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Sum m ary: This study aim s at an analysis of the political 
space dynamic and limits, over the last century, on an area 
corresponding to the current Romanian-Ukrainian border area. It is 
analysed the impact of the successive changes of the border route 
and the border’s  role over the regional-territorial structures and the 
corresponding border areas. The sequences of phases of structural- 
political (re)modelling of the analysed geographical area are 
determined by three major thresholds: the two World Wars and the 
fall of the Socialism System.

Using analytical m ethods and certified instrum ents in the 
scientific literature (from Cartography, Statistics, History etc.) there 
are compared sets of cartographic materials from various sources, 
aiming at capturing the major changes over the generated border 
level system. It have been analysed the borders routes, the 
sequences of the territorial-political system s, the (re)adjustment of 
the Historic regional system s, the impact over the communication  
network, the diminution or extension of the polarization areas of 
several historic or regional centres.

It results a typology specific to the border areas with an 
increased dynamics, and finally there are identified the m ost stable 
and unstable territorial subsystem s and border sectors, comparing to 
the current route of the EU/NATO external border. These results are 
elem ents with a high degree of specificity and they can be used  in the 
contemporary strategies for (re)integration and building of the cross 
border territorial system s.

K eyw ords: Romanian-Ukrainian border, external EU border, 
territorial system s, borderland.

35

mailto:jan.wendt@ug.edu.pl
mailto:marin_ilies@yahoo.com
mailto:grigoreherman@yahoo.com


I n tr o d u c t io n
The geographical a rea  of C entral and  E as te rn  Europe 

experienced after the  World W ar I an d  especially after 1990, 
su b s tan tia l s tru c tu ra l m u ta tio n s  u n d e r the  im pulse of 
frequen t changes an d  territo ria l (re)adjustm ents. U nder these  
conditions, in  a period of abou t a cen tu ry  (1916-2012), in  the 
analysed  area  the  border line changes an d  the  affiliation to a 
p a rticu la r political system  led to four d is tinc t periods: The 
period before World W ar I; the  period betw een W orlds W ars I 
an d  II; the  Socialist period 1946-1989 an d  the  Post-Socialist 
period (after 1989). This tim e separa tion  is characterized  by 
the  beginning, for each  regional s tru c tu re , of the  in te rn a l self­
regulating  m echanism  by (re)spatial orien tation  of the  rela tions 
particu larly  economic, cu ltu ra l, an d  political an d  also of th e ir 
directions. At the  sam e tim e each  period successively left the ir 
m a rk  on the  analysed  area  by su d d en  changes in the  rela tions 
system s estab lished  in  the  th ree  intervals.

T h e  a n a ly s is  fram e
The analysed  geographical a rea  is cu rren tly  determ ined 

by the  R om anian an d  U krain ian  border a reas  sep ara ted  by a 
border w ith complex su p p o rt generated  by the  a lternating  
longitud inal (Tisa) an d  transverse  (Siret) hydro-graphical 
netw ork, by the  m o u n ta in  u n its  (over 1000 m in  M aram ureę 
M ountains) an d  hills (Ilieę et al., 2012). The N orthern Sector of 
the  R om anian-U krain ian  border, p a rt of the  ex ternal EU 
border h a s  a  length  of 440.1 km  an d  determ ines two border 
a reas  characterized  by a wide m orphological, s tru c tu ra l, and  
e th n o -cu ltu ra l landscape  variety. The s tru c tu ra l complexity of 
th ese  system s increase  by overlapping the  e th n o -cu ltu ra l 
com ponent, extrem ely diverse an d  in  the  years  following the 
F irst World War, w as sub jec t to s trong  political p re ssu re  w ith 
m ajor im plications in  te rm s evolutionary, s tru c tu ra l and  
spatia l arrangem ent.
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M e th o d o lo g ie s  an d  m e th o d s
Through th is  s tu d y  we provide an  analysis of th is  space, 

regarding the  political m o rp h -s tru c tu ra l dynam ics, for 
identification of the  m echan ism s capable of 
g en e ra tin g /o b stru c t the  cross-border in terconnection  and  
regional im pact of p e rm an en t changes of role an d  functions of 
the  R om anian-U krain ian  Border. The degree of perm eability, 
the  density  of the  border crossing poin ts, the  direction, the 
in tensity  an d  the  volum e of the  c ross-border flows correlated 
w ith a good knowledge of the  territo ria l realities are elem ents 
w hose analysis can  be the  basis  of fu tu re  cross-border 
stra teg ies, increasing  th is  way the  system ic in terconnection  of 
the  two contiguous border areas. Also, in  defining the  types of 
border areas, nex t to the  adm inistrative criteria is tak en  into 
accoun t the  option (experienced in  the  literature) of the ir 
inw ard extension on a w idth of 25-30  km  (Lichtenberger, 
2000; Bufon, 2002; Taczanow ska Ilie§ et al., 2010; Ilie§ & 
G ram a, 2010a). In th is  study , the  border a reas  will be 
determ ined  by the  adm in istra tive-territo rial com position, 
h isto rical regions and  the  affiliation to political-territorial 
system s.

Knowing the  territo ria l realities th ro u g h  field work, for 
cap tu ring  the  specificity of the  closely exam ined space, is a 
basic  approach  in  o rder to achieve the  correct com bination 
w ith the  theoretical com ponent. To determ ine the  functionality  
an d  polarization degree, or the  polarizing area  an d  its  lim its, 
an  im portan t step  is ”to decipher its internal structure by  
identifying the m ain com ponents an d  their role in defining its 
status"  (Iano§, 2000, 21). Since the  border a reas  on the  one 
h an d  generate  a specific in te rna l re la tions an d  on the  o ther 
h a n d  m ajor differences on re la tions w ith neighbouring spaces 
"internal" or "external”, beyond the  border have an  im portan t 
role in  respec t to th e ir spatia l delim itation criteria. Using 
jo ined  geographical m ethodology (C unha, 1988; Iano§, 2000; 
Cocean, 2005; Topaloglou et al., 2005, Ilie§ et al., 2009, Ilie§ & 
G ram a, 2010b; Jo h n so n  et al., 2011;) w ith specific tools from 
C artography, S ta tistics, H istory etc is the  key to th is  approach  
to achieve m easurab le  re su lts  applicable to fu tu re  strategies.

The h isto rical retrospective su p p o rts  th is  step  by 
u n d e rs tan d in g  the  causality  beh ind  the  territo ria l changes 
repeated  in  te rm s of affiliation to a p a rticu la r political system ,
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for the  u n d e rs tan d in g  of the  m echan ism s th a t  led to the  new 
(re)orientation an d  (re)integration in  relation  to the  position 
an d  role of the  border. Processing of s ta tistica l d a ta  from 
public  and  private in s titu tio n s  are carefully selected, tested  
an d  correlated w ith local realities of the  space considered. 
E lem ents tak en  in to  accoun t in  determ ining  the  types and  
h ierarchy  of "border accessibility” an d  "cross-border 
connectivity” (Ilieę et al, 2012) are based  on: the  historical 
dynam ics of the  political space; the  cu ltu ra l heritage of roads 
(Grazuleviciute-Vileniske & M atijosaitiene, 2010); the  s tru c tu re  
of e th n o -cu ltu ra l com ponent (Popescu, 2012), the 
m orphom etric  charac te ris tic s  of the  border and  the  determ ined 
border a rea  (Ilieę & G ram a, 2011); the  dynam ic role and  
functions of the  border an d  particu larly  exam ined border role 
an d  “necessity  of superfluous limits and boundaries” 
(Leimgruber, 2005). In case of a  border w ith complex role and  
functions su ch  as  the  ex ternal border of EU an d  NATO on the 
R om anian-U krain ian  border, the  in terconnection  stra teg ies 
require the  creation of specific m ethodologies an d  typologies 
(Ilies et al., 2009).

Their role is to identify an d  prioritize the  local and  
regional acto rs to create an d  im plem ent a stra tegy  aim ed a t 
increasing  the  cross-border in terconnection , the  cross-border 
accessibility  an d  especially the  (re)adjustm ent an d  volum e to 
con tinue to exchange m eanings and  re la tions w ith areas 
contiguous in  parallel w ith “dynam ics of transition processes in 
Southeastern Europe” (Hall, 2000). T hus, the  in terdependence 
of the  four key e lem ents space, tim e, activities and  
com m unication (Williams, 1998) is the  "gateway" to an  end 
w ith high efficiency an d  viable solutions.

A n a ly t ic a l c o m p o n e n t  o f  t h e  d y n a m ic s  o f  p o lit ic a l  
s p a c e .  R e s u lt s  an d  d is c u s s io n

The im portan t elem ents in  the  stra tegy  of cu ltu ra l and  
econom ic re in tegration  of a political space re su lts  from the 
analysis  of su ch  a system  in  te rm s of territorial-political 
in te rn a l dynam ics, considering the  adm inistrative lim its of 
them . Over the  la s t cen tury , in  the  analysed  area, there  were 
su b s tan tia l s tru c tu ra l changes and  political im pacts on 
regional an d  in ter-regional re la tions system s. E ach  com posing 
p a rt w hich m akes up  a territo ria l system  can  be analysed,
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in terp re ted  an d  applied a t the  level of existing territorial 
s tru c tu re s  w ith the  am endm en t th a t an  application of the 
general criteria  of spatia l regionalization (Cocean, 2005) and  
identification of m echan ism s w hich a ssu re  the  determ ination  
an d  functionality  of territorial system s (Iano§, 2000) could 
group the  identified s tru c tu re s  on territo ria l u n its  w ith a  high 
degree of functionality  triggering econom ic developm ent. In 
different contexts determ ined  by the  analysed  periods „...it is 
helpful to situa te  the rise o f  political interest in regions in term s 
o f the broader p rocesses o f  the contemporary restructuring o f  
the  s ta te  in term s o f  both „rescaling an d  the reworking o f  
institutional an d  sectorial boundaries” (H aughton et al., 2010,
p. 11).

Considering the  relation  system s an d  the  political 
dependence of the  contiguous border su b sy stem s overlapping 
the  analysed  area, and  w hose pu rpose  identifies w ith the  idea 
th a t  „a territorial sy s te m  is essen tia l in defining a certain type  
o f territorial developm ent w hich  aim s to p u rsu e  som e socio­
economic and  cultural fina lities” (Cunha, 1988, p. 181-198; 
Ianos, 2000, p. 21), we have identified four d is tinc t periods: 
The period before F irst World W ar w ith dom ination of em pires; 
The In terw ar Period (1918-1946) w ith border territorial 
su b sy stem s m arked  by the  belonging to different system s 
dom inan t s ta te  an d  less by the  role an d  functions of the 
border. It is the  period w ith the  m ost frequent changes of the 
rou te  and  direction of the  border; The C om m unist Period (after 
Second World W ar u n til 1990) w ithout tran sb o rd erlan d  
rela tionsh ip  an d  w ith ju x tap o sed  border system s; The Post­
C om m unist Period (since 1990) m arked  by the  “extended  the  
aggregate length o f  political frontiers, m any o f them  contested, 
by thousands o f  k ilom etres...” (O stergren & Rice, 2004, p. 119) 
con tinuous change of role an d  functions of the  R om anian- 
U krain ian  border, by the  dynam ic of occurrence or border 
crossings closing, by the  volum e and  in tensity  of cross-border 
h u m a n  flows an d  especially of NATO an d  EU expansion  to the 
East.

The four periods were sep ara ted  by th ree  m ajor 
th resho lds: The F irst WW, The Second WW an d  1990 m arked  
the  fall of the  Socialist System  in  the  E uropean  space.
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T h e  F ir s t  W orld War an d  th e  In terw a r  P er io d
At the  tu rn  of the  XIX-XX C entury  the  R om anian- 

U krain ian  border system  generated  by the  EU ex ternal border 
h ad  a  totally  different political a rch itec tu re  (Fig. 1): the 
W estern  an d  C entral adm inistrative and  political p a rt belonged 
to the  A ustro -H ungarian  Em pire, while the  E as te rn  p a rt to 
Moldova. At lower h ierarch ica l level, the  A ustro -H ungarian  
p a rt consisted  of two m ajor h istorical provinces: M aram ures to 
the  W est and  B ukovina to the  E ast while in  the  M oldavian 
sector it can  be noticed the  territo ria l un ity  of th is  space, 
bordered  by B essarab ia  annexed  by R ussia  in  1812. Basically, 
in  the  context of th is  s tu d y  them e, tran sp o sed  a  cen tu ry  ago, 
we noticed on the  analysed  a rea  the  existence of two sta te  
s tru c tu re s , bounded  by a  border d isposed perpend icu lar to the 
cu rren t rou te  (Fig. 1), asym m etrical an d  w ith varying degrees 
of autonom y. C orresponding to figure 1, a  lower h ierarch ical 
level there  were th ree  territo ria l su b -sy stem s w ith high 
functionality  (M aram ures, B ukovina an d  N orthern Moldavia), 
a rranged  in  sequences from w est to east, including the  whole 
s tud ied  border a rea  an d  w hose position generates borders and  
border a reas  (in the  c u rren t sense) perpend icu lar to the 
cu rren t ones (Fig. 1).
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Figure 1. Borders, h isto rical regions an d  political territorial 
system s before F irst World W ar in  the  a rea  of ac tu a l (2011) 
R om anian-U krain ian  border an d  borderlands (data sources: 
§ tefanescu  et al, 2007a, p. 115; Smolyoi, 2007, p. 22; Kocsis, 
2007, p. 29)

A nother im p o rtan t aspect favourable to the  connections 
betw een the  territo ria l political system s an d  su b sy stem s it w as 
rep resen ted  by the  m ore perm issive functions an d  role of the  
borders betw een them .

The first im p o rtan t th resho ld  in  changing  the  in te rna l 
pa ram ete rs , the  degree of in te rn a l functionality  of these  
territo ria l system s and  especially for shap ing  a  new  system  of 
re la tions w ith ex ternal n a tu re  w as the  F irst World War. The 
m ain  im pact on the  regional territo ria l system s (M aram ures, 
Bukovina) w as the  "am putation" of a  dom estic re la tions system  
by cross cu tting  it th ro u g h  the  new  political bo rders an d  the 
new  generation  of su b sy stem s required  to (re)organization of 
the  in te rn a l functionality  and  (re)orientation of ex ternal system  
relations. If a t the  E uropean  political system  m acro-level the 
changes are generally of s ta tistica l n a tu re , a t local and  
regional level these  were significant. U nder th ese  conditions,
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1918 m arked  the  end  of the  world conflict, the  d isappearance  
of R ussian  and  A ustro -H ungarian  Em pires, an d  the  em ergence 
an d  streng then ing  of the  independen t n a tiona l s ta te s  
generated  a  regional context by rem odelling of the  territorial- 
political system s an d  su b sy stem s an d  of th e ir limits.

For the  first tim e in  the  analysed  area, the  in te rs ta te  
b orders system  becom es complex because  of the  large s ta te  
s tru c tu re s  defined by them : R om ania to the  South , 
Czechoslovakia, Poland an d  the  U krain ian  SSR (part of the 
USSR) to the  North (Fig. 2).

system s before an d  after F irst World W ar in  the  a rea  of ac tua l 
(2011) R om anian-U krain ian  border an d  borderlands (data 
sources: § tefanescu  et al., 2007a, p. 115-116; § tefanescu  et 
a l,  2007b, 119-120; Smolyoi, 2007, p. 22; Kocsis, 2007, p. 29)

At the  regional system s level, the  changes are 
su b stan tia l, M aram u re s  is divided in to  a  R om anian p a rt and  
Czechoslovak u n it w hose function w as only partially  affected 
by the  C zechoslovak-Rom anian border, very form al and  
perm issive. However, from th is  m om ent the  two M aram ures
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su b sy stem s are a t beginning of a  jo u rn ey  of over a  cen tu ry  
(four generations) of (re)orientation of the  re la tions system s to 
the  new  s tru c tu re s  they  were incorporated  in. F u rth e r E ast, 
the  Bukovina h istorical territorial system  is fully in teg ra ted  to 
R om ania b u t w ith the  Polish s ta te  neighbourhood.

The asym m etry  of the  border system  is determ ined  by 
the  existence of a  unified S o u th ern  R om anian border area, and  
one N orthern  s ta te  com posed of th ree  su b sy stem s (Fig. 2). The 
R om anian p a rt of the  c u rren t borders w as tan g en t to its 
corresponding 10 adm inistra tive u n its  (counties) of lower rank . 
The period betw een the  two World W ars can  be characterized  
a s  the  m ost complex in  te rm s of n u m b er of sectors, of the ir 
length , d irections, of the  n u m b er of contiguous a dm inistrative 
u n its  and  social an d  e th n o -cu ltu ra l im plications.

A nother sh o rt th resho ld  (1940-1947) w as generated  by 
the  V ienna D ictate w hen in the  considered a rea  the 
M aram ures an d  S a tu  Mare are annexed to H ungary. As 
consequences of the  analysed  space, it v irtually  d isappears  the 
border w hich divided M aram ures, b u t th is  is fully in tegrated  
in to  a  new  political-territorial system , being tran sferred  from 
R om ania to H ungary.

The consequences are reflected in  the  need  to create a  
new  stra tegy  an d  a  system  of re la tionsh ips regarding the 
functionality  of the  territorial system  due to the  adm inistrative 
an d  political system  rad ical change. In te rm s of border 
position an d  orien tation  in  the  W estern p a rt the  new  system  is 
changed  again, being oriented N orth-South  exactly in  the 
m iddle p a rt of the  c u rren t analysis (Fig. 3).
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Figure 3. Borders, h isto rical regions an d  political territorial 
system s before and  after F irst World W ar an d  during  the 
period of V ienna D iktat (1940-1944) in the  a rea  of ac tu a l 
(2011) R om anian-U krain ian  border an d  borderlands (data 
sources: Rey et al., 2002, p. 17; § tefanescu  et al., 2007a, p. 
115-116; § tefanescu  et al., 2007b, 119-120; Smolyoi, 2007, p. 
22; Kocsis, 2007, p. 29; H ajdu, 2009, p. 23)
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T h e  C o m m u n is t  P er io d
The Second World W ar simplified the  borders system  by 

USSR "overflowing" th ro u g h o u t the  N orthern  Sector of the 
form er Czechoslovakia, form er Polish an d  form er R om anian 
North Bucovina. T hus, in  the  border a rea  w hich divides the 
u n it in to  M aram ures an d  Bucovina, the  n o rth  being included 
in  USSR, U krain ian  SSR respectively. From now it is laid down 
the  "foundation" of a  "hard", "militarized" bo rder-sta te , w ith 
control an d  selective h u m a n  and  econom ic penetration . It 
ou tlines two ju x tap o sed  border system s w ithout collaboration 
an d  w ith the  b reaking  ou t of all physical an d  cu ltu ra l ties 
betw een the  two sides.

Legend

State border before 1918 

S tate Border (InterW ars Period. 1918-1940)

S tate Border (1940-1946)
State Border after Second W orld W ar M ain Roads burft after First W W

  Border between SSR U k ra ra  and S SR M oldova M ain Roads b u it after Second W W

—  m C ' □  a ™ *  ( a t e  Second V W )  □  C z e tfo S w a ta a  M 1993)

- * — *  M a n  Railtway bu ilt a fter Second W W  _______  i-----------1 n
  Mam Roads b o lt before F rs t W W  I I USSR (1944-1991) |______ j Hungary (1940-1944)
  M ain Roads b u it after First W W  1-----------1 (included SSR Ukraina and SSR M oldova l(included SSR Ukraina and SSR Moldova) 

H istorical Regional Territorial System s (Provinces)

Figure 4. Borders, h isto rical regions an d  political territorial 
system s before an d  after F irst World W ar, du ring  the  period of 
V ienna D iktat (1940-1947) an d  after Second World W ar (1947­
1990) in  the  a rea  of ac tu a l (2011) R om anian-U krain ian  border 
an d  borderlands (data sources: Rey et al., 2002, p. 17; 
§ tefanescu  et al., 2007a, p. 115-116; § tefanescu  et al., 2007b, 
119-120; Smolyoi, 2007, p. 22; Kocsis, 2007, p. 29; H ajdu, 
2009, p. 23)
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This is em phasized by the  sm all n u m b er of border 
crossing  poin ts, by the  reduced  n u m b er of people receiving the 
border crossing righ t an d  by the  large n u m b er of fam ilies 
sep ara ted  by bo th  sides of the  border. D uring 1947-1990 we 
are w itnessing a  co n tinuous decline u n til the  d isappearance  of 
in te r-h u m an  rela tions an d  com m ercial consolidated over tim e, 
especially in  the  h isto rical regional system s as  M aram ures and  
B ukovina (Fig. 4).

Figure 5.A.) “Wooden Brid-ge” 
betw een S ighetu-M arm atiei 

(Romania) an d  Solotvino 
(Ukraine); B.) “Iron B rid g e  

betw een Teceu Mic (Romania) 
an d  Teceu Mare (Ukraine)

Figure 6. Double Railway 
System : E uropean  (normal, 

Romania) an d  ex-soviet 
(large; Ukraine) in the 
R om anian borderland

The two contiguous border system s "back to b ack ” 
during  th is  period will "benefit" by the  dom inan t m ilitary 
position of the  border, leading to the  developm ent of a  
unid irectional system  of re la tions w ith in  the  political space, to 
the  in terior of the  political space affiliation (Rom ania an d  the 
USSR). For exam ple, in  the  in ter-W ar period in  M aram ures 
county  a rea  there  were eight connecting bridges over the  Tisa 
River, and  they  were gradually  destroyed (Fig. 5B), the  only 
functional one is u sed  exclusively by rail an d  tra n s it  th rough  
R om ania for Soviet tra in s  u s ing  wide railw ays (Fig. 6). It
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shou ld  be m entioned  th a t du ring  1946-1990 the  bo rd er’s both  
system s belonged to a  socialist econom ic system  w ith a  
p lanned  economy. A nother im p o rtan t elem ent is determ ined  by 
the  "m isalignm ent" of R om ania (his own county  system ) to the 
adm in istra tive-territo rial system  im posed by the  Soviets 
(regions and  districts), a s  the  country  h a d  its  own 
a dm inistrative reform  of 1968.

T h e  P o s t -C o m m u n is t  P er io d  ( s in c e  1 9 9 0 )
Com pared to previous periods (1916-1989) the  changes 

are no t of territorial- s tru c tu ra l n a tu re , they  are the  re su lt of 
con tinuous change a t sh o rt in tervals, of the  role an d  functions 
of the  s ta te  border, w ith m ajor im plications on the  system  of 
re la tions betw een the  two contiguous border areas. U nder the 
s truc tu ra l-po litica l aspect, “The m ost spectacular change w a s  
the  breakup o f the Soviet Union an d  the elimination o f  Soviet 
hegem ony over Eastern  Europe . . .” (O stergren & Rice, 2004, p. 
119) an d  U kraine an d  republic  of Moldova becam e an  
independen t republic  an d  it will identify itse lf for the  next 
period w ith the  ex-Soviet analysed  area. Significant changes 
are determ ined by the  victory of the  m arke t econom y over the 
p lanned  economy, accordingly the  existence in  analysed  space 
of a single system  of econom ic relations. Since 1991 in the 
sam e geographical area, the  R om anian-Soviet border area 
(U krainian in  subsidiary) is su b s titu ted  w ith the  R om anian- 
U krain ian  one, the  U krain ian  s ta te  asserting  independence on 
24 A ugust 1991 (Fig. 7).
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Figure 7. Borders, h isto rical regions, euroregions and  political 
territo ria l system s during  the  la s t C entury  (1916-2011) in the 
a rea  of ac tu a l (2011) R om anian-U krain ian  border and  
borderlands (data sources: Rey et al., 2002, p. 17; Ilie§, 2007; 
§ tefanescu  et al., 2007a, p. 115-116; § tefanescu  et al., 2007b, 
119-120; Smolyoi, 2007, p. 22; Kocsis, 2007, p. 29; H ajdu, 
2009, p. 23)

In these  new  circum stances, the  assertion  of 
independence an d  the  fall of the  U krain ian  s ta te  socialist 
system  in  w hich R om ania an d  U kraine were part, due to 
extensive s tru c tu ra l changes in  the  political an d  econom ic 
E uropean  space is p a rt of a  se t of processes th a t  have opened 
in  n u m ero u s w ays the  possibilities of cross-border 
cooperation, to restore the  old re la tions an d  th u s  
(re)integration of h istorical p laces (M aram ures and  Bucovina) 
econom ically an d  cultu rally  (Boar, 2005; Bufon & Ilie§, 2011). 
Basically, from the  two border system s "back to back', w ithou t 
in te r-h u m an  rela tions an d  econom ic-oriented to "towards the  
interior political space o f belonging to” open the  possibility, a t
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leas t theoretically, of a  horizon of opportun ities for connections 
extended from 180° to one of 360°. W ith all 1990s en th u siasm , 
I found so far, th a t  the  m echanism  w as slow, w ith several 
legislative an d  s tru c tu ra l change, and  w hich, together w ith 
NATO and  EU enlargem ent leads to a  "limited opening" of 
c ross-border connections, especially those re la ting  to the 
h u m a n  com ponent (Bufon, 2006) b u t “to d a y 's  borderlands 
m ay be tom orrow 's internal space” (Bialasiewicz e t al., 2009, p. 
84). In th is  regard, the  followings are som e of the  determ inan t 
role.

The period 1990-2004 w as favourable for trade , free 
m ovem ent of people, being rem oved the  v isa requ irem en ts  for 
border crossing. There have been  opened m ore border crossing 
poin ts, jo in t com panies were created, an d  it w as considered 
the  problem  of land  an d  property  re s titu tio n  by the  R om anian 
s ta te  to R om anian citizens from U kraine who have held 
properties u n til 1946. Also, the  Valea V iseulu i-C am pulung la 
T isa wide railway u sed  exclusively for Soviet tra in s  began to be 
u sed  by people who tran s ited  the  border th rough  a  schedule. It 
w as also bu ilt the  h isto ric  bridge of wood from Sighetu 
M arm atiei (Fig. 5A) and  m any o ther border crossing  po in ts  for 
local traffic only accessible to people living in  ru ra l border 
a reas  (Ilie§, 2003). On the  sam e background, the  m ilitary role 
an d  border control h u m a n  flow decreased  in  the  analysed 
system . To facilitate good re la tions an d  cooperation there  were 
created  the  cross-border cooperation Euroregions: the
C arpath ian  in  1993 (functional on the  R om anian side in  1997) 
an d  the  U pper P ru t (Fig. 7; Suli-Zakar, 2002; Ilie§, 2007).

The period 2004-2007, m arked  by the  in tegration  in 
NATO an d  EU (2007) can  be considered as  one of restric ting  
the  facilities an d  increasing  the  border m ilitary function „role”, 
a s  it becom es NATO's E aste rn  ex ternal border (Fig. 7).

The EU post-accession  (after 2007) period m ean t 
re in troducing  v isas for U krain ians, w hich again m ean t 
increasing  of the  control function  role for the  h u m a n  flows 
(Ilie§, 2003). Basically, due to the  closure of border crossing 
poin ts, increase  control an d  reduce the  volum e of tra n s it 
goods, the  R om anian-U krain ian  border role, w hich becam e 
p a rt of E aste rn  ex ternal bo rders of the  EU, in c reases the  flow 
of h u m a n  control in  conjunction  w ith the  m ilitary (NATO) and  
custom  ones. In the  local com m unities the  border is perceived
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as  having a  role and  sh arin g  sim ilar functions w ith the 
C om m unist period. In parallel, given to the  lim itation of the 
c ross-border legal activities in recen t years  it h a s  greatly 
increased  the  sm uggling of counterfeit goods from U kraine to 
Rom ania, intensifying also illegal m igration. In conclusion, a t 
p resen t, the  R om anian-U krain ian  border territo ria l system  can 
be considered asym m etric, w ith declining trade  relations, w ith 
increased  crim inal activity an d  significant differences life costs 
betw een the  two contiguous border areas. In parallel, even if 
favourable policy fram ew orks exist, the  in te re s t in b ilateral 
cu ltu ra l activities greatly decreased. Finally, we are w itnessing 
the  consolidation of a  system  com posed of ju x tap o sed  border 
subsystem s, w ith declining rela tionsh ip  and  exchanges, and  
w ith “o rien tation” tren d s  of the  in te rn a l self-regulating system  
m echan ism s w ithin the  subsystem .

C o n c lu s io n s
Looking back  a t the  beginning of the  XIX C entury  there 

were two system s in  the  a rea  of territorial h istorical study, 
M aram ures an d  Bucovina, characterized  by high system ic 
functionality  from both  in te rna l re la tions an d  s tru c tu re s  in 
re la tion  to regional neighbours. G radually, the  first th resho ld  
determ ined  by the  F irst World W ar an d  the  creation  of na tional 
s ta te s  in troduced  for the  first tim e the  m eaning  of in te r-s ta te  
border, w hose role and  functions are radically  different from 
the  contem porary  situa tion . The In ter W ar Period can  be 
considered as  the  "beneficiary" for the  m ost border sectors, 
w ith sec to rs an d  o rien ta tions of high complexity, b u t w ith little 
effect on the  m echan ism s an d  elem ents th a t  determ ine the 
functionality  of the  old h istorical territo ria l system s. 
Im plem entation of the  C om m unist system  on the  R om ania’s 
border by Soviet control "overflowing" over the  form er 
territo ries of Czechoslovakia an d  Poland, led to increased  
separa tion  of the  two system s an d  the  elim ination of 
contiguous border bridges in all areas. It can  be considered the 
m ost stab le period in  the  Rom anian-Soviet border system , 
consisting  of two su b system s ju x tap o sed  border w ithout 
re la tionsh ips. The fall of C om m unism , the  b reaking  up  of the 
USSR, the  independen t affirm ation of U kraine (august 2001), 
paved the  way for opening of re la tions betw een the  two p artie s  
(based the  h istorical criteria) for a  relatively sh o rt period
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(1991-2004). NATO and  EU enlargem ent to the  E ast, th en  the 
inclusion  of R om ania in 2004 an d  2007 in  these  s tru c tu re s , 
have reopened a  ch ap te r considered concluded in  1990, th a t  of 
the  restrictive borders. If in  the  political spaces of EU the 
ex ternal border m easu res  favour its  protection, a t the  local 
com m unities’ level the  consequences are in  m ost cases 
unfavourable. R estrictions on the  tra n s it righ t (Ukrainian 
citizens need  a  visa), lim iting the  goods accepted for local 
border traffic increased  the  illegal activities on the  one hand , 
an d  on the  o ther h an d  reduced  the  locals’ confidence for a  
com m on stra tegy  developm ent an d  for the  in tegration  of the 
contiguous of the  two border subsystem s, w ith  long jo in t 
h isto ry  an d  trad itions.

It can  be apprecia ted  th a t  the  R om anian-U krain ian  
sector a t the  ex ternal border of EU and  NATO by its  role and  
functions does no t favour the  creation of m echan ism s and  
in s tru m en ts  favourable for m ental, cu ltu ra l an d  econom ic 
system ic (re)integration, m ainly of the  two historic  provinces 
M aram u re s  an d  Bucovina. At the  sam e tim e, it generates a  
type of asym m etric  cross-border territorial system  with 
unid irectional re la tionsh ips and  "inward!' closing tren d s  of the 
two contiguous border subsystem s. It derives a  type of 
territo ria l border system  com m on to the  EU periphera l border 
areas.
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