range, which includes cross-border needs and inter-
ests, subjects of transboundary activity, this activity itself, its ob-
jects and means, as well as transborder relations.

The vertical section of the of the transborder system is formed by
its main subsystems: techno-industrial, economic, political and
spiritual-specialized.

In accordance with the volume of transborder processes,
cross-border systems can also act on four main levels: micro (lo-
cal), meso- (regional), macro (national) and inter- (transnational,
global) [5, p.143].

It should be noted again that the author, in general, shares
the research approach by S. Ustych. However, the analysis of the
latest transborder phenomena shows that the systemic understand-
ing of borders and transborder processes, presented by this scholar, un-
der the current conditions requires deepening and modification. This
is due to the expressive self-identification and the growing tendency
towards “blurring”, or even a complete levelling of the borders’” barrier
function in connection with the transformed nature of the latest trans-
border processes. This transformation means the possibility of penetrat-
ing (invading) and committing certain actions by the subjects of one
state in the social space of another state without the physical crossing
(violation) of the latter’s border.

The radical change in the nature of the recent transborder pro-
cesses is caused by the emergence and widespread use of modern
communication systems, first of all, the Internet. It is these systems
that create conditions for waging information wars, running cyber
attacks, and preparing terrorist attacks from abroad.

The same is true of “hybrid wars”. Like any other war, this
phenomenon means the hostile activity of one state on the ter-
ritory of the other. However, although an obvious reality, “hy-
brid wars” formally may not be related to the denial of existing
boundaries or their physical violation.
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The speed with which the nature of transborder processes
has transformed and continues to transform has led to the soci-
ety’s unwillingness to respond adequately to this phenomenon.
The fact is that over the centuries a political and legal system of
relations among the states was formed, basing on the assessment
of the act of the border’s physical crossing. It is the basis of this
system on which, in particular, the classical concepts of “aggres-
sion” and “war” are defined. Therefore, today it is obvious that
actors in world politics feel confused while evaluating certain
transborder “innovations” and demonstrate their delayed reac-
tion to them.

All this means only one thing: an in-depth, modified under-
standing of the nature of the borders and transborder phenomena
should be achieved, taking into account the newest realia, and on this
basis, their practical, political and legal regulation should be modi-
fied.

For this purpose, it seems to be extremely important to “em-
bed” the latest transborder phenomena into the existing system
of social coordinates, to reflect them by means of such a general no-
tion that would cover both the classical understanding of borders and
transborder processes, as well as an adequate reflection of the newest
forms of their existence. The definition of “interstate spatial phenom-
ena” could become such a concept. This concept represents a set
of static and dynamic components of state interaction that arises in
connection with the borders’ physical crossing or the use of air space,
namely:

- established state border line;

- subjectival actions, including those carried out with using
communication systems (Internet, radio, television, satellite
communication, etc.);

- natural processes (climatic, hydrological, exchange of fauna and
flora, etc.).

If display the meaning of the concept “interstate spatial phe-
nomena” graphically, then it will take the following form.
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Interstate spatial phenomena

/ N

Border Transborderprocesses
(static components) (dynamiccomponents)

Fig 1. The meaning of the concept “interstate spatial phenomena”.

The above-mentioned theoretical and methodological con-
clusions are also encouraged by the results of the projects carried
out in recent years, in particular, empirical sociological research,
including those with the author’s participation.

Thus, while implementing the project “Borders for People”
under the ENPI Program of the European Union (2010-2012,
Applicant — Institute for Transborder Cooperation —ITS, Uzhho-
rod) experts from four countries — Ukraine, Slovakia, Hungary,
Romania —developed a system for indexation and monitoring
of cross-border processes and cross-border cooperation [10, 11].
The innovative product developed was highly appreciated by the
Program’s Monitoring Mission and was recommended for im-
plementation throughout the European Union’s borders. For the
work done the Institute received the award “For special achieve-
ments in developing European cross-border cooperation” from
the Association of European Border Regions.

Subsequently, under the same Program, the Institute, to-
gether with partners from neighbouring countries, implemented
a grant project “Borders through the People’s Eyes” [12]. Lead-
ing sociologists from the participating countries were involved
in the collaboration, and for the first time a large-scale empirical
sociological study was carried out in their border regions [13].

Under the Norwegian Financial Mechanism Program in
2016-2017, the project “Information Support and Implementation of
Innovative Approaches in Cross-Border Cooperation between Slova-
kia and Ukraine” was successfully implemented, with the partic-
ipation of Slovak, Norwegian and Ukrainian partners (ITC, as
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well as an institutional expert — the Department of International
Studies and Public Communications of the Uzhhorod State Uni-
versity”). The author of this article worked as a project manager
from the Ukrainian side. There were carried out a comparative
sociological analysis of the development of CBC in the Carpathi-
an and Barents regions [14], as well as an empirical sociological
survey of trends in the CBC development [15], and substantive
practical recommendations for optimizing the management of
cross-border cooperation [16].

In 2017, the Department of International Studies and Pub-
lic Communications won the grant project “The Contemporary
History in the Carpathian Region” with the support of the State
Fund for Fundamental Research, in which the author also per-
formed the duties of a project manager. On the first stage of its
implementation, 34 experts from 5 countries of the Carpathian
region made a theoretical analysis of the contemporary history
of CBC; on the second stage (2018) they studied the problems
of the empirical sociological research methodology [17]. On the
second stage “Theoretical and Methodological Support of an Empir-
ical Sociological Study of Cross-Border Cooperation in the Carpathian
Region”, the theoretical foundations for the sociological analysis
of CBC were developed, as well as social testing of the received
knowledge through its implementation in the pilot empirical
sociological study of transborder cooperation of the population
of the Transcarpathian region and the neighbouring Kosice and
Presov regions of Slovakia [18, 19].

Summing up the analysis carried out, the following conclu-
sions can be made.

1. Borders and transborder processes are very important

components of the modern society development.

2. Due to their complexity, the analysis of modern state-
spatial delineations should be interdisciplinary and be
done on the principles of systemic methodology.

3. Sociological analysis shows that the transformed nature
of the newest transborder processes under the influence
of modern communication systems has led to an increase
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N

in the tendency for “blurring” or even a complete
levelling of the borders’ barrier function. This resulted in
the emergence of new social threats and challenges, such
as “hybrid wars”, waging of information wars, running
cyberattacks, etc.

4. Under these conditions, a systematic understanding of
borders and transborder processes requires deepening
and modification. For this, the author considers it
necessary to introduce into the scientific circulation the
general notion of “interstate spatial phenomena”.

5. It is necessary to initiate a scientific dialogue with
representatives of related disciplines, in particular
political geographers, political scientists, lawyers, in
order to develop a common understanding of the latest
transboundary phenomena and prepare appropriate
practical recommendations for government authorities.

6. With regard to sociological developments in transborder
phenomena of border and transborder processes, they
need to branch out as a separate area of sociological
knowledge “sociology of borders and transborder
processes” (as, for example, the “sociology of wars” in the
field of sociological science).

7. Along with theoretical and methodological research, it is
extremely important to carry out empirical sociological
studies of borders and transborder processes (especially
monitoring).
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