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The relevance of the study is due to the fact that since 2017, official documents and statements
of the US administration, among other things, place the main emphasis on the so-called fair trade.
One of the promises of the future president during his election campaign was the withdrawal from
the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP), the revision of the NAFTA Agreement (North American Free
Trade Agreement - North American Free Trade Agreement) and support for new trade agreements
that are extremely beneficial for the United States. The course of US trade policy today is highly
controversial and controversial. In light of this new course, one of the main problems has become
the understanding of what is meant by the term fair trade. The subject of research of the article
is the process of development of the world trading system within the WTO, which is based on the
principle of non-discrimination, market liberalization, free trade, etc. The goal is an analysis of
the definition of fair trade from a literal, terminological, historical and conceptual point of view.
The objective is to research the concept of fair trade in general and each of its elements (unfair
trade practice, fair competition and level playing field) in theoretical interpretation and in practical
use. General scientific methods are used, such as system analysis - to define the general concept
of fair trade and its components in theoretical and practical aspects, as well as factor analysis -
to formalize the cause-and-effect relationships of the investigated factors of the development of
the world trade system in the direction of its liberalization. The following results were obtained:
based on the analysis carried out, it can be concluded that fair trade should be understood as
such trade that will exclude any manifestations of unfair trading practices, ensure fair
competition, as well as a truly level playing field for trade. In practice, this is exactly what the
world community is striving for in the development of the world trading system. Conclusions: the
lack of a unified approach to understanding fair trade in general and each of its elements (fair
trading practices, fair competition and equal conditions) allows these concepts to be manipulated

and used in a way convenient for the one who uses them.
Keywords: fair trade, fair competition, level playing field, unfair trade practices.

Introduction. In the fall of 2016, the election of
the 45th President of the United States was held,
which was won by Donald John Trump. One of the
promises of the future president during his election
campaign was the withdrawal from the Trans-
Pacific Partnership (TPP), the revision of the NAFTA
Agreement (North American Free Trade Agreement -
North American Free Trade Agreement) and support
for new trade agreements that are extremely
beneficial for the United States.

After Trump took office as President of the
United States, the new administration developed
the US President's Trade Policy Program
2017 [1], which, among others, declared the
main goal of American foreign trade - expanding

trade on freer and more equitable terms for all
Americans.

In a memorandum for trade missions, Trump
indicated on January 23, 2017 that the basis of
the trade policy of the new US presidential
administration will be fair and cost-effective trade
deals that will serve the interests of American
workers. [2].

These official documents, statements by the
administration of the President of the United
States and Trump himself, among other things,
place the main emphasis on the so-called fair
trade.

The New Deal of US Trade Policy is incredibly
controversial and controversial today. In light of this
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new course, one of the main problems has become
the understanding of what is meant by the term fair
trade. The use of this term has its own development.
The purpose of this article is to analyze the definition
of fair trade from a literal, terminological, historical
and conceptual point of view.

Results and discussion.

First of all, let us turn to various dictionaries.
Thus, Oxford Color Russian Dictionary offers a
similar translation of the word fair [3].

The Oxford Illustrated Dictionary offers the
following interpretations of the word fair [4]:

— beautiful; satisfactory, abundant,
attractive, pleasing, at first sight or hearing,
specious, plausible;

— clean, clear, unblemished, just, unbiased,
equitable, legitimate;

— of moderate quality, not bad, pretty good;

— favorable, promising, gentle, unobstructed.

A literal interpretation fairly suggested is: in a
fair manner, utterly, completely, rather, tolerably.

The Longman Dictionary of contemporary
English offers even more extensive interpretations
of fair [3]:

— reasonable and acceptable - a situation,
system, or way of treating people that is fair seems
reasonable and acceptable: a fair wage for the job;

— treating everyone equally — a fair situation,
judgment, description etc is one in which everyone
is treated equally;

— fair person — someone who treats everyone
in a reasonable, equal way;

— according to the rules — a fair fight, game, or
election is one that is played or done according to
the rules;

— a fair shake — fair treatment that allows
someone the same chances as everyone else;

— by fair means of foul — using any method to
get what you want, including dishonest or illegal
methods.

Thus, we can conclude that in the
understanding of the English and American
dictionaries, the word fair means precisely the
literal meaning of the word "fair", i.e. reasonable,
impartial, equal, honest, legal. In other words, in
a common sense, the term fair trade means fair or
fair trade, and from this point of view, the use of
the phrase “fair trade” is quite justified.

If we focus on the context of trade, then we can
conclude that trade in this case should provide
equal conditions for all its participants, the rules
for all should be uniform and reasonable, the
same. They must also be used in the same way
for all traders, protect the rights of traders in the
same way, and provide, accordingly, the same
rights for all. In fact, such trading should give
everyone an equal chance of success and, of
course, should be legal. However, it should be
noted that the use of the strong expression “by
any means” gives this concept a negative
character and implies the possibility of using
dishonest and illegal methods.
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The general conclusion about the literal
interpretation of the concept of "fair trade", arising
from the totality of the definitions discussed above,
is based on the following elements:

— equal conditions in trade,
reasonableness of these conditions;

— honesty in a common understanding - both
of the system itself in relation to its participants,
and participants in relation to each other;

— uniformity, impartiality.

The literal interpretation of the term “fair trade”
allows only a general understanding of what it
might mean. Like any other concept, the concept
of fair trade is based on certain concepts and
terms that constitute the essence of this concept.
To such concepts and terms, when it comes to "fair
trade", in most cases, scientists refer the following
three terms: unfair trade practices, fair
competition and level playing field. These
definitions, like fair trade, do not have an
unambiguous translation or generally accepted
definitions. However, each of the terms presented
is interconnected with the other two and is an
integral part of fair trade.

The analysis of the presented terms must begin
with their translation. In this case, there is no need
for a literal translation, since in the context of
trade, a simple literal translation may differ in
substance. Within the framework of this article,
the presented terms must be translated in the
context of trade. For this purpose, let us refer to
the Longman Dictionary of contemporary
English [5]. In it we will find a translation of the
following terms: fair trade, unfair trade practices
and fair competition - fair trade, dishonest / unfair
policy and fair competition, respectively. The
concept of level playing field was not found in this
source, but it can be translated as equal
conditions.

Let's dwell on each of these terms separately.
Despite the fact that the presented terms are often
used in international trade practice, none of them
not only does not have a generally accepted
definition, but is also enshrined in law.
Nevertheless, different interpretations of these
concepts are available in various sources, since
trade issues are discussed by many national and
supranational authorities and these terms are
actively used. The Dictionary, which made it
possible to translate some of the presented terms,
also provides additional explanations for some of
the terms. Thus, under fair trade, depending on
the context, the glossary suggests understanding:

— atrading system with an equal balance of
rights and obligations;

— trade excluding dumping;

— fair competition.

The Dictionary proposes to understand fair
competition as fair competition, which implies the
implementation of international trade based on
the rules of the multilateral trading system on a
non-discriminatory approach.

legality and
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Instead of the term unfair trade practices, the
Dictionary cites the term unfair trading practices,
but this does not change the essence of this
concept. In any case, both terms are translated, as
indicated above, as follows: unfair trade policy. In
some cases (most often in legal texts), the word
practices is more correctly translated as "practice",
meaning "legal" or "judicial" practice [J].

The Dictionary notes that unfair trade policy,
according to the WTO rules, means the unseemly or
illegal use of subsidies or the export of products at
dumping prices. Considering the legally binding
nature of the WTO rules, it is more accurate to use
the translation “unfair trade practice” in this case. At
the same time, given the literal interpretation of the
word “fair” or its English translation fair, it seems fair
to use the phrases “unfair trade practice” and “fair
competition” as a translation [3].

It is also important to note that when
translating fair trade, as noted above,
explanations such as "trade excluding dumping"
and "fair competition" are used, i.e., based on the
context, we can say that basically fair trade lies in
the absence of unfair trade practices, which
include dumping and export subsidies, and fair
competition, which means trade based on WTO
rules. At the same time, the very first possible
understanding of fair trade is based on a level
playing field, since fair trade is also understood as
a trading system with an equal balance of rights
and obligations.

Now it is necessary to turn to the WTO rules for
a more complete understanding of what is meant
by all of the above.

First, as already noted, fair competition implies
respect for the principle of non-discrimination.
This principle is well known to those who study
WTO law. Non-discrimination is the most
important and universal principle based on the
need to «create equal conditions for free
competition of goods and services regardless of the
country of production. Thus, the idea of equal
participation of states in international trade is
manifested. Based on the presented definition, in
fact, the principle of non-discrimination at the
official level enshrines the foundations of fair
trade. This principle is based on such concepts as
"equal conditions" and "free competition".

This principle was first formulated in GATT-47.
It is based on two regimes: the most favored nation
(MFN) (Most Favorable Nation Treatment, MFN)
and the national treatment (NR) (National
Treatment) [6].

NLR is enshrined in It. 1 GATT-47. Granting
MFN - extending to a country to which such a
regime is granted, any concessions enjoyed by any
third country. In practice, this means creating
equal conditions in trade with all countries to
which such a regime is granted, since any
concessions (privileges) should automatically
apply to all other countries. There are also
generally accepted exceptions to this regime, for

example, customs unions (CU) and free trade
areas (FTZ), as well as unilateral preferences for
developing countries and countries with
economies in transition, but the essence of this
principle does not change. In the case of the CU
and FTA, the process of integration of several
countries is taking place, in economic terms, they
begin to act together, which means they have the
right to improved conditions for each other.

At the same time, in relation to other countries,
they act either in the same way or separately, but
always their concessions and obligations apply
equally to all other countries. This element of the
principle of  non-discrimination provides
protection in relation to third countries and
ensures uniform terms of trade for all countries
with a specific country or group of countries
united by an agreement.

The national regime is enshrined in It. 3
GATT-47. Its provision involves the provision of
imported goods, services and persons with a legal
regime that is the same or no less favorable than
that applied to goods produced domestically (for
goods only after customs clearance) [6].

In accordance with this regime, all companies
created on the territory of the contracting states,
as well as imported goods and services, must be
equal before this state in the sphere of taxation
and regulation of their activities or the regime of
sale. In other words, the established internal
national barriers in the form of taxes, fees, laws,
rules, requirements should equally apply both to
national participants in trade and national goods,
and to foreign participants in trade and foreign
goods. This means that both national and foreign
enterprises have equal conditions for their
entrepreneurial activities and there is no
discrimination of foreign entrepreneurs at the
expense of national ones. This applies equally to
foreign goods and services, which excludes
discrimination within one state.

Since the establishment of the WTO, two more
documents have appeared in the multilateral
trading system that secure the MFN and NR -
GATS (General Agreement on Trade in Services -
It. 2 and 17, respectively) [7] and TRIPS
(Agreement on Trade-Related Aspects of
Intellectual Property Rights - It. 3 and 4) [§].

Thus, we can say that the principle of non-
discrimination in general form offers the legally

enshrined concepts of "fair competition" and
"equal conditions" in general terms.
In addition to the principle of non-

discrimination and the elements of fair trade
reflected in it in the form of "equal conditions",
which will be discussed in more detail below, and
"fair competition", which is also understood as fair,
fair and free competition, there are also general
principles traced in the WTO rules, but not always
clearly fixed in them.

Thus, on the official website of the WTO, a brief
summary of the Principles of the Trading System
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is provided, in which, in addition to the principle
of non-discrimination, four more general
principles are presented:

— gradual reduction of trade barriers through
negotiations;

— predictability (absence of  arbitrary
emergence of new trade barriers, compliance with
the assumed obligations under the WTO);

— promoting fair competition (discouraging
“unfair” practices in the form of dumping and
export subsidies);

— support for economic development and
economic reforms (support for developing and
least developed countries, as well as countries
with economies in transition).

As noted, “fair / fair competition”, ie “fair
competition”, is understood as such competition,
in which all participants in economic activity are
provided with equal non-discriminatory
conditions. The considered WTO principle gives us
a more complete and accurate understanding of
what is understood from the point of view of the
international trading system as discriminatory
conditions. These are dumping and export
subsidies. However, if we go back to the terms
presented in the glossary, dumping and export
subsidies are examples of “unfair trade practices”.
Thus, we can say that the multilateral trading
system as a whole formalizes the understanding of
“unfair practices” as the use of dumping and
export subsidies. The absence of the word
"trading" in the phrase should not be misleading
or embarrassing, since the WTO system is a
multilateral trading system. This means that any
established rules and principles apply to trading.
Additional clarification that it is precisely about
"unfair trading practices" is not required in this
case.

The definition of "fair trade" in the glossary also,
depending on the context, allows one to speak of
unfairness when it comes to dumping. If dumping
is a deliberate lowering of prices, then an export
subsidy is a compensation for losses for national
entrepreneurs. Generally speaking, both cases are
related to unfair pricing, since in one case the
company deliberately keeps prices low, and in the
other, the company receives a refund from sales,
therefore, it does not have to sell the product at a
competitive price. It can compensate for its profits
through a subsidy. Therefore, the absence of a
mention of export subsidies in the definition of the
glossary is not an oversight, as it is generally clear
that, excluding dumping, any manipulation of
unfair pricing must be ruled out.

Thus, it can be concluded that, in accordance
with the WTO principles, dumping and export
subsidies are “unfair trade practices”. At the same
time, it cannot be said that the variants of "unfair
trading practices" are limited to this [9].

The WTO rules and their interpretation provide
a seemingly very clear and complete picture of
what is meant by “unfair trading practices”.
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However, this would only be partly true even with
regard to the regulation of the multilateral trading
system. In addition to dumping and export
subsidies, there are many other examples of
activities that, in one way or another, may be
classified as “unfair trade practices”. In addition,
the phrase “unfair practices” is used not only in
trade but also in other areas of regulation. One
such area is national antitrust law or competition
law.

An example of such use of this concept can be
considered the "Definition of unfair trade
practices", which was adopted on January 4, 2010
by the Japanese Government Commission on Fair
or Fair Trade (Fair Trade Commission (Japan) [10].

This definition classifies the following actions or
omissions as unfair trading practices:
agreed refusal to trade;

— other biased cases of refusal to trade;
discriminatory remuneration;

— discriminatory treatment;
discriminatory attitude within the trade
association;

— unfair prices (high or low);

— misleading a partner;

— offering unfair favorable terms;

— related sales;

— trade on exclusive terms;

— trading on restrictive terms;

— interference with the management of a
competing company;

— interference in a competitor's transactions;

— interference with the internal activities of a
competing company.

As noted, this approach is primarily associated
with the regulation of competition at the national
level, i.e. belongs to the sphere of national antitrust
law. At the same time, such additional rules at the
national level of regulation make it possible to more
accurately understand what is understood in certain
countries by “unfair trade practices”. This, in turn,
provides an opportunity for further unification of
international regulation in the establishment of more
equitable generally accepted norms and principles of
the multilateral trading system.

Unfair trading practices and fair competition
are inextricably linked. “Unfair trading practices”
includes violations of the terms of “fair
competition”. And "fair competition" is ensured by
the absence of "unfair trading practices." This
approach, when “unfair trade practices” is equated
with antitrust and competition law, focuses mainly
on the rights and obligations of legal entities. This
approach dominated at the very beginning of the
development of the concept. In the future, this
dominance, although it remained, since the main
emphasis of regulation in the field of fair trade was
made precisely on the rules for legal entities and
their operating activities. However, over time, new
regulatory issues have become increasingly
common. These primarily include issues of
compliance with consumer rights.
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A contemporary example of defining “unfair
trade practices” through respect for consumer
rights is the Barbados Fair Trade Commission
Guidelines [11]. In accordance with the document
under consideration, legal entities are prohibited
from carrying out any activity related to misleading
the consumer, for example, providing false
information about the type, quality, packaging of
goods, about its consumer characteristics, about
the price of goods, etc. This approach contains
essentially similar prohibitions, but in fact they
relate to the relationship between the
entrepreneur and the consumer. At the same time,
the previously considered approach used in Japan
and Russia focuses on the regulation of relations
between legal entities, i.e. entrepreneurs, as well
as between them and the authorities.

Many dictionaries and international law firms
define “unfair trade practices” based on the need
to protect consumer rights. For example, the
Meriam-Webster dictionary offers as a definition of
"unfair trade practice" any act (or omission) that is
fraudulent, misleading, causes all kinds of harm
to the consumer, or it is any regulatory legal act
that violates the rights of citizens or restricts their
legal rights [12].

A similar definition can be found on the official
website of the international law firm Winston &
Strawn LLP, which by unfair trading practice
means any business practice or regulation that is
fraudulent, misleading or damaging the consumer.
Examples of such practices may be illegal actions
in the form of violation of consumer protection
laws, or false descriptions of a product or service,
non-existent promotions or prize draws, non-
compliance with technical or production
standards, deceptive advertising, price
speculation, etc. [13].

Based on the proposed analysis of various
approaches to the definition of "unfair trading
practices", the following conclusion can be drawn.

In a broad sense, any unfair or dishonest
behavior of any persons towards each other in the
course of their economic activities, the result of
which will be a violation of either someone's rights
or obligations assumed, can be classified as “unfair
trade practices”. In a narrower sense, “unfair trade
practices” will be understood as a specific violation
of international law or regulation. Moreover, in the
case of fair trade, it is the broad interpretation of
this concept that seems more preferable. The
reason for this is, first of all, the fact that today only
the most general concept of “unfair trade practices”
has been established at the official level. As already
mentioned, in the case of the WTO, this is dumping
and export subsidies. However, these are only the
most common cases of “unfair trading practices”.

In addition, as has been noted many times,
“unfair trade practices” are inextricably linked
with the terms “fair competition” and “equal
conditions”, without which it is impossible to
understand it, just as it is impossible to

understand fair trade without understanding
unfair trading practices.

Of the three basic elements of fair trade, the
level playing field stands apart.

“Equal conditions” was already referred to as
“non-discriminatory”  conditions when the
definition of “fair competition” was introduced. The
concept of “equal playing field” is directly related
to the concept of equal opportunity “equal
opportunities” (Conception of equal opportunity
“the level playing field ideal”). This concept was
proposed by J. Roemer in 1995 [14]. In accordance
with it, equal conditions exist when they provide
equal opportunities both for achieving success and
for obtaining a negative result. On the one hand,
this can be achieved by removing legal barriers to
social mobility by the government and by creating
conditions under which only the most successful
and efficient workers will occupy positions.

On the other hand, this situation is achieved by
ensuring equal access of citizens to educational
services, as well as to other social services and
opportunities that society can offer. J. Roemer
believed that equal conditions in any case will lead
to unequal distribution of resources and that this
distribution should be based on the ability of the
individual to take responsibility for their own
activities, i.e. it depends only on the individual
how much he can get. The development of the
personality, in any case, distinguishes it in any
sphere of activity and elevates it above the rest,
allowing such an individual to receive more in all
senses [14].

In 2015, two other social scientists R. Arnerson
and E. Zalta proposed their vision of this concept.
They published a study "Equality of Opportunities”
[15], in which they interpreted the ideas of J.
Roemer as follows. “ Equal conditions ”are equal
starting opportunities that provide people with a
kind of necessary“ start-up capital "for organizing
their own business, which is understood as the
development of their own personality. In this case,
only his own choice and the responsibility of a

particular individual determine his path of
development".
The approach under consideration is

philosophical, and its roots lie in sociology. At the
same time, the main thing that needs to be
understood from the explanations presented is
that “equal conditions” are understood not literally
as identical, but there are certain deviations from
the literal understanding of the word “equal”.

Arnerson and Zalta's interpretation of this
concept coincides with the interpretation given in the
Cambridge Dictionary, which implies a situation in
which everyone has an equal chance of success.

Another similar interpretation, closer to the
sphere of trade, is given by the online directory of
the Financial Times Lexicon. According to this
guide, “level playing field” is defined as the same
conditions of competition in the market or
industry, regulation and taxation.
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Using this concept means supporting a
multilateral trading system based on the principle
of non-discrimination, liberalization of markets,
free trade, etc. At the same time, on the one hand,
this concept serves as a basis for stimulating the
emergence of more liberal regulatory measures
that would promote competition and reduce the
pressure of imperative regulation on the economy,
and on the other hand, in practice, this concept
makes it possible to establish mutual measures to
protect national markets and create additional
barriers that burden those entrepreneurs who do
not comply with the principles of free trade.

“Level playing field” is also considered from an
economic point of view. For example, in the work
“Equal Rules or Equal Opportunities? Clarification
of equal conditions ”, two variants of the definition
of* equal conditions "are proposed [16].

The first focuses on the established rules of the
game and explains that “level playing field” will be
considered equal rules for all players. In other
words, these rules will apply to everyone and
everyone equally. The second definition is based
on possible outcomes, i.e. “Level playing field” is
defined as an environment under which
companies can obtain the same expected profit.
The second definition is more stringent, since it
actually limits the opportunities for development
to the same possible reward.

From the point of view of international trade, a
good definition of “level playing field” is given in the
work of A. Deardorff [17], which provides an
example of the US and EU aviation industry. To
achieve a "level playing field" between the US and
EU aviation industries are subsidized.

To be on a level playing field, other countries
with their own aviation industries must also
subsidize national production.

Consequently, the concept of “level playing field”,
like “unfair trading practices”, can be interpreted
broadly or narrowly. In a broad sense, this is

ensuring equal conditions at the initial stages of the
development of something. In a narrow sense,
everything depends on the area in question. In trade,
the conditions that ensure the wunity of the
multilateral trading system will be considered equal.
In fact, equal conditions will include the observance
of the principle of mnon-discrimination, non-
admission by all traders to the equal use of “unfair
trade practices” and the creation of uniform
conditions for maintaining “fair competition”.

Conclusion.
Thus, a detailed analysis of the considered
concepts shows how much they are

interconnected. In fact, non-compliance with even
one of these elements immediately threatens
compliance with the rest. At the same time, the
joint observance of all analyzed concepts makes it
possible to get as close as possible to the modern
understanding of fair trade.

The concepts discussed are building blocks of
fair trade. However, the lack of a common
approach to understanding fair trade in general
and each of its elements (fair trade practices, fair
competition and level playing field) allows these
concepts to be manipulated and used in a way that
suits the person using them.

As for the definition of fair trade, based on the
analysis carried out, we can conclude that fair
trade should be understood as such trade that
will exclude any manifestations of unfair trade
practices, ensure fair competition, as well as truly
equal conditions for trade. In practice, this is
exactly what the world community is striving for
in the development of the world trading system.
However, in the absence of a clear idea of what
the development is for, it is easy to make wrong
decisions, which will then be very difficult to
correct. Perhaps that is why there are no
definitions of the concepts under consideration
officially adopted at the level of the multilateral
trading system.
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BHKOPHUCTaHHI. BUKOPHCTOBYIOTHCSI 3araAbHOHAYKOBI METOMM, TaKi 9K CHUCTEeMHHH aHaai3 - JAS BHU3HA4YEHHS
3araAbHOTO ITOHATTS CIIPaBeIANBOI TOPriBAi Ta I CKAAIOBHX Y TEOPETUYHOMY i IPAKTHYHOMY acIleKTax, a TaKOK
hakTOpHUE aHaai3 - maa popMaanizartii TPUIMHHO-HACAIIKOBUX 3B'd3KiB OOCAIKYBaHUX (PAKTOPIB CBiTOBOI
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CHCTEMH TOPTiBAlI B HaIpaAMKY ii aibepaaizariii. Byau orpuMaHi HaCTyITHI pe3yABTATH: BUXOASYHU 3 IPOBEAEHOTO
aHaAizy MOKHa 3pOOHUTH BHCHOBOK IIPO T€, IIIO0 ITi/] CIIPABEIANBOIO TOPTIBAEIO CAi/l PO3YMITU TaKy TOPTiBAIO, KA
BHKAIOYATHMe OyIb-gKi IPOSBHU HECIIPABEOANBOL TOProBOI IIPAKTHUKH, Ilependadac CIpaBeIANBY KOHKYPEHIIIo,
a TakoXK [ificHO piBHI yMOBU [as 34iicHeHHs TopriBai. Ha mpakTuili came [0 IbOro IIparHe CBIiTOBe
CIIIBTOBapHCTBO B IIPOLECi PO3BUTKY CBITOBOi TOProBoi cucTeMy. BHCHOBKH: BiACYTHICTH €QWHOTIO IiAXOAY IO
CIIpaBeJAMBOI TOPriBAi B IIiAOMy i KOXKHOro Ii eAeMeHTa MOO3BOASE MAHIMIYAIOBATH [IUMHU IIOHSITTIMH 1
BHUKOPHCTOBYBATH X TaK, K 3pYYHO TOMY, XTO HUMH KOPUCTYETHCH.

KAro4oBi cAoBa: clipaBeAWBaA TOPriBAd, CIIpaBeJANBA KOHKYPEHIIid, PiBHI YyMOBH, HeCIIpaBeIANBA TOProBa
IpaKTHKA.

OBILASI KOHLIEIIIIUSI H KOMIIOHEHTBI CIIPABEJAHUBOM TOPT'OBAH: TEOPUS
H MEXXOYHAPOOHAS ITPAKTHKA

HoBraap EaeHa AHZApeeBHa, [IOKT. 9KOH. HayK, Ipodeccop, XapbKOBCKHU HAITMOHAABHBIH YHHUBEPCHTET
umenu B. H. Kapasuna, na. CBoGozsl, 6, T. XapbKoB, YKpauHa, 61022, e-mail: e.dovgal@karazin.ua; ORCID
https:/ /orcid.org/0000-0003-3219-9731
HoBraap I'eopruii BAaauMHUPOBHY, KaH/I. SKOH. HAYK, AOLEHT, XapbKOBCKUM HAIIMOHAABHBINA YHUBEPCUTET
umenu B. H. Kapasuna, na. CBo6oarl, 6, 1. XapbKoB, YKpauHa, 61022, e-mail: g.dovgal@karazin.ua, ORCID:
https:/ /orcid.org/0000-0002-0644-1793

AKTyaAbHOCTBH HCCAeOBaHUA o0ycaoBaeHa TeM, 4To ¢ 2017 roma oduliMasbHbIE JOKYMEHTHI U 3asIBACHUS
anvuaucrpanuu CIIA, moMuMO HIpoYero, AeAaroT OCHOBHOHM aKIIEeHT Ha TaK Ha3bIBAEMOM CIIpaBeIAMBOH
ToproBae. HoBrwlii Kypc ToproBoit moautumku CIIA aBasgeTcd Ha CEroOHANIHWUE [eHb BeCchbMa CIOPHBIM U
IIPOTHBOPEYUBEIM. B CBeTe 3TOro HOBOI'O Kypca OJHOH M3 OCHOBHBIX IIPOOAEM CTaAO0 OCO3HAHHE TOTO, UTO
TIIOHUMAaETCHd IIOZl TEPMHUHOM CIIPaBEIAHWBOM TOProBAU. IIpeaMeTOM HCCAENOBAHMS CTATbH SBAGETCH IIPOIIECC
Pa3BUTHA MHPOBOM CHCTEMBI TOProBaH B paMKax BTO, B 0CHOBe KOTOPOT'0 A€KHUT IIPUHIIUII HEAUCKPUMHUHAIINH,
Ambepasn3aliysa PeIHKOB U CBOOOAHAS TOProBad. LleAblo CTaTbU SBASETCH aHAAWU3 Ae(OUHUIINH CIIPaBEIANUBOH
TOProBAU C OyKBaABHOM, TEPMHUHOAOTHYECKOM, HCTOPHUYECKON M KOHIIEIITYaABHOM TOYEK 3peHud. 3amadaMu —
HCCAEIOBaHUE IIOHATHS CIIPABEIANBOH TOPIOBAH B IIEAOM H KalKZIOTO €€ SAEMEHTa (HeCIIpaBeIANBasl TOProBas
IIPaKTHKAa, CIIPaBeIAMBasd KOHKYPEHIIUS U PaBHBIE YCAOBHS) B TEOPETUYECKOM TOAKOBAHHUH U B IIPAKTUYECKOM
HUCIIOAB30BAHUH. VICIIOAB3YIOTCH OOIlleHAYYHbIE METOAbl, TAKHe KaK CHUCTEMHBIH aHAAU3 - AT OIIPEIeACHUST
ob111er0 IIOHATHUS CIIPAaBENANBOM TOPIOBAU H €€ COCTaBASIOIINX B TEOPETHYECKOM U IIPAKTHIECKOM acIleKTax, a
Takke (PaKTOPHBIH aHaAU3 - OA9 (DOPMaAHU3allNy IPUYHHHO-CAEACTBEHHBIX CBH3EH HMCCAEAyEeMBIX (haKTOPOB
MHPOBOH CHCTEMBI TOPTOBAM B HAaIIpaBAEHHH ee AHOepasu3arivi. BBIAM OAYYEHBI CAEAYIOLIHE Pe3yALTATHI:
HCXOAd W3 IIPOBEAEHHOIO aHaAM3a MOXKHO CAEAaTh BBIBO O TOM, YTO IO, CIIPaBEIAHMBOH TOPrOBAEH caemyeT
IIOHHMATh TaKyIO0 TOPTOBAIO, KOTOpas OyZeT HCKAIOYAThH AIOOBbIE IIPOSIBACHUS HECIIPaBEIAHUBOH TOPrOBOMH
IIPaKTHUKH, MOApa3yMeBaeT CIIPaBEIAWBYIO KOHKYPEHIIMIO, a TaKxXKe MAeHCTBUTEABHO PaBHBIE YCAOBUS AT
OCYIIIECTBACHHS TOProBAM. Ha IpakTHKe HMEHHO K 3TOMY CTPEMHTCH MHPOBOE COOOIIecTBO B IIpoliecce
Pa3BUTHS MHPOBOH TOProBOH CHCTEMBbI. BBIBOABI: OTCYTCTBHE €IWHOIO IIOAXOAAa K CIIPaBEIAMBON TOPTrOBAE B
IIEAOM M KaXK[IOT'O €€ SAEMEHTa I103BOAFET MaHHUIIyANPOBATHh 3THMH IIOHATHSIMH M HCIIOAB30BaTh MX TaK, KakK
yZO6HO TOMY, KTO UMH IIOAB3YETCH.

KaroueBble cAOBa: CIIpaBeaAMBasl TOPIOBAH, CIIpaBelAMBas KOHKYPEHIHS, paBHBIE YCAOBHS,
HEeCIIpaBeIAHBasi TOProBas IIPaKTHKA.
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