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Abstract. Article deals with conceptual and theoretical grounds for US global leadership
policy in the post-bipolar period. In this context, the strategy of US global leadership during the
presidency of Bill Clinton is thoroughly researched. On the conceptual level the existing strat-
egy of US global leadership under President George. W. Bush is being reviewed. The liberal re-
alistic concept of US leadership under presidency of B. Obama found further development. The
basic differences in foreign policies between Republican and Democratic US administration
post-bipolar era were revealed. It is reported that the US would continue to play a crucial role
in world politics and provide conceptual and applied political and security strategies of the
United States, which affect foreign policy and constitute an integral part of US geopolitical in-
terests.
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AHoTauis. /lpoananizosano koHyenmyanbHo-meopemudti 3acaou 3aoe3nedents noaimuKu
enobanvroeo nioepcmea CILLIA nocmbinonapnoi 0obu. ¥V ybomy konmexcmi no2nubieno 0ocuio-
arceno cmpameziro  enobanvrozo nidepcmea CILIA 3a npesudoenmcmesa b. Kninmona. Ha xon-
YenmyanbHOMY DIi6HI pO32NAHYMO HaA6Hi cmpamezii 2nobanvrozo nidepcmea CILIA 3a npe3u-
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oenmcmea J{oc. Bywa monoowoeo. I[lodanvuiozo po3sumky nabyna nibepanrbHo-peanricmuina
konyenyisa nioepcmea CILLA 3a npesudenmcmea b. Obamu. Buseneno ocno6mni 8iominnocmi y
306HIUHbONONIMUYHUX CIMPAMEIAX MIdHC pecnyONiKaHCbKOI0 ma 0eMOKPAMUYHOK AOMIHICI-
payicio CLLIA nocmbinonapnoi 0oou. 3asnavaemocs, wjo CILIIA i naoani gidiepasamumyms 8u-
piwanvhy ponv y c8imosiu noaimuyi, a KOHYenmyaivHe i npuKiaoHe 3a6e3neueHns NoLmu4HUx
i beznexosux cmpamezii CLLIA, aKi éniuearoms Ha MidcHAPOOHY NONIMUKY, € HEGIO 'EMHOIO CKa-
006010 2eononimuunux inmepecie CILLIA.

KuarouoBi cioBa: doxmpuna, cmpameeis, konyenyis, rioepcmeo, CILLIA, cecemonis, no-
CMOINONAPHA MIHCHAPOOHA cucmemd, 3068HIWH NONTMUKA.

AHHoOTauMs. /Ipoananusuposansi KOHYenmyaibHO-meopemuyecKue 0CHO8bl 0becneyeHisl
nonumuku 2nooanvroeo auoepcmea CLIIA nocmbunonapuoti snoxu. B asmom konmexcme yanyo-
JIEHHO ucciedosano cmpamezuio 21obanvrozo audepcmea CLIA npu npesudenmcemee b. Knun-
mona. Ha xonyenmyanbHom ypoene paccmMompeHvl umerowuecs cmpamecuu 2100aibHo20
auoepcmea CLLA npu npezudenmcemee [Jorc. Bywa mnaowezo. Jlanvueliuiee pasgumue nouy-
yuna aubepanvro-peanucmuinas konyenyus auoepcmea CLUIA npu npesudenmcemee Odambi.
Buisignenv ocnosHvle paznuius 60 GHEUHENOAUMUYECKUX CIMPAMe2UaX MeXcOy pecnyOIuKaH-
ckoul u 0emoxkpamuyeckou aomunucmpayuei CLLIA nocmbunonapuoti snoxu. Ommeuaemcs, 4mo
CILIA u 6 danvhetiuem 6y0ym uepams pewiauiyo poib 8 MUpogol NOIUMuKe, a KOHYyenmy-
anvHoe U NpuKIAoHoe obecnederue NOTUMUYecKux cmpamezuii U cmpamezuii 6€30nacHocmu
CLIIA, komopvie 61UAIOM HA MENCOYHAPOOHYIO NOTUMUKY, ABNAEMC A HEOMbEMAEMOU COCMA8-
naroweti ceonorumudeckux unmepecos CILLIA.

KaroueBsle ciioBa: dokmpuna, cmpamezus, konyenyus, audepcmeo, CLLA, cecemonus, no-
CMOUNONAPHAS MEHCOYHAPOOHAS CUCEMA, BHEWHAS NOTUMUKA.

Current problems. Transformation of the Yalta-Potsdam order, which began in the late
1980s. was resulted in the collapse of the bipolar international system in 1991. The unique po-
sition of the United States as the sole superpower has opened before them the opportunity to in-
fluence the course and essence of international relations in a single-handed way. All the US
administrations of the post- bipolar era were guided by several basic principles. They were based
on the fact that the USA is a protector, initiator of liberal and religious values. Therefore, the US
should deal with authoritarian regimes and spread the neoliberal model of democracy as the uni-
versal and the best form. But in the end of Obama’s presidency, it became clear that the United
States faced with problems related to the preservation of leadership in the world. It caused the
discussion that many scientists point out on the existence of the neoliberal model of globaliza-
tion and democracy crises.

Analysis of recent research and publications revealed actual problems and prospects of im-
plementation of the strategy of US global leadership post-bipolar era. They have been reflected
in publications of Ukrainian, Western and Russian specialists and scientists in this field. Among
the western school of scientists it is possible to distinguish such researches as Zb. Brzezinski
[1], R. Dole, W. G. Hyland [2], R. Kagan [3], Sh. Schwenninger [4], J. White [5] etc.

Scientific achievements of the Ukrainian political science are represented by such scholars
as [. D. Dudko [6], D. M. Lakishyk [7], M. V.Ponomarev [8], G. A. Piskorska, I. I. Pohorska, M.
M. Ryzhkov [9], M. V. Fesenko [10], S. O. Shergin [11], N. L. Yakovenko [12].

Among the Russian scientists the most noteworthy scientific works are represented by D.
Zhilzov [13], A. P. Kabachenko [14], R. S. Mursalov [15], M. A. Troizky [16], A. V. Torkunov
[17], T. A. Shakleina [18] and so on.

The aim of the article is to compare and analyze the strategy of US global leadership for
the presidency of Bill Clinton, George. W. Bush and Barack Obama.
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The important research results. In the early 1990’s. the ruling US administration was the
Republican one with President George. W. Bush Sr., whose foreign policy as well as his prede-
cessor’s Ronald Reagan, was determined by neoconservative ideologues of US foreign policy.
It featured a strong ambition to gain global leadership and a readiness to provide the conditions
for this at all costs. Approval of US leadership served as a necessary counterbalance to the ex-
pansion of the Soviet Union, which threatened the freedom and security in the world.

However, the collapse of the USSR has not made significant changes to the policy settings
of Republicans. In this respect Zb. Brzezinski characterizes the beginning of the new post-bipo-
lar era in the following way: “As a result of the collapse of the rival the United States found them-
selves in a unique position. They became the first and the only true one global power ... The
situation that has arisen put on the Republican Administration three global missions that are not
identical to the traditional problems of national security. The success or failure of the United
States in their implementation of ambitious plans had to serve as a test of their capability for
global leadership against the background of strengthening the national aspirations of the inhab-
itants of all continents and sudden shifts of geopolitical balance” [19].

The end of the “Cold War”, loss of the global enemy and alongside with it the global threat,
weakened the position of neoconservatives that came to power in the US in 1993. The Demo-
cratic administration of Bill Clinton (1993-2000) has adopted a liberal-conservative conception
of global leadership. In this context, the analysis of foreign policy strategy of Clinton adminis-
tration allows us to make political examination of the US global leadership strategies on the
early stage of post-bipolar period. In broad-spectrum, the US strategy under the presidency of
B. Clinton was aimed at achieving global leadership based on force and the regulation of inter-
national relations involving allies such as the EU and international organizations such as NATO.
In general, for the period of the presidential administration of B. Clinton the force regulation or
aspiration for hegemony was liberal.

Three National Security Strategies of the United States of 1994, 1995 and 1996 were de-
veloped and adopted during B. Clinton’s presidency under one and the same name — “The strat-
egy of involvement in international affairs and the spread of democracy in the world”. The
abovementioned Strategies focused on the security and prosperity of the country by supporting
the US status as a major world power, strengthening active leadership of the country abroad as
a necessary factor in improving safety, the recovery of the US economy and opening it to the new
markets. But the long-term goal of Washington was to build a new world order led by the United
States and the leading countries of the world that belong to the Western democracy, with a grad-
ual accession to it by many other countries which share the principles of market economy and
other Western values. Thus the main objectives set out in the abovementioned documents are
based on the ideas that complement each other and directed to enhance security by means of
armed forces effectiveness. Much attention is paid to the ways of promoting the economic growth
of the USA and strengthening democracy abroad [20, p. 6, 7].

It should be noted that often the views of representatives of liberal, neoliberal, conservative
and neo-conservative directions in the science of international relations coincided concerning the
methods of the US ambition implementation towards global leadership and priorities in foreign
policy. Namely for these reasons, the official US national security strategies are ideological sym-
biosis with certain differences between the conceptual views. It is stated that supporters of the
Democratic Party had more rhetoric about democracy, collectivism and diplomacy. On the other
hand the supporters of the Republican Party often underline a threat to national security and ex-
istence of the enemies of the United States. But both Democrats and Republicans were unani-
mous on the issue of ways to use the US military power to implement their global strategies. It
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was aimed at protecting the US interests that are focused on the transformation of the interna-
tional system based on the ideas of liberal democracy [21, p. 36].

President Clinton was able to realize ambitious plans to implement the US strategy of global
leadership because he had a new vision of the problems of the United States at the turn of the
twenty-first century. In the era of globalization and the formation of post-industrial society, the
rapid development of information and communication technologies the Clinton administration
put emphasis on human capital development, that was accompanied by investments in educa-
tion and health care. Against this background of all the above mentioned the considerable at-
tention was paid namely to economic development, that allowed steady growth in the US
economy. Thus, from 1992-2001 the US GDP grew in more than 1.5 times, from 6 trillion of
USD to 10 trillion of USD. An important contribution to the US economic growth made by the
Clinton administration turned to be the creation of NAFTA, which created a common market
with population of over 400 million of people that are the residents of the USA, Canada and Mex-
ico. These achievements were accompanied by the implementation of the strategy of spreading
American values, culture and especially the neo-liberal model of democracy. It allowed to char-
acterize the Clinton administration’s foreign policy course as “democratic leadership” with el-
ements of “liberal hegemony” because of the comprehensive control over all international
processes, regions and definite states.

George Bush Jr., the third US president (2001-2009), alongside with the Republican Party
made significant changes in the US foreign policy, which is meant to support policy of the global
US leadership. The new approach is often characterized as a “neoconservative”. Abstract ideo-
logical foundations of the new administration soon appeared in the US foreign policy, which
gradually began to take shape of a new doctrine. The starting point came a few months after the
inauguration of George Bush Jr. to the presidency when on the September 11, 2001 a series of
terrorist attacks took place. This sorrow event empowered the new Republican administration
to declare a “war against terrorism”.

Thus, the beginning of the presidency of George Bush Jr. in the United States was marked
by the terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001 that dramatically affected the doctrinal dimension
of the US foreign policy strategy. In the whole, the “Bush doctrine” was based on a number of
documents, among which one can single out the National Strategy of information exchange,
National Strategy for combating terrorism, National Security Strategy of the USA in 2002, the
National Security Strategy of the USA in 2006, National Strategy for Homeland Security and in
the document named “Five years after the September eleventh”.

Central place in the conceptual dimension of the strategy of US global leadership under the
President of George Bush Jr. takes the concept of the so-called “hard” hegemony. It was imple-
mented by Bush’s Republican Administration and was developed by scientists and politicians
who represented “the right direction” of traditional conservatism. Among the American schol-
ars of US foreign policy primarily distinguishes scientific refinement of Zb. Brzezinski that jus-
tifies the need for American global leadership. In this context it should be especially noted that
scientific views of M. McFaul and M. Albright has also became the significant background for
traditional conservatism development. Their views could be described as liberal ones with ex-
treme conservative positions. According to this concept, the United States had exclusive rights
and the possibility for the formation of a new international order for the American model, ac-
cording to the Western values, based on existing international political, military and economic
organizations that have proved effectiveness and ensured the victory of the West in the Cold
War. According to the supporters of this approach, other members of the international commu-
nity had to adapt themselves to the new system.
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Security Strategy 2002 identifies the main aim of preserving peace by “fighting terrorism
and tyranny” [22]. The problem of terrorism as a major threat to the national security had to be
solved through “the use of any available weapon in the arsenal — military power, homeland and
internal security improvement, enforcement of the law, work of intelligence and other important
events to discontinue the financing of terrorist organizations” [23]. The “Bush Doctrine” made
a significant emphasis on the military component of the US foreign policy. The main thesis be-
came the one that concerned elimination of threats using preventive operations of military and
paramilitary nature, performed either solely by the USA or in coalition with other countries [24,
p. 60].

National Security Strategy of the United States of 2006 is often referred to as security strat-
egy in war [25]. Having identical structure with the previous document, the new strategy fo-
cused on the global war on terrorism and included aspects such as resolving regional conflicts,
strengthening allied formations and overcoming the challenges of globalization. Security Strat-
egy of 2006 contained a report on the results achieved according to the objectives of the previ-
ous strategy (2002), and identified the main priorities for the future. In this context it should be
mentioned that the military achievements in Iraq and Afghanistan were undoubtedly exagger-
ated. Thus, among the achievements of the US foreign policy it is worth mentioning the loss of
“Al Qaeda’s” positions in Afghanistan and the development of democratic system in Iraq. For
sure it clearly contradicts to the present-day views on the situation and the US military action in
these countries by B. Obama’s Administration. In the final part of the 2006 Security Strategy it
is stated that “America has faced with significant challenges, but has huge potential and oppor-
tunities to deal with them”, which once again confirms the belief in the existence of unipolar
world led by the US [23].

That same year, in addition to the National Security Strategy of the USA (2006) the Na-
tional Strategy for combating terrorism was adopted [26]. Under conditions of having war against
terrorism the fundamental ground of the new document became “the destruction of the largest
network “Al Qaeda” and opposition to the radical ideology that inspires others to join the ter-
rorist movement”. Methods to achieve this goal correspond to the methods specified in the Na-
tional Security Strategy (2002, 2006), and also include the fight against proliferation of weapons
of mass destruction and the existence of the phenomenon of extremist states. In September 2006,
a document called “Five years after the eleventh of September: successes and challenges” was
developed. It analyzed the achievements and potential threats that the international community
faces in the global war on terrorism [23].

Within the liberal-realist conception of leadership the doctrine of Barack Obama represents
notable scientific interest as it analyses the future prospects of the US leadership in the world.
According to many analysts Barack Obama rejected the American leadership, an idea that for
decades defined the US role in the world and consciously reduced American global commit-
ments. However, against this background declarative rhetoric of Obama is based on thorough
conceptual support of foreign policy, including the National Security Strategy of 2010, 2015.
Thus Obama’s declarative rhetoric indicates that the USA would not abandon the policy of world
leadership, and even with the new approaches and available resources the USA would be able
to strengthen their leading positions.

In February 2015, the US President Barack Obama presented the new National Security
Strategy to the Congress. This is his second and the last official and binding document that re-
flects the strategic vision of the democratic administration of the contemporary world order, the
place and the role of the USA in it. Achievements of the democratic administration that were pre-
sented in it are positioned as a vector for further development of the USA. It is notable that the
first Obama’s National Security Strategy of 2010 corresponds much better to the changing in-
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ternational conditions than the new strategic vision of 2015. It is completely built on the con-
cept, formulated in 2010, the key points of which have not undergone to significant changes. It
was the concept of national renewal and the return of US global leadership. The strategy was
aimed at constructing the foundations of American power and global influence. It is based on the
idea of “reasonable force” represented by the Obama administration in 2009, which provided that
the power and influence in the world begin from renewal inside the country. That’s why Obama
has placed into the foundation of national security strategy all the major social priorities of his
presidency — a strong economy, affordable education and health, energy security, innovation
[27].

In the National Security Strategy of 2015 the abovementioned idea of “inner power” as the
ground for global influence was completely preserved. Moreover the leadership strategy im-
plementation is completely moved from the National Security Strategy of 2010 as it has all the
components of “smart power”: a strong military, a strong economy, skilful diplomacy and uni-
versal values. The new strategy also provides the US orientation on joint action through part-
nership, coalitions and international organizations. The USA still reserves the right to unilateral
use of force, but only in the case of imminent danger to its national security. The list of the major
threats in general remained unchanged: nuclear weapons, climate changes and pandemics. The
place of terrorism, that in 2010 was the main threat, took a broader concept — extremism. The
threat of the spread and use of nuclear weapons is still on the first place [27].

Barack Obama’s foreign policy strategy is very different from the strategy of global lead-
ership of George. W. Bush Jr. and suggests carrying major efforts to restore the capacity of
“moral leadership the US”, the formation of pro-American world public opinion. The National
Security Strategy of Barack Obama recognizes the value of partnership. It gives more importance
to civil as opposed to military dimension and underlines the importance of dialogue and na-
tional need to strengthen international institutions. The strategy also highlights the political as-
pirations of the USA to support the formation of the international order that can solve the
problems of international security for the sake of US global leadership. [28] Taking it all into con-
sideration, changes in the forms and methods of implementation of American leadership were
directed to eliminate imbalances that destabilize the international political system [29].

Conclusions. Nowadays, the US strategy of leadership is increasingly exposed to criticism.
It is reported that attempts to unilaterally solve global military, economic, ideological and po-
litical problems turned to be the main reason of the US power “overloading” and led the US to
the loss of their dominant role in the globalizing international system. Apart from the integra-
tion component, in the context of globalization, the disintegration vector that includes region-
alization of world economy and politics became clearly apparent. There is a potential threat to
the US leadership in the global economy. Before the third year of the war in Iraq, the status of
world moral leader which came to the US after the collapse of the Soviet Union was finally lost.
There was a need to formulate a new strategy for US global leadership. American political sci-
entists have proposed a new vision of global leadership strategy: to proclaim a “polarless world”
and haven taken under the control the key, from a resourceful and a strategic point of view, re-
gions of the planet, in fact to regain leverage of the global governance. The spread of freedom
and liberal democracy are declared to be the main goals. These concepts are approved by dis-
appearance from the “Defensive strategy of the USA 2008, one of the major national strategies
after 1991, thesis that in the USA in the nearest future there would be no global rivals.
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