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Electronic technologies are widely used to plan, maintain, govern, the cities.
The many researchers explore how to think of technologically mediated urban space
as part of the human condition. They go beyond the limited focus of digital problem
toward a philosophy of the smart and just city. The interplay between technologies
and the city from a philosophical perspective is covered [1].

Cities, through their concentrations of population and resources, represent the
best entry point for the efficient and effective use of scarce development resources.
Ac-cording to the United Nations, sustainable cities will be a major engine for
pursuing Sustainable Development Goals. However, the unsustainability is a
challenge facing towns and cities globally. The size of cities and their growth, their
social and spatial divides, their economic characteristics and institutional dimensions
manifested through different urban models: from degrading to a smart city [1].

In this situation, local governments are essential actors for the achievement of
sustainable development. The extent and the tools with which city governments are
able to implement and deliver decisions within a complex urban environment are
keys. It is noteworthy that the information and communication technology (ICT) can
become a catalyst to improve governance in towns and cities. With the help of ICT, it
is possible to improve the level of provision of municipal services, the transparency
of government and the level of trust in it by citizens, and generally positively
influence the competitiveness and well-being of society. ICT helps increase the levels
of participation, efficiency and accountability in public urban policies, if the tools are
appropriately used [2].

The UN Digital Governance in Municipalities seems to be the most solid
because it is comprehensive and assesses five important components (security and
privacy, usability, content, services, and citizen participation). This continuing
research evaluates the websites of municipalities in terms of digital governance and
ranks them on a global scale. Simply stated, digital governance is comprised of both
digital government (delivery of public services) and digital democracy (citizen
participation in governance) [3]. The level of implementation of e-government tools
by cities is assessed through special methods, which are used to compile the relevant
city ratings.

Depending on the context of the vision of urban development and the ways in
which digital technologies support the city, such models can be called Digital City,
Intelligent City, and Smart City. Digital cities represent the best entry point for
pursuing Sustainable Development Goals. The local e-governments have the
proximity to translate the principles of good urban governance to effectively manage,
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govern and develop a city and to ensure equitable access to citizenship. A Digital
City is clearly based on the integration of digital technology into the city
infrastructure: informatics (communication), city portals for online information
services. Intelligent Cities have intelligent systems (functionality), online web-based
e-learning systems integrated and interoperable with other city platforms. Smart
Cities besides technology integration also include innovation (advanced visualization
and simulation tools), e-Learning platform and knowledge management, and
benchmarking requirements. The major difference between Intelligent Cities and
Smart Cities is the special focus of the latter on social and human concerns (quality of
life) and ecological systems (sustainability). City’s well-developed fiber network is
one of the pre-conditions to e-services. The goal of the city’s fiber network efforts is
to build a competition infrastructure capable of spur economic activity.

It should be noted that many local governments have concentrated on e-portals
and citizens’ access to government services to obtain items such as licenses, permits,
and records. These early developments were characterized by the generic term «e-
government», which concentrated on increasing the efficiency of government
operations and services through the Internet (Internet-based applications). However,
there is a difference between this (e-government) and e-governance, the latter being a
broader concept including the use of ICT by various actors in society to enhance
citizen engagement in expressing a voice, making choices, and shaping political
institutions. Rather, participle culture is reflected in how governments deploy the
optimal mix of online and offline modalities within their jurisdictions to reach the
various social groups among its population.

Smart City development should be produced through participatory governance
mechanisms, such as creating citizen-centric, efficient, accountable, transparent,
inclusive, creative city, with a sense of safety and security. The researchers have
noticed that «the government needs to invest more in strengthening capacity building
as a demand side uptake for interactive Government to citizen as well as Citizen to
Government e-service delivery and its extend usage to achieve social, environmental
and economic sustainability». Participatory governance may rely on mechanisms
such as interest group meetings, hearings, and community involvement in budgeting
and planning. It is necessary to make full use of the potential offered by digitization
and pursue a vision of Smart Sustainable City.

The Smart Governance represents how the Smart City government operates,
how it manages public funds, how it delivers public infrastructure and services, how
it supports sustainable city development, and how it engages its citizens in decision-
making processes [4]. The public governance in a city and the delivery of public
services should be provided in efficient, effective, transparent, open and collaborative
ways. For example, openness and transparency of decisions can be ensured by using
the online service «open budgety.

This paper demonstrates the discussion how on technology-enabled urban
futures from the perspective of the philosophy of technology. The urban electronic
technologies shape, and are shaped, by fundamental concepts and principles such as
citizenship, publicness, and democracy. This perspective also contributes to the
discussion and process of making cities «smart» and economic just.
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MMPOBJIEMH TA NIEPCIIEKTUBHY PO3BUTKY 1 YIIPABJITHHS
JIOJCBKHUM KAIITAJIOM B YMOBAX JAIJIKATAJI3ALIIT
EKOHOMIKH

A. 10. IAXHO, n-p €KoH. HayK, JIOLl.,
3aB. kadeIpu eKOHOMIKH, OpraHi3alii Ta yIpaBIiHHs TiANPUEMCTBAMU
Kpusopizvkuu nayionanvruii ynieepcumem, m. Kpueuii Pie, Yxpaina

B emoxy 3MmiH 1 mneperBopeHb, KoiM HaOupae oOepTIB AlMKUTAIIZALIS
€KOHOMIKH, CBITOBUH JOCBiJl 0€33alepeuyHo CBIIYUTh, IO SKICTh JIIOJACHKOTO
Kamitainy, sika 3a0e3MeuyeThCsl BACOKUM pIBHEM 3HAaHb, KBaMi(ikailii, 3aTHICTIO 10
BHUCOKOIPOJYKTUBHOI 1HHOBAIIMHOI TMpalll, CaMOpPO3BHUTKY, BUCTYNAa€ TOJOBHUM
(aKkTOpOoM EKOHOMIYHOI'O 3pPOCTaHHS W MIIBUIIEHHS KOHKYPEHTOCHPOMOKHOCTI
HaIllOHAJIbHOT €KOHOMIKH. Y CBIJOMJICHHSI TOTO, IO JIIOJMHA CTOITh B IIEHTPI BCIX
€KOHOMIYHHX IPOILIECIB, € JIBUTYHOM PO3BUTKY MPOrpecy Ta HEBUYEPITHUM PECYPCOM,
CIIOHYKa€ JepKaBU CBITY BECTH OOpOTHOY 3a IHTEJEKT JIOJUHM, 11 MOTCHIIHHI
MO>KJIMBOCTI.

AHani3 TEOPEeTUKO-METOJOJIOTTYHUX MIX0/1B HAYKOBIIB II0J0 TPAKTYBAaHHS
€KOHOMIYHOI KaTeropii «IIAChKHUIA KamiTam) IMoKa3aB, 10 HE ICHYE €IMHOI JyMKHU
BUYEHUX LIOJI0 i CYTHOCTI. Y3araibHIOIOUM Pi3HI MIAXOAN IO JOCIIKEHHS KaTeropii
TIOJICBKUHM  KamiTajl», HaMd 3alpONOHOBAHO aBTOPCHKE BU3HAYEHHS JIaHOTO
MOHSATTS, a came: JIIOJChKHUI Karitaid — € COLIaJbHO-€KOHOMIYHA KaTeropis, sika
XapaKkTepu3ye  JIIOAMHY SK CKJIaJHY CHCTEMY BIJHOCHH THOCTIHIYCTPiaJIbHOIO
CyCHUIBCTBA, sIKa B IIEHTPl BCIX BHUAIB E€KOHOMIYHOI JISJIBHOCTi, 34aTHa J0
caMooprasizalii, OHOBJIEHHS, CAMOBJOCKOHAJICHHSI Ta HECTAHJAPTHOIO MUCICHHS U
BUCTYNA€ IHTENEKTyaJbHUM, TBOPUYUM (PAKTOPOM 1 KIIOYOBHM PECYpCOM MOOYAOBU
COLIIaJIbHO-1HHOBAIIMHOT MOJIE€J1 PO3BUTKY €KOHOMIKH.

[linBUIIEHHS AKOCTI1 JIFOACHKOTO KamiTally B Cy4YaCHOMY CBITI MOXJIUBO JIUIIIE
3a yMOBM (hOopMyBaHHS MeEXaHI3My IHBECTYBaHHS B JioauHy. lle mo3Bomsie B
MalOyTHOMY OTPUMATH HaWOUIBLIMI 3a pO3MIPOM Ta JOBFOTPUBAIMKA 3a 4acoM
COLIIAJIbHO-eKOHOMIYHMM edekT. [HBecTyBaHHS MOXe 3A1MCHIOBATUCS Ha PI3HHUX
piBHAX, a came: 1) HaHOpiBeHb (IHAMBIAyaJibHUI); 2) MIKpOpiBeHb (pIBEHb
niAnpueMcTBa); 3) Me30piBeHb (piBeHb perioHiB 1 ramysei); 4) MakpopiBEeHb
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