HaykoBui BicHuk MNonicca Ne 3 (11), u. 1, 2017

Scientific bulletin of Polissia Ne 3 (11), P. 1, 2017

EKOHOMIKA TA YTIPABJIIHHA HALIOHAJIBHUM rOCIIO4APCTBOM

UDC 339.92:339.97

A. O. Khodzhaian, Doctor of Economic
Sciences, Professor

STRATEGIC PARTNERSHIP AS A FORM OF
INNERSTATE COOPERATION

Urgency of the research topic. Urgency of studying stra-
tegic partnership is stipulated by the necessity to increase
efficiency of international cooperation to solve priority eco-
nomic and political purposes and anti action to the threats of
economic security of the countries-members.

Target setting. The efficient model of interstate coopera-
tion is strategic partnership that is based on mutual foreign
economic and foreign policy support.

Actual scientific researches and issues analysis. Re-
searches of O. Bilorus, D. Lukianenko, D. Kudyrko, N. Ku-
kharska, V. Manzhola, A. Mazaraki, T. Melnik, B. Parakhon-
sky, V, Yukhymenko, G, Yavorska are devoted to the concep-
tual principles of strategic partnership as an efficient instru-
ment of interstate interaction.

Uninvestigated parts of general matters defining. At
the present moment, there is no unanimity among the scien-
tists and politicians concerning scientific definition of the term
“strategic partnership”. Consequently, some international eco-
nomic relations defined as strategic partnership in reality are
not as those. And wide spread relations doesnt allow to con-
centrate efforts and resources on actually perspective strate-
gically significant for the economy of Ukraine directions of
international cooperation.

Task setting. The article is devoted to defining contextual
characteristics of strategic partnership and its place in the
system of international economic relations; to compliance
evaluation of declared relations of strategic partnership of
Ukraine and principles of strategic partnership; analysis of
legislative and normative acts of Ukraine that serve the
grounds of international cooperation in form of strategic part-
nership.

Statement of the main material. Within the article, con-
textual characteristics strategic partnership were defined.
Place of strategic partnership in the system of international
economic relations was defined. Legislative and normative
acts of Ukraine that serve the grounds for interstate coopera-
tion in form of strategic cooperation were analyzed. Circle of
strategic partners of Ukraine within national interests imple-
menting connected with guaranteeing national security, de-
fense and energy security of Ukraine was defined.

Conclusions. The result of the performed research is:
definition of the principles and contextual characteristics of
strategic partnership; grounding the defining priorities of stra-
tegic partnership of Ukraine.
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partnership; political component of the strategic partnership
relations; strategic directions of cooperation of economic
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Ukraine.
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CTPATErIYHE NAPTHEPCTBO AK ®OPMA
MDKOEP>XXABHOIO CMIBPOBITHULITBA

AkmyanbHicmb memu docnioxeHHs1. Baxnusicmb eu-
B8UEHHST cmpameeiyHo20 napmHepcmea 06yMos8reHo Heob-
XiOHiCmto nidsueHHsT eheKmu8HOCMI MiXXHapoOHOe20 Criigpo-
6imHuymea 0551 8UPIWEHHS MPIOPUMEMHUX eKOHOMIYHUX ma
rnonimu4yHUx yinet ma npomudii 3agpo3am eKOHOMIYHIlU 6e3-
neui KpaiH-y4yacHuUUpb.

lMocmanoeka npobnemu. EchekmusHor MOOenno Mix-
OepxxasHoz20 cnigpobimHuymea € cmpameaiyHe napmHepcm-
80, K€ IPyHMYyembCs Ha 83aEMHIll 308HIUWHbLOEKOHOMIYHIU ma
308HIWHBbONOMIMUYHIU Midmpumuj.

AHani3z ocmaHHix docnidxeHb i nybnikayii. KoHuen-
myarnbHUM 3acadaM cmpameaiyHo20 napmHepcmea sk eghe-
KMUBHO20 iHCmpyMeHmy MixkoepxxagHoi 83aemMo0il npucesiyeHi
docnidxenHs O. binopyca, M. Jlyk’anenka, M. Kydupko,
H. Kyxapcekoi, B. Marxonu, A. Ma3sapaki, T. MernbHuk,
b. MapaxoHcbkoeo, B. KOxumeHko, I". 5180pChbKOI.

BudineHHs1 HedoclidKeHuUxX YacmuH 3a2asibHOI Npo-
6nemu. Hapasi ceped 8imyusHsHUX HayKoguie ma rnonimukie
8idcymHsi o0OHocmaliHicmb wWo00 HayKo8oe0 8U3Ha4YeHHSsI
noHAmMmMs «cmpameeiyHe napmHepcmeo». 5K HacniooK,
OKpeMi MiXXKHapOOHi eKOHOMIYHI 368’s13KU, 8U3HAYeHi sIK cmpa-
meaiyHe napmHepcmeo, Hacrpasdi makumu He €. A po3rno-
poweHicmb 8i{0HOCUH He O0380JIsiE CKOHUEeHmpysamu 3ycursl-
ns i pecypcu Ha OilICHO MepcrieKmusHUX cmpamezaiyHo 3Ha-
qumux On1s eKOHOMIKU YKpaiHu HanpsiMax MiXHapoOHOI criig-
npaui.

MocmaHoeka 3asdaHHA. Cmamms rnpucesiyeHa 8u3Ha-
YeHHI0 CYMHICHUX XapakmepucmuKk cmpameeaidyHo2o napm-
Hepcmea i lio2o micys 8 cucmemi MiXKHapOOHUX €KOHOMIYHUX
8IOHOCUH; OUiHUji eidrnosiOHOCMi 3adekniapo8aHux 8i0HOCUH
cmpameeiyHo20 napmHepcmea YkpaiHu rnpuHyunam cmpa-
meaiyHo20 napmHepcmea; aHarsisy 3akoHodagsqux i Hopma-
mueHUx akmie YkpaiHu, siki criyeytoms ridcmaegoro Onsi  Mix-
depxasHoe2o cnigpobimHuuymea y ¢opmi cmpameeiyHo20
napmHepcmea.

Buknad ocHO8HO20 Mamepiany. Y cmammi eu3Ha4yeHo
CYMHICHI XapakmepucmuKu cmpameaiyHo20 napmHepcmaea.
BusHayeHo micye cmpameeaiyHO20 napmHepcmea y cucmemi
MIiXXHapOOHUX €KOHOMIYHUX 8i0HOCUH. [lpoaHanizoeaHo 3aKo-
HoOasui i HopmamuseHi akmu YkpaiHu, siKi criy2ytoms nidcma-
8010 0nsi MixdepxasHo20 crigpobimHuymea y ¢hopmi cmpa-
meeiyHo2o napmHepcmea. OKpecrneHo Koo cmpameaiyHux
napmHepie YkpaiHu 8 pamMkax peanizauii HayioHarbHUX iHmMe-
pecis, Mnog'sizaHuUX 3 eapaHmMyeaHHsIM HauioHasbHOI 6e3neku i
060poHU ma eHepeemuyHoi 6e3nexku YkpaiHu.

BucHoeku. Pe3ynbmamom npogedeHo20 OOCTIOXKEHHS €:
BU3HaYeHHs1 [MPUHYUMIE ma CYymHICHUX Xapakmepucmuk
cmpameeaiqyHo20 napmHepcmea; 0brpyHMmMyeaHHs1 8U3Hayarslb-
HUX npiopumemie cmpameziyHo20 napmHepcmea YkpaiHu.

Knro4doei cnoea: cmpameeidyHe napmHepcmeo; npuHyu-
nu cmpamezaiyHo20 napmHepcmea; nosimuyHa ckrnadosa
8IOHOCUH cmpameaiyHo20 napmHepcmea; cmpameeidHi Ha-
npsmu cniernpayi eKOHOMIYHO20 Xapakmepy; CeKmoparsbHi
npiopumemu cmpamezaidyHo20 napmHepcmea YkpaiHu.

(@) ov-rc |



HaykoBui BicHuk MNonicca Ne 3 (11), u. 1, 2017 Scientific bulletin of Polissia Ne 3 (11), P. 1, 2017

EKOHOMIKA TA YTIPABJIIHHA HALIOHAJIBHUM rOCIIO4APCTBOM

Urgency of the research topic. Urgency of studying strategic partnership as a tool of regulated
and predicted interaction between the countries is stipulated by the necessity to increase efficiency of
international cooperation to solve priority economic and political purposes and anti action to the
threats of economic security of the countries-members.

Target setting. One of the directions of scientific researches in sphere of national economies in-
teraction in global economic environment is searching of optimal model of foreign economic relations
establishing as a factor of providing efficient integration of the country in the world economy with max-
imal protection of national interests.

Current foreign economic risks of Ukraine present threat for economic security of the state and
stipulate necessity of using the efficient model of interstate cooperation in form of strategic
partnership. The latter envisages mutual cooperation on equal share principle using the mechanism
of interstate cooperation that is based on mutual foreign economic foreign policy support, including
within the frame of international organizations, position agreeing in crisis situations and by solving in-
ternational conflicts.

Actual scientific researches and issues analysis. Researches of O. Bilorus, D. Lukianenko
[1], N. Kukharska [2], V. Manzhola [3] , B. Parakhonskogo, G. Yavorska [4] are devoted to conceptu-
al principles of strategic partnership as an efficient tool of foreign policy. Scientific studies of
A.Mazaraki, T. Melnik, V.Yukhymenko and L. Kydurko are devoted to deepening trade-economic and
foreign policy cooperation of Ukraine [5].

Uninvestigated parts of general matters defining. Despite extending of inter state interaction in
form of strategic partnership nowadays, there is no unanimity among scientists and politicians con-
cerning scientific definition of the term “strategic partnership”. Consequently, some international eco-
nomic relations defined as strategic partnership in fact are not those. And wide extension of the rela-
tions does not allow to concentrate efforts and resources on actually perspective strategically im-
portant for the economy of Ukraine directions of international cooperation. In connection with that, is-
sues of the relations inventory with the countries, relations of strategic partnership with which is fixed
in formal documents or declared in the country leaders statement in unilateral or bilateral procedure
are considered; identification of bilateral relations between Ukraine and its partners on subject of its
compliance to the principles and contextual characteristics of strategic partnership, is conducted.

Task setting. The article is devoted to defining contextual characteristics of strategic partnership
and its place in the system of international economic relations; evaluation of the compliance of the de-
clared relations of strategic partnership of Ukraine to the principles of strategic partnership; specifying
the list of the state that were declared by Ukraine as its strategic partners; analysis of legislative and
normative acts of Ukraine that serve as grounds for inter state cooperation in a form of the strategic
partnership.

Statement of the main material.

Defining contextual characteristics of the strategic partnership and its place in the system
of international economic relations

Taking into consideration, that there is no unambiguous definition of the term “strategic partnership”
until now , formulation of its contextual characteristics and place in the system of economic relations is
quite actual. Semantics of the concept “inter state strategic partnership” envisages definition of contex-
tual characteristics of partnership relations considering the subjects specifics of these social relations -
states. Inter state partnership inter action envisages: equal share of the relations, mutual recognition
of the states independence, national interests, trust and respect to national values; bilateral coopera-
tion; mutual recognition of the countries-members of economic-political alliances; geopolitical interde-
pendence; mutual understanding of mutual economic and social problems of the countries-partners.
Bilateral partnership relations are possible between those countries that don’t have mutual, including
territorial claims.

Strategic character of partnership relations is provided by their exclusivity (priority) that envisage
efforts concentration on actually significant, strategically important directions of foreign economic and
foreign policy interaction; their common interests that stipulate long term character of such relations;
electivity by defining the circle of strategic (key) partners.
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Strategic partnership in form of bilateral or multilateral cooperation envisages achieving economic
and political purposes. Strategic directions of economic character relate to scale inter state projects
and are oriented for increasing production potential on account of mutual trade between the countries,
improvement of the regional infrastructure, forming favorable investment environment, extending the
markets capacity of goods, capitals, labour, preferential access to the world markets within the part-
nership relations; forming the system of efficient protection of national producers on the foreign mar-
kets; adapting the norms of national legislation to the accepted in the world practice standards; accu-
mulation of special knowledge and working experience in sphere of FEA regulating.

Political component of the relations of the strategic partnership is implemented through defining the
priorities of inter sate political interaction oriented for providing foreign policy support, including within
the frames of international organizations, increasing the own status of the countries-members in the
system of international rating evaluations and trust from the side of foreign investors and creditors,
agreeing positions and support by implementing anti crisis policy of the states and by solving interna-
tional conflicts. As evaluated by the experts, including the country in the system of strategic relations
with the leading countries of the world states their significance as an international actor. Strategic rela-
tions with the countries with similar foreign policy priorities and internally political problems are orient-
ed to common measures concerning their solving.

Principles of international economic cooperation as identifiers of the strategic partnership
relations

In the base of interaction of the countries-members of the strategic partnership, principles should
be laid that define vitally important , strategically significant for the state purposes and provide increas-
ing economic efficiency of participants functioning of international economic cooperation. In particular:

— principle of long term relations that lays in forming stable, foreseen partnership relations
(projects) of strategic character that need to have political and military guarantees;

— principle of common national interests that envisages unity, or at least, single vector purposes of
economic development . This principle means that besides common strategic purpose of partnership,
its members can be oriented as well for achieving own purposes on condition if they do not contradict
to each other and to the main purpose of strategic partnership. Considering of this principle allows to
take into consideration interests of other party taking into account own profit or opportunities to tempo-
rize with the purpose of achieving strategic purposes not deviating from national strategic guides;

— principle of equal shares of relations and mutual refuse from discriminative actions one against
the other;

— principle of reality that can be implemented through availability of active mechanisms of realiza-
tion of the declared form of the relations;

— principle of equal share that envisages separation of actively significant, strategically important
directions of foreign economic and foreign policy inter state interaction;

— principle of electivity of strategic level of bilateral relations with this or that country. Taking into
consideration preferential mode of this cooperation, the state should approach to defining the circle of
strategic (key) partners considering importance and perspectives of this cooperation;

— principle of formalization — through legal fixing of the form of partnership relations (circle of
members, mechanisms of interaction, etc.) in bilateral documents (contracts, agreement), that allow to
minimize subjectivity by decisions making and provide obligatory fulfillment by the partners their obli-
gations;

— principle of enormity of strategic partnership that defines the opportunity of economic effect diffu-
sion from such cooperation not only among local circle of the members, in particular state-political
elites, but as well among business entities and ordinary citizens of both countries.

Thus, considering the principles of strategic partnership and content of bilateral interstate projects
on cooperation, relations of strategic partnership are the form of interstate economic and political co-
operation in achieving accurately defined common strategic purpose accurately defined common stra-
tegic purpose that envisages the form of equal share both in the context of the subjects of partnership
relations, and concerning the resources of their implementation. Relations of strategic partnership as a
controlled and predicted tool of interstate cooperation are designed to implement significant, strategi-
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cally important national interests of the participants of foreign economic and foreign policy interstate
interaction.

It is offered to separate term of strategic partnership in broad and narrow meanings. In broad
meaning, term strategic partnership — is a system of interaction of two or some states that is grounded
on recognition common values and/or understanding, high level of cooperation in the defines spheres,
mutual foreign policy support, in particular, within the frames of international organizations, in positions
agreeing in crisis situations and by solving international conflicts. In narrow meaning strategic partner-
ship envisages international cooperation concerning implementing of scale interstate projects, namely,
in trade-economic, transport-infrastructural, political, security and other branches. Filling of strategic
partnership with definite context takes place depending on specifics of the purposes and tasks that are
solved with their help [6].

Nowadays, Ukraine has more than 20 strategic partners among which there are countries and inte-
gration groups. Such relations are fixed in official documents or declared in statements of the leaders
of Ukraine in unilateral manner. To the countries, with which relations of strategic partnership are fixed
in bilateral manner are related: the USA (2008), Poland, Uzbekistan, Belarus, Azerbaijan. Relations of
peculiar partnership are documentary stated with the Organization of the Northern Atlantic Alliance
NATO (1997), Canada, Georgia. Relations of special strategic partnership are declared with Turkey
(2017), Hungary (2009), Lithuania (2008). Common strategy of the EU and Ukraine was adopted in
December 1999, it became continued by plan of the actions Ukraine —the European Union (dated Feb-
ruary 21, 2005). Current stage of such cooperation is formalized in the Agreement on free trade and
within the frames of the project “Eastern Partnership”, one of the tasks of it is preparing Ukraine to en-
ter the European Union. To the countries, strategic relations with which were declared in statements of
the leaders of Ukraine in unilateral manner, are related China, Israel, Argentina, Hungary, Slovakia,
Germany, Finland. Besides, in “Main directions of foreign policy of Ukraine” dated 1993 to strategic
partners were related boundary with Ukraine states. Thus, to the defined list of strategic partners there
were automatically added seven boundary states: Belarus, Georgia, Moldova, Romania, Slovakia,
Hungary, Turkey.

Such bride circle of strategic partners of Ukraine does not correspond to , in first turn, to the princi-
ples of equal share and electivity due to impossibility of separation really significant, strategically im-
portant directions of foreign economic and foreign policy inter state cooperation that envisages the
form of priority both in the context of the subjects of partnership relations, and concerning the re-
sources of their implementing; in the second turn, to the principle of formalization because of the lack
in individual cases legal fixing of the form of partnership relations in bilateral documents . And even
the necessity of solving considerable list of important economic and foreign political tasks of transfor-
mation period is not a justification of availability of significant number of strategic partners , since it
lessens the significance of relevant agreement both for foreign partners, and for Ukraine itself. Wide
spread directions within the frames of strategic partnership provokes achieving the defined priorities of
inter state cooperation due to the resources lack for their implementing and states declarative charac-
ter of such agreements.

Analysis of legislative and normative acts of Ukraine that serve the grounds for inter sate
cooperation in the form of strategic partnership.

Circle of the existing and potential strategic partners of Ukraine should be created in correspond-
ence to strategic priorities of the national economy development, contained in the principles of domes-
tic and foreign policy of Ukraine. According to the Law of Ukraine “About the principles of domestic
and foreign policy”, foreign policy of the state considers necessity of safety, sovereignty guaranteeing
and protection of territorial integrity of Ukraine and is directed for overcoming traditional and new
threats to security [7].

As the base for defining the priorities of inter state cooperation in the form of strategic partnership
serves Strategy of national security of Ukraine [8]. According to the present threats to national security
of Ukraine, as main directions of the state policy are defined the following ones: renewal of territorial
integrity of Ukraine and reintegration of temporary occupied territories after their freeing; creation of
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the efficient sector of security and defense and increasing national defense capability; reforming the
system of state governance on the base of continuous anticorruption policy.

An important meaning for grounding declared priorities of strategic cooperation has the Doctrine of
informational safety of Ukraine that recognizes national interests of Ukraine and priorities of state poli-
cy in informational sphere [9]. Under the provisions of the Doctrine of informational safety, the priori-
ties of state policy in informational sphere are: providing informational safety of Ukraine; development
of the interaction mechanisms between the state and the institutes of civil society concerning anti ac-
tion to informational aggression against Ukraine; struggle with disinformation and destructive propa-
ganda; prohibition to use informational space of the state in destructive purposes or for actions that
are directed to discredit of Ukraine and its citizens on international level.

Decisive priority of strategic partnership is described in Analytical Report to the yearly President’s
Message to Verkhovna Rada and concerns implementing strategic and geopolitical interests connect-
ed with guaranteeing national security of Ukraine and protection of its political independence [10]. Tak-
ing into consideration threats to national security, the main accent was made on the defense and se-
curity sector.

Conclusions. On the base of principles and contextual characteristics of strategic partnership, it
was defined that the latter is an efficient form of inter state economic and political interaction, that on
conditions of its coordinateness, compliance and long term cooperation, due to taking into considera-
tion bi and multi side interests; predictability due to its strategic character; reality due to available ac-
tive mechanisms, declared form and objective character of partnership relations implementing intro-
duces strategically significant, important national interests of the countries-partners. Subject of inter
state interaction in the form of strategic partnership is implementing strategically important, scale inter
sate projects in economic and political spheres using the tools of mutual foreign economic support ,
including , in the frames of international organizations , positions agreeing in crisis situations and by
solving international conflicts.

As a determining priority of strategic partnership of Ukraine, cooperation in sphere of national secu-
rity and defense, power and transit potential development of Ukraine was defined

Article published in the framework of the Research Kyiv National University of Trade and
Economics «Strategic partnership in terms of economic security of Ukraine»
SR Ne 0116U000785
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