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CTOPOHH T MUCATH 9acTKOBY yromay (asza 1). CTOpoHH TOTOAMITHCS CKACYBATH TapU(H Ta PO3IIUPHTH TOPTiBIIIO.
VY crarTi BU3HauYeHO Tpu MalOyTHI cueHapii po3Butky BigHocuH Mik CIIA i Kuraem: 1 — CIIA Tta Kurait
JOCSTHYTH (a3u 2 yrogu i ycebiuHoro BperymroBanHs;, 2 — CIIIA ta Kurtaii mpogoBXyIOTh IEPEroBOPH OO0
¢da3u 2 yromm, mporte 3romu nocsrth Bakko; 3 — CIIA # Kwuraif npunmiHSIOTE 0OTOBOPEHHS OCTaTOYHOTO
BPETY/IIOBaHHS TOPrOBENBHOI BifHH, I€pKaBU IPOJOBXKYIOTh 3/[1iICHIOBATH BOPOXKY TOPTOBEJIbHY MOITHKY OJHH 10
OJTHOTO.

KoarouoBi cioBa: ToproBa BiliHa, TOProBeNbHI MPOTHPIYYS, MPOTEKI[IOHICTChKA TOProBa TMOJITHKA, I[PaBO
inTenextyanpHO1 BacHocTi (I1IB), rmobanpHe ekOHOMIYHE TOMiHYBaHHS, HEJOOPOCOBICHA TOPrOBeIbHA IPAKTHKA,
Je(IIUT TOPTIiBJIi.
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THE WORLD SITUATION AFTER COVID-19

The article represents the peculiarities of the COVID-19’s impact on the economy and international relations within
COVID-19. The international crisis caused by the COVID-19 coronavirus pandemic and perspectives of the future
world situation after pandemic are analyzed.

The COVID-19 pandemic has affected international relations and caused diplomatic tensions. The diplomatic
relations have been affected due to the tensions around trade and transport of medicines, diagnostic tests and
hospital equipment for coronavirus disease 2019. Leaders of some countries have accused other countries for not
containing the disease effectively and resulting in the uncontrolled spread of the virus. Developing nations in Latin
America and Africa cannot find enough materials for testing for coronavirus disease, partly because other countries
in Europe and the United States and outspending the resources.

There is no doubt that the time of the pandemic from the end of January to the present has witnessed a number of
unparalleled realities that the world has not experienced since World War Il. The pandemic will have different
effects on the very pulse of the economy, sociology and mental health, as well as on policy, patterns of political
interaction as well as international relations. But it is an exaggeration to say that the post pandemic world will be
completely different from the world before it. Certainly, there have been political, economic and international trends
that have been emerging for years and were accelerated by the pandemic; other new variables were certainly
introduced by the pandemic, while some systems, relationships, and trends will not witness any change. The world is
facing a severe economic crisis, and one that will impact countries to different degrees (in proportion with the
capabilities of the former state, and not the virulence of the pandemic).

Key words: pandemic; COVID-19; international relations; global challenge.

1. INTRODUCTION

In general, the pandemic that begins in one country and quickly spreads around the world forms the
definition of a global challenge. Every global crisis has a great impact on the international system, its
structures, norms and institutions. The COVID-19 pandemic originated in China began to fall off in mid-
February. The pandemic impacted open and closed countries, rich and poor, East and West. The pandemic is
the greatest global crisis of the present century. Its depth and scale are really enormous. The pandemic caused
the public health crisis which threatens each of the 7,8 billion people on Earth. COVID-19 put the global
economy into the tailspin. The estimates predicated that most major economies will lose about 2,4 % of the
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value their gross domestic product (GDP) over 2020. The leading economists proposed to reduce their
2020 forecasts of the global economic growth down from around 3,0 % to 2,4 %. In order to put this number in
perspective, the global GDP was estimated at around 86,6 trillion U.S. dollars in 2019. The effects of the
prolonged restrictions on the economic activities in the developed economies will spill over to the developing
countries via trade and investment channels. In addition, the sharp decline in the consumer spending in the
European Union and the United States will reduce imports of the consumer goods from the developing
countries. Besides, the global manufacturing production can contract significantly, amid the possibility of the
extended disruptions to the global supply chains. In the worst-case scenario, global GDP can shrink by 0,9 %
in 2020 instead of the growing a projected 2,5 %. World output can contract further if the imposed restrictions
on the economic activities extend to the third quarter of the year. We can compare with the world economy
contracted by 1,7 % during the global financial crisis in 2009. Many countries head for very sudden and
unprecedented recession. No doubt that this crisis will catalyze some huge changes.

The subject of the study includes the international relations within COVID-19 and changes after
pandemic. The purpose of the study is to determine the peculiarities of the international relations within
COVID-19 and what will come after pandemic.

2. RESULTS OF THE RESEARCH

The rapid spread of COVID-19 compromised the circulatory system of the global economy. The port
traffic declined significantly and the airline travel has come to a standstill. The stock market went from bull to
bear in record time. Although the coronavirus causes mild to moderate symptoms in the vast majority of those
infected, it is fatal for people with underlying conditions and compromised immune systems. The 2019-
2020 coronavirus pandemic greatly affected the international relations and caused some diplomatic tensions.
The diplomatic relations were affected by the tensions around trade and transport of medicines, diagnostic tests
and hospital equipment for coronavirus disease. The leaders of some countries accused other countries for not
containing the disease effectively and resulting in the uncontrolled spread of the virus. We expect a return to
normal, albeit in the context of the economic crisis after the pandemic is over. Besides, the international
community can mitigate the consequences of COVID-19 only with the help of the cooperation and by
strengthening the institutions of multilateralism [1].

The international crisis caused by the COVID-19 coronavirus pandemic formed the predictions about a
new world order. Many great politicians and scholars suppose that the pandemic will cause the global
economic downturn (it may be the worst since the Great Depression) which will affect the system of the
international relations that developed after the end of the Cold War. In its own turn the systemic changes in the
current global world order should not be expected. There are some reasons of the «liberal world order» [2].
Two camps were formed in the world — a capitalist one and a socialist one after the Second World War. The
centralized non-alternative power, a command economy and closed borders were the foundation of the latter.
The following components: collapse of the Soviet Union and the reforms in China (the symbol of the end of
the Cold War and so-called «the end of history») demonstrate the bankruptcy of the command economy and
closed borders. The capitalist world was not developed according to a single model. It represented two models:
a classical liberal or «neo-liberal» one and another based on the ideas of the social democracy, which prevailed
in most European countries. The world has faced two serious economic crises: in 1997-1998 and in 2008
2009 in the period after the end of the Cold War. Majority of the experts consider that extreme liberalism
negatively affects the economic well-being of the citizens, the power of the large industrial and financial
corporations should be limited and the market should be periodically regulated by the state [1].

Over the past thirty years the situation in the international arena deteriorated with the help of the
intensification of manifestations of nationalism and ethnic and territorial conflicts. The threat to the values of
the liberalism and globalization also came from the search for identity and it included religion which was
reflected (in its extreme form) in the activation of ISIS in the Middle East. As a result the problems with the
value system of the liberalism and globalization appeared before the COVID-19 pandemic. The so-called
«coronavirus crisis» greatly exacerbated the political and economic situation, which was under stress because
of the conflicts, defaults, trade wars, etc. Undoubtedly, the world expects an economic crisis and its depth will
influence the «behavior» of the masses, governments and states [3].
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In addition to the exacerbating existing problems in the world, the pandemic also exposed the weaknesses
of the nation-states (for instance, in the field of healthcare). There are some opinions which express that
centralized authorities are able to more effectively respond to a large-scale challenge. So it is possible to
compare the reaction of China and Singapore, on the one hand, and the reaction of the United States and Italy,
on the other. Historically the pandemics occurred (for example the «Spanish flu» in 1918-1919) and they
spread all over the world without anything remotely resembling the current degree of the globalization. We can
not blame the spread of the virus on open borders. Undoubtedly the speed of the distribution of the virus is the
result of modern technology.

Some experts believe that the outbreak of COVID-19 may become the beginning of the new system
where citizens will be totally monitored by the state, forming a threat to human rights. Yuval Harari, the Israeli
historian, wrote about it in the apocalyptic tones. But the problem of the «superstate spy» existed regardless of
outbreaks of coronavirus or other infections. Besides, Michel Foucault, the French philosopher, wrote about
the threat of the general surveillance back in the middle of the last century. He used the concept of
«panoptismy, the roots of which go into the history (the famous project of an ideal prison — the panopticon of
Jeremiah Bentham, an English lawyer of the 18th—19th century). The supervision is a main feature of every
modern state (democratic and authoritarian) which use some constantly-evolving technologies. These
technologies include market economy with its credit cards, mobile phones, applications and social networks.
Majority of the systemic changes in the world arose with the help of the transformation of the economic
relations and related political values. The wars were often the result of the systemic crisis. After two world
wars, in the 20th century, mankind came to the realization which was necessary to regulate the international
relations. So the modern «international community» with the UN and international structures appeared [4].

We should not exaggerate the influence of COVID-19 on the architecture of the prevailing world order. It
is possible to forecast some demographic problems, ecology and regional conflicts. At present the there are
many discussions about how best to respond to these and other global challenges. Majority of the countries of
the world which enjoy a high standard of living adopted the liberal model. But it attempts to replicate it,
especially in such regions as the Middle East. It can also lead to the devastating consequences, as it happened
in Iraq, Libya, Syria and Afghanistan. The migration flows caused by these conflicts and the intensification of
the radical movements threaten the same liberal countries which promote theses values.

During the Cold War the word «coexistence» was commonly used among politicians. This concept can
be introduced into modern international relations. We hope that after the current pandemic the international
community will mitigate the consequences of COVID-19 only through cooperation and a strengthening of the
institutions of multilateralism. But it is necessary to remember that our world is completely different from the
times of the First World War, the «Spanish flu» pandemic, the Great Depression, etc.

The experts notice that Chinese government used COVID-19 as an opportunity to begin the positioning
itself as an alternative to U.S. leadership, even trying to replace U.S. leadership. These two countries were
competitors during long time. They can stay competitors during this crisis also. The COVID-19 crisis
highlighted the centrality of the Fed and the U.S. dollar to the international system in general and in the global
economy in particular. We should remember what happened back in 2008, during the international global
financial crisis. The Federal Reserve played a great role as a lender of last resort, not just for U.S. funds, but
globally. Some observers said the Federal Reserve became the world*s central bank, not just the U.S.*s central
bank. COVID-19 can cause a long-term impact on the world. This virus will hit the developing world at the
same rate, scale that it“s hit the developed world and cause the long-term damage to the various nations in
Africa. The outcome which should be as a result of COVID-19 can be a way of the realization of the fragility
of the international system. The main problem lies in the time when the pandemic will finish, but it may finish
in five years [5].

There is a great chaos caused by the global public health and the international economic system. All
changes in American commerce, Chinese manufacturing and energy producing countries, including the Middle
East impact the coronavirus pandemic. It will destroy power structures of the international system. The
reduction in Chinese supply of the intermediate inputs can greatly affect the productive capacity and the
exports of any country. So some European auto manufacturers will face the shortage of the critical components
for their operations, companies in Japan may find difficult to obtain parts necessary for the assembly of digital
cameras, etc. The most impacted economies will be the European Union (machinery, automotive and
chemicals), the United States (machinery, automotive and precision instruments), Japan (machinery and
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automotive), the Republic of Korea (machinery and communication equipment), Taiwan Province of China
(communication equipment and office machinery) and Vietnam (communication equipment).

So COVID-19 can affect the global economy through the following channels:

1. direct impact on production. Chinese production was greatly affected by the shutdown in Hubei
province and other areas. Some other countries also began to feel the direct impact as their authorities put in
place similar measures. According to the World Bank Korea, Japan, and other Asian countries are China“s
largest sources of imports. As a result these areas will likely experience slow growth in the first half of
2020 without new outbreaks of the disease;

2. supply chain and market disruption. Many manufacturing firms rely on the imported intermediate
inputs from China and other countries affected by the disease. Besides, many companies also rely on sales in
China in order to meet financial goals. The slowdown in economic activity (and transportation restrictions) in
affected countries will have an impact on the production and profitability of the specific global companies,
particularly in manufacturing and in raw materials used in manufacturing. For the companies that rely on the
intermediate goods from the affected regions and that can not switch sourcing, the size of the impact may
depend on how quickly the outbreak fades. Small and medium-sized firms can have greater difficulty
surviving the disruption;

3) financial impact on firms and financial markets. The temporary disruptions of the inputs and/or
production can stress some firms, particularly those with the inadequate liquidity. The traders in financial
markets can or can not correctly anticipate or understand which firms can be vulnerable. The resulting rise in
risk can reveal that one or more key financial market players took the investment positions which are
unprofitable under the current conditions, further weakening trust in the financial instruments and markets.

The global political events are not dictated by one or two superpowers, but governments of every country
are racing to face the same challenge, adopting different methods from total quarantine and lockdowns to herd
immunization. All are at great risk, and as economies shut down and resources are stretched, dynamics of the
international power may see a shift. Besides, the globalization is under strain and the crisis will redraw the
borders between the state and market, probably pushing us towards a certain level of the industrial relocation
to protect supply and production lines. The international relations theorists measure the distribution of power
primarily with the help of the combination of the domestic economic and military assets and international
alignment. While the U.S. economy will take a major hit from the pandemic at present, China is not about to
throttle through the economic carnage hitting the rest of the world[6].

There are different forecasts: some experts suppose that the virus will be over in a few months, but other
experts suppose that the virus could be plaguing us until 2021. Kristalina Georgieva, the International
Monetary Fund®s (IMF) managing director, stated that the human cost of the pandemic was «immeasurable»
and the global economic outlook was negative. She noticed that «a recession at least as bad as during the
global financial crisis or worse» [7]. Besides, Donald Trump announced that the United States took the
measures in the terms of the social distancing that had an impact on the trade. Donald Trump mainly based his
entire political manifesto on the economic prosperity and strength with the help of the isolation.

We can propose the following extreme combinations that respond to the coronavirus:

1. state capitalism: centralized response, prioritizing exchange value;

2. barbarism: decentralized response prioritizing exchange value;

3. state socialism: centralized response, prioritizing the protection of life;

4. mutual aid: decentralized response prioritizing the protection of life.

The state capitalism is the dominant response in the world right at present. The typical examples of the
state capitalism are represented in the UK, Spain and Denmark. The state with capitalism continues to pursue
exchange value as the guiding light of the economy. In the UK non-essential construction is still continuing,
leaving workers mixing on the building sites. The barbarism may be the future if it will be continued to rely on
exchange value as our guiding principle. It will be a mistake if the government fails to step in a big enough
way during the worst of the pandemic. The support should be proposed to businesses and households. The
state socialism includes is represented in the UK, Spain and Denmark. The key consists of the measures like
nationalization of hospitals and payments to workers are seen not as tools to protect markets, but a way to
protect life itself. The state nationalizes hospitals and makes housing freely available. Besides, it provides all
citizens with a means of various goods — both basics and any consumer goods we can produce with a reduced
workforce. The mutual aid is the second future in which the protection of life as the guiding principle of the
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economy takes place. In this case the state does not play a great role. Both individuals and small groups begin
to organize support and care within their communities.

3. CONCLUSIONS

COVID-19 will undoubtedly be a defining moment in the contemporary history. The COVID-19

pandemic is mainly a public health, but the response to that crisis in China and the rest of the world raise the
questions of the world order. The pandemic will develop the state and reinforce nationalism. The governments
of all types will adopt emergency measures to manage the crisis. Besides, COVID-19 will accelerate the shift
in power and influence from West to East. The virus will form a world which is less open, less prosperous and
less free.
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Mamepian naoiiiuos 0o pedakyii 16.01.2020 p.
CUTYALIS Y CBITI HICJISA COVID-19

VY crarrti npeacraeineHo ocodimBocti BBy COVID-19 Ha ekoHOMIKY it MDXXHapoIHI BiIHOCHHM B paMKax
COVID-19. IpencraBieHo Takok MDKHAPOAHY KpU3y, COPHYMHEHY MaHAeMielo KopoHaBipycy COVID-19, ta
NEepCIEeKTHBY MalOyTHHOT CUTYallil B CBITI Micisl MaHAeMil.

IMannemiss COVID-19 BrmnuHyna Ha MDKHapOIHI BIJHOCHMHM W BHKIMKala IMIUIOMAaTHYHYy Hanpyry. Ha
JMIUIOMATHYHI BiIHOCHHH BIUIMHYJIA HAIPYKEHICTh HABKOJIO TOPTIBJI Ta TPAHCIIOPTYBAHHS JIKiB, TiarHOCTUYHUX
TECTIB 1 JIKapHAHOro OOJNaJHAHHS JUIsl JIIKyBaHHS KopoHaBipycHoi xBopoOu 2019. Jlizepu nesikux Kpaidn
3BHHYBAaTHJIM IHIII Jep)KaBd B TOMY, IO BOHM HEE(EKTHBHO CTPUMYBAIM XBOpOOy, IO HPHU3BEJIO 10
HEKOHTPOJILOBAHOTO MOMIMPeHHs Bipycy. Kpainu, mo po3suBarorscs, y JlaTuHCbKiH AMepuii i AdpHili He MOXYTh
3HAHUTH TOCTAaTHBO MaTepiaiB U TECTYBaHHS HAa KOPOHABIPYCHY XBOPOOY, JaCTKOBO Uepe3 Te, IO iHII JepKaBH
€sponu ta CIIIA BuTpayaroTs pecypcu.

bescyMHIBHO, 1110 4ac maHeMii 3 KiHIIsI CIUHS 110 ChOrO/iHI OYB CBiJIKOM HHU3KHU HEMEPEeBEPLICHUX pealii, SKUX CBIT
He mepexuBaB micis [pyroi ciToBoi BiiHU. [laHmeMis MatuMme pi3HUI BIUIMB Ha KOXHY 31 cdep €KOHOMIKH,
COIIIOJIOTii Ta TICHXIYHOTO 370pOB™S, a TaKOX Ha TIONITHKY, CTPYKTYpY TOJITHYHOI B3a€MOIii, MiXHApOIHI
BigHOCHHU. AJe Oe3 mepeOibIIeHHsT MOYKHA CKa3aTH, IO CBIT MicCIs MaHaeMii Oy1ie 30BCiM iHIIIMM Bif| CBITY IO Hel.
3BHUaiiHO, ICHYBaJIM TMOJITHYHI, CKOHOMIYHI ¥ MDKHApOAHI TCHICHII, sKi (QOpMyBaluCs pPOKaMH Ta
TIPUCKOPIOIOTECS 3 TMaHIEMIi€ro; iHIN HOBI 3MiHHI, 0€3yMOBHO, YBEICHI MAaHICMI€I0, TOAI SK IHII CHCTEMH,
BIJIHOCHHH ¥ TeHJIeHIi1 He Oy Iy Th CBiKaMH >KOJHUX 3MiH. CBIT CTUKA€ThCS 13 CEPHO3HOI0 EKOHOMIYHOIO KPH3010,
sIKa BIUTMHE HAa KpaiHW Pi3HOI Mipoio (TMPONOPILIHHO 10 MOMIJIMBOCTEH KOXKHOI JepxaBu, a He OypXJIHMBOCTI
naHjaemii).

Kiarwuosi ciioBa: nangemis; COVID-19; mibxkHapoaHi 3B’ 13KU; TJI00aTbHII BUKITHK.
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RUDIMENTS OF COLONIAL PAST IN ENGLISH VERSIONS OF NAMES
OF THE EASTERN EUROPEAN COUNTRIES AND THEIR CAPITAL CITIES

The article analyses the most common versions of the names of the three Eastern European countries (Ukraine,
Moldova, Belarus) and their capitals in the English-speaking world, and their historical characteristics were
presented. The authors studied frequency of usage of different forms of the states’s names and capitals in English
sources over the past two hundred years. The authors’ approach is to analyse the frequency of use of different forms
of names of countries and capitals of Eastern Europe in English-language sources, and to identify trends in their
spread or decrease, and to explain these trends. The authors used an interdisciplinary approach to the study of
political actors in Eastern Europe combining theoretical elements of political theory, history, and sociology. A
document analysing method was selected due to the need to consider the legal and regulatory of transliteration
tradition. In addition, the study also used the method of statistical analysis, which helps to systematise data
collection to determine the frequency of usage of the form of proper names of states and capital cities in English
language corpus. It is argued that most English-language versions are based on Russian versions of the names of
countries and capitals, which underscores the past ties of these countries with the Russian Federation in the form of
a dominion colony. The tendency to increase the use of official names of these countries and their capitals in English
sources has been revealed. The only and clearly distinguished exception is the name of the capital of Ukraine, when
the overwhelming majority of sources continue to use the Russian version of «Kiev».

Key words: Ukraine, Belarus, Moldova, decolonisation, English.

1. INTRODUCTION

After almost three decades after collapse of the Soviet Union, many toponymical terms of three countries
contain remnants of their colonial/communism past. As to the English-speaking world, loads of those terms
have their origin dated to several hundreds of years when Eastern Europe was enslaved and colonised by
Russia in various forms — Muscovy, Russian Empire, Soviet Union, etc. The article focuses on studying most
of variants of names of states and their capitals of three post-Soviet Eastern European countries (Belarus,
Ukraine and Moldova) in English. The authors aim to differ ways of use of the terms and study their
connotation.

The paper is based upon theoretical concepts of J. Fishman & O. Garcia [11] who analysed the
linguistic aspects of ethnic identity of Eastern European peoples, and G. White [33] who considered the
problems of constructing ethnic identity in South-Eastern Europe. A number of scholars studied particular
aspects of the use of English versions of the names of Ukraine, Moldova and Belarus or their capitals [10; 12;
31] or chapters of their history that have influenced the evolution of their names [17; 22; 31]. Much attention
has been paid in the scientific literature to the analysis of Russia's influence on the post-Soviet space [13; 24].

The authors’ approach is to analyse the frequency of use of different forms of names of countries and
capitals of Eastern Europe in English-language sources, and to identify trends in their spread or decrease, and
to explain these trends.
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