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TRANSFORMATION OF SPECIAL RELATIONS BETWEEN THE USA
AND THE UNITED KINGDOM AT THE PRESENT STAGE

Introduction. "Special relations" are political, diplomatic, cultural, economic,

military, and historical relations between the United Kingdom and the United States
of America, as well as between their leaders.
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The current stage of this relationship can be considered as "love hatred" because
they are characterized by strong love and rivalry at the same time [1].

The objective of this paper. "Special relations™ go beyond politics and extend
to general ones Ideology both in the governmental circle and among citizens of these
two states. In addition to the general ideological "special relations”, the peculiarities
of the relations between the British prime ministers and the presidents of the United
States were also formed. The closer a person belongs to the two main states, the
closer the connection. The counterweight is also correct [5]. This special kind of
friendship is going through many trials to date and continues to thrive even under the
greatest pressure. "Special relations™ are always reviewed with the balance of power,
but they are still in the midst of many problems because of the general appearance of
both states [2]. There is an integral level of staff between the US and the UK on a
wide range of issues, such as military planning and operations, economic support, and
data collection, who has to meet the level of detail, who has the nation with other
partners. The United States has never succeeded in isolating national policies and
must work closely on global security with an ally such as the United Kingdom [3].

Over the next three to five years, the United States will need a more reliable and
resilient partner to address global and regional challenges that the United States may
not be able to meet because of geography, competing with national security priorities
and assets. An analysis of the partnership between the United States and the United
Kingdom shows that "... special relations should be classified as a temporary
institution determined by the current global balance of power." This means that the
priority options of convenience, as well as the total price, will not always be collected
in full. But this difference also means that the United States must create Britain as a
security partner. With the emphasis shifting to Asia and the emergence of China, the
United States needs a strong partner to protect European issues. NATO will focus
primarily on Europe, while the United States is a Pacific nation [4].

The United States should determine not only when it uses national power, but
also how and why, or more precisely, to what extent. This is an agreement with the
world leader of both countries. Former US President Donald Trump noted that global
threats such as economic security, border control, and terrorism are made by the US-
UK alliance as needed for other countries. The British leadership stated that "our
strong relations with the United States in the fields of defense, security and
intelligence, except our neighbors, are central to our national interests.” This means
that, given that the United States is on average in the Pacific, they can explore that
Britain will be the backbone of the European security on which the United States
depends.

Conclusion. The special relationship between the United States and Britain is
based not only on necessity, or on common security goals. It is based on common
political principles and a common history and ideals. This makes the relationship
lasting, which can withstand differences and change priorities because it is not a
short-lived marriage of convenience, but a deep intimacy that serves as a cornerstone
of their individual and common security. The common interests of the United States
and Britain could face serious challenges as the United States begins to pay more
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attention to the Pacific, and the United Kingdom is forced to address current issues
such as the Syrian refugee crisis and a bold, aggressive Russia.

However, as the common history of the last century has shown, Britain will
remain as important to US security as the United States is important to the United
Kingdom.
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CULTURAL FACTOR OF UKRAINE-EU COOPERATION

Introduction. The EU implements many cultural programs in Ukraine. Cultural
cooperation between Ukraine and the EU promotes the exchange of artworks and
supports artists mobility.

Review of recent publications. Many experts wrote on problems of cultural
cooperation between Ukraine and the European Union. For example, O. Domanskyi
drew attention to the state’s priorities and emphasized the significance of Ukrainian
active participation in European and international cultural events [1]. S. Pahlov
explored the European influence on Ukrainian cultural policy while V. Movchan and
M. Emerson conducted an in-depth analysis of EU-Ukraine relations [2].

The objective of the paper is to clarify the framework of the current cultural
interaction between Ukraine and the EU and define it as a promising sphere of
convergence.
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