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THE PROBLEMS OF STRATEGIC PARTNERSHIP 
DEINSTITUTIONALISATION IN THE CONTEXT OF GLOBAL 
TRANSFORMATIONS 

Kudyrko L., PhD in Economics 
Kyiv National University of Trade and Economics 

The article reveals the latest trends in the implementation of the strategic partnership 
between the countries in view of the transformational shifts in the global economy. 
Purpose of the article is to determine the factors and trends in prevailing 
deinstitutionalisation models of international strategic partnerships and identifying 
features of their display on the Eurasian territory. It is argued that under the conditions 
of stagnated global commodity and investment and complication of complete solution 
possibilities for the countries of the problems of external trade and financial 
imbalances, illegal emigration, reduction of domestic production and jobs under the 
pressure of competition in world markets, the request for modernization of the 
established in previous decades system of strategic partnership between the countries 
in various areas of its implementation is increasing. It is found that such modernization 
is carried out by a cancellation of existing and creation of new partnerships between 
the countries and integrated mega-blocks. Countertendency in the partnerships 
between the countries that lead to the transformation and deinstitutionalization of 
contemporary international strategic partnership architectonics is identified. It is 
revealed that the change of the US strategic partnership ideology to its partners in the 
Pacific region is predetermined by criteria revision for partnership deepening; it is 
determined that the degree of the US integration in providing trade preferences, 
security, financial or political-military assistance to a particular ally will be determined 
taking into account not only the prerequisites for long-term cooperation, but also in 
terms of current interests. It is defined that the search for formats and mechanisms to 
improve the efficiency of the strategic partnership in the post soviet space is 
accompanied by the further Eurasian disintegration in the level of EAES together with 
the anti-reverse trends at the SCO through expansion of its membership. The 
perspective direction for further research is to analyze Ukraine's place in fundamental 
changes in the modern global geopolitical configuration, assess their impact on the 
transformation of the national system of economic security and strategic partnership, 
reveal the mechanism of improving the efficiency of the strategic partnership with 
participation of Ukraine in terms of geospatial reorienting its foreign trade and national 
sovereignty threats. 
 
Keywords: Strategic Partnership; strategic relationships deinstitutionalisation; Trans-
Pacific Partnership; Eurasian Economic Union, integration, global leadership, national 
interests 
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