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THE ROLE OF INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS
IN STRENGTHENING REGIONAL SECURITY
AND NATIONAL RESILIENCE

Purpose. The modern system of international relations is characterized by an increase in the number of
complex and interconnected threats that go beyond the traditional understanding of security. Hybrid conflicts,
transnational challenges, regional crises, information and cyber threats significantly complicate the provision
of stability at both the global and regional levels. In these conditions, the concept of regional security, which
is increasingly closely linked to the concept of national resilience of states, acquires special importance.
National resilience is considered as the ability of a state and society to resist external and internal threats,
adapt to crisis situations and ensure the continuity of key political, economic and social processes.
Methods. The study used general scientific and special methods of cognition. Methods of analysis and
synthesis were applied to generalize theoretical approaches to regional security and national stability.
Systemic and structural-functional approaches made it possible to consider international organizations as
key institutional elements of the regional security system. The comparative method was used to analyze the
activities of individual international organizations in the security sphere. The generalization method was
used to formulate the conclusions of the study.

Results. The study substantiates that international organizations play a key role in strengthening regional
security by coordinating the actions of states, forming common security approaches, and responding to
modern threats. It is determined that the activities of international organizations contribute to increasing the
national resilience of states through the development of institutional capacity, collective security mechanisms,
and international cooperation.

Conclusions. The study found that international organizations play an important role in strengthening
regional security, ensuring the coordination of efforts of states, the formation of common security approaches
and mechanisms for responding to modern threats. It is proven that through institutional, regulatory and
cooperative instruments they contribute to increasing the level of national resilience of states, in particular by
supporting institutional capacity, developing collective security and strengthening international cooperation.
Key words: international security architecture, collective security, institutional security mechanisms, crisis
response, strategic stability, hybrid threats, institutional capacity of the state, international cooperation,
peacekeeping.
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Introduction. The transformation of the modern system of
international relations is accompanied by an increase in the number
and complexity of security challenges, which are increasingly regional
and transnational in nature. Armed conflicts, hybrid threats, the spread
of disinformation, cyber attacks, political instability and economic
crises form a new security environment in which states are faced with
the need to revise traditional approaches to ensuring national and
regional security. In these conditions, not only the state’s ability to
defend itself, but also its ability to maintain stability in crisis situations
and effectively adapt to external and internal challenges becomes of
key importance. The concept of national resilience is increasingly
used in scientific and political discourse to characterize the ability of
the state and society to resist complex threats, ensure the continuity of
the functioning of institutions and maintain socio-political stability.
At the same time, the formation of national resilience is impossible
solely at the expense of the state’s internal resources, since most
modern threats go beyond national borders and have a regional or
global dimension. That is why the issues of regional security and
international cooperation are becoming particularly relevant.
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In this context, international organizations act as important institutional entities that ensure the
coordination of actions of states, the formation of common security approaches and mechanisms for
responding to crisis situations. Through collective security instruments, peacekeeping missions, advisory
and technical assistance, as well as norm-setting activities, international organizations play a significant
role in stabilizing the regional security environment. At the same time, their influence is not limited to
the external dimension of security, but also extends to the internal stability of states, in particular through
support for institutional capacity, the development of democratic institutions and crisis management
mechanisms.

The relevance of studying the role of international organizations in strengthening regional security and
national stability is due to the need for a comprehensive understanding of their contribution to the modern
security architecture. This issue is of particular importance in the context of an increasing number of
regional conflicts and crises that require collective decisions and coordinated actions of the international
community. Analysis of these processes allows us to better understand the mechanisms of interaction
between international organizations and states and determine their significance for ensuring stability and
security in the modern world.

The purpose of the article is to comprehensively analyze the role of international organizations in
strengthening regional security and shaping the national resilience of states in the context of modern
global and regional security challenges. The study aims to clarify the significance of international
organizations as institutional actors in ensuring stability, coordinating the actions of states and developing
collective security mechanisms, as well as to determine their contribution to increasing the ability of states
to effectively counteract crises, adapt to transnational threats and ensure the resilience of political and
social institutions.

Methods. In the process of research, general scientific and special methods of cognition were used,
which provided a comprehensive analysis of the role of international organizations in strengthening
regional security and national stability. The method of analysis and synthesis was used to develop
scientific approaches to interpreting the concepts of regional security and national stability, as well as
to generalize theoretical positions on the activities of international organizations in the field of security.
Using a systemic approach, international organizations were considered as elements of an integral
system of international and regional security that interact with national institutions and other subjects of
international relations. The comparative method was used to compare the role and instruments of various
international organizations (UN, NATO, EU, OSCE) in ensuring regional security and supporting the
national stability of states. The method of structural-functional analysis made it possible to determine
the main areas of activity of international organizations in the field of security and their contribution to
the formation of institutional, political and social stability of states. The institutional approach is used
to study the mechanisms of influence of international organizations on the processes of strengthening
security and coordinating the actions of participating states in the regional dimension. The method of
generalization and scientific interpretation is used to formulate conclusions regarding the importance of
international organizations in the modern architecture of regional security and their role in increasing
national resilience in the face of growing global and regional threats.

Results. In the modern theory of international relations, regional security is considered as a complex
multidimensional phenomenon that is formed under the influence of political, military, economic and
social processes within a certain geographical space. In contrast to the classical state-centric approaches
to security, which focused mainly on military confrontation and the balance of power, the regional
dimension of security emphasizes the interdependence of states, the commonality of threats and the need
to coordinate efforts at the supranational level. This approach is due to the fact that most modern threats
— armed conflicts, hybrid influences, migration crises, transnational crime — have a clearly expressed
regional character and cannot be effectively neutralized solely by the efforts of an individual state. The
theoretical understanding of regional security is based on various scientific approaches, among which the
concept of regional security complexes occupies an important place. It proceeds from the fact that security
interactions between states are concentrated mainly within regions where the level of mutual influence
and interdependence is the highest. In this context, the security of each state is closely linked to the
security of its neighbors, and regional instability can quickly transform into internal crises of individual
countries. Therefore, regional security appears not as the sum of national security, but as a holistic system
of interconnected interests and risks (Cull N. J., 2019).
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In parallel with the development of the regional approach, the concept of national resilience is being
formed in scientific discourse, which is used to characterize the ability of the state and society to withstand
crises, adapt to dynamic changes and recover from destabilizing influences. National resilience is an
interdisciplinary category that combines elements of security, political, social and management research.
It covers not only the military component, but also institutional capacity, the effectiveness of public
administration, social cohesion and trust in public institutions.

An important feature of the modern security environment is the close relationship between regional
security and national stability. Regional conflicts and crises directly affect the internal stability of states,
weakening their institutions and reducing the level of public trust. At the same time, states with a low level
of national stability can act as sources of regional instability, spreading threats beyond their own borders.
Thus, ensuring regional security and building national stability should be viewed as interconnected and
complementary processes. In this context, the role of international organizations, which act as institutional
mediators between the national and regional levels of security, becomes particularly important. They
create regulatory and coordination frameworks for cooperation, contribute to the harmonization of the
interests of states and the formation of common approaches to responding to threats. It is through the
activities of international organizations that regional security is institutionalized and national stability of
states is supported in a complex and dynamic international environment.

In the modern architecture of international security, international organizations play a key role as
institutional actors that ensure the coordination of the actions of states in the field of maintaining peace
and stability. Their activities are determined by the objective need for a collective response to threats that
by their nature go beyond national borders and have a regional or transnational dimension. It is within
the framework of international organizations that common approaches to security are formed, conflict
prevention mechanisms are developed, and cooperation between states is institutionalized.

The architecture of regional security is based on a combination of the global and regional levels, where
both universal and regional international organizations play a leading role. The United Nations is the central
element of the global security system, providing the regulatory and legal foundations of international peace
and security and defining the general principles of interaction between states in this area. At the same time,
regional organizations complement the activities of the UN, adapting security mechanisms to the specifics
of individual regions and ensuring a more efficient response to crisis situations (Fedasiuk R., 2020).

Aspecial place in the regional security system is occupied by organizations such as NATO, the European
Union and the OSCE, whose activities are aimed at maintaining stability in the European region. NATO
performs the function of collective defense and deterrence, providing military-political guarantees of the
security of member states and partners. The European Union, in turn, forms a comprehensive approach to
security, combining military, civilian, economic and institutional instruments, which allows us to consider
security as a multidimensional process. The OSCE focuses on preventive diplomacy, arms control, the
protection of human rights and the development of trust between states, which are important elements of
regional stability.

An important characteristic of the modern architecture of regional security is the multilevel nature and
interaction of various institutional formats. International organizations do not operate in isolation, but are
in constant interaction with each other and with national governments, which allows them to coordinate
political decisions, avoid duplication of efforts and increase the effectiveness of security measures
(Nazaruk Z., 2021). Such interaction contributes to the formation of a common vision of threats and ways
to neutralize them at the regional level. In the context of modern challenges, international organizations
are increasingly performing not only the functions of responding to conflicts, but also the task of ensuring
long-term stability. By developing cooperation mechanisms, supporting security reforms and contributing
to strengthening the institutional capacity of states, they are becoming important elements of the regional
security architecture. Thus, international organizations act not only as instruments of collective action, but
also as structural components of the modern system of regional and international security.

Itis advisable to consider the mechanisms of influence of international organizations on regional security
as a complex of interconnected instruments — from norm-setting and diplomatic mediation to peacekeeping
operations, crisis response, and post-conflict stabilization. The first group of mechanisms is regulatory
and legal regulation and the creation of collective response procedures. The universal “constitutional”
basis for the interaction of the global and regional levels of security is Chapter VIII of the UN Charter.
It directly recognizes the existence of regional arrangements/agencies for the maintenance of peace and
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security and encourages the peaceful settlement of local disputes through regional mechanisms (Article
52), and also determines the conditions for the application of coercive measures: regional organizations
can carry out coercive actions only under the authority of the UN Security Council (Article 53) and must
inform the UN Security Council of the relevant measures (Article 54).

In practice, this creates a basis for the legitimization of decisions in the field of regional security and
at the same time sets the framework for responsibility and accountability, which is important for trust
between states and for the “linkage” of regional initiatives with the global peacekeeping system.

The second group of mechanisms is the division of functions between international organizations
(task-sharing): when universal and regional institutions coordinate roles in conflict prevention, mediation,
operations and recovery. Studies on the interaction of the UN with regional institutions emphasize
that regional organizations can “unload” global structures and enhance participation and consensus on
security issues, as well as act as an instrument of cooperation and delegation within the broader system
of maintaining international peace. Importantly, the practice of applying Chapter VIII itself indicates: the
Security Council can encourage regional initiatives for peace settlement, authorize enforcement measures
and support regional peacekeeping operations, forming a multi-level model of security management.

The third group of mechanisms is early warning, prevention and mediation, that is, tools aimed at
preventing escalation. An illustrative example is the OSCE, where early warning, conflict prevention
and crisis management are defined as one of the organization’s focuses, and there is also a generalized
“compendium” of relevant mechanisms and procedures. Institutionally, these functions are supported, in
particular, by the OSCE Conflict Prevention Center, which directly outlines its role in supporting early
warning, conflict prevention, crisis management, mediation, risk reduction and post-conflict rehabilitation.
In the context of regional security, it is preventive mechanisms that are of particular value, as they allow
operating in the “gray zone” between peace and open conflict, reducing the cost of further settlement and
limiting the spread of instability to neighboring states.

The fourth group of mechanisms is operational crisis response tools, which include military and non-
military measures. For NATO, crisis prevention and management is defined as one of the fundamental
security tasks; it can encompass “military and non-military measures” before, during and after conflicts
and is implemented on the basis of the experience of crisis operations, procedures and the Alliance’s
integrated command structure; decisions on involvement are made by consensus.

At the same time, NATO explicitly emphasizes the possibility of interaction with other organizations
(UN, EU, OSCE, etc.) in combined missions and operations, which is a practical manifestation of inter-
institutional coordination in the regional security architecture. In addition, NATO conceptualizes an
“integrated approach” to crises as a combination of political, civilian and military instruments and the need
for coordination with other actors, emphasizing that military means alone are not sufficient. A similar logic
is inherent in the EU through the Common Security and Defence Policy (CSDP): it is positioned as an
instrument for conflict prevention, crisis management and international peacebuilding, involving civilian
and military resources. Official EU materials also specify the “package” of tasks of missions/operations
(humanitarian and rescue tasks, conflict prevention, crisis management tasks, post-conflict stabilisation,
etc.) and emphasise the external nature of such missions and operations (Cull N. J., 2008, c. 47).

The fifth group of mechanisms is post-conflict recovery/rehabilitation and institutional capacity
building as the basis for long-term security. The OSCE, in describing the functions of its Conflict
Prevention Center, directly includes post-conflict rehabilitation and peacebuilding in the scope of tasks.
The EU within the framework of the CSDP additionally emphasizes the “integrated approach” to external
crises — the coordination of diplomatic, aid and other policy instruments for a “tailor-made response”,
as well as the use of civilian missions, in particular to support law enforcement/judicial reforms in post-
conflict regions.It is this block of mechanisms that directly links regional security with national resilience:
resilience is strengthened through high-quality institutions, the state’s ability to provide basic services,
maintain law and order and manageability in stressful conditions. The accountability and information
support mechanism, which ensures the continuity of interaction between security levels, requires special
attention. The UN Charter requires that the Security Council be informed “at all times” of the activities of
regional peace and security mechanisms (Article 54).

This is not only a legal requirement, but also an element of risk management: regular awareness and
coordination reduce the likelihood of parallel, uncoordinated actions that could exacerbate conflicts or
create competition for mandates between organizations.
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International organizations influence national resilience primarily through supporting institutional
capacity and governance quality. The UNDP approach is illustrative, where country resilience is linked
to the ability to anticipate and prepare for shocks, which depends on the technical capabilities of the
“first line” response institutions, the functioning of state systems and broader governance structures that
“set the rules of the game”. It also emphasizes that effective anti-crisis policy requires a combination
of institutional qualities (effectiveness, adaptability, stability) with the principles of good governance
(participation/inclusion, non-discrimination/equality, rule of law/accountability), and it is this combination
that strengthens the legitimacy and viability of crisis solutions.

In practice, this means that international organizations build resilience not only “through resources”,
but through rules, standards and approaches to governance that are embedded in state institutions and
procedures.

The second key dimension of resilience is civil preparedness and the ability to ensure the continuity of
government and the provision of basic services. In NATO’s approach, resilience is defined as the individual
and collective ability to prepare for, withstand, respond to and recover rapidly from shocks and disruptions,
and civil preparedness is explicitly named as a central pillar of resilience and a critical factor in collective
defence. NATO also formulates three “core functions” of civil preparedness: continuity of governance,
continuity of vital services for the population and civil support for military operations, which leads to a
practical idea: national resilience is about the ability of a state not to “stop” under the pressure of crises.

This approach is important for the article because it demonstrates that international organizations
strengthen the resilience of states not only through military instruments, but also through requirements
and assessments of civil preparedness and the protection of critical areas.

The third area of contribution of international organizations is support for security sector reform as a
tool for long-term resilience. The European Union, in its materials on Security Sector Reform, directly
links instability to the lack of an effective and accountable security system and emphasizes that support for
partner countries’ reforms is aimed at peace and stability, state-building, democracy, the rule of law and
human rights. It is important that democratic civilian control and oversight, transparency of procedures,
integration of the security sector budget into the overall budget process and involvement of civil society
are mentioned among the principles.

Thus, international organizations contribute to stability not only through “strengthening force
capabilities”, but also through institutional guarantees of accountability and “rules of the game” in the
security sector, which reduce the risks of internal destabilization, corruption and loss of trust.

The fourth mechanism is targeted capacity building at the institutional and personnel levels. The
Defense Security Cooperation University/[SG materials emphasize that no country can effectively protect
itself if it is “eroded” by destabilizing influences, including the loss of critical infrastructure, supply
chain disruptions, and disinformation campaigns; and resilience is defined as the key to the ability to
deter, resist, and recover from shocks. The same materials emphasize the partners’ problems: the lack of
legislation, leadership, “whole-of-society” interaction mechanisms, and risk management practices—that
is, those “weak spots” where international organizations’ programs are often targeted.

Additionally, the EU in its “Strategic Compass” explicitly states its intention to invest in partners’
resilience and strengthen cooperation with NATO in countering hybrid threats, foreign information
manipulation, and securing cyberspace. This is an important argument: international organizations build
resilience as a long-term policy of “partnerships and standards”, not as one-off measures (Callahan W. A.,
2016, c. 232-235).

The fifth dimension is supporting conflict prevention and peacebuilding, which directly strengthens
national resilience by reducing the risks of escalation and restoring trust in institutions. UNDP defines
peacebuilding as working with the full “crisis cycle” — from early warning to long-term recovery — with a
focus on strengthening institutions and services, access to justice and restoring trust in governance; it also
mentions supporting the development of national prevention strategies that help governments identify
risks early and coordinate responses.

Within the UN system, the Peacebuilding and Peace Support Office (PBPSO) is described as an
institution that strengthens coherence within the UN system and with partners in support of nationally-
led efforts to “build and sustain peace”, and also administers the Peacebuilding Fund. This allows us to
logically emphasize that “resilience” in the national dimension is not limited to defense, but includes
social cohesion, rebuilding trust, inclusiveness and the ability to resolve conflicts without violence.
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Finally, an important component of national resilience is the preservation of public trust and the stability
of the information space (Huang Z. A., 2021). This is why international organizations are increasingly
including tools for countering hybrid threats and strategic communications in their activities. In the
“Strategic Compass”, the EU directly links partnerships to the need for joint responses to threats and
records the intention to deepen cooperation with NATO on crisis management, information exchange,
countering hybrid threats, foreign information manipulation and securing cyberspace.

For its part, NATO emphasizes a “comprehensive approach” to crises, which combines political, civilian
and military tools and the necessary coordination with other actors, and also recognizes the importance
of strategic communications in a comprehensive response. As a result, international organizations support
national resilience not only through “force” and institutional components, but also by strengthening the
ability of states and societies to resist destabilizing information influences and maintain control in a crisis.

Although international organizations provide a framework for regional security and support national
resilience, their effectiveness depends critically on the political will of member states, their mandates,
decision-making procedures, resources, and the quality of coordination. These factors manifest themselves
differently in different regions, which leads to uneven effects from the organizations’ activities.

One of the key challenges for regional organizations is their procedural reliance on unanimity or
consensus, which makes it difficult to respond quickly to crises.

A prime example is the OSCE, where decisions must be made by all 57 participating states on the
basis of the principle of consensus, defined as “no objections” to a decision. While this principle enhances
the legitimacy and politically binding nature of decisions, it also allows one state to block decisions on
activities, appointments, or budgets. In public discussions, the participants themselves emphasize that
consensus can be “abused” and have an obstructive effect (in particular, preventing decisions or closing
field operations).

A similar type of restriction is characteristic of the EU in the field of CSDP, where decisions on the
Common Security and Defense Policy are generally adopted unanimously in the EU Council, which is
directly enshrined in the relevant provisions of the founding treaties. This strengthens policy coherence,
but potentially reduces efficiency and increases the “price of compromise” when launching missions or
expanding mandates. [europarl.europa.eu], [consilium.europa.eu]

For most regional formats, the problem of legal legitimacy of coercive actions is critically important.
The UN Charter (Chapter VIII) stipulates that regional arrangements may engage in peacekeeping, but
enforcement measures under the auspices of regional mechanisms are possible only with the authorization
of the UN Security Council, and the UN Security Council must be constantly informed of relevant
activities. This creates a structural dependence of regional initiatives on the political dynamics in the
Security Council, as well as on the coherence of the positions of key actors on issues of mandating and
monitoring implementation.

In practical terms, this means that even with regional readiness to act, political disagreements in the
process of mandating and monitoring can significantly limit the speed and scope of the response, which is
separately emphasized in the analysis of the interaction of the Security Council with regional organizations
(mandating, strategic disagreements, political alignment and operational coordination).

Another limitation is the disparity in mandates and capabilities of different international organizations
and regional structures. Comparative reviews emphasize that regional organizations differ significantly
in their capabilities (from conflict prevention to post-war reconstruction), and their real effectiveness
depends on institutional maturity and resources.

The example of the OSCE additionally shows that the effectiveness of the toolkit can be limited not
only by political factors, but also by resource constraints, as well as by the lack of political will to fully
use the available tools. Under such conditions, organizations are forced to either narrow their activities or
act selectively, which affects the sustainability of security outcomes.

In a multi-level architecture of regional security, coordination between organizations, avoiding
duplication, and harmonizing doctrines/approaches become a significant challenge. Analytical materials on
the interaction of the UN Security Council with regional organizations highlight operational coordination,
resource issues, as well as doctrinal differences and ‘“complementarity/comparative advantage” as a
separate problem as a constant point of tension in joint approaches.

For NATO, the coordination aspect is also an important element of crisis management: the Alliance
provides for interaction with other international organizations (UN, EU, OSCE, etc.) in combined missions,
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but decisions on involvement are made by consensus and in each case separately, which adds political
“inertia” to inter-institutional formats.

Even when organizations have developed monitoring, early warning and prevention tools, the transition
from risk diagnosis to timely action becomes a problem. For the EU, this challenge is recorded as one of the
“cross-cutting” factors that can hinder the effectiveness of missions and operations: among the problems
mentioned, in particular, are the gaps between early warning and early action, as well as resource barriers
and differences in the positions of states on the use of force (Nguyen M. T. 2025).

The OSCE has developed early warning and crisis management mechanisms, but their full application
in practice is closely tied to the political agreement of the participating States and the procedural framework
of the organization.

An additional limitation is the difficulty of maintaining a balance between pragmatic security goals and
the value dimension, especially in the context of aggravating geopolitical conflicts. Political assessments
of the evolution of CSDP emphasize that the shift in priorities towards “narrowly security” approaches
can weaken the primary democratic/governance components of missions and operations. In parallel,
analyses of CSDP activities separately highlight the issue of democratic oversight and accountability
as one of the criteria for assessing the success of missions, which also affects the public legitimacy of
security decisions.

Conclusions. Thus, the constraints on the activities of international organizations in the regional
dimension are mainly institutional and political in nature: (1) procedural blockages (consensus/unanimity),
(2) mandate/legal frameworks for coercion, (3) resource shortages and asymmetry of capabilities, (4)
coordination problems, (5) the gap between early warning and early action, (6) the tension between
pragmatic security and values/accountability.
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Mema cmammi nonseae y 6ce0iyHOMy aHANI3I PONI MINCHAPOOHUX OpeaHizayiul y 3MIYHeHHi pecioHanbHOT
besnexu ma (opmyeaHHi HAYIOHATLHOI CMIUKOCMI 0epicag Y KOHMEKCMi CYUACHUX 2100AIbHUX | PeLiOHAIbHUX
Oe3nexkosux GuUKUKie. Y medcax docniodcenus nepedbauacmucs 3’ ACy8amu 3HAUEHHS MidICHAPOOHUX OpeaHi3ayill
AK THemumyyitiHux cy0’ekmie 3a6e3neventss cmadinibHOCmi, KOOpOuHayii Oitl 0epocas ma po3eumKy Mexauizmie
KOeKMUBHOI Oe3nexu, a makodxc UHAYUmu ixuill 6HeCOK Y NIOBUUYEHHSI CHPOMONCHOCHI] 0epiicag e(hexmugHo
npOMuUQiAmu Kpusam, a0anniys8amucs 00 mpaHCHAYIOHAIbHUX 3a2po3 i 3a0e3neyyeamu CmitKicmb HOTIMUYHUX Ma
CYCRITbHUX THCTUMYMIG.

Memoou. Memooonozciuny ocrogy 00CIIONCeHHS CHIAHOGTAMY 3A2ATbHOHAYKOG] A CReYiabHI Memoou nisHaAHH,
Wo 003601UNU KOMIIEKCHO NPOAHANIZY8AMY POlb MINCHAPOOHUX OP2aHi3ayill y 3MiYHEHHI pecioHanbHOI besnexu
ma gopmyeanni HayionanvHoi cmitikocmi Oepaicas. Y npoyeci pobomu 3acmoco8aHO Memoou ananizy ma
CuHmesy Ol Y3aealbHeHHs MeopemuyHux nioxo0ig 00 pe2ioHalbHOI Oesneku 1l HAYIOHATbHOI cmilikocmi ma
cucmemamu3ayii HayKogux no2iadie Ha OiANbHICMb MidDCHAPOOHUX opeaHizayili y cpepi Gesnexu. CucmemHuil
i cmpyKkmypHOQYHKYIOHATbHULL NIOX00U BUKOPUCMAHO 05 PO32NA0Y MIJICHAPOOHUX OP2AHI3AYIll K CKAAO0BUX
bacamopieHesoi apximexnypu pe2ioHanbHol Oe3neKu ma USHAUeHHs iX QYHKYil y niOmpuManui cmadiibHOCmi
u cmitikocmi. IlopieHsibhuil Memood 003601U8 3iCMABUMU THCHIPYMEHMU Ma NPAKmuKy OIbHOCHT OKpeMux
MIDICHAPOOHUX opeanizayiil y cepi besnexu, a IHCMUnyyilHul nioXio — nPOAHANI3Y8amMY MeXAHI3MU IX NIUEY HA
opmysanns Hayionanbrol cmitikocmi Oepaicas. Memoo y3aeanbHenHs 3acmoco8ano Ons QOpMyn08aHHs GUCHOBKIE
i BUBHAUEHHSA KTIOYOBUX MEHOEHYIl PO3GUMKY CYUACHOI pecioHanbHoi Oe3nex.

Pesynomamu. Y pesynomami npogedenozo 00CrioNcents 6CMAHOBIEHO, Wo MIJICHAPOOHT opeanizayii gidieparoms
CUCTEMOYMBOPIOIOY POTb Y 300e3NeYeHH] PeiOHAIbHOI Oe3neku ma (QopMySaHHi HAYIOHATLHOI CMIUKOCHI
0epaIcas y CyuacHux ymosax 21ooaivHoi HecmabinoHocmi. Ananiz meopemuuHux nioxoois i npakmux ix QisibHOCMI
3aC8I0YU8, U0 PElOHAIbHA Oe3neKd ma HAYIOHATbHA CIILKICb € 83AEMON08 A3AHUMY KAME20PIAMU, PO3GUIMOK
AKUX 8100Y8aembCst 8 Medcax bazamopieHesoi apXximekmypu MidCHapoOHoi Oesnexu. JJogedeHo, ujo MidCHAPOOHI
OpeaHizayii GUCHTYNAMb THCIMUMYYIIHUMU NOCEPEOHUKAMU MINC 2T00ATbHUM T pe2iOHATbHUM pigHAMU De3neKu,
3a0e3neuyioull y32000iCeHHs IHMepecie 0epiucas, GUPOOIEHHS CRITbHUX HOPM I Pedni3ayilo KONeKMUBHUX MeXAHI3MIE
peazyéanns, Ha pezionanvhi 3azposu. Ixus OisnbHicmv cnpuse incmumyyionanizayii 6e3nexoeoi e3aemooi,
SHUMNCEHHIO PIGHS KOHQIIKMHOCHI ma NIOSUWEHHIO Nepeddauy8anOCHi MINCHAPOOHUX GIOHOCUH Y PeLiOHATbHOMY
guMipi. Bemarnosneno, wo 6nuue MidCHapOOHUX Op2aHi3ayill Ha PeLioHAIbHY De3neKy PeanizyemvCs uepes KOMNIEKe
83AEMO0ONOBHIOBATILHUX MEXAHIZMIB, 30KpeMd HOPMOMEOPHY OiAIbHICMb, NpPeseHyilo KoHGikmis, Kpuszoge
peazysants, MUpomeopui onepayii ma nOCMKOHGIKMHY cmadinizayito. 3acmocysanHs yux iHcmpymenmig 003604e
He Juuie peazysamil Ha 8ice HAAGHI 3a2po3u, a U popmysamu yMosu 0t 0620CMPOK06oi CMaditbHOCMI 6 Pe2iOHAX.
O6IpyHmMosamo, wjo 6HECOK MidCHAPOOHUX Opeanizayitl y Qopmyeants HayioHanbHOI cmilikocmi depicas nonsieac
Hacamnepeo y Ni0GUUWEHHT THCIUMYYIIHOT CNPOMOJICHOCTI, PO3BUMKY YUBLIbHOI 20moHOCmi, niompumyi pegopm
cexmopy be3nexu ma 3MiyHeHHi cucmem Ynpagiinua kpusamu. Yepes cmanoapmu, KOHCYIbIMAMUGHY NIOMPUMKY,
HABUANbHI NpOpaMU MA ONepayitini Micii MINCHAPOOHI opeaHizayii cnpusioms adanmayii depoicag 00 CyuacHux
2IOPUOHUX | MPAHCHAYIOHATLHUX 3a2po3. Buseneno, wo egexmusnicms JisibHOCMI MIJICHAPOOHUX Op2aHi3ayiil y
DeCIOHANLHOMY GUMIDT CYMIMEBD 0OMENCYEMBCS NOTTMUKOTHCIMUMYYIIHUMU YUHHUKAMUY, 30KPEMA KOHCEHCYCHUMU
npoyedypamu YX6aieHHs PiuieHb, MAHOAMHUMY 0OMENHCEHHAMU U000 NPUMYCOBUX Oill, PeCYPCHUMU OUCOANAHCAMU
ma npoonemamu  MINCIHCIUMYYIHOT KoopouHayii. L[i oOMedceHHs: 3YMOGNI0Mb  HEPIGHOMIPHICHb  6NUGY
MIDICHAPOOHUX Op2aHI3ayill y PISHUX PeLiOHAX | 3HUICYIOMb ONEPANMUBHICHIb Peacy8anHs HA KPU306i cuntyayii.
Y3acanvnenns  pesynomamie  0ocniodcenns 00360MUN0  Oilimu  GUCHOBKY, WO NIOBUWEHHS eeKmugHoCmi
pecioHanbHOL be3nexu ma HayioHANLHOL cmitikocmi nompedye no0aIbu020 B00CKOHANEHHS MEXAHIZMIE 83AEMOO0TT
MIDICHAPOOHUX OPeaHI3ayill, PO3BUMKY SHYUKUX hopmamie cnignpayi ma nocunenHs KoOpOUuHayii Misc n1o0atsHumu
i pecionanvrumu incmumyyismu. Came komniexcHul ma 6azamopieHesuii nioxio 0o 6e3nexu cmeoproc nepeoymosu
018 CMILIKO20 (PYHKYIOHYBAHHS OEPIUCAB | PE2IOHI8 Y CYUACHOMY MIJICHAPOOHOMY CepeoosULyi.

Bucnosxu. llpogedene 0ocniodcents niomeepouno, wjo 8 ymosax 21o0aivbHoi HecmabitbHocmi pe2ioHanvha besnexa
ma HAYioHaNbHA CIMILKICMb 0epocas (opMyIombCs 8 MICHOMY 63A€M038 3Ky ma dedali Oiiviue 3anexcams 6io
epexmuenocmi  dianvHocmi  MidicHapoonux opeaizayiu. Cyuacha cucmema MixcHapooHoi besnexu Hadysae
bacamopieHeso20 xapakmepy, y Mexcax SK020 came MIJNCHAPOOHI opeanizayii 3adesneuyioms iHcmumyyitine
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NOEOHAHHS 2100AIbHO20, PeCIOHANbHO20 MA HAYIOHATbHO20 6UMIDIE besneku. Bcmanosneno, wjo MidcHApoOHi
opeanizayii 6idiepaioms K408y poib y IHCMUmMyyioHanizayii pecionanvHol besnexu, Gopmyouu CRiibHi HOpMU,
Mexawizvu KoopouHayii ma KoleKmugHi nioXoOu 00 peazyeanHs HA pe2ioHanbHi 3aeposu. Ixus Oisnbmicmo
CIPUSIE 3HUICEHHIO DIGHS KOHIIKMHOCTI, NIO8UWeHHIO Nepeddayy8anocmi MzofCHapodHux npoyecie i 3MiyHeHHIO
cmaoineHocmi 6 okpemux pecionax. Jlogedeno, o 6Hecox Ml:)fcnapoéﬂux opeanizayiil y popmyeans HayioHaIbHOT
CmilKocmi 0epaicag noafeae He auue 8 Kpuzoeomy peazyeanti, a il y 00820CMpoK08oMY NIOUWEHHT THCIMUMYYitiHOT
CIPOMOJICHOCTE, PO3GUMKY YUBLIbHOI 20mOSHOCHI, niompumyi pegpopm cekmopy 6esneku ma 600CKOHATEHHI
cucmem YAPAGNiHHA pusukamu. Yepes HOpMamueHi, KOHCYIbMAMUGHI, ONEPAYiliHi Ma HABYANbHI IHCHPYMEHMU
MIDICHAPOOHT opeanizayii cnpusioms adanmayii 0eprcas 00 iOPUOHUX | MPAHCHAYIOHATLHUX SUKIUKIE CYUACHOT
besnexoeoi peanvocmi. Boonouac 3’scoeano, wo egexmugHicms OILIbHOCMI MINCHAPOOHUX OpeaHizayiil y
DeCIOHATLHOMY GUMIPI ICHIOMHO 0OMENCYEMbCS NONIMUKOTHCMUMY YIIHUMU YUHHUKAMY, cepeod SKUX nposione micye
nOCiOaiomy KOHCEHCYCHI NpoYedypu YX8ALeHHs PiuteHb, MaHOAMHI 0OMENCeHHS W00 3ACMOCYBAHHSL PUMYCOBUX
3ax00i8, HePIGHOMIPHICMb PecyPCHO20 3abe3nedenHs ma npooiemu MidciHemumyyiuHoi koopounayii. L]i pakmopu
3YMOGIIOIOMb ACUMEMPII0 GNIUSY MIJICHAPOOHUX OPeAHi3ayill y PISHUX Pe2IOHAX [ 3HUICYIOMb ONepamueHicmy
peazysanns Ha Kpu3oei cumyayii. YsacanvHenus pe3yibmami 00CRiONCeHHS 0036011€ OiMU BUCHOBKY, WO
no0abule NOCUNEHHs PeciOHATbHOI De3neKu ma HAYioHANbHOT CIMILIKOCmI nompedye 800CKOHANECHHSL MEXAHI3MIB
83AEMOOTT MIJICHAPOOHUX OP2AHI3AYIll, PO3GUMKY HYUKUX (opmamie cnienpayi ma niduujeH s PigHs KOOpOUHAyii
Midic 2nobanbHuMuy Ui pecionanbrumy incmumyyiamu. Kovniexchuil, bacamopienesutl i iHCIMUmyyitHo y32000iceHull
nioxio 00 6esneku € KIoU080K NepedymMosoi0 CMAOIIbHOZ0 PO3GUMKY 0epICaAs | Pe2ioHi6 Y CYHACHIll cucmemi
MIJICHAPOOHUX BIOHOCUH.

KuorouoBi ciioBa: apxitekTypa MiKHApOJHOI O€3MeKH, KOJEKTHBHA Oe3MeKa, IHCTUTYLIHHI MEeXaHi3MH
Oe3rexu, pearyBaHHs Ha KpH3H, CTpaTeridyHa cTabinbHICTh, FOpHAHI 3arpo3H, IHCTUTYLHHA CIPOMOKHICTb
JeprKaBH, MDKHAPOIHE CIIiBPOOITHUIITBO, MUPOTBOPYA JiSIIbHICTS.
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