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INTRODUCTION

The enlargement of the European Union, especiall@dntral and Eastern
Europe, included as part of his draft harmonizatibibuilding contiguous bor-
der areas by promoting and supporting cooperatiojegts border on all plans
and in a wide variety of forms. In this respectrécent 20 years, there was es-
tablished and promoted the teauro cross-border cooperatipmvith a strong
spatial extension, which generally suggests the@ale$ states of to take part in
this process irreversible of the contemporary krio

Initially there was a wide variety of meanings fois term or a multitude of
attempts to name these structures of territoriassborder cooperation. From
a wide range filtered to accept in recent yearsappdied through the year, and
the extent and depth of understanding the mechanignformation, operation
and extension of these trends to promote cultdieitity and stability and eco-
nomic development, mainly in Europe and Centrak Rél attempt to summar-
ize some of the most suggestive and identifiabidtdeial possible definition of
these systems.

From the beginning it is essential to underling tha form in which they
were designed and created, the euroregions or-boyder cooperation and
other forms of this type are not aiming at the l@ghment of regional gover-
nance structures through a voluntary associatiomaoibus structures natural
and administrative border.

Once we made this statement it is much easier derstand the objectives
that are close and of course the prospects of tleestorial structures, possible
territorial systems, in the process of enlargenwnthe European Union and
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more than elimination by applying optimal solutiancepted by all partners,
border dispute by trying to transform areas of djeace in the areas of conver-
gence [Prisecaru, 2004].

Analyzing the definitions accepted in the scieantifierature, we can appre-
ciate that the differences depend on the areamfcation. The degree of favo-
rability or restrictively differ between EU MembBtates and the states from Eastern
Europe, and to some extent for each country incpéat, on the other hand.

Conceptual base is definitively the same — to ptencooss-border coopera-
tion and the gradual elimination of restrictiongwsed by political boundaries.
Thus, the Association of European Border RegiorfsRB) states that: "within
the geographic scope of cooperation, cross-botdestares are commitments to
cooperation between local governance structuresegidnal situated along the
border in line with promoting the common interesd @o raise living standards
for border populations.

In another definition states that euroregions maydentified as local struc-
tures enhance cross-border and interregional catper through a coherent
area of economic development, scientific, socia emtural. We noted that the
basic objective is to create a border running dfemdint integrated field€uro-
regions also shown that particular forms of oveyritiers cooperation of local
authorities. They involve local authorities’ assti@n of two or more neigh-
bors, forming a unit area, characterized by certBatures or common interests
[llies, 2004].

Underlining those presented, we can appreciate Ehab cross-border co-
operation is a voluntary association, in compliamgéh national and interna-
tional laws, of administrative-territorial strucéisr of the state entities of various
levels, in view to eliminate the territorial isalatism, the creation of a cultural
approach framework or reconstruction of systemghisf type, and last but not
least, establishing a core of economic developnmeotder to achieve a balance
between center and periphery and in a more advasteg@ of territorial func-
tional systems. It is a preparatory and pre-intégngphase of these countries in
the European Union and try to promote good neigidimd policy with conti-
guous areas of operation of this process.

By this summary-definition we have tried to emphaghe conceptual and
applied framework to what is charged inside thet@érand Eastern Europe
area at the turn of the millennia, through the Bawoder cooperation.

Given the dynamics of this process and the existericsome differences
between the implementation and the functionalityhi euroregions inside the
European political framework, we do not exclude plossibility that within a
relatively short term, the theoretical announcelsysized and stated previously
to become insufficient or too far in terms of preak applicability in different
areas of Europe.
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STRUCTURAL CHARACTERISTICS OF THEEUROREGIONS

Beside the role in promoting mutual trust and coapen, euroregions have
contributed for economic development and coopemnatioNestern Europe. This
experience is translated as a background with spged towards Central and
Eastern Europe, but here the main problem is togmpenal great diversity of
instruments and means of implementation.
In Europe there is a wide variety of such euronegistructures, caused by
a wide range of criteria.
The firs Euroregion — Reggio Basiliensis, now readniriRhena — oc-
curred at the border between Switzerland, Germanty France in 1963, fol-
lowed by others in the border area between Ben€exmany and France, after
which it expanded at a pace fast, so currentlyietlzee a hundred such struc-
tures for cross-border cooperation extended fraamAttiantic Ocean until to the
West part of the ex-soviet space.
It is very important to underline that the modelcoflaboration in the euro-
regions is broad supported from the European Uniocan be considered an
exercise preceding accession to the organizatidneoparticipating countries or
as a micro-experiment for the implementation of camity relations between
the candidate states’ regions.
Being the great diversity of acceptance regardimegdontent and skills of
cross-borders cooperation of euroregions, withaime of clear structural de-
marcations of them, the Association of EuropeandBoiRegions (AEFR) ap-
plies the following criteria to identify the contsnand default euroregions
skills, identifying with:
= Associations of local or regional authorities l@xhbn the both sides of bor-
der state, in some cases having the structureeofGitneral Assembly like
leadership structure:

= Cross-border associations with permanent secretam@dministrative and
technical team with own resources:

= Under private law, associations of non-profit oligahons or foundations
located in a part or the other of the border, ireament with the national in
force laws;

= Associations, based on public law, based on intesagreements, with im-
plications on other issues, involving local autties.

Particularly interesting is a goadgorithm of good euroregioproposed by
Andre Louis, inside which one can find a very esipliogical schema and a
mechanism for implementation, operation and devebyg of such structures
for cross-border cooperation.
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THE AIMS AND OBJECTIVES OFEUROREGIONS

Euroregions goals and objectives can be charaeteby a variety of typo-

logical determined content, actors and actionspilihem sitting on the re-
sults of their activities. In general, the eurooe basic aims are promoting
understanding and cooperation at all levels anth$oof culture and also of
the economic cooperation.

Each euroregion establish its own objectives, wHmhthe most part

are closely related to the objectives establishgdhe European regional
policy to date. All goals and objectives of euraoeg take a number of
factors among which the most important are the gemlgcal, cultural, eco-

nomic, etc.
Tabel 1. Some general characteristics of euroregisn
No. Motivation Characteristics
. In a border area that could become a center| for
1 Geographical area .
economic development
There is a tradition of collaboration, but without
When such approach will take | implementation of euroregional institutions
2 place Identifying the type of institutions that generate
euroregional tradition of collaboration
3 Extension Not very extensive, the optimum dimension bejng
between 3,000 and 10,000 kilometers
4 Population Moderate numbe_r,_the_optirr)al value being between
500,000 and 1 million inhabitants
Depending on the external extension of their terri-
5 Internal and external networks | tory and density, the euroregions can be adjacent
and more continuous
a) On short-term objective: development, mobilati
and organization for transformation in a functiopal
6 Euroregional institutions institution in euroregion’s area
b). Use of internal and external resources
c). General perspective for readjustment
Creating the sense of indispensability for coopera-
7 Functions tion, that will be urgently followed by the safety
feeling of euroregion concept.
The existence of 5 chronological sequences: active
8 The functions’ stage and the mutual knowledge, the indispensability of cross-

institutions

border cooperation, tangible cooperation, cultural

actions, euroregional sense of safety.

Territorial coverage

Able to reaction in the local, national and Eurapéa

context.
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THE CASE OFDKMT EUROREGION

Cooperation in this format has its origins in thkateral cooperation be-
tween Timg (Romania) and Csongrad (Hungary), Regional Codioer#roto-
col Danube — Mures — Tisa, signed in 1997.
DKMT’s objective is the development and broaderofigelations between
local communities and local representatives in mmental, economic, educa-
tion, culture, health, science and sport fieldsl epoperation in perspective of
European integration.
DKMT's partners: areGeopoliticaBorder...,2006]:
= Romania: counties Timis, Arad, Caras-Severin, Hoaeat
= Hungary: counties Csongrad, Békés, Bacs-Kiskurg, Biagykun Szolnok
= Serbia: Autonomous Province of Vojvodina
The DKMT’s population is 5, 4 million and the DKMJ area is 77.600 Km
General Assembly represents the deliberative osganif cooperation. The
President in office is elected by the General Addgrforming by heads of re-
gional authorities, for a period of one year, adowy to the principle of rotation
between countries. Currently, the president is Mirsna Magyar, president of
CJ Csongrad (Hungary).
DKMT’s Secretariat is composed by 3 persons dedéshatach one from the
Romanian, Hungarian and Serbian parts, based emaitagreements between
the regional leaders of the three countries.
Working groups study and draw up programs and ptejenake proposals
and draw up reports on activities from the Genasslembly. Steering Commit-
tee — 3 presidents of regional authorities, onmfeach country.
Agency for Cooperation Development DKMT realisetivities conducted
by both public and economic utility, for ensuringiéls needed for the develop-
ment of regional DKMT cooperation.
Regarding the projects being implemented, we moderine the follow-
ings [GeopoliticaEuropean.., 2005]:
= opening of new border crossing points: rail (tolBe&x — lam)— important for
the restoration of the oldest railway lines in Roraa Oravita — lam (Ro) —
Bela Crkva / White Russian / Weisskirchen (Serbiggocol — Bazias (ro),
road and rail (at Socol)-out of isolation to thenDbe enters the country and
improves the natural riches offered by the NatidPelk Iron Gates, road and
rail to Gradinari (CS / RO) — Markov ( VS / Serbiahich will support a
project and cultural tourism in the Caras-Sevend the Vrsac. The project
aims the promotion of cultural tourism, wine-growiarea of Vrsac — Markov —
Gradinari and natural heritage, tourism and inchlstone Anina — Oravita — lam.

= modernization and development of road infrastriectior the area Naidas —
Socol — Bazias, with funding from the Neighborh@dddARE Program 2004—
2006 Romania — Serbia.
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creating a border industrial park between Carafievand South Banat
District (following the model of industrial parkeating between the AP Voj-
vodina and Hungary).

creating etnocentre to facilitate the study andsemneation of folk customs
and traditions, crafts, and folklore.

a circuit tour on the both side of the Danube bomddéwo natural parks: the
Iron Gates Park (South Caras-Severin and Mehedant Parkberdap
(Borski and Brartievski districts).

creating an joint alert system to prevent disastBo®ding, environmental
accident / pollution, etc.). between DCMT'’s stategvants a commun system
of information management and joint logistics (sitemmon equipment,
communication system for mailing information) taystin real time all rele-
vant information on flows and water quality.

“Center for monitoring and coordinating disastearés-Severin”. Applicant
is Public Service and Rescue Dispatch DisastetedrDirectorate of Public
Management and Private Domain of Caras-Severintgo®artners: Inspec-
torate for Emergency Situations “Semenic” Commangrevent the flooding
of municipal Vaset.

“Vocational School of Tourism” for preparing theesjalists of high level in
the tourism field.

CONCLUSIONS

Between the advantages creating by euroregiong, meugmembered:
The process of European integration involves regi@ooperation, such as
border regions contribute to the preparation faeasion countries to the Eu-
ropean Union;
Euroregions contribute to the diminish of tensiand to maintain the stabili-
ty in the Balkans area;
Euroregions represent a necessary stage in theggaf transition from the
geostrategy to geoeconomy;
Euroregions engage human and material resourcesvthdad otherwise re-
main unused.

In the same time it is important to mention theagientages that could

appear:

= Euroregions generate agreements that local augwdould intervene in the
policies of countries involved;

= Euroregions create the possibility that some lamahmunities may sign
agreements against their own governments;
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= Border regions are often isolated from the centfesecision-making and
economic activity. Thus, these experience spegiablpms such as lack of
transport infrastructure; birth rate much higheanthmortality; underdeve-
loped service sector, inadequate technologicahstifucture, but they can be
solved through regional economic cooperation;

= There is a lack of cooperation between nationahaities and local or re-
gional ones;

= There is the inability of authorities to involvegpée in processes of cooperation.

Some governments are concerned that euroregionscated at a great dis-
tance from the centre trying thus to undermine dinainish, enhancing cross-
border relations with its neighbours.

Cross-border cooperation is not of course limitedlydo those already
mentioned, diversification of fields of action aad a consequence of the sta-
tus of constituent members of these cross-bordepemtion. Thus, they said
they could add interest to the activities of theoulations of border areas:
social, health, education, waste management, watgurces, conservation
and environmental protection, management and ozg#oh of space, tourism
and recreation, transportation, prevention and @métural disasters.
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Transgraniczna wspétpraca w ramach euroregionow.
Przyktad Rumunskiego Euroregionu DKMT

Streszczenie

Artykut przedstawia zadania i cele dziataloioeuroregionéw jako formy wspotpracy trans-
granicznej na przyktadzie Rummkiego Euroregionu DKMT. Podstawowa definicja eagionu
okresla go jako zwazek terytorialny, formalny regionéwgsiadupcych krajéw, ktorych celem jest
organizowanie i koordynowanie wspdlnych dziafgomupcych wspotprag gospodarcg, eduka-
cyjna, naukowe, kulturalm badz inna.
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Euroregiony otrzymuj duze wsparcie ze&rodkéw unijnych, g swoistym eksperymentem
tworzacych je pastw o duym znaczeniu dla wspétpracy transgranicznej wyniegjz inicjatywy
wiadz samorgdowych danego szczebla poszczegélnych kraj@adujcych

Summary

The present article point out some characterisifche euroregions, their aims and objec-
tives as cross-border cooperation forms. One ofitfimitions assigned to the euro-regions speci-
fies that they are territorial structures createcbider to intensify the inter-regional and cross-
border cooperation, by creating a coherent spacecofiomical, scientific, social and cultural
development.

The cooperation pattern within the euroregions gegseat support from the EU, this being
considered a preceding exercise for the adherentggt organization by the participating coun-
tries and as a micro-experiment regarding the imphgation of the community relationships
among the areas of the candidate states. The aichsha objectives of the euro-regions can be
characterized through a great typological diverdigyermined by content, all of these being the
basis for the results of their activities.

The last part of the work paper overlights the abtaristics and the evolution of DKMT Eu-
roregion and its importance for the regional depeient.



