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Abstract: This article is devoted to opportunities for regional development of border
regions in Southeastern Europe and in particular the relationship between Bulgaria with
Greece and Romania, which determine the formation of cross-border cooperation.
Moreover, these Euro-regions are formed through sub-regional cooperation, which
contributes to the development of economic and social cohesion of cross-border
geographical areas, including administrative-territorial units of neighboring countries, EU
members and non-members. In this case, we will consider the connectivity of Bulgaria with
Turkey, Serbia and North Macedonia. It is assessed that cooperation within this framework
consists in creating direct and permanent links between regions and communities on both
sides of the state borders, by virtue of the competences of local authorities and in
accordance with national legislation. It is important that cross-border development will lead
fo increased trust and tolerance, understanding and good neighborly relations. Improving
the efficiency and capacity for providing services to citizens by unifying public and private
facilities and services on both sides of the borders. Coordination of policies of mutual
interest, such as those in the field of regional planning, urban and rural development, flood
protection and others.
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Introduction

Within the European Union, we have a total of 40 border regions. Thus, cross-border
cooperation is a specific area of international economic, political, environmental, cultural,
educational and other international activities carried out at the regional level, which, covering
all common forms. They have the following characteristics, which are the presence of a
border and the need for its management. This means joint use of natural resources and
finding a common solution to eliminate problems with environmental security.Border regions
have the opportunity for wider mutual communication between neighbouring populations
and personal ties and, last but not least, a much greater emphasis on infrastructure. In recent
decades, the process of European integration has encouraged border development. This
has helped the internal border regions to transform from mostly peripheral areas into
investment zones, but only in some of them do we have decent growth and opportunities for
territorial development. In this direction, it is necessary to analyze the opportunities for the
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development of joint services and activities at the local level in border regions. The spatial
layout of border territories shows that they cover 40% of the EU territory. They are home to
nearly 30% of the European Union population, or 150 million people. 30% of the EU's gross
domestic product (GDP) is produced in border regions. It is assumed that around 2 million
people cross each border every day, of which nearly 1.3 million are cross-border workers,
representing 0.6% of all employed persons in the EU (e.g. 450,000 in France, 270,000 in
Germany, 140,000 in Poland and 135,000 in Slovakia). It is worth emphasizing here that for
countries like Bulgaria this figure may be lower, but overall there is an increased movement
of goods and people within the EU, especially in border regions. In practice, European Union
(EU) countries focus on cross-border policies for these regions, but the implementation of
these initiatives does not always lead to the strengthening of the economic, social and
territorial cohesion of border regions. Since 1990, Interreg funds have been supporting
cross-border cooperation programmes in EU border regions, including those with countries
that are associating with the European Union. According to the European institutions,
thousands of projects and initiatives have been funded, helping to improve European
integration. The main achievements of Interreg programmes include: greater trust, increased
connectivity, improved environment, better health and economic growth. Border regions are
places where the process of European integration should be felt most positively — education,
training, work, care and business on both sides of the border are all everyday activities that
should be possible regardless of the existence of a national administrative border.

Fig. 1 Border regions in the European Union by 2025
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In this presentation we will try to highlight some features of the border regions in
South-Eastern Europe, in which the EU and its Member States can reduce the complexity
and duration of cross-border interactions. We will also indicate the place and role of Bulgaria
in strengthening its border ties with the aim of regional economic opening to its neighbors.
We will also identify the relevant policies and services that can be implemented along
internal borders. There are four levels of implementation of cross-border cooperation. First of
all, at the international level. The policy of common European interests is implemented,
coordination of national regional policies for the balanced development of the European
space is carried out. At the state level: a national policy for the development of cross-border
cooperation is developed and national interests are harmonized with European ones, as well
as national and regional goals are harmonized. Also at the regional level, the European
regional policy of cross-border cooperation is implemented, taking into account the interests
of the state and local authorities, coordination of actions between the regions of neighboring
countries is carried out. Last but not least is the local level, which coordinates local
government development plans with significant attention to regional and national interests,
and concrete cooperation between entities in border regions is carried out (Vladeva, R., &
Vladev, I. 2019). This presentation reviews the necessary improvements in order to ensure
that citizens from border regions can fully use the opportunities offered on both sides of the
border. As part of the Schengen area between Greece-Bulgaria-Romania, the three
countries need to improve connectivity, regional economic development and effective public
governance with quality public services.

Improving cross-border cooperation between Bulgaria and Greece

Cross-border cooperation between Bulgaria and Greece is marked by the possibility
of creating a "Euro Region Thrace", which would include the territory of Plovdiv, Haskovo,
Smolensk and Kardzhali regions and Eastern Macedonia and Thrace, which is an
administrative region in the northeastern part of the Republic of Greece.On the Greek side,
the administrative units with centers Drama, Alexandroupolis, Kavala, Xanthi, Orestiada are
included, and the capital of the entire region is Komotini. This administrative unit almost
coincides with the historical and geographical region of Belomorie. In addition, the region of
Central Macedonia is also bordering, which includes seven administrative units, as follows:
Imathia, Thessaloniki, Kukesh, Pella, Pieria, Halkidiki and Syar. It is important to emphasize
that the transport corridor Corridor No. 9 begins from Eastern Macedonia and Thrace, which
connects Alexandroupolis in the south-north direction, enters Bulgaria through Makaza,
continues through Veliko Tarnovo, Ruse-Bucharest-lasi-Kiev-Vilnius-Riga-Tallinn and
Helsinki. This corridor is still largely under construction, although the European Union is
mainly allocating funds for the new directions of the TENT network adopted by the European
Parliament in 2013. To a large extent, on both sides of Bulgaria and Greece, there is an
opportunity to create an important geo-economic space in the direction Plovdiv-Smolyan
(Kardzhali) - Rudozem (Makaza) - Xanthi (Komotini) - Kavala (Alexandroupolis), which
would have an important strategic importance for the development of the peripheral regions
of the European Union. Accordingly, the Central Macedonia region and the Blagoevgrad
administrative region have the opportunity to form a new geo-economic core, including the
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Chalkidiki peninsula. The connection between Blagoevgrad-Sandanski-Seres-Thessaloniki
is part of one of the branches of European Corridor No. 4 in the direction Hungary - Nadlag -
Cluj-Napoca - Arad - Vidin - Sofia - Blagoevgrad - Seres - Thessaloniki. Here we have a
combination of rail and road transport and an opportunity for better access of Transylvania
and Banat through Western Bulgaria to the Mediterranean Sea and Thessaloniki. Thus, two
sub-regions are outlined between Bulgaria and Greece. We can also conclude that common
agreements on regional initiatives are gradually being created between the two countries
( Georgieva, M. 2023 ). In this direction, cooperation should be improved in the border
mountain system - the Rhodopes, which should encourage the development of common
tourist, transport, economic and cultural joint projects that would develop the regional
economy in these regions ( Vasileva, V., Kabakchieva, D., Sabrieva, S., & Vladev, D. 2021 ).
It could even play the role of an integrating axis - as the largest ecological park in Europe with
an extremely rich natural diversity. It is important for both countries between Bulgaria and
Greece to have a reliable and direct road connection in the direction Plovdiv - Smolyan -
Rudozem - Xanthi - Thessaloniki, as well as a fast connection Plovdiv-Pazardzhik-Velingrad-
Yakoruda-Bansko -Gotse Delchev-Kavala, as well as the completion of the Struma
Motorway, and the tunnel under Petrohan for the Sofia-Vidin-Arad connection. It is good for
Bulgaria and Greece to work on the joint conservation of water resources in the watershed of
the Maritsa, Struma, Mesta rivers and the remaining small tributaries of the Belomorsik
basin. In the water sector, it would be good for Bulgaria to show empathy with Greece's
difficulties and to take joint measures to maintain and improve the existing flood protection
infrastructure, to limit water spills or to direct and forest the river flow; provision of additional
equipment, ensuring a quick and timely response in the event of a threat, increasing the level
of interaction between competent institutions on both sides of the border and their capacity
(Vladev, |., & Vladeva, R. 2020).C ToBa Ha npaKTuka ce 3acuisa CbTPyAHUYECTBOTO MEXAY
asete abpxasu. On the other hand, it is necessary to look for opportunities for the
construction of at least one more road connection between Bulgaria and Greece. Of such
importance for both countries is the creation of a new meridional corridor in the direction
Pazardzhik - Velingrad - Yakoruda - Sarnitsa - Dospat - Valkosel - Tuhovishta - Godeshevo
(Bulgaria) - Izbishta (Greece) - Vitovo - Borovo - village Mokros - city of Drama - city of
Kavala. This corridor will allow the construction of a road connection at Godeshevo-Borovo,
which will create conditions for a quick connection of the population from the direction
Drama-Kavala and Drama-Thessaloniki to have a faster connection to Pazardzhik and
Plovdiv, which will have a favorable impact on the regional cross-border development
between Bulgaria and Greece, as well as the regional economy. The favorable conditions
and opportunities create conditions for further development of regional border cooperation
between Bulgaria and Greece and for the creation of conditions for the regional economic
development of this border region (Georgieva, M. 2020). In the future, efforts will be made to
rehabilitate the road network in the regions between Bulgaria and Greece, complete the
construction of water supply systems, and build several new connections with Greece at the
villages of Lambukh, Siv Kladenets, Chernichevo, Slaveevo, Tihomir, Gorna Arda, Avren,
Kozhari, Teplen, Gabrene, and others.
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Cross-border cooperation between Bulgaria and Romania

Over the past decade, there has been a gradual increase in the use of land
connections between Bulgaria and Romania, mainly through the former border checkpoints
at Silistra, Kardam, and Durankulak, and recently also at Kaynardzha and Krushari, which
are new checkpoints but do not have the ability to pass heavy goods vehicles. A problem to
some extent is that some of the roads are only for road vehicles up to 3.5 tons, which greatly
hinders the free movement of goods and organized tourism on both sides of the border
(Georgieva, M. 2020). According to the Three Seas Initiative, Bulgaria and Romania can
take advantage of and design and build road connections in the direction of Constanta-
Mejidia-Peshtera-Deleni-Sipotele-Getateia (Romania) -Loznitsa (Bulgaria)-Rositsa-General
Toshevo-Balchik-Varna, which will be intended for the passage of all types of road vehicles.
On the other hand, a large logistics center for heavy goods vehicles and trucks can be built
near the village of Loznitsa (Dobrich region). New production facilities for small and medium-
sized businesses can also be built in this border region (Koleva, R, Nikola Yankov, 2018).
This border policy can also find expression and modeling in another land connection at
Vichovo-Koroana, which will be built jointly by Bulgarian-Romanian border authorities under
cross-border programs in order to facilitate the passage of persons and vehicles through the
land crossings.This connection may be intended for transit cargo in the direction Burgas -
Varna - Kavarna - Vranino - Spasovo - Vichovo (Bulgaria) - Coroana (Romania) - Albesti -
Mangalia - Constanta - Tulcea - Galati - Izmail - Odessa as a natural extension of the future
Black Sea Motorway. Through this corridor, a fast connection will be ensured with Romania,
Moldova, Western Ukraine, and in the future with Poland, Belarus and the Baltic republics
(Dinkova, J. 2022.). Regarding Bulgaria's connection with Romania along the Danube River,
it is important to note that the Romanian position regarding the Danube Strategy and its
transport infrastructure aspects has greater institutional weight in shaping the common EU
policy than that of Bulgaria. In this direction, it is important for the Bulgarian side to be able to
justify the need to improve connectivity along the entire 472-kilometer route. Given the
geoeconomic realities between Bulgaria and Romania, at this stage it is most realistic to
build a new bridge between Giurgiu and Ruse. In Romania, a new Bucharest-Giurgiu
expressway is planned, and the European Commission has assigned the Romanian side to
conduct a study of the most suitable location for a new bridge. Moreover, The new road from
the Bucharest ring road to Giurgiu should be a high-quality section with three lanes in each
direction, meeting the long-awaited needs of travelers in Romania to Bulgaria. The planned
road will practically connect the newly built Giurgiu-Rousse bridge over the Danube with the
existing road network and the surroundings of Bucharest. A final decision has not yet been
made on the exact route. Several options are on the table, including the possibility of the
expressway leading from the southwest to Bucharest and then connecting with the A1
Bucharest-Pitesti motorway. When designing the route, the Romanian side will also make a
connection with the Alexandria-Bucharest motorway. In Bulgaria, separate sections of the
future motorway are currently being built from Rousse to Veliko Tarnovo. The aim of this
project is to have a motorway in the direction Bucharest-Rousse-Veliko Tarnovo-Stara
Zagora-Haskovo-Kurzhdali-Makaza-Komotini. This is a rather ambitious program, but its
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implementation can take many years of effort. The other locations for possible bridges on the
Danube River are at Oryahovo-Beket, Svishtov-Zimnich, Nikopol-Turnu Magurele and
Silistra-Kaluras. In the years to come, the most realistic is the construction and design of a
bridge at Oryahovo-Beket or Nikopol-Turnu Magurele over the Danube River. The bridge in
this part will provide a natural connection of Northern Bulgaria with Craiova, and from there
to Transylvania and Banat. The probability of building one of the two bridges with funds from
the European Union is the best solution, but it requires a consensus between Bulgaria and
Romania (Petrov, K. 2020). There is currently a ferry connection Oryahovo-Beket, which has
been successfully operating for more than 30 years. The next option for a bridge is at
Svishtov-Zimnich. The construction of a bridge facility at Svishtov may have strategic
importance, because Svishtov is the southernmost point of the Danube River and in practice
the shortest route to Constantinople and Southern Bulgaria. In addition, there is very good
cooperation between local authorities on both sides of the river. For nearly 15 years, the
Zimnich-Svishtov ferry has been operating between the two cities. The Nikopol-Turnu
Magurele ferry is also operating successfully, where a new bridge over the Danube River can
also be designed. Over the past year, the possibility of a ferry between the city of Tutrakan
and Oltenia has been discussed. The Bulgarian government made a decision to build the
ferry connection back in 1997, provided municipal land and developed a conceptual design.
The ferry is planned to have a capacity to transport cars and light trucks up to 12 tons. The
last bridge that Bulgaria declares as a priority is the one between Silistra-Kaluras. At the
moment, this is a very complex issue, because Bulgaria has an interest in the bridge being
near Aydemir and crossing the river, where the Bulgarian ferry is now. However, for the
Romanian side, this bridge is difficult to implement, because the Romanian shore is very low
and marshy and the funds that need to be generated will be many times more than if the
bridge were built on Romanian territory near the Ostrov-Kalaras ferry. In this part, the river
divides into two parts and in the middle there is an island, which can facilitate construction
and constructive solutions. ( Vladev, I., & Vladeva, R2020 ).. A problem for the Bulgarian
side, and probably also for the Romanian side, is that another problem arises related to the
railway connection leading to the bridge. At Aydemir, the Bulgarian side has such a
connection, but if it is on Romanian territory, investments are needed to build a railway from
around Silistra to Romanian territory, which would connect with the Samuil-Silistra line
before the city of Silistra. However, this bridge has a practical benefit for both countries,
because within a radius of about 130-190 km from Calarasi, in southeastern Romania, cities
with significant socio-economic potential are relatively evenly distributed - Braila (180
thousand inhabitants), Buzau (120 thousand), Constanta (280 thousand), Galati (250
thousand), Tulcea (75 thousand). Their importance and accessibility is increased by a
relatively well-developed road network, including the highway sections from Bucharest to
Constanta and near the Black Sea coast, as well as by the Danube waterway. On the other
hand, Silistra is in the gravitational field of the cities of Varna (345 thousand), Dobrich (75
thousand) and Ruse (148 thousand). The implementation of the idea of building a bridge
between Silistra and Calarasi is directly linked to the construction of road 1-7 (Silistra-
Lesovo), which is among the infrastructure road priorities of the European Union on the new
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TENT network. For Romania, the main priority in this regard is improving the operational
characteristics of the Calarasi-Braila road. As the main criteria in Bulgaria's position
regarding the priority choice of the first of the upcoming two or three constructions of new
Danube bridges between Bulgaria and Romania, complex efficiency and the common
national interest must prevail. The almost transparent arguments, based mainly on regional
egoism, must remain in the background. Because besides bridges, other important things
are also important for Danube roads and infrastructure facilities (Petrov, K. 2022).. Here we
must say that the Bulgarian side has set the construction of a panoramic road between Ruse
and Svishtov, a bridge over the river, a ferry between Tutrakan and Oltenitsa, and the
modernization of the port of Silistra as the officially declared medium-term Danube priorities
of Bulgaria.The bad thing is that there is nothing to bring about railway infrastructure or new
expressways in the direction of Archar-Lom-Kozloduy-Oryahovo-Ostrov-Gigen-Nikopol-
Svishtov, as well as the construction of port terminals related to the development of tourism,
trade and the transport of goods along the Danube River. Such as the modernization of the
port of Lom, which is the closest Danube port to the city of Sofia. With the development of the
Danube River, we will create conditions for the modernization of Northern Bulgaria. In
addition, Bulgaria's membership in the EU, the safety and peace of mind of the people are a
priority, and European funds are open to provide financing and resources for the
construction of the Danube section of Bulgaria (Regulation EU). It will be part of the broader
strategy for the modernization of the infrastructure along the Danube and an opportunity for
a better future for the local population (Lazarov, B. Zahariev, A., 2021).

Improving cross-border connectivity between Bulgaria and Turkey

The change in the geopolitical situation and the geographical location of the Republic
of Bulgaria and the Republic of Turkey confronts them with a significant increase in migration
pressure, but also an increase in the supply chains used in the cross-border movement of
goods and their management. This suggests that it is necessary to strengthen regional
economic activity between the two countries in order to create a sustainable regional
economy with sustainable characteristics. Conditions must also be created to improve forms
of cooperation between Bulgaria and Turkey to counter illegal migration and cross-border
crime. Thus, through the three international border checkpoints on the Bulgarian-Turkish
border (Kap. Andreevo— Kapikule; Lesovo—Hamza Beili; Malko Tarnovo), Bulgaria is
connected to the road infrastructure of Turkey, and from there are the most direct land routes
to the countries of the Near and Middle East. However, there is an increased exchange of
goods and transport services with the nearby and not-so-distant regions of Turkey.
Therefore, work must be done to open new border checkpoints between Bulgaria and
Turkey. For now, agreements are being made for such at Rezovo-Ineada, Strandzha-
Malkochlar, Belevren-Ahmetler, through which opportunities will be created to guarantee the
smoother passage of flows of people, vehicles and goods across the borders without
reducing the level of security within the EU. This is the place to look for the construction of a
border checkpoint village of Golyam Dervent (Bulgaria) - village of Hadjilar (Turkey). In this
part, there are also differences in the infrastructure of the two countries, with Bulgaria having
a greater interest in investments in infrastructure. This also predetermines the possibility of

146



VANGUARD SCIENTIFIC INSTRUMENTS IN MANAGEMENT, vol. 22, no. 1, 2026, ISSN 1314-0582

building a local trans-regional corridor in the direction Yambol - EIhovo-Malomirovo- Village
of Golyam Dervent (Bulgaria Border Checkpoint) - Hakilar (Turkey Border Checkpoint) -
Choke - Suluglu-Havza- Istanbul, which would combine the rich history and beautiful nature,
which brings to the fore the development of tourism, and from there trade. On the Bulgarian
side, the border could be built near the village of Golyam Dervent.

On the border between Turkey and Bulgaria, efforts should also be made to build a
new border checkpoint at the village of Strandja (Bulgaria) - Malkochovo (Turkey). The
village of Strandja is located in a mountainous area on the border with the Republic of
Turkey. This will create conditions for the construction of a transport corridor starting from the
city of Istanbul - the suburb of Chataldja - the village of Chakal - Lozengrad - Kofcaz -
Malchokovo border checkpoint - the village of Strandja - the village of Voden - Bolyarovo -
Elhovo - Yambol border checkpoint. Thus, this cross-border route between the two countries
is a common territory and it is logical for the two communities to have a common strategy for
sustainable development and improving the quality of life of the people. In this, special
attention can also be paid to the direction from the village of Strandja - the village of Gorska
Polyana - the village of Fakia - the city of Sredets - the city of Burgas, thus creating conditions
for easy and quick access of the Burgas region to Turkey and an opportunity for further
development of tourism between the two countries.

Cross-border development between Bulgaria and North Macedonia

In practice, the construction of new border checkpoints between the Republic of
Bulgaria and the Republic of North Macedonia and the stimulation of small and medium-
sized enterprises in the border municipalities will be the main priority of the future cross-
border program. The two countries are first directing their efforts towards the implementation
and construction of the border checkpoint "Klepalo", near Strumyani, or the expansion of the
border checkpoint "Logodazh" between Stanke Lisichkovo and Delchevo. However, this is
not enough for the regional development of the border regions between the two countries.
For most analysts and specialists, the construction of several new checkpoints is the only
way to achieve effective results related to improving connectivity between North Macedonia
and Bulgaria. First of all, the efforts so far to build the border checkpoint "Klepalo" between
Strumyani and Berovo are in constant circulation and through it the aim is to improve
connectivity between Bulgaria and North Macedonia. It is practically in the direction Strumica
- Suvi Laki - Dvorishte (BCCP S. Macedonia) - Klepalo (BCCP Bulgaria) - Dobri Laki - Razdol
- Mikrevo - Strumyani - Bansko. In recent years, infrastructure has been built on the
Macedonian side, and about 15 years ago, construction began on the road from Berovo to
the Bulgarian border. It is ready, as is the building of the border crossing itself. There is no
crossing on the Bulgarian side, the road from Strumyani to the village of Klepalo, above
which the border furrow is, is two-thirds ready. The future Klepalo BCP is located exactly
halfway between Strumyani and Berovo, and with its opening, the distance and access
between the two border municipalities will be reduced by 80 km. After the commissioning of
the renovated road section and the construction, of course, of the new border checkpoint,
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the distance from the center of Strumyani to the center of Berovo will become 45-48 km and
the journey will be significantly shortened. The opening of the Klepalo border checkpoint will
also make the journey faster and more convenient for residents of neighboring villages in
Macedonia to Southwestern Bulgaria, to tourist destinations and resorts such as Bansko,
Dobrinishte and Razlog.

On the other hand, one can also think about building another border checkpoint
between Bulgaria and North Macedonia in the direction Skopje - Kumanovo - Probistip -
Kocani - Laki - Budinartsi - Berovo - Berovsko Lake - Bachilo Pankovski (North Macedonia
Border Checkpoint) - Gorna Ribnitsa (Bulgaria Border Checkpoint) - Goreme - Vrakupovica -
Karpelevo - Kamenitsa - Kresna, which would facilitate the connection with Thessaloniki and
Petrich and Sandanski of the North Macedonian cities of Probistip, Kumanovo-Berovo, as
well as encourage connectivity with Kresna. The possible work of this border checkpoint
opens up a wonderful prospect for the future development of the Kresna municipality, in
anticipation of new investors and investments, the creation of new jobs. The planned Black
Rock Border Checkpoint is in a similar state. This was to be a new border point between
Bulgaria and Macedonia near the village of lliya - Kyustendil region near the "Black Rock"
area.

Opportunities for border connectivity between Serbia and Bulgaria

Over the past 15 years, the possibility of improving connectivity between Bulgaria and
Serbia has remained in the background. Cross-border cooperation between the two
countries could be aimed at increasing entrepreneurial cooperation, cooperation in the fields
of transport, communications, energy, environmental protection and the fight against natural
disasters, as well as in the field of preserving cultural and historical heritage. Work is still
underway to open the new border checkpoint (BCP) between Bulgaria and Serbia - "Banka-
Petachintsi". A possible reason for the complete lack of development of the "Banka-
Petachintsi" project is that the Bulgarian state has chosen to work on the implementation of
the other planned BCP with Serbia - "Salash - Novo Korito". Bulgarian and Serbian
representatives even broke ground long before that — in 2014, but so far the border in the
region has only been opened for the traditional international border meeting at the Kadi Boaz
pass. The construction of a border checkpoint between Bosilegrad and Treklyano could be
of great importance, which would strengthen the connectivity between the two regions. In
this direction, one could consider the construction of the Bosilegrad-lzvor (Serbia-Bulgaria
border checkpoint) - Dolno Kobile- Treklyano- Kalotintsi-Elovdol- Breznik-Gurgulyat-
Slivnitsa-Sofia route. The implementation of this direction will create conditions for improving
regional development and better connectivity between the Kyustendil, Pernik and Sofia
regions. The construction of new border checkpoints between Bulgaria and Serbia north of
the city of Sofia could be of great importance. In this regard, an important element in the
regional development programs is the construction of the Dolni Krivodol-Smolcha border
checkpoint. The characteristic of these villages is their fabulous nature and the numerous
Roman roads, strategic for the empire. Thus, one can think about the construction of a route
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in the direction Pirot - Planinarsko Dom - Rasovtsi - Dolni Krivodol (Border Checkpoint -
Serbia) - Smolcha (Border Checkpoint - Bulgaria) - Barlya - Godech - Buchin Prohod - Gintsi
- Barziya - Montana. This direction will create conditions for better regional connectivity
between the settlements in the border region and new opportunities for cross-border
cooperation in the direction Pirot - Montana. In the North-West Planning Region, it is also
necessary to modernize cross-border cooperation. Thus, in addition to the existing border
checkpoints, it is necessary to think about the smoothing of the border checkpoint - Novo
Korito-Salash. A small border checkpoint in the Kadoboaz Pass between the Bulgarian
village of Salash and the Serbian village of Novo Korito, located 8 km apart, existed until the
middle of the last century. In 2007, Bulgaria and Serbia agreed to open a border crossing
point Salash — Novo Korito. The Serbian side partially repaired the road to Novo Korito, but
400 meters remained to the border furrow for the construction of an entirely new road, and
the route passes through rugged terrain with a stream and meadows owned by individuals.
The route of this border crossing point should be in the direction Knjazevac — MiniSevo —
Novo Korito (Border Crossing Point Serbia) — Salash (Border Crossing Point Bulgaria) —
Granicak — Veshtitsa — Dimovo — or Belogradchik — Montana — Lom. In Bulgaria, in 2014,
repairs began on the Archar — Izvor — Dimovo — Ostrokaptsi — Salash road. In practice, better
cooperation between Bulgaria and Serbia in the border regions is needed, which would
benefit both peoples and their well-being in the regions where they live.Opportunities for the
public sector and services in border regions.

To better exploit the potential of border regions, action is needed at EU level in
cooperation with Member States, regions and other stakeholders. Here we propose some
ideas for creating financial mechanisms to support border regions in South-East Europe.
The countries of Romania, Bulgaria and Greece share borders and need to implement a
series of measures to help them with their socio-economic development and improve the
quality of life around the borders. First of all, it is necessary to implement the e-government
model in border regions. In Bulgarian conditions, border municipalities and local authorities
must accept the challenge of e-government and take concrete steps to change the lives of
citizens in border regions (Georgieva, M. 2024). First of all, creating projects within
municipalities for managing big data, providing e-services and creating specialized
secondary schools for information technology supported by the state. Within the framework
of the municipalities of Romania, Bulgaria, Greece as EU Member States in South-Eastern
Europe, they should join their efforts to impose common electronic solutions among the
stakeholders of the border regions and the public authorities that are authorized to be
responsible for the cross-border data exchange. To this end, as a priority for Bulgaria,
Greece and Romania, around 6 billion euros should be allocated for e-government projects
in the period 2028-2034 in order to engage the stakeholders of the border regions so that
cross-border public services are provided that meet the needs of people and businesses
(Bankova, |. 2014). The projects so far should be used as an example and promote the
possibilities for the mutual recognition of electronic identification or the electronic exchange
of social security data (EESSI), so that in the period 2025-2027 they provide a solid basis for
this. It is worth emphasizing here that the removal of border obstacles between Bulgaria,
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Greece and Romania takes time and will require persistent efforts, therefore, in 2026, work
should be done on the issues of common projects in the next programming project, which
should be in harmony with the construction of the TENT - connectivity network. At the same
time, the membership of Bulgaria, Romania and Greece in Schengen makes access from
the other side of the border easier and can increase access to available and reliable
information and services, solving life or professional problems. The preparatory work for big
data projects between border municipalities outlines the concerns of people and businesses
about the lack of access to information services, which can lead to better legal certainty,
hindering cross-border interaction or prolonging the implementation of cross-border projects
of a larger scale and funding ( Tosi¢, B., & Zivanovié, Z. 2011). An example in this direction is
the initiative "Action Plan on strengthening SOLVIT: bringing the benefits of the Single
Market to citizens and businesses". Thus, by creating the Single Digital Gateway (Regulation
(EU) No 1024/2012 ), which, once adopted, will provide people and companies — through a
single digital entry point — with easier access to high-quality information, online
administrative procedures and assistance services. The Single Digital Gateway envisages
the first application of the "once only" principle at EU level, allowing the exchange of
supporting documents directly between competent authorities from different Member States
for a series of basic procedures. Feedback from users of the gateway will also be
encouraged, so that it can be continuously developed to meet their needs and to collect
information on obstacles to the Single Market. Another important task in the border regions is
the implementation of cross-border employment, through the implementation in the border
regions of Bulgaria, Greece and Romania of measures from the European Network of
Employment Services (EURES), which include the adaptation of the rules for the
coordination of social security systems and additional qualification of the population. This
means the priority implementation in the border regions of the Europass project, which
allows people to present their skills and qualifications through a document certifying their
European classification. Under this measure, training centers can be opened jointly with
secondary schools and universities. As for funding, support for labor mobility in the border
regions is provided by both the EU Employment and Social Innovation Program (EaSl) and
the European Social Fund. Under the EURES axis of the EaSI program, support is provided
for cross-border partnerships, providing cross-border workers and their employers with
information and services for finding a job. This cooperation between public employment
services in border regions, including through joint cross-border employment services, should
improve access to information and jobs on the cross-border labour market (Tzonkov, N.
Berberova-Valcheva, T. 2022). An important task in border regions is to create centres at
schools for additional training in basic and professional knowledge of foreign languages for
the entire population. Multilingualism is an objective of European integration in border
regions and is of essential importance. The ability to speak foreign languages is also gaining
increasing importance in stimulating employability, mobility and competitiveness, which is of
particular importance in border regions. Adopting a decision that within a 20-kilometre
radius, signs in border regions should be trilingual: in Latin, Bulgarian and the language of
the neighbouring country. Transport is a major driving factor in the exchange between
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regions across national borders. Public transport services in particular not only contribute to
integration processes but also strengthen the sustainability of cross-border connectivity
(Azis, H. 2021). Missing, insufficient or low-quality public transport services are still a reality
for many citizens in border regions. Three levels are affected by this: 1) infrastructure
connections, 2) service provision and 3) service quality. In many cases, the smaller-scale rail
infrastructure along the EU’s internal borders is mostly missing or not functioning, due to a
number of difficulties that can be overcome between Bulgaria and Greece. At the same time,
between Bulgaria and Romania, this could happen in the Dobrudja region and with the
construction of Danube Bridge 3 and Danube Bridge 4, once the countries reach the relevant
consensus for their construction. There are different structures and principles for the
reimbursement of cross-border healthcare costs, resulting for example from different and
complex  procedures for prior approval of healthcare services and
payments/reimbursements. It is necessary for the European Union to allocate funds to
support healthcare facilities in border regions that serve people from both sides of the
border. Thus, through EU subsidies, the administrative burden for patients who consult
specialists across borders; incompatibility in the use of technologies and the exchange of
patient data should be borne at the expense of Europe (Tzonkov, N. 2013). Emergency and
rescue services should be able to operate up to 20 kilometers inside the neighboring country
and conditions should be created to facilitate cross-border interventions.

Conclusion

The spatial development modelling of countries such as Bulgaria, Romania and
Greece shows that cross-border cooperation has become a factor promoting social equality
and a tool for development. It is a driving force behind all activities of local and regional
border authorities and is now embedded in various aspects of everyday life in Europe. The
EU’s internal border regions contribute significantly to socio-economic well-being. These are
geographical areas where the processes of European integration are experienced daily by
people, businesses and public authorities. Member States and European institutions should
start an early dialogue and explore how future funding programmes can contribute in a more
strategic way to preventing and overcoming border-related obstacles and to the
development of cross-border public services. The assessment and analysis of the
mentioned border regions shows a strongly deteriorating demographic picture, as well as
poor road, social, educational, cultural and other infrastructure between Bulgaria and its
neighbours. Therefore, public investments are needed first and foremost by strengthening
border connectivity with new border checkpoints, which will have a significant impact on
regional development and in practice will create indirect prerequisites for revitalizing the
economy and significantly increasing employment in the border regions. Our country is
increasingly applying the principle of "one-stop control" at border checkpoints on the borders
with Greece and Romania, which is a step in the right direction. In this way, the time for
processing passenger traffic is reduced, the number of border guards carrying out border
checks is reduced and the responsibility is shared between the border services. On the other
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hand, overcoming some of the deficits of border traffic with Turkey and Serbia can be solved
through the new border checkpoints, which, however, must have the capacity for the
permeability of all types of vehicles. It would be good for Bulgaria to improve its regional
cooperation for the creation of a trilateral center between Bulgaria, Romania and Serbia for
police and customs cooperation. Also in the city of Haskovo to build a South-East European
Center for Police and Customs Cooperation with Greece and Turkey for the purpose of
prevention against migration and smuggling. The results of the study show that thanks to
cross-border cooperation we can achieve economic and social progress, competitiveness in
border regions increases, information exchange leads to increased productivity in the
economic sector, more effective strategies for sustainable development can be created. In
general, cross-border cooperation in the European Union and third countries is implemented
through certain cooperation programs. These programs largely allow sustainable economic
growth of the participating countries Bulgaria, Romania and Greece. For the successful
implementation of cross-border cooperation programs, it is necessary to create a favorable
environment, which includes: the availability of high-speed communication infrastructure,
such as airports, highway networks, high-speed Internet access, etc., which will facilitate the
mobility of people and goods. The existence of public and private organizations that facilitate
international trade, such as exporters' clubs, international offices of chambers of commerce
and industry and general schools and joint trade cooperatives. Considerable attention
should be paid to the formation of technology parks, the introduction of new technologies,
etc. In the context of regional development, important directions for deepening cross-border
cooperation should be the stimulation of new forms of business, the activation of investment
potential, the creation of new jobs, the formation of high-quality infrastructure and the
improvement of the quality of life.
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