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[lpeaucnosue

OO6BACHNUTD ¥ ITPEeICKa3aTh Pa3BUTIE MEK/IYHAPOJHBIX OTHOLIIEHNIT KaK B I7I00ATbHOM,
TAK J B PETMOHA/IbBHOM MacITabe HeBO3MOYKHO 6e3 IeTaIbHOTO M3yYeHN A B3aMMOJeIICTBILA
MEX[Ty BeTMKMMU Jiep>kaBaMut. Kak 11 B 4elioBeueckoM coliyMe, B COOOIIECTBE TOCYApPCTB
Mepapxus U IUHAMUKA ee ISMEHEHIA ONMpPee/IAI0T GO/bIIMHCTBO KIIOYEBbIX XapaKTepH-
CTUK ¥ IIPOLIECCOB B MUPOBOI IIOJIUTYKE ¥ 9KOHOMMKE. DTO OTHOCUTCA K COOTHOIIEHIIO
KOH(IMKTA ¥ COTPYAHUYECTBA, IIePCIEKTUBAM Pas3pelleHVs TPaUIVIOHHBIX U HOBBIX I7I0-
6a/bHBIX IPO6/IeM 6€30IacHOCTY U BhDKMBAHNA YeN0BEYeCTBa, CO3[AHIIO HOBBIX M pacIay
OTKMBIINX MHCTUTYTOB B MEXYHAPOJIHBIX OTHOIIEHNAX.

Y>ke MHOTO JleCITUIeTUII He TIpeKpallaeTCs AUCKYCCUA O TOM, KaK Ha CTabUIbHOCTD
MEXYHApOJTHON CUCTEMBI BIUACT KOMINYIECTBO «I[EHTPOB CVJIbI», UIN IIOMIOCOB» Ha
MEXJYHaPOJIHOJ apeHe, XapaKTep OTHOLIEHMII MeXY HUMU U PacIpOCTpaHAeMble
UMM MIeU U LIeHHOCTHU. VlccmeoBareny NpoRo/DKaIoT IOUCK Hayuboee aeKBaTHOM
KIaccudUKalym rocyapcTB B COOTBETCTBUMU C UX IOTEHIINAIOM BIUAHUA, LIeIAMI
Y OTHOILIEHMEM K CIIOKMBIIEMYCH IOPAJKY. BeMKO KOMM4ecTBO TeOpMil CO3MaHMA
Y paspyIleHNns MeXX/YHAPOJHBIX MHCTUTYTOB C Y4aCTUEM BEMKMX IePyKaB, KOHIIILMI
MMPOBOTO U PerMOHAIbHOTO NUAiepCTBa. Bemkue fep>kaBbl TaK MM MHaUe QUTypU-
PYIOT B GOBIIMHCTBE TEOPETUYECKUX U MPUKIAJHBIX aHAMUTIYECKUX HOCTPOCHMIT
CIIEIMANIICTOB 110 MUPOBOIl IIONMNTIKE, 9KOHOMMKE U UIEITHOMY HAIIOJTHEHNIO MEXY-
HapOJHBIX OTHOLIEHNI.

B xoHIje 2000-X roffoB BHUMaHMe aKaleMI4eCcKOro coobuectsa coKycupoBaHoO Ha
0COOEHHOCTSAX ONpefieNleHNs CU/IBI B COBPEMEHHOI MUPOBOII IONMNUTIKe, paKTOpax 9Toit
CIJIBL, TIePCIIEKTUBAX MOJybeMa HOBBIX BE/IMKUX (@ B IIepCIeKTUBe — II00aIbHBIX) epKaB,
BO3/IE/ICTBIIO MUPOBOT'0 9KOHOMIYECKOTO KPM3UCa, HadaBIuerocsa B 2008 ropy, Ha epapxuio
MMPOBBIX UTPOKOB JI MHOTHUX IPYTYX HAayYHBIX IIPOO/IeMaX, KaCaIOlMXCs BEIMKIX TeprKaB.
B cBeTe 5KOHOMIYECKIX CIOKHOCTeI, C KOTOPBIMYU CTONKHY/IICH HOJAB/IAOIee GObIINH-
CTBO CTPaH MUPa, TUAEPHI BeAYIINX JiepXKaB IPOIeMOHCTPUPOBAIN 03a60YeHHOCTD He
TOJIBKO TIOC/IEICTBUAMM KPU3NCA [T CBOEI CTPAHDI, HO 1 IIePCIIEKTUBAMM €€ COXPaHEeHM s
B pAZly IPU3HAHHBIX BETUKMX JIePyKaB.

Kpusuc nmopoxpjaer He TONIbKO 00BEKTMBHBIE, HO U IICHXOTIOTMYECKME CTIOKHOCTU
U MCKaXKeHUsA BOCpuATHA. [103TOMy HapoXX/jaromyecs LeHTPbI CUIbI MOTYT JIIATENb-
HOe BpeMs He IPU3HaBaThCA B Ka4eCTBE TAKOBBIX MUPOBBIM OOIIeCTBEHHBIM MHEHEM.
Ewe 6oree BeposATeH APYTOIT CLIeHAPWIT: MIPOBBIE U iePbl UTHOPUPYIOT 00BEKTUBHOE



Mpeaucnosune

CHVDKEHME BIVAHNUA TPA/JUIIMOHHBIX BETMKNUX JlePKaB, BK/II0Yas CaMble MOTYI[€CTBEH-
Hble U3 HUX. Pe3y/lbTaTOM MOXeT CTaTh IOBBIIIEHHAs PeTMOHANIbHAsA MIN ITI00aIbHasA
KOHQIMKTHOCTD, BO3HMKAIOIAsl BCIENICTBYE TIOMBITOK «HOBBIX BEIMKUX» YTBEPAUTHCA
B Ka4eCTBe TAKOBBIX U IOJYYUTb COOTBETCTBYIOIIee MpusHanue. ITono6HbI1 peHoMeH
yKe INIUTeIbHOE BpeMs U3y4aeTCs TEOPETUKAMIU MEXTYHapOJHBIX OTHOLIEHNI. B ero
aHa/IM3 3HAYUTENbHBI BK/IaJ Je/aloT IPe3uIeHT ACCOIMALMN MEXK/YHAPOJHBIX MCCTIe-
mosanuit npodeccop Tomac Bommkm 1 ero Kojjern — aBTOPHI JOK/Iafia Ha TeMy «Bemkue
Iep>KaBbl, BETMKOePYKaBHbIII CTATYC U Mpo6IeMa HeCOOTBETCTBIA CTaTyca PeabHOCTU
B MEXIYHapOJHOI MOMUTHKEe». DTUM JOK/IafJOM OTKPBIBaeTCsA COOPHUK paboT, Ipen-
CTaBJIEHHBIX Ha ceKuuu «Benkie sep>kaBbl B MUpoBoit monutnke (2008-2018): HoBas
KOHQUIypauysa OTHOIIEHWII».

BoNbIIMHCTBO APYrUX paboT B JAHHOM COOPHMKE IIOCBAIICHO MeX/[yHapOLHBIM
oTHomeHMAM Poccuu 1 ee MecTy B I7106aJIbHOM M Pa3IMYHBIX PerMOHANbHBIX IIOJIN-
TUYECKMX VM 9KOHOMMYeCKMX naHamadTax. [IpefebHO MUpoKas OljeHKa yCIOBUAM
MUPOBOJ OMUTUYECKOI CpeJibl, B KOTOPhIX pasBuBaeTcs Poccusd, aeTca B Joknaze
I.B. Cerypy. Ero aBTop CKJIOHEH BUJIeTh yTPO3bl 6€30IaCHOCTH COLMATIbHO-9KOHOMM-
4yeckomy pasBuTuio Poccun kak Ha 3amajie, Tak 1 Ha BocToke 1 1mojiaraeT, 4To Tyqmmnm
rapaHTOM CTaOMJIBHOCTY B MUPe CIIYXKUT MapUTET CHJI MeX/Y BefylIMMuU OIoKaMu
(my41ire Bcero fgByMs).

B roppl Korzia mop00HbIit 6aTaHC CUT IOfePXKUBATICA MKy COBETCKMM M aMePUKaH-
CKMM 6710KaMM, KpUTepUeM BIVIAHNUA KaXK[JOTO M3 HUX ObUI He KaKoil-Tn60 abCoMOTHbI
MIOKa3aTeNlb, a COOTHOLIEHME CUJI C COTIepHIYaromuM narepeM. OfHaKo 1 Ioc/e pacnazia
6unonapHocTy Poccys 4acTo CKJIOHHA COM3MEPATH CBOJI MOTEHLIMAT ¢ aMEPUKAHCKVIM.
Vmenno CIIA ocTarorca aisa Poccnu «3epkanom», B KOTOPOM pOCCUSHE CKTOHHBI PaccMaT-
puBaTh COOCTBEHHBIE JOCTOMHCTBA M HeOCTaTKM. V3ydeHnIo B3anMHbIX 06pa3oB Poccun
u CIITA n sBomtorun 911X 06pas3os B XIX Beke II0J BO3IECTBIEM KaK MEX/[YHAPO/HBIX,
TaK ¥ BHY TPUIIONUTIYECKUX TEHAEHIMI B 00€eUX CTpaHaX MOCBAIeH JOKIaf Ipodeccopa
Bonrorpanckoro rocylapcTBEHHOTO YHMBEPCUTETA, M3BECTHOTO UCTOPYKA POCCUIICKO-
aMepMKaHCKMX oTHomeHuit V1. V1. Kypunbr.

JloKTamumKy OCBE T/ TPY BayKHbBIX PETMOHA/TbHBIX HAITPABIEHN POCCUIICKOI BHEII-
Hell HOMUTUKN — JIBYCTOPOHHME POCCUIICKO-aMePUKAHCKVIe OTHOLIEHM I, TIPOMBIIIIEHHOE
U BOEHHO-TeXHMYeCKoe COTpyiHmdecTBo Poccun ¢ Vpanom, a Takxe B3aumopericteue Ku-
tas ¢ Poccueit B konTekcTe cBasert Mexxy KHP u CIIIA. VIsBecTHBII aMepyKaHCKMIT 9KCTIEPT
1o Poccuu Pobept [loHanncon u3 YauBepcuteTa Tanchl CpaBHII HECKOTBKO IIPOTHO30B
pasBuTUA OTHOIIEHMI T MockBbI ¥ BammHrToHa, npeiokeHHbIxX B 1990-e 1 2000-e ropipt
POCCHMIICKMMU ¥ aMePUKaHCKUMM UccriefoBarensamu. P. JloHanmcoH oneHn COOTBETCTBIE
CIeTaHHBIX paHee MPOTHO30B PeaTbHOCTU M YCTAHOBWJI, UTO Yallje BCEro He CObIBANICh
MIpefICKasaHys O «KpaliHUX» CIleHapusAX pasBUTUA Poccum n poccuiicko-aMepuKaHCKIX
orHOMeHNI. ToYHBIe IIPOTHO3BI BCET/a ObIIN B MEPY ONTUMUCTUYHBIMIU 1 TIeCCYMMUCTIY-
HBIMJ OJIHOBPEMEHHO.

EkarepuHa ITuckyHoBa n3 Yausepcurera Monpeans (Kanaga) u Xyman Cazmpu us
Yuusepcurera lenrpansaoit @rnopupst (CIIA) MpyIIN K BBIBOY O TOM, 4TO B OT/INYME OT
BpeMeH XOJIOFIHOIT BOVHBI Poccus He CTaBUT Iepef cOO 01 Lje/lb HAHECTH YIllep6 MHTepecaM
CIITA 0601 1jeHOI — HaIlpuMep, COTPyAHNYast ¢ VIpaHOM B siiepHOIT o6macti. MockBa
B3aJIMOJIEIICTBYeT ¢ TerepaHoOM, pyKOBOJICTBYSACH IIPeX/ie BCETO MParMaTi4ecKuMy co06-
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paxeHMAMN. Poccusa cTpeMuTcA U3BIeYb MaKCHMAaIbHYIO BBITOZIY 13 TIOCTaBOK Terepany
MUPHBIX AJIePHBIX TEXHOJIOTHIA ¥ HEKOTOPBIX BUJIOB BOOPY>KEHMIA, @ HE IO0PBATh ITO3UILINI
CIIIA na CpenHeM BocToke, pucKys BO3MOXKHOCTbIO PacIIpOCTPAHEHNUsA ANEPHOTO Opy-
kuA. 1o 3aK/I0ueHNo aBTOPOB JJOK/Iafia, B OTHOLIEHMAX ¢ Terepanom MockBa He cTaHeT
IeiiCTBOBATDb BOIIPEKY COOCTBEHHBIM MIHTepecaM 0e30I1aCHOCTH, KOTOPBIM IPOTHBOPEYNT
KaK BOEHHas sifiepHas nporpamma VpaHa, Tak 1 — TeM 60Jiee — BOCHHOE CTOIKHOBEHHE
Wpana c Vispannem nmn CIIIA.

Hayunsrit corpynauk Kopeifckoro MHCTUTYTa IpaBOBBIX MccefoBannmit mpu Ha-
IMOHANbHOI cobpannu Pecrry6muku Kopes Von6uH JIu mpoBes aHanus «KUTaiickoro
dakTOopa» B pOCCUITCKO-aMEPUKAHCKMX OTHOIIEHNAX. ABTOD JOK/Iafia MCXORWU U3
Mpe/ITOKEHHBIX M CaMMUM HPeJCTaBAeHNI O LIeNAX M XapaKTepe BHEIIHEN MOMUTHI-
ku Kurasa B 2014, 2021 n 2048 rogax. OH npepnonaraert, 4To K 2014 rogy usMeHuTCsA
UIeHTUYHOCTb KMTas Kak MeXX/yHapoJHOTO Urpoka, k 2021 rogy B KHP npousoiiger
cMeHa pexMa. B mo60oM cirydae, 10 MHEHUIO KOPEIICKOTO MICCTIeIOBATeN A, BIUAHNE
KHP Ha Me>XJyHapogHOI apeHe He MOXKeT «HapacTaTb 6€CKOHEYHO», a ero Ipefiesibl
OyLyT OIIpefieNIATbCSA MHTEHCUBHOCTRIO B3anMopeiicTByA Kutas ¢ 3anafHbIM MUPOM
(mpexxpe Bcero ¢ CIIIA).

HaxoHel, iBa JoK/Ia/ja ObIIM MOCBSAIEHBl PETMOHAIBHON ¥ CTPAHOBOJI TeMAaTHKe,
HaIpsAMYI0 Ha cBA3aHHOIN ¢ Poccnmeiit. Jleonny Kapabemknn ns EBpoyHusepcurera
Tannuua u3y4nn BAMAHME B3aMMOJENCTBUA MEX/Y BEMVKUMH Jep>KaBaMyu BOKPYT
Bantuitckoro Mopsi Ha 6€30IIaCHOCTb ¥ 9KOHOMUYECKOe PasBUTIE JAHHOTO PeryvoHa.
Konkypennusa mexpay CIIIA, Poccueir n Esponeiickum Coo30M 3a4acTyio moMorasna
HEKOTOPBIM IPUOATTUIICKUM TOCYAapCTBaM «UTPaTh Ha MPOTUBOPEUNMAX» U IIONIY-
JaTb BBITOY [UIA OT/Ie/IbHBIX IPYIII HaCe/IeHN A B cepe HallMeCTPOUTENbCTBA, METObI
KOTOPOTO MHOTZA ONPaB/bIBAINCh HEOOXOAMMOCTBIO Pa3Me>KeBaHMA C «COBETCKUM
npomabiM». AcimpanTka ViHcturyTta EBponbl Poccniickoit Akagemun Hayk Haranbsa
ITosppIlIeBa IpOaHAIN3UPOBAIa MOTUBBI OPUTAHCKOTO IIPABUTENIbCTBA U TOCNIEACTBIUA
115 Bemmko6puTaHyu yaacTyA B ONepaliuy o CBepxKeHMIo pexxuMa Cangama XyceiiHa
B Vpaxe. [To ee MHeHMI0, TpMHMMas pemeHne o coBMecTHoM ¢ CIIIA BTopskenun B Vpak,
JIoHOH CTpeMUJICS IOBBICUTD CBOJI CTaTyC Ha MEXXIyHapO/iHOI apeHe. OTpaHNYMBIINCH
CTIOBECHOIT IIOAIep>KKOI1 (a BapMaHTBI IpucoenuHeHys K lepmanyn n @pannum — pa-
JMKaTbHBIM KPUTVKAaM BalllMHITOHA 32 MPAKCKYIO KAMITAHMIO — IPaBUTeIbCTBOM ToHM
Bapa He paccMaTpuBaich), JIOHIOH PUCKOBa 3apaboTaTh eIy TalMio HEKPUTUIHOTO
HO HepellNTeIbHOIO COI03HMKA BammHrrona. ITofo6HbIN MMUK OBUT OB Xy>Ke I/IA
Bpurtanum, 4eM 06pas rOTOBOTO K JeiICTBYAM II0 3al[UTe COOCTBEHHBIX LIeHHOCTEIl
Y MHTEPECOB, JlaXKe eC/IM IOf00HbIe eICTBIUA OBbIIN OBl CONPSKEHbI CO 3HAYNTETbHBIM
PUCKOM.

YBepeH, 3HAKOMCTBO C TEKCTaMU JJOK/IA/[0B, TlepepaboTaHHbIX aBTOPAMU 10 ITOTaM
nuckyccun Ha Kousente PAMV, OyzmeT 1mojie3HbIM /IS CIELMATICTOB 0 MEX/YHa-
POMIHBIM OTHOLIEHVAM U 6€30MaCHOCTI, @ TAKXKe BCeX YUTAaTeNell, MHTePeCyIXCcs
COBpEMEHHBIMM OIIeHKaMI BHEIHEN MOMUTUKN OTJENbHbIX JIEPKaB ¥ CUTYallUM B MUpe
B I[€/TOM.

M. A. Tponuxmit,
KaHJMIAT IOMUTUYECKUX HaYK



Major Powers, Major Power Status and
Status Inconsistency in International
Politics

Renato Corbetta, Thomas J. Volgy,
Keith A. Grant, Ryan G. Baird

Ever since Thucydides asserted in the Melian debate that international politics is shaped by
the powerful, international relations scholars have been grappling with the notion of power and
the way it shapes relations between states. The pervasiveness of this notion has translated into
widespread theorizing and the empirical use of two closely intertwined concepts: major powers
and their status. Combining the two, it appears that certain states stand out because of their
unusual abilities and willingness to exercise influence in the international system, and because
other states attribute to them the status of major powers. Great powers are seen as such because
they are expected to be superior to others in having an impact on the course of international
affairs. While we know much about the material capabilities of states, we appear to know far
less about the determinants and nature of major power status, and that is the focus of this effort.

International relations scholars have made widespread use of the concept of major power
status but have rarely been clear in their definition of the term, settling too often for Waltz’s idea
that, in essence, we know a major power when we see one (Waltz, 1979: 131). Even fewer scholars
have defined major power status in terms of the foreign policies major power states pursue in
the context of a set of substantial military and economic capabilities. One of the exceptions
is Levy (1983), who defines a major power as one with an extensive foreign policy agenda, a
wide range of international interests, the ability to project power globally, and to be recognized
for it. More recent efforts appear to have forgotten this definition, opting either conceptually
or operationally for major power status as identified in the Correlates of War (COW) project.

This effort seeks to disentangle material, policy, and perceptual components associated
with being a major power and the conditions under which other states attributed major
power status to a few of their members. We are interested especially in changes in major
power status, possible status inconsistencies for major powers, and the implication of those
phenomena for stability and change in international politics.
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Major Powers, Major Power Status and Status Inconsistency in International Politics

We define these terms in the following fashion. A major power' is a state that a) has
unusual capabilities with which to pursue its interests and to influence interstate relations;
b) uses those capabilities to pursue unusually broad and expansive foreign policy interests
beyond its immediate neighborhood; and c) seeks to influence the course of international
affairs relatively independently from other major powers. Major power status is an attribute
conferred on a state by other states whose foreign policy makers perceive that state as being
a major power, and act toward it accordingly. Status inconsistency occurs either when the
attribution of major power status in not in synch with the capabilities and foreign policy
pursuits of the state in question (external status inconsistency); or, if states are inconsistent
in awarding status to a major power (internal status inconsistency)™.

First, we briefly review the concept of major power status in IR theory and empirical
analyses. Next, we employ event history analysis to examine the extent to which combinations
of capabilities and foreign policy behavior can predict to a state’s ascent to and loss of major
power status over the last two centuries when using the standard identification of status in
the literature. Third, we focus on the post-World War II time frame to take a closer look at
the relationship between capabilities, behavior, the attribution of major power status, and
some potential consequences of status inconsistency. Finally, we draw some implications
from our findings and look as well at regional powers.

Great Powers/Major Powers/«Elite» Powers and Status:

A Very Brief Look at the Literature’

Is there a need for one more study of major powers and their status? The idea of a rank
order among states is as old as the Athenians’ statement that «. . . since you know as well
as we do that right, as the world goes, is only in question between equals in power, while
the strong do what they can and the weak suffer what they want» (Thucydides, 1951: 331).
Decades ago Morgenthau integrated the notion of status and ranking among nations into
realism by noting that major powers shape international politics, create the rules by which
international relations are played, and warned us that a state’s power status was defined in
equal measure by material capabilities and less tangible factors (Morgenthau, 1985)". The
issues of major powers and their status also feature prominently in Waltz’s seminal work:
«[t]he theory, like the story of international politics is written in terms of the great powers
of an era» (Waltz, 1979: 72)’.

We use the terms «major power» and «great power» interchangeably.

External status inconsistency would occur when a state is not awarded major power status when it acts as
a major power and has the capacity to do so; or, if it has the status of a major power but has lost substantial
capacity and/or the desire to act as one. Internal status inconsistency would occur if the state in question is
awarded high status on one measure but not another measure of status.

This review is meant to highlight the importance and use of the concepts of great power and great power
status. Space limitations prohibit a more fundamental review. For an excellent review of the literature prior to
1983, see Levy, 1983.

Morgenthau understood the difference between great power attributes and status (Morgenthau, 1985: 360-361).
’ Although Waltz settled for ambiguity in definition (Waltz, 1979: 130-131) and was non-committal about
how policies and reputations help to determine status (Waltz, 1986). Understandably, Waltz's (1979) empirical
enumeration of great powers differs from Morgenthau’s.

12
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Inconsistency between status, foreign policy activity and (declining) material capabilities,
is also central to power transition theory: global war becomes more likely as the dominant
state’s capabilities decline in the presence of a rising, revisionist challenger. The conflict
between dominant state and the challenger occurs over—among other things—status. For
this reason, Kugler and Lemke (2000) stress the importance of the challenger being a non-
status quo state for the theory to correctly predict major power war. Within this tradition,
it is the confluence of capabilities and status to set the rules for a global or regional system
and the threats to both status and capabilities for determining those rules that appear to
underscore the conflict between dominant state and challenger.

The issue of major power capabilities, behavior and their status has also been at the center
of liberal institutionalist agendas. Keohane and Nye (1977), Keohane (1984), and Nye (2004)
demonstrate an explicit interest in how various forms of power affect the solidification and
preservation of the system leader’s status. Central especially in Keohane’s After Hegemony,
is the notion that hegemonic decline need not be followed by conflict. To the extent that the
hegemon successfully manages to shape the international system, a situation of mismatch
between the hegemon’s «traditional» material capabilities and its status can be sustained over
time. The hegemon’s «soft power» is expected to compensate for the inconsistency between
its leadership position and its declining resources.

Most empirical analyses of interstate conflict that involve great powers use the Correlates
of War (COW) project’s massive effort to conceptualize and operationalize the notions
of great power status and material capabilities. The COW project has defined status and
capabilities as two different explanatory factors in international politics. Emphasizing that
status as a great power is a matter of reputation as much as it is a matter of capabilities,
COW offers a unique operationalization procedure (Small and Singer 1982). International
relations experts —mostly diplomatic historians— were surveyed and asked to identify the
great powers in the international system since 1815 (Singer, 1988). The survey required
experts to identify which nations were considered great powers by other states in the same
era (Table 1). The COW classification has become the working, operational definition of
major power status. Its operationalization of status was conducted with careful attention to
the distinction between material capabilities versus the dynamics that lead to «...a rank or
reputation attributed to an individual or group by others in the same social system (Singer
and Small, 1966:238), including examples of discordance between capabilities and status
(Singer, 1988). It is unclear however if such discordance is a function of the foreign policy
behaviors of major powers (e.g., Levy, 1983; Siverson and Starr, 1991; Fordham, 2006), or
some other factors that are unspecified.

Table 1: Correlates of War (COW) Major Power Status Designation, 1816-2001

1816-1860 1860-1894 1895-1918 1919-1924 1925-1944 1945-1990 1990-

Austria- Austria- Austria-
Hungary Hungary Hungary

China** China

France France France France France France France
(1940)
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1816-1860 1860-1894 1895-1918 1919-1924 1925-1944 1945-1990 1990-

Germany Germany Germany Germany Germany
(Prussia)
Italy Italy Italy Italy (1943)
Japan Japan Japan Japan
Russia Russia Russia * USSR USSR Russia
(1917)
UK UK UK UK UK UK UK
us us us us us us us

* Russia re-enters club in 1922.
** China enters club in 1950

The COW identification of major power status has been widely employed in studies of
international conflict and cooperation with myriad findings underscoring the salience of great
power status. Major power status inconsistency has been found to be related to the frequency
and intensity of conflict at the systemic level (Wallace 1971; Levy 1982). States designated as great
powers are more likely to initiate and to become involved in militarized disputes (Gochman and
Maoz 1984; Siverson and Starr 1990, 1991), more likely to drag one another into wars (Yamamoto
and Bremer 1980), to generate rivalries (Lemke and Reed 2001b), to cause a conflict to expand
(Corbetta 2006), to intervene in ongoing wars, disputes and crises (Altfeld and Bueno de Mesquita
1979; Siverson and King 1980; Huth 1998), to join alliances, to have a larger number of allies, and
to act multilaterally (Siverson and King 1980; Sullivan and Siverson 1984; Siverson and Emmons
1991; Corbetta and Dixon 2004). The sheer presence of a major power in a dyad increases the
likelihood of both war and dispute occurrence (e.g., Bremer 1992), and as a consequence, many
researchers have even elevated major power status to a significant selection criterion in sampling
procedures (e.g., Maoz and Russett, 1993; Huth, 1998; Lemke and Reed, 2001b).

Despite such a wealth of findings, COW’s identification of states holding the status of
major powers appears to warrant further investigation. The combination of time frames and
states in Table 1 suggests either an enormous amount of stability in the major power club
over two centuries of international politics, and/or some misspecification of major power
status. Only one continuing state (Italy) loses its status permanently’. Other major powers
lose their status only to regain it immediately either after world wars, or after the end of the
Cold War (Japan and Germany). China appears to be the only «new» major power to join
the club over the last hundred years and it joins paradoxically during a period of tremendous
weakness in its economic and military capabilities.

It may be that such stability is a condition of international politics. Unfortunately, it is
difficult to assess such stability from the literature. While there appears to be broad agreement
that the attribution of great power status is a function of demonstrating unusual material
capabilities, certain types of foreign policy orientations and interests, research on great powers
and their status fails to address systematically a number of key questions that would further

Austria Hungary disappears as a state after Word War I.
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our understanding of how status is generated and the implications of such status attribution for
international politics. We are particularly interested in three questions: How much, what types,
and what combination of capabilities and foreign policy activity are needed for the attribution
of great power status for a state? Can we specify the attribution of major power status to states
from the behavior of other states toward them? Finally, can we specify some effects when there
is status inconsistency between capabilities, behavior, and attribution of great power rank?

Without answers to these questions, it is difficult to estimate whether or not COW
measures an unusually high stability within the major power club, or, has misspecified club
membership. One possible way of investigating the latter, however, is to designate the COW
estimates of major power status as the dependent variable and look for consistent patterns
of capabilities and foreign policy behaviors that in combination can account for the COW
attribution of status to certain states. We turn to that task below.

COW and Major Power Status: Looking Tough, Acting Tough, or Neither?

We begin by accepting the basic premise that the relationship between the attribution of status
and various forms of material capabilities and foreign policy behaviors is not straightforward.
For example, Italy was recognized as a major power between 1860 and 1943 while its status
«covered some stupendous weaknesses» (Kennedy, 1987:206), despite it acting as a great power.
The example, however, merely begs other questions: for instance, what kinds of capabilities and
how much are needed to lift a state (and keep it) in the great power club? Neorealists underscore
the need for unusual amounts of military capabilities while liberal scholars focus on economic
capabilities and question the fungibility of military power (e.g., Ruggie, 1986). Meanwhile,
and with rare exceptions (e.g. Fordham, 2006)’, the systematic investigation of the relationship
between capabilities and status has been limited to a series of cross-sectional snapshots of the
top ranking countries according to different types of capabilities (e.g., Wright, 1965; Stoll, 1989).

Yet the data on great power status are longitudinal in nature. It is possible to view the
dynamics leading a state to enter and exit the restricted group of great powers as a continuous
process through which, at any pre-defined time interval, a state achieves (or fails to achieve)
major power status as a result of possessing certain levels of material capabilities and the
undertaking of certain foreign policy actions. Using great power status as a dependent variable
allows us to employ survival analysis, a method developed originally in the fields of epidemiology
and biostatistics and has found widespread application in the field of political science due to
the inherent temporal dimension of many political processes (see Box-Steffensmeier and Jones
1997; Box-Steffensmeier and Zorn 2001, 2002; Box-Steffensmeier and Jones 2004). We treat
great power status as a «condition» that states may develop over time as a result of having some
characteristics and/or engaging in certain actions. The «condition» persists for some states,
as they remain major powers for long periods of time, while it terminates for others. At every
time interval each state is at risk of contracting, preserving, or losing the «great power disease»'.

Fordham's analysis focuses on attempting to uncover great power foreign policy behaviors through
measures involving military capabilities.

Since some states experience a «relapse» as they transition in and out of the great power rank multiple
times, event history models for repeated events could also be employed (Box-Steffensmeier and Jones 2004).
However, models of this kind require demanding assumptions about the dependence of observations across
time periods and the parametric shape of the hazard function (see Box-Steffensmeier and Jones 2004); we
have greater confidence in the results obtained from semi-parametric approaches.
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Survival (event history) analysis provides two approaches to test directly both capabilities
and foreign policy actions as independent variables, while taking into account temporal
dependence across observations. First, assuming that all states are at risk of becoming great
powers, we can model the effects of capabilities and behavior on the time lapsing between a
state’s entry into the international system and the «onset» of great power status (the «entry
model»). Second, focusing on the risk of losing major power status at each time interval,
«the exit model» explores the amount of time lapsing between a state’s entry into the group
of major power states and its exit from it, in the context of changing material capabilities
and behaviors.

The dependent variable of great power status for this exercise is drawn from the COW
designation (Table 1): data on major power status are available from 1816 to 2001 with
measurements taken at yearly intervals. The data set contains 13,020 country-year
observations. Nations are added to the data set as they enter into the international system.
We begin by using the COW index (CINC) of national capabilities. We then repeat the
analysis by disaggregating the COW cumulative index into its six measures of state capabilities,
measured at annual intervals, which include total population, urban population, energy
consumption, iron and steel production, military expenditures, and number of personnel on
active duty. The six measures reflect a combination of latent and actualized state capabilities.
All indicators are lagged in order to allow for the time gap it may take a state to establish its
reputation as a major power.

With respect to foreign policy activity consistent with the attribution of great power
status, it is exceedingly difficult to find appropriate measures of such activities over a long
time span. Great powers distinguish themselves by the scope of their foreign policy interests
and their willingness to pursue them assertively (Fordham, 2006). Major powers stand
out as well for being centrally located with respect to other states, representing hubs of
the international network (Singer and Small, 1966). We can estimate roughly over time
these two notions by looking at interstate conflicts as measured by the COW Militarized
Interstate Disputes (MID) project (see Jones, Bremer, and Singer, 1996; Ghosn, Palmer and
Bremer, 2004), along with state centrality in the interstate system, assessed through alliance
ties and memberships in intergovernmental organizations (IGOs). The former indicator
is obtained from the Alliance Treaty and Obligation Provisions (ATOP) database (Leeds,
McLaughlin Mitchell and Long, 2000; Leeds et al., 2002); the latter is derived from the COW
Intergovernmental Organizations (COW IGO) data set, version 2.0 (Pevehouse, Nordstrom,
and Warnke, 2004). The number of disputes, alliances, and IGO membership are lagged at
the same intervals as the capabilities indicators.

Table 2: Multiple Event Estimates of Ascent to Great Power Status, 1816-2001

Exit Entrance Exit Entrance
Cox Regression:  Cox Regression: ~ Cox Regression: ~ Cox Regression:

Time to First Time to First Time to First Time to First
Failure Ascent Failure Ascent
CINC score -10.338 11.505%*
(10.81) (.312)
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Exit Entrance

Cox Regression:  Cox Regression:

Exit

Cox Regression:

Entrance
Cox Regression:

Energy -.00007** 1.65e-06**
(.00023) (1.81e-07)
Iron/Steel .00023* -2.67e-06
(.0001) (3.17e-06)
Mil Expend 2.72e-07*%* -1.27e-08*%*
(9.16e-08) (1.52e-09)
Mil. Personnel .0005* -.00006
(.0002) (.00004)
Population -.00001 2.34e-06**
(.00002) (4.67e-07)
Urban Pop. .00023 -.00001**
(.0001) (3.99e-06)
N Disputes .254* -.054** A426* .037*
(.125) (.017) (.198) (.017)
N Alliances 153 .026** .070 .008
(.121) (.006) (.259) (.007)
N IGOs - 121%* -.067** -191* -.085%*
(.043) (.002) (.092) (.002)
Wald chi-square 18.93** 2840.29** 50.66** 2213.26**
N 1092 12998 1092 11099

*p >=.05; ** p <=.01; *** p <=.001

Table 2 illustrates the results showing all the models, with the independent variables
lagged one year. As mentioned above, we use disaggregated capabilities first, and then COW’s
cumulative index of material capabilities. We employ absolute rather than relative values’. The
results are expressed in terms of coeflicients rather than hazard ratios. Three sets of results
emerge from Table 2. First, we note that COW cumulative index of national capabilities is
an imperfect, although important, indicator of status. The CINC index effectively predicts
when states enter the major power club, but it fails to predict when great powers cease to be
recognized as such. Second, not all of the individual indicators of capabilities drive the dynamic
of major powers’ rise and fall. Notably, increases in military indicators of capabilities suggest

the presence of a declining major power that is struggling to preserve its position in the system.

Conversely, concomitant increases in «peaceful» indicators of capabilities and decreases in

Other combinations using different lags and relative versus absolute capability values yield similar results
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military indicators signal an established major power that is secure of its position in the
international hierarchy. Clearly, the relationship between capabilities and status is mediated
by the phenomenon of war. States lose their major power status after losing a war or become
great powers in the aftermath of a victorious conflict. This second set of findings suggests to us
that, while material indicators tell us a good portion of the «major power story,» major power
status also depends on an external process of attribution — i.e, ascription — and that the COW
major power status measurement can be improved if we explicitly incorporate such a process.

Finally, we note that the COW indicator of status neither clearly captures considerations
about the centrality of great powers in the international system nor their peculiar foreign
policy behavior. It is possible that methodological issues involved with the operationalization
of key independent variables are flawed”. From a theoretical standpoint, it is plausible that we
know far too little about the conditions under which states are designated as great powers by
other states, and therefore our models are not predicting well either status gained or status
lost. As we have indicated earlier, we believe that not enough is known about the process of
external attribution of major power status. For all of these reasons we turn toward a closer
look at the relationship between capabilities, behavior and the attribution of status in the
most recent era, covering the Cold War and post-Cold War periods'.

A Framework for Status Attribution

We assess again data on major power status by suggesting three criteria that should
be salient for the attribution of major power status by states in the international system.
First, states are likely to recognize in a handful of others unusual capabilities with which to
influence the course of international affairs. This is recognition of major power opportunity,
and it should be relatively unambiguous”. Second, and equally unambiguous should be the
recognition that some states are willing to act as major power by using their capabilities in
a consistent and unusual manner to engage in international politics in order to effectuate
the state of international affairs. We assume that the volume of capabilities and the extent
of foreign policy actions are sufficiently different from «normal» capabilities and behaviors
that they are easily monitored and detected by other states. Finally, to achieve recognition as
a major power, a state needs to be perceived as engaging in efforts to influence the course of
international affairs in a manner independent of other major powers. States may recognize
that X has unusual capabilities and is very active, but if it is closely allied with Y, and follows
Y’s direction, it does not constitute an independent force in international affairs, and may
not be attributed the same rank as Y.

" The measures available for large spans of time for gauging capabilities and foreign policy behavior may be

insufficiently sensitive to the vast changes that have occurred in the international system between 1816 and the
present. IGOs have changed and their numbers have grown dramatically; so have alliance obligations. Economic size
in the 20" century may function better to measure economic capabilities than iron and steel production or energy
consumption. Military reach — more important than simply military capabilities — may be a better measure of great
power status than either military spending or size of the armed forces (Rasler and Thompson, 1994; Fordham, 2006).
Alliance, IGO, and dispute involvement are limited foreign policy behavior measures compared to more rigorous
specifications of foreign policy activity that are not available for the era prior to the start of the Cold War.

" We notein Appendix B the COW specification for great power status after 1945, along with concerns raised
flowing from Levy’s (1983) definition of major power status.

" Note the relationship between overall COW CINC scores and the COW designation of major power status.
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While these three conditions should be salient for identifying major power status, there
may be a fourth dynamic at work. We assume that not all major powers are equal and the
global conditions in which they conduct their affairs impact significantly on their relationships
with each other. The strongest of them may successfully influence not only the course of
international affairs in general, but as well have the capability and desire to influence the
attribution of major power status by other states. At least two scenarios are likely, especially
under conditions of high conflict or polarization in global politics. In one case, a very strong
major power may work to create norms that pressure other states to privilege its major allies.
Conversely, it may work to dissuade other states from privileging major powers that are in
long-term conflict with its leadership. Likely, there are limits to its influence. Dissuasion
strategies are unlikely to work against very strong states (e.g., the USSR) but may be more
successful against less powerful states (PRC during the 1960s; East Germany through the
Cold War). Persuasive efforts may run afoul when allied states don’t perform as major powers
(e.g., Japan through most of the Cold War). Nevertheless, it would be foolish to dismiss the
potential impact that strong global powers may have on the attribution of status, and the
distortions they may cause that could result in status inconsistencies.

Capabilities

We identify unusual amounts of state capabilities by focusing on both military and
economic capacity. For military capabilities, we use a measure of military expenditures,
and add a measure of military reach since we assume that military spending alone may not
reflect the ability of major powers to reach outside of the neighborhood or the region. We
operationalize military reach consistent with Fordham (2006), dividing military expenditures
by military personnel. We believe that economic capabilities are better reflected in the
modern era by the size of a state’s economy and we use GDP as that measure. Military data
are from COW; GDP are from Penn World Tables.

Foreign Policy Activity

We assume that states that «earn» major power status act must act accordingly, extensively
engaging in an unusually broad variety of foreign policy activities. Major, powerful states have
the capability to entice and to coerce, to engage in both cooperation and in conflict. Therefore,
we look at the extent to which states engage in an unusual amount of both cooperative and
conflictual activities. We utilize three data bases for this task: COPDAB, WEIS, and IDEA,
covering events data between states from 1948-1978, from 1968-1978, and from 1990-2004.
Events are scaled into cooperation and conflict dimensions, and we use both dimensions
to reflect unusual amounts of foreign policy activity”. Unfortunately, the three data bases
create a ten-year gap (1979-1989) in the time frame covered; we are not aware of another
source to fill this hole in coverage.

Foreign Policy Independence

We assess the independence of foreign policy behavior by comparing states’ foreign
policy profiles. A state’s foreign policy profile is comprised of all other states it interacts
with, considering both the nature (conflict versus cooperation) and the intensity of that

¥ Where WEIS and COBDAP overlap, we use the higher figures to identify patterns of unusual behavior.
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interaction. These foreign policy profiles are then compared to one another by assessing
the structure of their foreign policy profile vis-a-vis all other states. We form a square
matrix, where each cell represents the actions of one country towards another. We then
assess the structural equivalence of a state’s foreign policy profile by performing row-wise
correlations on the matrix. This produces a correlation coefficient, ranging from -1 to
1, representing the degree to which two states act in a similar manner towards all other
states in the system. A value of 1 would indicate that two states have exactly the same
foreign policy activity, while a value of -1 would suggest that states are acting towards
the same set of states, but in opposite ways. Data on foreign policy behavior are drawn
from the IDEA (Bond et al. 2003) and COPDAB (Azar, 1980) datasets. The IDEA data
are weighted for intensity using the Goldstein Scale (Goldstein 1981); COPDAB has a
built-in intensity scale. We compare the two time periods (Cold War and Post Cold War)
using equal time intervals of fifteen years for the 1948-1978 and 1990-2004 time frames.
The resulting foreign policy similarity (FPS) measure" is transformed into Z-scores,
relative to the annual global mean and standard deviation, in order to compensate
for changing system size across the three time periods being analyzed. We expect to
see policy similarity between major powers since they are likely to respond to similar
events; we are searching for differences both in direction and emphasis in their foreign
policy portfolios.

Figure 1 notes the foreign policy similarity scores for major powers during the three
time frames. Note the high similarity scores for the Russia — China and the US — UK dyads,
compared to other major power dyads in the post-Cold War period. The close relationship
within the US — UK dyad is well illustrated across all three time frames.

Figure 1: zScores for Dyadic Foreign Policy
Similarity Among Major Powers during Cold War
(1948-1963, 1964-1978) and Post Cold War
(1990-2004) Eras.
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" This measure is calculated using UClnet v. 6.202 (Borgatti et al. 2002).
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Attribution of Status

Perhaps most difficult is the task of uncovering appropriate behavioral indicators
of states attributing major power status to other states. We assume that these indicators
should reflect choices made by states to seek routinized contacts with those they
believe to be major powers and likely influence both international affairs and their
security and well being. We use two measures that may reflect such attribution of
status. One is structural: the establishment of embassies and legations in the capitals
of major powers. We assume that the creation of infrastructure in the home territory
of the major power is an indication of the value and importance of that power to other
states”. Creation of such diplomatic structures is not unusual; we search however
for an unusual number of such diplomatic contacts being created in certain states".
Second, we assume that state visits — directed at major powers by other states—are
an indication of both the desire to consult with major powers, and also a reflection of
the importance of the state to others. We excerpt from our events data all state visits
received annually by each state; we are searching for unusual levels of such state visits
being received by certain states.

We don't expect that either measure is sufficient by itself to reflect status attribution.
However, a combination of the two may yield more satisfactory results, and meet the test of
face validity. Additionally, the extent to which there is congruence among the two measures
may give us an indication of inconsistent judgments made about a state’s major power status
(internal status inconsistency).

Critical to our approach is the operational definition of «unusual». In all three
cases—attribution of status, foreign policy activity, and capabilities — we operationalize
«unusual» as that value which exceeds the mean value for all states by at least one
standard deviation. We collect and report standard deviation counts annually for all
states on all measures, and report them cumulatively; it is the consistency of standard
deviations that represent unusual major power capabilities, behavior and attribution
of status. In this manner we minimize «noise» emanating temporarily from a region
or neighborhood in conflict. We demonstrate as well change in these values over time:
when the cumulative standard deviation scores flatten, we are detecting the diminution
of unusual values on a particular indicator; when they continue to rise monotonically
over time, we are observing stability in the unusual value of the particular attribute
being documented.

Criteria and Cases of Major Power Status

We assume substantial variation in the composition of capabilities, behaviors, and
status attribution within the classification of major powers. At the lower end, there should
be a threshold level, where status attribution is conferred, but below which a state is no
longer considered to be a major power by other states. At the same time, there should

For an analysis of the variety of factors associated with diplomatic representation, see Neumayer, 2008.

* We recognize as well that there are reasons other than the ones we note that may lead to such diplomatic
contacts (Neumayer, 2008), and there may be «noise» in this measure. For example, Belgium has an unusually
high number of diplomatic contacts received since Brussels houses the EU and the added costs of establishing
diplomatic missions with Belgium are quite low.
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be a minimum threshold level on capabilities and foreign policy behavior, below which a
state is no longer a major power, irrespective of whether or not it receives the attribute of
being one. Making this distinction in particular allows us to make judgments about status
inconsistency among potential and actual major powers (external status inconsistency). At
the same time, internal status inconsistency occurs when states attribute status of one type
(diplomatic infrastructure) but withhold status of another type (state visits). Thus, to make
judgments about the attribution of status and its correlates, we need a series of markers that
are consistent with face validity: what we know about these states in the current era. But
what can guide our markers when the correlations within or between different dimensions
are less than perfect? We suggest a series of «rules» that identify different markers in the
ladder of designation of major power and its status.

Rule 1 (The maximum power rule): When a state demonstrates consistently unusual
capabilities and foreign policy behaviors, and seeks to exercise independent influence
on the course of global affairs, it will be consistently attributed major power status by
other states. The US since 1945 represents the one case where there should be little
controversy over whether or not a state is a major power and is seen as such by other
states. We should be able to show that it has had the opportunity and willingness to
act as a major power, and in turn, is attributed major power status. Figures 2A and
2B demonstrate the US cumulative standard deviation scores for each of the three
dimensions. The US meets or exceeds the criterion of one standard deviation on
all of its capability, foreign policy activity, and status attribution measures for every
observation available, demonstrating a perfect fit across the three dimensions. In terms
of face validity, these observations represent the best case, with status attribution,
capabilities, and foreign policy behavior mirroring expectations based on what we
know of contemporary international relations.

Figure 2A. Standard Deviations for US, Selected Capability and

Foreign Policy Indicators, 1950-2004.
60

. =
m =

. =
=

o o < O o o o < O 0 O o < O o0 o o O 0 O N < O o o o <
0n un n wun un O W O W ~ N N 00 0 0 0 0 O (= B =2 B ) B =)} o O ©
o O o o O a o O o o o O a o O o o o o o O a o o O o O O
o H e H H H H H e H HH A HH H A HHH - E - - - NN

= Cumulative SDs, MIIExp Cumulative SDs,MilReach

= Cumulative SDs, GDP e COOP SDs

=== Conf SDs




Benukue nepxasbl B MupoBoit nonutuke (2008-2018)...

Figure 2B: Cumulative Standard Deviations, US Status Attribution
Indicators, 1950-2004.
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Rule 2 (The Minor Variation rule): Some variation in unusual capabilities should be
acceptable for maintaining major power status as long as most attributes remain unusually
strong, and there is a consistent demonstration of unusual amounts of independent foreign
policy activity on both dimensions of conflict and cooperation. The Russian case should
illustrate this rule. Although not as strong as the US (Volgy and Bailin, 2003), it was widely
accepted as one of two superpowers during the Cold War, reflecting high capabilities,
unusual foreign policy activity, and attribution of status by other states”. As the USSR
disintegrated into the Russian Federation, capabilities substantially diminished, and
especially its military reach, but not sufficiently so that it would violate the conditions
of this rule. Russia should continue to keep its major power status as long as its foreign
policy activity remains unusually active and there isn’t a wholesale diminution of its
capabilities.

Figure 3A: Cumulative Standard Deviations,USSR/Russia, Selected
Capability Indicators, 1950-2001.
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" The fact that it was excluded from the G7 club until after the end of the Cold War likely reflects a

combination of US to influence Cold War status norms along with some Soviet weaknesses in its economic
capabilities.
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Figure 3B: Cumulative SDs, Russia/USSR, Foreign Policy Indicators,
50 1950-2004.
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Figure 3C: Attribution of Status, Russia/USSR, Selected Variables,
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Essentially, these are the patterns noted in Figures 3A through 3C. After 1989 Russia
remains strong enough to continue to display standard deviation scores compared to
most states in the system. It is only in military reach that we see diminution from past
patterns as the military reach standard deviation scores flatten, but foreign policy activity
continues unabated, and other states in the system continue to attribute to it the status of
a major power after the end of the Cold War. In fact the status attribution scores of both
the US and USSR/Russia, along with their foreign policy activities appears as identical,
even after the Cold War.

Rule 3 (The limited capabilities rule): High economic capabilities are insufficient for
status attribution; only in combination with military capabilities (expenditures and military
reach) and multidimensional foreign policy activity will states consistently attribute major
power status. This rule is illustrated by the case of Japan, as noted in Figures 3A through 3C.
Despite substantial GDP scores that start in the late 1950s (Figure 4A), status attribution
scores (Figure 4C) begin in the mid-1980s", evidence consistency by 1990, as they parallel
increases in military capabilities and substantial cooperative and conflictual foreign policy
behaviors (Figure 4B).

® According to Levy’s criteria of attribution, Japan’s record is mixed with membership in the G7 but not
a permanent seat in the UNSC. COW attributes major status to Japan starting in 1990.
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Figure 4A: Cumulative Standard Deviations, Japan, Selected
Capability Indicators, 1950-2001.
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Figure 4B: Cumulative Standard Deviations, Foreign Policy Activity,
Japan, 1953-2004.
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Figure 4C: Cumulative Standard Deviations, Japan, Status
Attributes, 1950-2004.
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Japan, Russia, and the US illustrate cases of internal status consistency: measures of status
attribution work in tandem when measures of foreign policy behavior and capabilities exhibit
patterns consistent with the activities and resources associated with great powers. We now
turn to two conditions when major power behavior will likely create status inconsistency.

Rule 4 (Unidimensional foreign policy may be insufficient for status rule): When major
powers fail to consistently demonstrate both cooperative and conflictual foreign policy behaviors,
they will generate inconsistent status attribution from other states. Given our definition, a state
that has the capacity to act as a major power yet engages primarily in conflictual or cooperative
behavior may not be meeting the expectations of other states in the international system,
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including whether or not it truly has the capability, or the willingness to engage in both types

of behaviors consistently. Two states—Germany (Figures 5A-5C) and China (Figures 6A-6C)—
demonstrate unusual amounts of foreign policy activity over time, but unlike the previous cases,
one is primarily cooperative (Germany) while the other is primarily conflictual (China), until
near the end of the Cold War. Whether these preferences for cooperative or conflictual behavior
is one of opportunity or willingness is not demonstrable from the data, although assuming that
very high levels of (and very diverse) capabilities are needed to exercise high volumes of both
cooperation and conflict, we note that the capability indicators for both appear quite mixed.

Figure 5A: Cumulative Standard Deviations, Germany, Selected
Capability Variables, 1950-2001.
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Figure 5B: Cumulative Standard Devations, German Foreign Policy
Indicators, 1953-2004.
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Figure 5C: Cumulative Standard Deviations, Germany, Attribution
of Status Indicators, 1950-2004.
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Consistent with rule #4, status attribution is mixed in both cases. China’s high conflict
behavior until near the end of the Cold War results in unusual levels of state visits/
consultation, but limited diplomatic contacts, while the opposite holds for Germany.
However, once both cooperative and conflictual foreign policy activity begin to move
in tandem for both states, the inconsistency in status attribution measures disappears.
If the threshold of major power status attribution is set at requiring the elimination of
internal status inconsistency, then Germany may have qualified for major power status
before the end of the Cold War but China would not have until the early 1990s. The
designation of Germany would predate the COW status measure. The assessment of
status attribution for China differs substantially from COW’s designation of the PRC
as having major power status starting as early as 1950”. Given that major powers need
both military and economic reach, apparently neither Germany nor China achieve that
threshold during the Cold War, and despite high levels of conflict behavior, the Chinese
military reach measure fails to register even after the Cold War, reflecting significant
(external) status inconsistency.

Figure 6A: Cumulative Standard Deviations, China (PRC),
Capabilities, Selected Indicators, 1950-2001.
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Figure 6B: Cumulative Standard Deviations, China (PRC), Foreign
Policy Indicators, 1950-2004.
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¥ See Feng (2008) who argues that Chinese foreign policy makers did not seek such status until the

mid-1980s.
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Figure 6C: Cumulative Standard Deviations, China (PRC), Status
Attribute Indicators, 1950-2004.
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It is plausible that the mixed signals received from the status attribution measures
for these two states are only partly a function of their foreign policy behaviors and
mixed capabilities. Clearly, both were caught in Cold War bipolar dynamics through
1989. The dominant state during that era was the US and its dominance influenced
in significant part the attribution of a variety of factors, including the structure of
diplomatic contacts between states. We would expect that Germany, as a critical US
ally would receive an unusual amount of diplomatic contacts, compared to China,
while China would receive more state visits since Germany was seen as a less than
equal partner of the US in East-West relationships. This point suggests the following
rule:

Rule 5 (Major power autonomy rule): Major power independence is more likely
to be rewarded by consistent status attribution than foreign policy collaboration with
other major powers. We assume that states attribute major power status to those that
not only have the capability to act as one and demonstrate unusual involvement in
global affairs, but in addition seek to exert influence on the course of international
affairs, in a manner independent of other major powers in the system. For example,
states seen as major powers in bipolar systems that also appear to be independent of
the dominant polar leaders are likely to enjoy more status than states closely allied
to dominant states.

Figure 7A: Cumulative Standard Deviations, France, Selected
Capability Variables, 1950-2001.
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Figure 8A: Cumulative SD Scores, UK, Selected Capability
Variables, 1950-2001.
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Figure 8B: Cumulative Foreign Policy Standard Deviations, UK,
1950-2004.
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Figure 8C: Cumulative Standard Deviations, UK, Status Measures,
1950-2004.
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The cases above are not very useful for illustrating this rule; a comparison of status
attribution for France and the UK, with very similar capabilities and similar volumes
of foreign policy activity, can highlight this issue better. The UK remained a close
ally of the US while France distanced itself from US leadership in the Cold War. The
foreign policy portfolio scores in Figure 1 demonstrate that the UK — US dyad is
substantially more similar than any other major power dyad during the Cold War and
remain substantially closer than the US — France dyad during and after the Cold War.
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While the COW status measure indicates that both qualify as major powers through
most of the Cold War, our status attribution measures indicate consistency of status
for France, but not for the UK (Figure 7C versus Figure 8C). This difference occurs,
despite the fact that both states exhibit virtually behavioral and capabilities patterns
during the Cold War (Figures 7A and B; 8A and 8B). Note that status inconsistency
remains for the UK after the end of the Cold War, corresponding with its continued
close relationship to the US after 1989.

Where is the threshold though, below which a state no longer qualifies as a major
power and receives insubstantial major power status? We observed some partial «below
the threshold» outcomes for Germany and Japan that were later «corrected» and the two
joined the major power club. The following rule is suggested for those that don’t quite make
it across the threshold:

Rule 6 (The Insufficiency Rule): States that fail to meet the minimum threshold to qualify
as having major power status a) exhibit not only inconsistent attribution of status, but exhibit
virtually no attribution consistently on at least one measure of status; and b) are characterized
by inconsistent capabilities (e.g., high economic capabilities but low military capabilities) or
insufficient foreign policy activity (or both). To illustrate this rule, we focus on the one state
that has been dropped from major power status (Italy), and two others that are part of the
BRIC group (Brazil and India). None of the three are considered as having major power
status globally, although regional major power status may be more appropriate for both
India and Brazil.

Figure 9A: Cumulative Standard Deviations, Italy, Selected
50 Capability Variables, 1950-2001.
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Figure 9B: Cumulative Standard Deviations, Italy, Foreign Policy
Measures, 1960-2004.
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Figure 9C: Cumulative Standard Deviations, Italy, Status Attributes,
1950-2004.
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The Italian case is presented in Figures 9A through 9C. Its status attribution scores are consistent
with Rule #6: while it ranks consistently high on diplomatic infrastructure (Figure 9C), it does
not meet a one standard deviation threshold on state visits and consultations at any point in the
entire period of assessment”. Italy also fails to act as a major power (Figure 9B), and its unusual
capabilities are limited to economic size (Figure 9A), as it fails to register on any of the military
measures. The Brazilian case is illustrated in Figures 10A-10C, and clearly shows that while Brazil
may act as a regional power, it exhibits none of the status characteristics attributed to global major
powers (10C), nor the foreign policy behaviors associated with them (10B). Only on its capability
measures (10A) does it begin to approximate the early stages of a major power, but even here, the
indication is based on the size of its economy and not on any of its military capabilities.

Figure 10A: Cumulative Standard Deviations, Brazil, Selected
Capability Measures, 1950-2001.
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India presents a more intriguing and nuanced case of states falling below the threshold level
defined by Rule #6. Its status attribution falls below the threshold levels specified for diplomatic
structures established in India; its pattern exceeds the mean for states by one standard deviation
(sd) only 20 percent of the time frame, and there is little consistent upward movement over the
last decade. Its state visits attribution is more robust at 51 percent of sd’s for the time frame but
this measure is both inconsistent over time, and inconsistent compared to its diplomatic contacts

® The consistent scores on diplomatic contacts for Italy are partly due to its history prior to WWII, but more

so due to the location of the Vatican in Rome, allowing other states at very low cost to set up diplomatic
infrastructure in one capital to address both entities. This is not dissimilar to the high diplomatic contact rate
for Belgium as Brussels houses the EU.
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(Figure 11C). Rule #6 is also violated on the capability dimension (Figure 10A): while it has a
large economy it fails to register either on military expenditures or military reach. It is only on
its foreign policy measures (Figure 11B) where there is a suggestion of major power behavior,
with both unusual amounts of cooperative and conflict behaviors until 1978 (but not after 1989).

Figure 10B: Cumulative Standard Deviations, Brazil, Foreign Policy
Measures, 1955-2004.
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Figure 10C: Cumulative Standard Deviations, Brazil, Status
Measures, 1950-2004.
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Figure 11A: Cumulative Standard Deviations, India, Selected
Capability Variables, 1950-2001.
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T we expect that the 1958-1978 foreign policy patters are association with the Indian-Pakistani and Indian-
Chinese rivalries, and contained primarily in the region rather than globally.
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Figure 11C: Cumulative Standard Deviations, India, Status

Attributes Measures, 1950-2004.
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So What? Implications for International Politics
Our exploration of the behavioral manifestations of status attribution, capabilities and
foreign policy activity after World War II has yielded a different mix of membership in the
major power club than indicated by the traditional COW measure of major power status.

Table 3 suggests at least three types of differences between ours and the COW classification.

The first is with respect to membership and time of entry into the club. COW indicates a
Cold War membership of five major powers (China, France, USSR, UK, and US); we show
one less (UK), and a much later timing for China than COW. Given how few major powers
exist in any single time period, these differences are not insignificant (e.g., our membership
is 40 percent lower than COW’s until at least the mid-1980s).

Table 3. Major Powers Status Club Membership, post World War II

. . New cow
STATE Time Period Status  Status Type
China 1950-83 NO Yes (internal status
inconsistency)
China 1984-present YES Yes Mixed capabilities
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New cow

STATE Time Period Status  Status Type
France 1950-1990 YES Yes Mixed capabilities
France 1991-present YES Yes Maximum
Germany 1950-1992 NO No (internal/external status
inconsistency)

Germany 1993-present YES Yes (1991) Maximum

Japan 1950-85(?) NO No (mixed capabilities/no status)

(to 1990)

Japan 1986(91)-present YES Yes (1991) Mixed capabilities

Russia/USSR 1950-1986 YES Yes Maximum

Russia/USSR 1987-present YES Yes Maximum diminishing

UK 1950 to present NO Yes (internal status
inconsistency)

us 1950 to present YES Yes

Second, we have some markers to indicate criteria of exclusion versus inclusion
from the club. As Table 3 illustrates, for two states marked by COW as having major
power status, we find internal status inconsistency (UK; China until at least 1984).
The markers we propose should help account for why certain states don’t get accorded
major power status at certain times but are given that attribution later. Note the cases
of Germany and Japan: COW seems to indicate some automatic process by which
they receive major power status as soon as the Cold War ends. Our data indicate that
neither qualified as having such status until near the end of the Cold War, due to their
capabilities and behavior, and it is changes in both that leads to the reestablishment
of status rather than just the end of the Cold War or «forgiveness» of their loser status
in WWII.

The markers also help in identifying the extent to which ongoing controversies about
major power relationships may be about possible clashes between major powers versus
potential future clashes. Note the case of China, which we label as having mixed major
power capabilities, although it does receive major power status after the end of the Cold
War. Its graph illustrates extensive Chinese military spending, while its military reach has
yet to develop to the point where it registers on the graph in 2004 (and would barely register
as of this writing). China appears to represent a case of a state receiving more major power
status than its aggregate capabilities would warrant, a point underscored even by the nature
of official hand-wringing in the US about its intentions™.

Finally, the markers help to distinguish between different types of major power
status relationships. Not all major powers are equal, nor are they likely to have the same
impact on international politics. Table 3 suggests a classification of major power type

2 Us assessments (Lague, 2008) about increased Chinese defense spending see the Chinese military «threat»

in terms of having only enough reach to fight successfully over Taiwan and in East Asia (Shanker and Sanger,
2005), but not globally.
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based on these markers; while we recognize the roughness of the classifications, we
believe that they may have some consequences for how these states impact the nature
of international politics.

Table 4. Logit Analysis of the Effects of Major Power Status and Militarized
Interstate Dispute (MID) Initiation, 1950-2001

Major Power Status (COW) 0.246
(0.205)
Revised Major Power Status -0.541*
(0.233)
Status Inconsistency 1.174%**
(0.350)
Capabilities 24.859** 29.405** 24.115%*
(3.087) (2.902) (2.453)
Democracy -0.009* -0.008* -0.009*
(0.004) (.004) (.004)
# of borders 0.095%** 0.099*** 0.097***
(0.010) (0.010) (0.010)
Peace years -0.918%** -0.918%** -0.912%**
(0.051) (0.051) (.051)
Spline 1 -0.000 -0.000 -0.000
(0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
Spline 2 -0.069*** -0.069*** -0.069***
(0.006) (0.006) (0.006)
Spline 3 0.014*** 0.014*** 0.014***
(0.001) (0.001) (0.001)
Constant -0.222%** -0.257%** -0.247%**
(0.078) (0.078) (0.077)
N 7475 7475 7475
Log likelihood -3732.611 -3730.749 -3725.904
Pseudo R-squared 0.269 0.269 0.270

We use the markers noted in Table 3 to delineate differences between major powers
and especially regarding the attribution of status. If status and status inconsistency matter,
then we should find traces of it in the ways that major powers respond to conflicts in
international politics. We look at when major powers initiate militarized responses to
interstate disputes (MIDS), and suggest two hypotheses. The first is that states receiving
major power status from other states are able to resort to a broader variety of means in
addition to militarized options to achieve their objectives. This proposition finds some
support in Table 4, showing that even controlling for capabilities, the relationship between
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our measure of major power status and the initiation of militarized interstate disputes by
major powers is negative and significant.

Our second hypothesis explores further the consequences of status attribution: we expect
that major powers that receive inconsistent status attribution are more likely to initiate
militarized interstate disputes than major powers with consistent status attribution”. Table
4 illustrates that status inconsistency is associated with a higher level of militarized dispute
initiation than for status consistent major powers. Note that the COW measures of status in
Table 4 are insignificant, presumably failing to distinguish between major power capabilities
versus the actual attribution of status to these powers™.

The relationship between status inconsistency and MID initiation appears even
more robust when we consider the results obtained from our event history models in
Table 2. Our analysis in that table demonstrated that a major power’s increases in its
military expenditures is related to exiting the major power club. Initially we posited that
increasing military expenditures is likely to be a symptom of a major power attempting
to maintain its place within the international system. This initial hypothesis seems to be
supported by the finding that status inconsistent major powers appear to initiate dyadic
militarized conflict with a greater probability than normal for status consistent major
powers. These attempts are likely to result in more forceful actions as other avenues
of foreign policy are either less available or less effective. The two findings provide
additional validity to our measures and conceptualizations of status consistent and
status inconsistent major powers.

Regional versus Global Powers and the Attribution of Status

So far, we have addressed the issue of major power status in a global context: the
extent to which certain states contest globally over the contours of international affairs
and are accorded global major power status by other states. Yet, we know that while
global powers seek to influence global affairs and regional affairs, at the regional level
there are other powers contesting over the course of affairs and it is the more immediate
environment of the region in which states function that is highly salient for their well
being. For instance, despite the era of globalization, substantially more regional and sub-
regional organizations are created than global or inter-regional organizations (Volgy et. al,
2008) and despite a strong global trading regime, most trading agreements are regional
and local in character. Therefore, in this section we shift the analysis to delineating the
nature of regional major power status.

We assume that the achievement of regional and global major power status are not
necessarily the same. While a state that has capabilities to achieve global power status will
also have sufficient capabilities for regional status, it is not necessarily the case that it will act
as a regional major power, nor that other states in the region will attribute to it that status.
Conversely, few regional powers can act also as global powers.

3 . . . . N
We measure status inconsistency using a dummy variable indicating whether a state meets some of

the material or ascriptive requirements for major power status in accordance with rules #3 through #6 but
excluding those meeting requirements of rules #1 and #2.

* We suspect that this may be the case: when we pull capabilities from the model in Table 4, the COW
measure of status becomes significant.
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Figure 12A: Regional Cumulative Standard Deviations, China (PRC),
1960-2005, Selected Capability Measures.
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Figure 12B: Cumulative Standard Deviations, China (PRC), Regional
Foreign Policy Measures, 1959-2004.
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Figure 12C: Cumulative Standard Deviations, China (PRC), Regional
Status Measures, 1959-2004.
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We hope to identify eventually major regional power status in all regions of international
relations for the period spanning the Cold War and post-Cold War periods; however, as a first
step we restrict our analysis here to Asia®. Our empirical approach to major regional power status

2 Lo . . .
We are well aware of the enormous controversies in the literature over what constitutes a region.

Concerning Asia, for instance, a recent work on security relationships between regions and the US (Kolodziej
and Kanet, 2008) separates the geographical entity of Asia into no fewer than four distinct «regions». We
assume that a region is defined by geography and a combination of other values that are driven by the nature
of the research question(s) being asked. In this instance, since we are looking at major powers that are by
definition able to span a continent, we focus primarily on the geographically determined, large regions.
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is similar to delineating global major power status in that we seek to identity states that possess
unusual amounts of military and economic capabilities, demonstrate unusually active foreign
policy behaviors, and receive attribution of status in return. Again, we measure military spending
and military reach, along with economic size, but add a new variable, economic flexibility, which
is the size of the economy multiplied by wealth”. Foreign policy activity is measured as earlier,
but applied only to interactions between states in the region. Our status attribution measures
include state visits, diplomatic infrastructure, and in addition, we assess as well the centrality
of regional alliance relationships, as an additional check on major power status”.

Figure 13A: Regional Cumulative Standard Deviations, Japan,

Selected Capabilities, 1960-2005.
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Figure 13B: Cumulative Standard Deviations, Japan, Regional
Foreign Policy Measures, 1959-2004.
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We introduce this measure at the regional level since some regions contain as few as 25 states, and a few large
economies may distort economic relationships, by simply reflecting large populations. The variable we create
provides an indicator of economic flexibility, by multiplying size and wealth, assuming that a large economy that
contains substantially large poverty is less amenable to foreign policy objectives than a large economy in a wealthy
society. We gratefully acknowledge Chansuk Kang's contribution in developing the capabilities data for Asia.

Measures of alliance centrality are calculated using the ATOP data. Here, we rely on the simplest measure of
network centrality, degree centrality, which represents the extent to which a given actor is directly connected
to another within the network (Wasserman & Faust 1994). These measures are calculated using Maoz's Social
Network Program http://psfaculty.ucdavis.edu/zmaoz/networks/netsoftware.html), which facilitates the calculation
of various network measures for longitudinal data. Alliance centrality represents the extent to which a given
state is involved is some form of alliance with other members of the regional system. We standardize centrality
scores relative to system size. Those most central in the alliance systems are identified by comparing the
average involvement and variability in the network, to each state’s individual centrality, identifying those with
unusually elevated participation in military alliances.
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Figure 13C: Cumulative Standard Deviations, Japan, Regional Status

35 Measures, 1959-2004.
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Our analysis for the post-World War II period indicates that three states in Asia possess
unusual attributes that may qualify them as major regional powers: China (PRC), India, and
Japan. Of the three, Japan consistently demonstrates unusual capabilities across the entire
period, indicating attributes that consistently rank it at least one standard deviation above
the mean capability scores of Asian states on both economic and military dimensions (Figure
13A). China demonstrates a more mixed picture, with relatively high military spending but
military reach that remains under the standard deviation radar, and while its GDP scores
appear substantial, they are mitigated domestically by a very large population characterized
by substantial poverty until well into the post-Cold War era (Figure 12A). India initially
demonstrates higher economic capacity than China, and continues to have unusual economic
capacity throughout the entire period, but its military spending barely registers over the
threshold, and neither its economic nor military reach show up on the graph (Figure 14A).

Figure 14A: Regional Cumulative Standard Deviations, India,

50 Selected Capability Measures, 1960-2005.
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The foreign policy activities of these three states show three different patterns. China
engages in unusual foreign policy activity toward the region throughout the entire period,
and (unlike at the global level during the Cold War) consistently so on both cooperative and
conflict dimensions (Figure 12B). Japan appears to orient much of its activities outside of
the region until the end of the Cold War, and does not demonstrate much of a consistently
unusual degree of foreign policy involvement with Asia until after 1990 (Figure 13B). India
behaves toward the region during the Cold War era in a pattern similar to China and in terms
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of what would be expected of a regional power. After the end of the Cold War, however, its
unusual regional focus flattens through the first decade and doesn’t begin to exhibit again
unusual levels of activity toward the region until the start of the 21* century (Figure 14B).

Figure 14B: Cumulative Standard Deviations, India, Regional Foreign
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Figure 14C: Cumulative Standard Deviations, India, Regional Status
Measures, 1959-2004.
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Asian status attribution measures indicate a diverse pattern of status granted to these three
states. Least sensitive and most common is the attribution of formal status through diplomatic
exchanges, showing consistently unusual amounts of diplomatic contacts for all three, with
unusually high attribution to Japan and India starting in 1970 and to China starting rough a
decade and half later. For China (Figure 12C), there appears to be substantial internal status
inconsistency during much of the Cold War period with high level state visits, unaccompanied
by formal diplomatic contacts, but matched by a high level of regional alliance centrality.
The post Cold-War era illustrates a much closer pattern of both state visits and diplomatic
relationships, although alliance centrality flattens until very late in the time frame. The latest
data points suggest a clearer resolution of status relationships for China in the second half of
the last decade.

The pattern of regional status recognition is quite different for Japan (Figure 13C).
Apart from formal diplomatic recognition, its pattern displays virtually no unusual state
visits until after the Cold War, when the two indicators finally march in tandem. Japan,
however, exhibits none of the alliance centrality that would be normally expected of a
major regional power.
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The Indian status attribution measures (Figure 14C) suggest another pattern still.
Although receiving substantial formal diplomatic contacts from the region through most
of the period, its alliance centrality and state visit scores show the awarding of very limited
status and the three dimensions do not exhibit consistently until again very late in the series.
Given its pattern of very active involvement in the region during the Cold War, India’s pattern
also exhibits considerable status inconsistency both internally and externally.

In general, the regional status attributes measures, in combination with foreign policy
activity and capability scores for these major powers indicate a region of substantial
status inconsistency for very strong states, until around the early to mid part of the
first decade of the 21 century. This should come as no surprise. Apart from the major
regional powers, both Russia/USSR and the US have actively participated in the region
as major outside powers, and often through close proximity with Asian allies. Both
Russian and American «boots» have consistently appeared on Asian soil, and at least
one of these outside major powers have been involved with conflicts as diverse as
Afghanistan, Vietnam, Korea, and the survival of Taiwan. The US in particular had
worked with Japan (and at times against it) to veto regional arrangements not to its
liking (e.g., Rapkin, 2001), and helped to create regional norms reflecting Cold War
divisions and realities.

Meanwhile the region has been dominated by substantial major power rivalries,
including Sino-Soviet, Sino-Indian, Indian-Pakistani and Sino-American. While not solely
attributable to this phenomenon, the extent of conflicts within Asia correspond well to the
status inconsistencies noted for major powers, and consistent as well with our findings at
the global level regarding the relationship between status inconsistency and the initiation
of MIDs involvement by major powers.

It appears as well that the present decade should witness the elimination of status
inconsistency for all three regional powers. The various measures of status attribution parallel
not only each other but as well both capabilities and foreign policy behaviors in the region
for both India and China. If any status inconsistency remains, it may be plausible in the
case of Japan, which, although holding extensive capabilities, and now actively engaged in
the region, continues to lag compared to India and China in regional alliance centrality.
Whether this lag is a function of Japanese reluctance to commit its foreign policy orientation
to the regional level, or as a result of the growing contestation for leadership with China
in Asia (Nabers, 2008), still remains to be seen. In either case, the substantial reduction in
status inconsistency within the region should augur well for reduced conflict between these
states in the near future.

APPENDIX A: Conceptual and Operational Differences in Identifying Great
Powers, Selected Literature

AUTHORS CONCEPT/DEFINITION OPERATIONALIZATION
Corbetta Major power STATUS = ascription Major power status as identified by
(2006) of major power status on certain cow

states, regardless of their material

capabilities
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AUTHORS CONCEPT/DEFINITION OPERATIONALIZATION
Fordham Major power = «foreign policy 1) military spending and military
(2006) behaviors characteristic of personnel components of the COW
major powers: the acquisition of CINC scores; each state’s share of
a substantial share of systemic each constructs an index. Controlling
military power; and the development for state’s involvement in civil and
of power projection capability. interstate wars
(p-17)» 2) Power projection capability is
measured by capital intensity of state’s
military forces = share of military
spending divided by share of military
personnel/ index of power projection
capability is a product of the state's
overall military power index and its
index of capital-intensity (p. 20)
Lemke and Global/Dominant power = strongest
Werner state in global or local hierarchy
(1996) Dominant local power = strongest
state in local hierarchy Cutoff for contenders: «largest unit
Contenders = set of contenders with  drop» in capabilities between one set
fewer capabilities than the dominant  of contenders and the next.
state
Levy (1983) Great power = distinguished by five

definitional criteria: 1) possesses

a high level of military capabilities
allowing it self sufficiency to secure
its border and to project military
power beyond its border;

2) interests are continental or global
rather than local or regional;

3) behaviors are different: defending
interests more aggressively, with

a wide range of instrumentalities,
interacting frequently with other
great powers;

4) others images and perceptions,
including other great powers
(relative equals) confer status on the
great power;

5) formal criteria—congresses,
treaties, organizations, the granting
of ermanent membership or veto
(p. 16-18).

Superpowers = an elite within a
broader class of of Great Powers
(p.27)
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AUTHORS CONCEPT/DEFINITION OPERATIONALIZATION

Mearsheimer  Great powers = «...determined

(2001) largely on the basis of their relative

military capability. To qualify...
a state must have sufficient military
assets to put up a serious fight in an
all-out conventional war against the
most powerful state...» (p. 5)

Mortonand  «Elite Power» = «a state possessinga A state is:

Starr (2001) particularly large share of the overall 1) recognized by the Modelski/
military, economic, and political Thompson naval index as a leading
power of the great power system, contender; and

which al
?oL:tce prgjeitsigr??cfseexisee:dasce)jvﬁte 2) Identified by the Levy list as a major
and influene beyond its immediate povsfenj. .
region (p. 58)». A minimum of two.consecutlvg years
on the list are required to qualify, or
to be lost (Table V Elite Powers).

Rasler and Global power = «states that have the  Naval capability concentration (see

Thompson demonstrated capacity to operate Table 2.4, p. 27).

(1994) over long, transoceanic distances by
assembling at least a minimal naval For regional power, using Levy’s
capability (10 percent of the global guidelines for
capability pool). They must also identifying great powers; using size
demonstrate an interest in actually of armies
using their se power beyond their
local region (p. 17)».

World power = a state’s leaders
must control at least 50 % of the
global naval capability pool at the
conclusion of global wars
Regional/continental power = Levy’s
1983 guideline

Small and Great power = states that are Survey of experts to identify great

Singer (1982)  recognized by other states as great powers, including perceptions of

cow powers which powers were viewed by other

measure states as great powers, based on

intercoder agreement.
http://pss.la.psu.edu/intsys.html

APPENDIX B: Major Powers Between 1945 and the Present

STATE

COW Status Time Period

Levy’s Conditions Violated?

China

Yes

1950 to present

isolated, barred from UN until
early1970s; not member of G7;
capabilities severely limited until
1980s
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STATE COW Status Time Period Levy’s Conditions Violated?
France Yes 1945 to present Limited capabilities until 1970s
Germany No 1945 to 1990 Stronger economically than France;

large military; active independent
role with USSR; no permanent UN
seat but in G7

Germany Yes 1991 to present Unification costly, foreign policy
activities do not appear to expand
greatly after 1991

Japan No 1945 to 1990 G7 member; high level of defense
spending; active global and regional
involvement

Japan Yes 1991 to present G7 member but not UNSC

Russia/ Yes 1945 to present weak militarily through 1950s;

USSR economy and military disintegrated

after 1991; not member of G7 until
21 century

UK Yes 1945 to present
us Yes 1945 to present
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U.S. — Russian Relations:
A View from the Future

Robert H. Donaldson

This short paper seeks to shed more light on the current state of Russian-American
relations and the forces that are driving global politics in the early stage of the 21 century.
It does so by taking a «view from the future» — developing a set of alternative scenarios for
relations between the two countries from the perspective of 2012, which is the year in which
both will presumably be conducting their next presidential elections”.

The analysis is informed by several studies (from American, European, and Russian
scholars) that developed scenarios for Russia’s future”.

The first set of scenarios was developed by two American scholars who undertook to
write about Russia’s future during its turbulent early years, very shortly after its emergence
as one of the 15 successor states of the USSR”. Daniel Yergin and Thane Gustafson, writing
in 1993 about Russia in 2010, identified four possible outcomes, all of which, interestingly,
lead to some form of «capitalism, Russian-style.»

1. Muddling Down: the scenario that extends the 1992-1993 «present» — political
paralysis at the center, economic stagflation, degradation of social and physical
capital; «a scenario of mediocrity.» The «Red-Brown» opposition has localized
strength, but remains divided, as do the security agencies. Russia can still enter an
era of growth and stability, assuming the population does not become radicalized,
the economy does not collapse, and the central government does not become
completely paralyzed.

® Depending, of course, on whether Medvedev serves out his full term.

» Discerning the future of Russia, as the newer state, with more uncertainties about its future, has proved to
be of great fascination to scholars and policy-makers. Perhaps because of the much lengthier duration of its
constitution and the greater predictability of its political order, scenario development for the U.S. has not been
as fashionable.

* Daniel Yergin and Thane Gustafson, Russia 2010: And What It Means for the World (New York: Random
House, 1993).
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Two-Headed Eagle: under a presidency-centered new constitution, a non-Communist but
conservative government faces both forward (toward state-managed dual economy) and
backward (toward collectivist values of the past). Under this strong central government
the institutions of the market economy are gradually built, but top-down. In time, a
growing middle class and restive labor unions build pressure, with ultimate movement
toward either a more liberal or a more authoritarian version of Russian capitalism.
Time of Troubles: Continuing gridlock and economic collapse leads to chaos, with two
variants:

a. 'The Long Good-bye: regions drift off, with strong separatist movements, but a
«unitarist» faction wins out and produces a compromise, which produces reintegration
and renewed growth

b. The Russian Bear: a period of internal violence, with warring militias and mob action,
is ended by a military coup, as a General Lebed-type figure declares himself president
for life; new regime is an amalgam of security and industrial elites, ruling initially
by terror; anti-Western, but without global missions or capabilities; initial economic
autarky, annexation of parts of Kazakhstan and Ukraine; eventual mellowing along
path of «two-headed eagle,» but more centralized, nationalistic and authoritarian.

«Chudo» (Miracle): enlightened government, with support of growing private sector,

secures property rights and stabilizes monetary supply, calling forth domestic and

foreign investment; economic miracle rests on assumption of relatively peaceful
political life.

A second American-authored set of scenarios was written last year by Andrew Kuchins,

now with the Center for Strategic and International Studies, but formerly the Director of the
Moscow Carnegie Center”. Together with a «working group of leading experts,» Kuchins
arrive at the following propositions, which were «points of consensus» among the specialists.

1.

9.

Russia will not be a failed state. (This assumption is in marked contrast to the prevalent
thinking in the early 90s, as evidenced by Yergin and Gustafson’s scenarios, above.)
Russia will not be a mature democracy in 10 years.

While stable economic growth is not guaranteed, Russia’s economic future in the near
term looks relatively bright. By comparison, Russia’s political future is far more uncertain.
Russia’s economy is too diversified to describe it as a «petrostate,» but the price of oil is
the most important driver of the economic future.

Russia’s territorial integrity over the next 10 years is secure. Demographic challenges
remain significant, but they should be manageable.

Nationalism and xenophobia are growing with the encouragement of the Kremlin.
Russian foreign policy will remain independent and promote Russia’s great power status
in a multipolar world. Russian foreign policy is growing more assertive as economic
recovery gathers momentum.

The 2008 succession is manageable, and the most likely outcome is for Putin to step
down in favor of his selected successor.

The current stability is more fragile than it appears.

3

Andrew C. Kuchins, Alternative Futures for Russia to 2017: A Report of the Russia and Eurasia Program,

Center for Strategic and International Studies, found on the Web at http.//www.csis.org/media/csis/pubs/
071214-russia_2017-web.pdf
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Kuchins’s report describes three scenarios, which are developed within the parameter
of these propositions.

1. Putinism without Putin. Putin’s chosen successor(s) continue his basic policies, favoring
stability over democracy. Despite a drop in oil prices, the Russian economy continues
to grow. Common defense against extremist Islamic terrorism brings Russia and the
Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO) into closer coordination with NATO. «Absent
major shocks to the system and given Russian society’s general acquiescence to the
status quo, we should expect that a Putinesque leadership (even if Putin himself is not
politically active) would strive to «<muddle upwards» and avoid «<muddling downwards»
as did Brezhnev’s Soviet Union.»

2. A Shot in the Dark...A True Dictatorship. After Putin’s assassination in January 2008,
one of his colleagues from the siloviki is elected to the presidency. A wave of strikes is
followed by declaration of a state of emergency, and suspension of democratic institutions.
An anticorruption campaign strikes down several of the new president’s rivals, and his
rule takes on some trappings of fascism. However, the economy continues to grow, with
oil the major driver, and Russia forms a confederation with other former-Soviet energy-
rich states to rival OPEC. Middle East instability and the terrorism threat bring a richer
but less democratic Russia into close alignment with NATO and the U. S.—contrary to
prevailing stereotypes. (The opening assumption of this scenario drew immediate critical
attention in the Russian press.)

3. Putinism Falls from Grace and True Democracy Rises Again. Putin’s chosen successor
lasts only one term, due to economic collapse in Russia after oil prices fall (as a result, in
part, of a new energy policy in the U.S.). Putin returns to office in 2012, but economic
malaise and government corruption continue, leading to a wave of strikes and public
health emergencies. Two formerly prominent democratic politicians form a coalition
and win the 2016 election, setting Russia on a path of true economic and political reform.

Kuchins makes the following observation about Russian-American relations, which are
mostly cooperative in all three of his scenarios:

«...Russia’s foreign policy is very unlikely to take a deeply anti-Western turn that reruns
the Cold War. In fact, the more likely outcome is that the United States and Russia will find
greater common interests in the security area, which will drive them to closer cooperation
in the coming decade. There are two main reasons for this:

(1) The Russians learned some tough lessons about over-extending and over-militarizing
themselves during the Cold War that they are unlikely to repeat; and

(2) Instability on its southern border will continue to be Russia’s greatest security challenge
in the next decade, and striking an anti-U. S. position will not help address that problem.

On the contrary, the gravest threat to both Russians and Americans will remain the

growing strength of international jihadists and the increasing probability that they

may undertake a number of catastrophic acts of terrorism against our territories and
interests.»

A group of political scientists at the Moscow State Institute of International Relations
(MGIMO) developed a set of scenarios in 2007-2008 which they tested with a selected
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group of Russian voters”. The projections for Russia’s future in 2020 were categorized along
4 selected dimensions, each of which had two extreme (radical) poles and two intermediate
(moderate) positions: 1) political regime (totalitarian dictatorship, «mild» authoritarianism,
stable institutionalized democracy, and fragmented democracy); 2) center-periphery
relationship (centralized Unitarianism, moderate centralization, centralized federalism,
and chaotic decentralization); 3) political development and modernization (imposed
modernization from the top by violent means, «energy superpower,» «hi-tech power,» and
eclectic peripheral development; 4) international environment (violent confrontation with
the outside world, selective cooperation, pragmatic partnership, and «dissolution» in the
international environment.

The four scenarios are described from one «radical» pole, through the two «moderate»

positions, to the second «radical» pole. For each, the authors identify «winners» and «losers.»

1.

«Fortress Russia»: Hostile international environment (regional conflicts, arms race, new
cold war); unstable oil prices; mobilized society («garrison state»); concentration of power
and resources; political and economic centralization; «rally behind the flag;» equality in
scarcity. Winners are military elites and technocrats, heavy industry, military-industrial
complex, and state enterprises. Losers are private businesses, foreign investors, regional
elites, society at large, and the middle class.

«Kremlin’s Gambit:» This scenario essentially continues the Putin course: Russia as the
«significant other» for the West; high oil prices; oil revenues as resources for paternalistic
social projects; phobias of the «chaos of the 90s» and of the «color revolutions»; limitations
on political and economic competition; passive society satisfied with economic growth
and stability; competition between clans and interest groups «under the carpet;» privileges
for loyal regional elites. Winners are state bureaucracy, state-owned enterprises, strategic
industries, foreign investors, and emerging middle class. Losers are civil society, the
political opposition, and liberals and democrats.

«New Russian Dream:» Friendly and peaceful external environment; oil prices’ slump;
rapid hi-tech modernization; reduction of social paternalism; reduction of social
paternalism; transparent institutions; flexible federal structures; growth of the middle
class; widening of marginal strata. Winners are the new generation of bureaucracy;
hi-tech private ventures and think tanks; strategic state-owned technological industries;
the middle class; civil society; and innovative regions. Losers are the old generation of
bureaucracy, oil companies and regions, and marginal strata.

«Russian Mosaic:» Various (economic, political, institutional) pressures from the outside;
oil prices go down; collapse of corrupted and immobile federal authorities; political
fragmentation; non-consolidated democratic institutions; massive privatization; regional
disproportions; decline of regions dependent on federal subsidies; new prosperity of
resources-rich regions with foreign investments. Winners are resources-rich and border
regions; transnational corporations and foreign investors; corrupted bureaucracy;
political opposition; neighbor countries. Losers are poor regions; national industry
and high-tech branches; budget funded areas; and middle and lower classes.

Irina Busygina, Mikhail Mironyuk, and Ivan Timofeev, «Alternative Russian Futures: 4 Scenarios,» and Andrei

Melville and Ivan Timofeeyv, «Alternative Russian Futures: Focus Groups Discussions,» papers prepared for delivery
at the 49™ Annual Convention of the International Studies Association, San Francisco, 26-29 March, 2008.
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The «radical» Fortress Russia scenario is determined mainly by international factors,
while the «Russian Mosaic» is shaped mainly by national forces. The scenarios were tested
with voters chosen only from the parties that were seated in the 2007 Duma; these did not
include any «liberal» parties. Surprisingly, however, most voters preferred the scenario that
seemed most «liberal» — the «New Russian Dream» — though they also judged that it was
the «least probable.»

The final set of scenarios for Russia’s future that we will consider was developed in
Western Europe. In 2005 two researchers with the Copenhagen Institute for Futures Studies
produced a set of scenarios, also looking toward 2020. Unlike the others we have described,
separate political and economic scenarios were developed in this study”.

Two «axes of uncertainty» were identified in the political realm: «centralized or
decentralized political power» and «autocracy or democracy.» The analysts offered opinions
that «long run» trends favored decentralization and democracy. On the two axes, the political
scenarios are:

1. Return to dictatorship: (higher on centralization and autocracy): strong president, limited
freedom in civilian sector; political apathy, weak regions, Russia as regional power, with
strained relations with EU and US, but no serious confrontation; inefficient economy,
with little effects of globalization;

2. Strong regions (higher on autocracy and lower on centralization): strong president,
but major disagreements with regions; undemocratic political culture, with cronyism
dominant; threatening separatist sentiments; lopsided economic development;

3. Democratic superpower (higher on centralization, higher on democracy): strong
president and efficiency legislature and judiciary; flowering civilian sector and media;
active citizenry; Russia integrated with Western institutions and global economy,
experiencing healthy growth.

4. Strong federation (lower on centralization, higher on democracy): Federal government
with limited presidential authority, integrated regions; active civilian sector with active
citizenry; power delegated to regions; Russia open to the world, with free range of
globalization; a Eurasian nation, cooperating with NATO, but with federal components
turning in different directions; economy dominated by large conglomerates, with regional
diversity.

Similarly, there are two «axes of uncertainty» in the economic realm: «market economy
or planned economy» and «raw material based economy or differentiated production and
service economy.» Although the analysts are less certain about the likelihood of a fully
autonomous market by 2020, they do expect greater diversification of the economy. On the
two axes, the economic scenarios are:

1. Free raw materials: (high raw materials, high market); big international and Russian
companies dominate raw materials sectors; poorly developed infrastructure except in
raw materials sector; consumer prosperity fluctuates with raw material prices; uneven
regional development; membership in WTO and tight with EU.

# K.S. Andreasan and J. Kelstrup, Russian Prospects, Members Report #1 2005, Copenhagen Institute for

Futures Study, found at http.//www.lib.tsinghua.edu.cn/find/guide/russia.pdf.
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2. New Economic Superpower: (high differentiated and high market): dynamic and strong
economy, with powerful middle class; competitive modern market; interconnected regions;
transparent economy, with much foreign investment, moving toward EU membership.

3. Second World: (high raw materials; high planned economy): heavy bureaucratic control
of economic transactions; state-owned raw materials companies; high unemployment;
big regional differences; exports dominated by energy and raw materials; not in WTO.

4. New Soviet: (high differentiated, high planned): Self sufficient, but uncompetitive on
world market; major government interference with economy; hostile to innovation; not
in WTO, but many joint ventures with foreign companies.

In sum, whether they are American, European, or Russian in authorship, scenarios
developed in the middle of this decade envision far more stability in Russian politics
and the economy than the early 1990s scenarios. The extremes are usually stronger
authoritarianism at one end and burgeoning democracy on the other; predictions of
chaos and disintegration are absent. Moreover, there is little apparent difference in the
range of options that the various futurists posit, regardless of nationality.

Scenarios for future U. S.-Russian relations ideally would also consider the capabilities
and orientations of other actors: major powers such as China and the EU; alliances such
as NATO and SCO; non-state actors such as al-Qaeda. Whereas certain assumptions have
been built into the following scenarios, a detailed examination of these actors and their
capabilities is beyond the scope of this paper.

Drivers of Future Relations:

The scenarios developed here are derived not only from projections of national
developments in the political and economic systems of the primary actors but also from
six major global trends that serve as «drivers» of future events:

1. Global economic trends: increasing interdependence of financial flows, investment,
trade (especially energy) — but increasing fragility of these relationships, as evidenced
in the current global economic crisis;

2. Further spread of technology/material/know-how enabling more actors to produce and
deliver Weapons of Mass Destruction;

3. Exacerbated geopolitical insecurity/rivalries, especially in Former Soviet Union and
surrounding regions;

a. ethnic self-determination movements in post-imperial settings,

b. «clash of civilizations» — relative decline of West, growing resentment/energy in

Islamic populations

4. Resource hunger, especially in rapidly developing countries like India and China;
manifestations of environmental scarcity, migration flows;

5. Breakdown of international consensus regarding legitimacy of international regimes,
reducing the role of the United Nations, the WTO, the IME and others;

6. Unevenness of democratic development; growing incapacity of governments and limits
on sovereignty; more cases of state failure and strengthened influence of non-state actors.

The Immediate Background:
There were numerous factors responsible for creating the atmosphere of resentment

which prevailed at the end 0of 2008 in U. S.-Russian relations: on the part of the U.S., one can
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cite its policies for NATO enlargement, plans for placing missile defenses in Eastern Europe,
failure to repeal the Jackson-Vanik amendment; on the part of Russia, its military action
against Georgia and subsequent recognition of Abkhazia and South Ossetia, stepped-up
arms sales to Iran, Syria, Venezuela and other other-U.S. states; and the seeming erosion
of Russian democracy™.

NATO enlargement and the use of NATO military force in Yugoslavia took place in the
1990s, when Russia was too politically, economically, and militarily weak to do anything
in response. These were American initiatives, and many Russians bitterly resented the U.S.
assumption that its superior power entitled it to alter the security landscape near Russia.
(Or, as Secretary Albright put it when US bombings of Iraq in 1998 were also criticized by
the Russians and others: «If we have to use force, it is because we are America. We are the
indispensable nation. We stand tall. We see further into the future.»)

When Vladimir Putin succeeded Boris Yeltsin as president and began to stabilize Russian
politics, and when he seemed to establish a good personal rapport with President George
W. Bush, he gambled on the possibility that American unilateralism could be turned into
a genuine partnership, which he offered to the US immediately following the attacks of
September 11, 2001. Russian cooperation was vital to initial U.S. successes in Afghanistan.
Russia dismantled military positions in Vietnam and Cuba. Putin took initiatives to try to
reign in North Korea’s nuclear program. He even mused about the possibility that Russia
itself would join NATO. But he wanted quid pro quo. Russian interests should be taken into
account and not simply ignored by Washington. Bush administration talk of abandoning
the ABM treaty and building a unilateral national missile defense should cease — maybe,
Putin said, the two sides could jointly build missile defense against the far-away threats of
North Korea, Iraq and Iran. New major reductions in the two sides’ offensive nuclear forces
should be negotiated and incorporated in a binding and comprehensive treaty as well, he
said. NATO enlargement should end and a new all-European security structure should take
its place. The US should repeal the decades-old Jackson-Vanik restrictions on trade with
Russia and help Russia get into the WTO.

This was the wish list, and the Bush administration gave exactly...nothing. Russia was
still on the periphery of Washington’s radar screens. The U.S. focus was on the «global war
on terror,» which it preferred to fight under its own direction, not even with NATO, in
«coalitions of the willing.» Bush declared a new national security doctrine which claimed
the right to preemptive strikes against «rogue regimes allied with terrorists and seeking
WDMDs,» and then he proceeded to apply the doctrine against Iraq, bypassing the Security
Council, where France was objecting to this unilateral approach even more loudly than Russia.

Washington followed the invasion of Iraq with efforts to solidify military bases in
the former Soviet states of Uzbekistan and Kyrgyzstan, initially established with Russian
understanding for the fight in Afghanistan. Washington sought concessions for oil and gas
exploration in Central Asia and the Caucasus, designed to forestall Russian investments,

*As Secretary of Defense Robert Gates pointed out in September 2008, the deterioration of relations

between the U.S. and Russia actually intensified during the tenure of two U.S. officials who have Ph.D.s in
«Soviet studies,» Condoleezza Rice and Robert Gates. «A fat lot of good that’s done us,» according to Gates’
own comment. But in fact neither Rice nor Gates were known primarily as objective scholars; rather, they were
both steeped in Russophobia during their graduate studies and took partisan directions in their professional
careers, and this orientation has continued to shape their attitudes.
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and linked with pipelines that would bypass Russian territory. The U.S. approached Poland
and the Czech Republic about siting radars and interceptors for missile defenses, years in
advance of any realistic missile threat to Europe from Iran.

And when Mikhail Saakashvili’s «rose revolution» triumphed in Georgia late in
2003 and Viktor Yushchenko’s «orange revolution» won in Ukraine a year later, the
U.S. began to press even harder for these two strategically-located Russian neighbors to
enter NATO. Both «revolutions» had been aided by U.S. funds, disbursed through the
taxpayer-funded National Endowment for Democracy. The «color revolutions» together
with the U.S. intention, announced in Bush’s second inaugural, of aiding in the overthrow
of «tyrannies» and establishment of democracies, alarmed Uzbekistan’s dictator so much
that he kicked the U. S. military base out of his country. And with Vice President Cheney
openly criticizing Russia’s regressing democracy, Putin concluded, along with many of his
countrymen, that foreign-funded NGOs would next seek a «color revolution» in Russia
itself, and he cracked down on them. He did more, angrily denouncing U.S. unilateralist
policy moves in a speech at a security conference in Munich in 2007. And although the
Russians continued to cooperate in the multilateral diplomacy aimed at stopping nuclear
proliferation in North Korea and Iran — something clearly in their own interests — they
began to step up moves aimed at balancing U.S. power, most notably by holding joint
military maneuvers with China.

As Putin prepared early in 2008 to hand the presidency to his protégé Dmitri Medvedev
and move into the premiership, he could reflect on how much stronger the Russian economy
had become (not through his own doing so much as thru rising oil and gas prices) and
how much more capable Russian defenses had become. Russia, he said, could no longer be
taken for granted, as it had been during the period of its weakness. Certain measures that
Gorbachev and Yeltsin had agreed to when Russia was dependent on Western aid, such as
the treaty on conventional forces in Europe, should now be suspended and renegotiated,
especially in light of the enlargement of NATO and U.S. plans for missile defenses in
eastern Europe.

The less-than-deftly-executed Russian military response to Georgia’s attacks on South
Ossetia in August 2008 brought Moscow’s relations with the U.S. and the Europeans to an
even chillier level. And the repetition at the beginning of 2009 of Russia’s gas war with Ukraine,
including the brief cessation of gas deliveries to Europe, further amplified the East-West
tensions. As for Russia’s leadership, the Putin and Medvedev co-administration has developed,
Janus-like, as two faces (one somewhat softer than the other) of essentially the same approach:
Russia is reasserting its interests, resentful of U.S. «<hegemony,» seeking common cause
with other advocates of a «multi-polar world,» and re-establishing its «positions in Cuba
and elsewhere.»”

Against this background, 2009 opened with new leadership in the United States.
President-Elect Barack Obama is a pragmatic realist, a self-described admirer of the foreign
policy of President George H. W. Bush. But Obama had neo-liberal institutionalists, such as
Samantha Powers and Susan Rice, as well as realists among his campaign advisers. However,
once the administration was formed, the influence of the liberals was outweighed by his
more interventionist-leaning or «<hawkish» (especially vis a vis the Middle East and Russia)

5 As Prime Minister Putin phrased it at the beginning of August 2008.
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advisers who were put in key positions, most notably the relatively «old hands» — Vice

President Joe Biden, Secretary of State Hillary Clinton, and Secretary of Defense Robert Gates.
Against this background, this paper posits six possible scenarios for U.S.-Russian

relations in the period 2009-2012, two of which depict conflict or rivalry, two of which

portray cooperation, and two of which reflect the absence of either rivalry or cooperation:
US-RF Conflict/rivalry:

1. Cold War II: rival blocs are led by the U.S. and Russia, with many nonaligned states —
a condition of «loose bipolarity,» and with elements of «balance of power,» (including —
as in Cold War I — arms races and occasional switching of alliances by medium powers)
but without a major ideological confrontation of the «communism vs. capitalism» variety
that characterized the earlier bipolar conflict. U.S. policy continues to exhibit a tendency
of interventionism on behalf of spreading democracy and Russia continues to press a
policy of «anti-hegemonism» and assertive nationalism. Among the precipitating events
of «cold war» are a U.S.-Israeli attack on Iran, U.S. deployment of missile defenses in
Europe, and expansion of NATO to include Georgia and Ukraine. Russia’s responds with
annexation of Abkhazia, South Ossetia, and Crimea, but NATO fails to take military
action against Moscow. China backs Russia’s positions, while it hardens its own line
against Taiwan and Japan; the Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO) becomes a
formal rival to NATO.

2. New «Concert of Europe» as a rival security system confronting the U.S.: following
the collapse of NATO (as a result of division and defeat in Afghanistan), the EU and
Russia form a new continental security system, which (in tacit alliance with China)
effectively balances U.S. power. The U.S., following collapse of its positions in Iraq and
Afghanistan, and under public pressure to abandon security guarantees to Europe and
cut the costs of global involvement, withdraws into a position of «offshore balancing,»
with strong trade protectionism and emphasis on homeland security. On the outside
looking in, the U.S. finds itself at odds with the new European Concert, amidst frequent
trade wars and heated disagreements over issues such as climate change, the conflicts
between Israel and its neighbors, nonproliferation policies, etc.

US-RF Cooperation/alliance:
3. U.S.-Russian Defensive Alliance against aggressive China: China’s energy deficit and

internal unrest (following a severe economic slowdown) cause its regime to attempt
to preserve its mandate by turning expansionist, breaking off cooperation with Russia
and seeking dominant positions in the Russian Far East (taking advantage of Russian
demographic challenges and the rise of fractious regionalism), and taking a hostile line
toward the U.S. (which continues to defend Taiwan & Japan and to seek autonomy for
Tibet as well as to call for political change in China). China’s assertive expansionism,
no longer a «peaceful rise,» drives the U.S. and Russia into each other’s arms, as they
seek ways of containing China and countering its expansionist forays. In the face
of the common challenge to stability in the Far East, Moscow and Washington seek
compromises on issues between them, which appear far less threatening to their interests
than do the prospects of major war in Asia.

4. Global security system (originating via two alternative pathways, one negative and
one positive):
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A. In the wake of crisis, following a series of nuclear exchanges (Israel-Iran, India-
Pakistan), and terrorist WMD attacks (on Europe, Russia, and the U.S.); a uniting of
«civilizations» (a la the prescriptions of Samuel Huntington) in a new global order
(a la Fukuyama and the «end of history»)

B. via gradual integration of Russia into the Western-led global international economic
order (entry into WTO) and an agreement to replace NATO with a new pan-European
& trans-Atlantic security system («Vladivostok to Vancouver»); U.S. withdraws from
Iraq; to reduce its dependence on Middle East, the U.S. develops alternative energy
sources (but in the shorter run, increases its reliance on Russian oil and gas); U.S.
agrees to security treaties with Iran and North Korea,; under President Obama, U.S.
abandons assertions of primacy, leading to rebirth of «liberal internationalism» in
U.S. foreign policy.

Neither Conflict nor Cooperation: US and Russia pursue «go it alone» policies in pursuit
of their own narrow interests:

5. More of the same: Limited collaboration when necessary, but mutual disdain and mutual
perception of threatening behaviors by the other outweigh any perceptions of benign
intent or potential partnership. This is the familiar «mirror imaging,» reminiscent of
the Cold War, but without either the bipolar power structure or the ideological conflict
dimensions of that conflict.

6. Global Chaos: All of the negative potential of domestic and global «driving forces»
is realized. Prolonged depression of energy prices and disinvestment in the Russian
economy brings about Russia’s economic collapse, exacerbated by continuing
demographic, environmental, and public health emergencies. Russia descends into
autarky; amidst an epidemic of small wars on its periphery and renewed secessionist
movements in Chechnya, Tatarstan and even in the Far East. The collapse of the global
financial system arouses fears of another world-wide Great Depression. In the face of
the collapsing morale in the West and the decline in its capabilities, al Qaeda seizes
power in Pakistan, Afghanistan, Iraq, Egypt, and Saudi Arabia, further depressing the
global energy markets. A general decline in the capacity and viability of the nation-
state erupts in an epidemic of state failures in the face of intensified tribalist conflicts in
the Balkans, Africa, the Middle East, and South and Central Asia. Europe is powerless
to react, afflicted as it is with internal conflicts between anti-immigration parties and
unassimilated Muslim populations. The U.S., following WMD attacks on the homeland
by terrorist groups, withdraws from global trade and security agreements and locks up
its borders. Isolationism, «beggar thy neighbor» protectionism, and militant nationalism
are the prevailing attitudes around the globe.

In this author’s opinion, only one of these scenarios (4B) represents a truly desirable
future for U.S.-Russian relations. Its realization is not dependent upon Russia’s following
only «democratic» paths to its own future, though this would probably make this outcome
more likely. Even more important, however, may be the direction that an Obama adminis-
tration will take in re-examining and changing some of America’s own global attitudes and
foreign policy priorities.
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no6anbHble aKTOPbI B peruoHe
banTuiickoro mopsa: caepXxXuBaHue,
KOHKYpEeHUUA U COTPYAHUYECTBO

JI.A. KapabewwkuH

Pernon bantuiickoro Mopst — 30Ha MICTOPUYECKOTO TE€PEIIETEHNS SKOHOMUYECKIX
U TIONIMTUYECKUX MHTepecoB Poccum, eBpomnerickux crpan u CIIA. Hapany ¢ ux cobnage-
HIeM II0 TaKVM BOIIPOCaM KaK perMOHalIbHasA CTabMIbHOCTD, CyOpEernoHaIbHOE COTPY/-
HIYECTBO U IPOTHMBOJAEIICTBIE TPAHCTPAHIYHBIM PUCKaM 6e30I1acHOCTH, HabMoaeTcs
U CYIeCTBEHHOE PacXOXKfieHye. XOTsA B IOC/Ie[HIe TOIbl Hab/II0fanoch 0cmabeHne sKo-
HOMMYecKoro u nonutuyeckoro uHrepeca CIIIA k permony, mpoaMeprKaHCKas BHEIIHE-
nonuTIYecKas MMHNA ctpad bantuy u [onpiuy npossnAeTcs BIOTHE OTYETINBO.

B Hayane 1990-X nmpaBOMEPHO TOBOPUTH O GANTNUIICKOM (pakTOpe B pOCCUIICKO-
amepukaHckux oTHomeHuax. CIIIA ctpeMnanch He CIMIIKOM pasfpakaTh Poccuio, He
Ta peyb 0 Bo3MokHOM pacmupenun HATO, xota crpanam Bantuy 1 okasbiBanach
9KOHOMIYECKasl IIOMOIIb, @ TAKXKe U IOIUTIYeCKas — 0COOEHHO B TOM, YTO Kacanoch
BBIBOZIa poccuiickux Boiick u3 JIntsbl, JlarBum u Sctonun. K 1993-1994 rr. atoT npo-
I[ecC MOCTEIeHHO 3aBePIINICA, a CTPaHbl banTuy Bce ABCTBeHHel 0603HaYaMM CBOI
Kypc Ha MHTerpanuio B EBpoarnantudeckoe coobuiectso, EC u HATO, xots Torza ata
1[e7Tb Ka3amach JaeKol ¥ TPyAHOZOCTDKMMOIL. ITo Mepe cHmxenus Beca Poccun B mupe
9BOJIOIIVIOHMPOBAJ ¥ aMePUKAHCKIIT IIOIXOJ] B pernoHe — o3aboueHHOoCTU Poccun
00BACHAMICH PAHTOMAMU ITIOCTUMIIEPCKOTO CMHAPOMA M BCe MeHbllIe IIPYHMUMAIICh
BO BHUMAaHMe.

B nepuop npesuzpentcTsa Y. Knunrona nonutuka CIIA B pernone bantuiickoro
MOpS aKTUBU3UPOBAIACh, B 1997 I. [ocyapcTBEHHBIM enapTaMeHTOM OblIa Mpef-
craBneHa CeBepo-EBpormeiickas MHUIIMATUBA, KOTOpas ObUIa OPMEHTMPOBAHA KaK Ha
HOJI/IeP>KKY MHTETpaluM CTpaH BanTum B eBpoaTIaHTHYeCKUe CTPYKTYPbI (X0TA 1 6e3
IIpeOCTABIeHNUA COOTBETCTBYIOIIMX IrapaHTUIL, YTO HEKOTOPBIMI HAOMIOATEAMM OBIIO
BOCIPUHATO B Ka4ecTBe YCTYNKM MocCKBe), pacliMpeHyie aMepUKaHCKOTO 9KOHOMIYe-
CKOTO IPUCYTCTBUSA B CTPAaHAX PETMOHA U MOOUIPEHNE TPAHCTPAHUIHOTO COTPY/IHNU-
4yecTBa. VIsHaYa/IbHO MTAHMPOBANTOCH MPOBOUTD IMONMUTUKY «Ma/IoOl BOBIEYEHHOCTI,
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MIPE/IOKUB CEBEPHBIM CTpaHaM, B IepBylo odepenb IlIBenun, urpath poab NaTpoOHOB
6anTuitcKoit 6€30IIaCHOCTI U €BPOATIAHTIYECKOII MHTerpaluyu cTpaH banTnu, ogHako
CTOKro/IbM TaKas IepCIeKTBa He 00paoBarla, Tak KaK Py IOTeHI[aTbHO CKPOMHBIX
BO3MOXXHBIX IO/ TUKO-9KOHOMIYECKIX IUBUJICHAX (BCe TaBPBI BCe PABHO JOCTANUCH OB
aMepUKaHIIaM), PUCK YXYAIIeHV OTHOIIeHUIt ¢ Poccieit v ieBaIbBalMy IOUTIYECKOTO
craryca lIBenuu 6bU1 3HaUNTeIbHO BbIlle. Kak pe3ynbrat, B 1998 . mopmuceiBaeTCs
bantuitckaa Xaptua mexxay CHIA, ¢ ogHoit cToponsl, u Jlatueit, JIntsoit u Scronneit,
C ApYyToJi, KOTOpas MPpOofieK/apupOBaja MOJIeP>KKY MHTEIPAIIMOHHBIX YCTPEM/IEHNUIT
CTpaH banTum 1 TOTOBHOCTD K pacCHIMPEHNUIO TOTUTUIECKMX, SKOHOMUYECKIX KOHTAKTOB
U COTPYAHMYECTBA B chepe 6e3onmacHOCTH. IIpy 9TOM, B JOKYMEHTE OTCYTCTBOBAIN
IpsAMble TapaHTun 6e3omacHocTy co cTopoHbl CIITA 1 yeTKue obeljaHue OTHOCUTENb-
Ho uneHcTBa B HATO. Ha aToT nepyof; puxofuTcs akTuBHaA (asa MIPOHMKHOBEHUA
aMepUKaHCKMX KOMIIAaHUI B CTpaTeTM4ecKue OTPAC/IM PETMOHATbHON 9KOHOMUKH, YTO
MTPOUCXOAWIIO, B TOM YIC/IE, TPY MPAMOM HONMUTUIECKOM JIaBJIEHUN U3 aMEPUKaHCKUX
noconbCcTB U [ocaenapTaMenTa: aMepUKaHCKOM KoMInaHuy «BunmbsaMc» npogaercs Ma-
JKEMKANCKMIT HedTerepepabaThIBaIOLiT 3aBOf, B JInTBe, DCTOHCKAA JKele3Hasd Opora
OTXOIUT aMepUKaHCKoI1 xe «Baltic Rail Services», mpefnpuHIMAIOTCSA TOMBITKY PO
aMepUKaHCKOJ KOMIIaHUM «DCTOH3Hepro». IIpumeyarenbHo, 4o B 1990-e rr. CIIA mupu-
POBAIN M ITO MHBECTUIMAM B JICHMHTPaJCKYI0 06/1acThb. B 9TOT 5Ke epuoy IpOBOAUTCS
aKTMBHasA paboTa C MOMUTUYECKUMM 37IUTAMM CTpaH BanTuu, B pesynbTaTe KOTOpOIt
K BlacTy B JInTBe u JIaTBUM NPUXOJAT NPE3UJEHTDI C AMEPMKAHCKIMU ¥ KaHAICKUMMU
KOPHSMM COOTBETCTBEHHO, aHAIOTMYHBIN CIleHapuit 06CyX/AaeTCA 1 11 DCTOHUN — OH
611 ocymiecTBieH B 2006 T.

B HavabHBIT Hepyoy mpesupeHTcTBa K. Bylra — Mitaziero HabmonaeTcs HeKoTopas
nepudepusanusa 6anTUIICKOI TeMbl BO BHemHelt momutike CIITA. 9To MOXKHO 00bsc-
HUTD KaK IpoMsouIefuuMu Tepaktamu B Hpio-Vlopke 1 BalmHITOHE, OTBIE4EHHOCTBIO
Ha onepanmsax B Vipake n AdraHucTaHe, Tak ¥ CTaOMIbHOI CUTYaIMell B pervioHe bantukm
U KOHBIOKTYPHO IOTEIIeBIIMMI OTHOLIeHNAMY ¢ Poccuert Ha OCHOBe 06IIIX MHTEPECOB.
XOTs B 9TOT IepHOf, OKOHYATeTbHO 0(pOPM/IAETCSA pellieHye O IPUHATUY CTpaH Bantun
B HATO, nmporus xoToporo Poccys kaTeropudeckyt BO3paskasa, OTHIM 13 HedOpMabHBIX
YC/IOBMIL, KOTOPbIE OBLIN IIOCTaB/IeHbI CTpaHaM banTiu — cHibKeHne KOHQPOHTALIOHHOTO
rpajiyca B oTHomeHnAX ¢ Poccueit. Co CTOpOHBI MOCTEHUX BCE Yallle CIbIIINTCSA Te3MC
0 ToM, 4TO mocye BcTymiensa B HATO poccuiicko-6anTuiickue OTHOLIEHN Yy dIIaTCs,
a BHELIHENONIUTIYeCKIe IeATeM 3TUX CTPaH aKTUBHO 3asBJIANN, 4TO BcTymienye B HATO
HUKaK He CBSI3aHO C POCCUIICKOI yTpo30if. B 3TOT nepmosi sKoHOMIYECKass KOMIIOHEHTa
aMepUKAHCKOTO IPMCYTCTBYA B PeIMOHe HeCKOIbKO ocmabeBaeT — MakellKAICKIil Hed-
TenepepabaThIBAIONINIT 3aBOJ, HEPEXOANT IOJ KOHTPOJIb POCCUIICKOIT HeTAHOI KOMITaHUM
«JOKOC», annynupyeTcs cfienka 1o Ipofiake 9CTOHCKOI aHepreTuky kommnanum NRG group.
Briocnenicruu 6bi1a genpusarnsuposana u K] (vavano 2007 r.). B monmunaeckom nnane
CTONT OTMETUTD HOOey Ha Ipe3ueHTCKIX Bbibopax B JIuTee B Hayane 2003 . Ponanpaca
ITakcaca, BRICTYIIaBIIETO 32 y/Ty4llleHe OTHOLIEHUII ¢ Poccuer.

Bropoit cpok mpesusieHTCcTBa Bylia 0603HaYMI OTHOCUTEIbHBII POCT 3HAYMMOCTI
OTHOILIEHMII co cTpaHamy bantum. B nadane 2004 r. mpeficTaB/ieHa HOBas BepCUsA aMepH-
KaHCKOI1 pervioHanbHol nuuimaTuebl — e-PINE — «Ympouennoe napraepctso B CeBepHOIt
Epomne». Hapsany c conanbHO-3KOHOMIYECKOJN COCTABIAIOIEN, KTI0UYEBbIMU MOMEHTaMI
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JaHHOJ HUIIVIATUBBI CTAJIO PacIIMPeHre MHOTOCTOPOHHETO COTPYIHMYECTBA B 06/1acTI
60pBObI C TEPPOPU3MOM, UTO Ha IIPAKTUKE O3HAYAIO BCe G0Tee aKTMBHOE BOBICYEHNE CTPaH
peruoHa, B epByio odepenp wieHoB HATO, B «koamnuuy xenamoumyx» B Vpake n Adra-
HIICTaHe, 2 TAK)XXe «9KCIIOPT AeMOKPATUI» Ha TOCTCOBETCKOE TPOCTPAHCTBO. B ToM uncrre,
u Poccuio — B mporpamme CeBepo-3amaf Poccun 1 ocob6enno KamunHarpazckas o6macTb
OTMEYAIOTCS B YMC/Ie OTCTAIONIMX B I/IaHe TPAHCHOPMAIMY IO CPABHEHMIO C COCEIHUMMU
cTpaHamu. B aTOT mepmosi HaYMHAKOT YXYAIIATHCA POCCUIICKO-aMePUKAHCKIIEe OTHOIIEH NS,
B AMEPUKAHCKOJ NOMUTHKE aKTUBU3UPYETCS TMHNUA Ha clepXuBaHue Poccun Ha ee mepn-
bepun, 1, COOTBETCTBEHHO HapacTaeT CIIPOC Ha KpUTHUKY Poccuu. BHenHenommndeckas
puTOpMKa cTpaH BanTum [0BOMBHO GBICTPO IIePEOPUEHTIPYETCA Ha 0OCTy)KUBaHe 9TOTO
cnipoca. Ha stor nepmon mpuxoputcsa umnmaMeHnT Ponanaca Ilakcaca moj HaiyMaHHBIMUI
IpefyIoraMu cBaseit ¢ Poccreit, pakTiyecky IpoaBIMBaeTCs C MUHUMA/IbHBIM IIePEBECOM
kanpuparypa T.-X. VinbBeca, M3BeCTHOTO CBOMMM ITPOAMEPUKAHCKMMU BO33PEHUAMMY,
Ha MOCT npesujeHTa IcToHnu. Takum ob6pasoM, ctpansl bantun ncnonesytorcs CIIA
1A TIONEPXKKM CBOUX 3apYOeXKHBIX OIepaluil, C IIebI0 PacIPOCTPaHEeHVA BIVAHNA Ha
IIOCTCOBETCKOM IPOCTPAHCTBE, B KaueCTBE JOIOMTHUTENIBHOTO CHIepXKIMBaIoIero GakTo-
Pa HepCHeKTHBHOTO POCCUIICKO-eBPOIEICKOT0 COMDKEHN, a TaKXKe JUIA IPOIyIIbIBa-
HUS BO3MOXKHBIX IIaros Poccuu Ha MOCTCOBETCKOM ITPOCTPaHCTBE. Peub nper o TakTHke
OrpaHMYeHHOI TeprepuitHON KOHPPOHTALVN, STIeMEHTBI KOTOPOIT 3HAKOMBI CO BpeMeH
XOJIOf{HOII BOJIHBL. PasHMIa INIIb B TOM, YTO PErMOHAIbHAA apeHa 9TOi KOHPPOHTALK
HepeMecTIIach O/IVKe K POCCUIICKUM TPaHMIIaM, YTO II03BOJIAET ee 6oree apdeKTuBHO
UCIIONb30BAaTh Jy1A ciepkuBanus Poccun. B aToMm Kimrode crout paccMarpusathb ponb CIHIA
B anpenbckix 2007 ropa cobbITuAX B TawmnHe v Ha CeBepo-BOCTOKe DCTOHMM, CIIPOBOLN-
POBaHHBIX IeMOHTa)KeM «BpOH30BOTO CoaTar.

OueBnpHo, yTo Ha pyky CIIIA urparoT mpo6meMbl B 0671aCTy BHYTPEHHE MHTErPaIuy
B caMMX cTpaHax Bantuu, oco6enHo uTo Kacaetcs Dctonym 1 JIatBuu. ITo sTomMy Borpocy
MHTepechl BaMHITOHa BecbMa MpOoTHBOPeunBhl. C OHON CTOPOHBI, HEYPEryTMpOBaHHOCTD
CTaTyca Hal[MOHA/IbHbIX MEHBIINHCTB, OTCTPAaHEHHOCTD OT YYacTHA B MONUTUYECKOM IIPO-
Iiecce YeTBEePTI HaceIeHNMA SABIACTCS MOTEHIMaIbHON yTPO30ii BHYTPEeHHelT 6€30MacHOCTI
u cTabunbHOoCcTH cTpaH-wieHoB HATO. C npyroit cTOPOHBI, IIOfifiepyKaHNUe ONIPeIe/IeHHOTO
rpajiyca BHyTPUMHAIMOHATbHO HATA>KEHHOCTH, B TOM YNC/Ie HA aHTUPOCCUIICKON 1 aH-
TUPYCCKOII OCHOBE, II03BOJIAAET JIeTde PelllaTh 3a/jauy COXpaHeHNs 9TUX CTPaH B opoOuTe
aMepUKaHCKOTO BAMAHMA. Belb coBeplIeHHO 0YEBUIHO, YTO €CIM BCEM PYCCKOA3BIYHBIM
6b110 OBI IPEOCTAB/IEHO IIPABO YYaCTNA B 0OLIETOCYIapCTBEHHBIX BEIOOPAX, KaK BHYT-
PUIONUTUYECKAs, TAK VM BHEIIHEIIOMUTIYeCKas OPUEeHTAalUsA MOfBEePIIach ObI cepbe3HOIl
KOPPEKTUPOBKE.

Taxy1o xe okpacky umeeT u ozxopi CIITA k Ka/IMHUHTpafCcKOl Tpo6eMaTyKe, KOTopast
MOXeT ObITh IOTEHIIMa/IbHO MICTIONIb30BaHa JIA AaB/eHn:A Ha Poccuio 1 mpoBonupoBaHue
HanpsKeHHoCTH Mexy Poccueit n EBpocorosom. KocBeHHO 3T0 moiTBEp)KTaeT MHLIMIEHT
B Havasie 2001 r., Korga co ccpinkoit Ha passepuctounuky CIIA ¢ nogaun «BammHIToH
TaiiMC» ObITa 3aMyIeHa MHGOPMALIA O epefUCIoKaIy Poccyeil TaKTIIeCKOTO AePHOTO
opyxus B KamiHuHrpanckyio o6macTb. YTeuka uMena MeCTO HaKaHYHe IIePeroBOPOB MY
ITpesugenrom PO B. ITytuneim n Kaninepom ®PI I llIpegepom. ITo MHeHNIO HEKOTOPBIX
CIIeNMaNTNCTOB, COXPAHAETCA HESICHOCTh OTHOCUTENBHO 0pUANIecKoro npusHanusa Coem-
HeHHbIMU IITatamu npuHapnesxxHocty Kamuunurpaznckoit o6mnactu Poccum.
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Heitctus CIIIA, HarrpaB/ieHHbIe Ha GOpMUpPOBaHMe N0sica IPY>KeCTBEHHBIX TOCYAPCTB
B PErVOHe, IeI/I/ Ha 6/1arOfjaTHYI0 BHY TPEHHIOI0 II0YBY, B IIEPBYI0 O4epelb B CTpaHax banTun
u ITonbure. dToMy ecTb pAf obbsAcHeHuit. Hapany ¢ dakTopoM «6/1arofapHOCTI» yCUIN-
sam CIIA no nnrerparymn pernona 8 HATO (na 1 paboTy ¢ eBpoIeiickumMy mapTHepamMiu
o pacipennio EC), cyliecTByeT 1 Ie/blil pAl 00beKTUBHO-PalMOHAIBbHBIX (aKTOPOB.
Bo-nepBrIX, 9T0 cTpeMIeHre CTpaH banTuy HailTy CBOIO HMINY B €BPOIENICKOI IOMNTH-
Ke, IIPeOJIoIeThb CBOIO MOIMTHUKO-TeorpaduiecKyio eprdepuitHocTb. Bo-BTOPHIX, 1 3TO
B OIIpe/ie/IeHHON CTEIIeHN BhITEKAeT U3 IPebIAYIIero Te3yca, CrpeM/IeHNe CTPAaH PeruoHa
K GOPMIPOBAHMIO COOCTBEHHON MOMUTIKO-9KOHOMIYECKOI! Iepudepyn, 4To CTAaHOBUT-
¢ 0CO6EHHO BaXKHO II0CIIe 3aBepIIeHMA Hepyrofa 6bICTPOro SKOHOMUYECKOro pocra. i,
HaKOHell, He BCEIrTia TPOMKO JleKIapupyeMoe HeBepue B «cTapyto EBpomy», KoTopasd, o
MHEHUIO IIPefiCTaBUTeNell IPMOaITUIICKOTO OIUTUYECKOTO MICTIO/IMIIMEHTa, MOXeT IIOATH
Ha OYepeIHON MIOHXEHCKMII CroBOp, C/jaB CTpaHbl bantun Poccun B cioxxHOI cutyanun,
HanpuMep, B SHepPreTHYecKoit chepe. B puToprke JOBOIBHO YaCTO MOXKHO BCTPETUTD
CCBIIKM Ha MIOHXEHCKUJT CTOBOP WJIM JAHIMICKIIT KOPUJIOP — MCTOpIYecKue GpaHTOMBIL,
IeMOHCTPUPYIOIIVie KaTeTOPUM MBIIUIEHNA TPUOANTUIICKMX TTOMUTUKOB. VIHTerpuposan
crpannl bantvm u [Monsmry B HATO, CHIA ynmpounmy BO3MOXKHOCTI CBOETO BIIVISHVSA
B cepe eBpOIEIICKOl 6€30IacHOCTI. DT CTPAaHBI KpaliHe KPUTUYECKM, HaIIpUMep, OT-
HOCATCS K He0OX0AMMOCTH pasBuTiA EBp0co030M cOOCTBEHHOI MIEHTUYHOCTH B chepe
6e30I1aCHOCTH, IOJIarasd, YTO K/II0UeBBIM sABIAeTcsA ponb HATO, B KOTOpOII ITTaBHBIM OC-
taercs ronoc CIIA.

Kak >xe oTHOCKTCA K 9TiM m1aHaM EBpocoros? C offHOI CTOPOHBI, 04EBUHO, YTO TPY/-
HOCTM PaclIMpeHNs ¥ BHYTPeHHeTo peopMUPOBaHNUA Cepbe3HeIINM 06pa3oM MperT-
CTBYIOT GOPMIPOBAHMIO eIVHO TOJIMTUKY B 06/1aCTV BHEIITHEN! IOJIMTUKI U 6€30IacHOCTH,
B TOM YNCJIE TT0 SHEPTETUIECKMM BOIPOCAM U OTHOIIEeHUAM ¢ Poccueit. B atux ycnopusx,
«crapasd EBpomna» mpefmnoynTaeTr U3AMIIHE He IEMOHCTPUPOBATD PACXOXK/IEHNS B MO3UIUAX
¢ 6ortee MpoaMepMKaHCKOI EBpOIIOil «HOBOII», IEMOHCTPHPYS ONpee/IeHHYIO IOMUTHU-
YECKYI0 CONMUIaPHOCTD. ITO MPOABU/IOCH, B YACTHOCTH, Ha IIPUMEPE YK€ YTIOMAHYTOTO
BHYTpeHHero KoHQIMKTa BOKpYT «BbpoH3oBoro conata» B dctonnu B anperne 2007 ., rie
Eppomna BoicTynuna B noasep Ky Sctonun. C [pyroii CTOPOHBI, IPEICTaBIAETCS, YTO
KPeIUT JOBepYA HOBBIM CTPaHaM BeCbMa OTPAaHIUEH, J OH He AB/IACTCA 6e3BO3ME3IHBIM.
Bonee Toro, Bpioccennb AIBHO laeT HOHATD, YTO BEIHOC IIPOO/IEMATKM IBYCTOPOHHIX OTHO-
meHnit crpan bantunm ¢ Poccnmeii, Ha poccmiicko-eBpoIeiicKy o TOBECTKY IH:, He ABIAETCA
xenarenbHbIM. ITombrTky [Tonmbim, a 3a Heit u JINTBBI TOpIIEAMPOBATh HaYasIo IIEPETOBOPOB
Poccuy 1 EC o paMOYHOMY COITIAIIIEHUIO He BCTPETIIN OCOOBIX OBAIMit: OHM ObUIY Hop-
MaJIbHO YUTEHbI C HEePCIIEKTUBOI OBITh MATKO CITYIIIeHHBIMY Ha TOPMO3aX B JaJIbHEIIIIeM.
A 110 MHOTMM IIPAKTUYECKIM BOIIPOCAM, B TOM YJCTIe B 9HEPTeTIIeCKOIl 061acTH, CTpaHaM
bantum He ymanock joctiub Komnpomucca ¢ EBpomoit. B wactHocT, JInTee He ypanoch
TO6UTHCA IPOJIEHNS CPOKA SKCIUTyaTal[1y BTOPOTo 9Hepro6oka VrnamiHckoit A9C noce
2009 1. — cpoka 3aKpbITH, OTOBOPEHHOTO COT/IAIIEHNAMY O BCTYTITIEHUN, @ DCTOHMUYU — TIe-
pecMoTpa IIONMUTUKM B 06/1aCTU KBOTUPOBAHNA BEIOPOCOB IAPHUKOBBIX T'a30B, YTO MOXKET
IPUBECTI K CBOPaYMBAHMIO JIesATIbHOCTY C/IaHIIEBOIT SHEPTeTUKM B CTpaHe (yKe ceityac
HaMeTUICSA CIaji B 06/1acTy IPOU3BOJCTBA 97IeKTPOosHeprum). Bee aTo yrxe B OrmypKariieit
HePCIeKTYBE CYIIeCTBEHHO YXYAIIUT KOHKYPEHTHbIe BO3MOXKHOCTH OaNTUIICKMX CTPaH,
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KOTOpBIE MOTYT OKa3aTbCs B ellje 6OJIblIIel 3aBUCHMOCTIL OT POCCUIICKOTO Ta3a M 9JeK-
TposHepruu. Hecryuaitno 6antsl 1 ITonbIna eguHbIM GPOHTOM CTPEMATCA PACKPYIMBATh
(baKTOp POCCHMIICKOI OITACHOCTHU Ha O0IIeeBPOIIe/ICKOM YPOBHE C IIe/IbI0 MTOMTUTUYECKOII
KoHcomupanyyu EBporsl hakTopoM BHELIHeTo Bpara U IpMBJIedeH A BHUMaHUA bproccerns
K CBOMM HAUMHAIOIVM CTarHMpOBaTh sKoHOMuKaM. Curyanus B I0xnHo1 Ocetnn crama
1A 9TOTO IIPEKPACHBIM IOBOJIOM. BripoueMm, TOBOJI0B XBaTajIo 1 6€3 9TOro — JOCTaTOYHO
HAIIOMHMTBD O TIO3VIVIAX BBIIICYIIOMAHYTBIX BOCTOYHO-0aITUIICKIX FOCYAPCTB II0 BOIIPOCY
0 CTPOUTENBCTBE ra30npoBofa «CeBepHBIIT IIOTOK», KOTOPBIIT OBUT IPECTaB/IeH Yy Th I
He KaK BTOpoit makT MomnoTosa-Pub6enrpona mexny Poccueit u lepmanueit. KoneuHo,
1 EBp0Co103 3a49acTyr0 UCIONb3yeT KPUTUYECKYIO To3uumio [lonbmm u ctpan bantun
B TOpre ¢ Poccueli Mo sHepreTM4eCKUM BOIIPOCAM.

TpynHOoCcTH BOpMYyNTMPOBaHIA 061Iell BHEIIHEl IIOMUTUKM M TTOMUTUKY 6e30IacHOCTH
U OTCYTCTBME PeaNbHBIX PHIYaTOB M MEXaHM3MOB BIMAHNUSA 9aCTO BBIHYX/1al0T EBpocoros
CrefloBaTh B paMKax a/IbTEpPHATUB, NPeJTaraéMbIX TPAHCATIAHTUYECKMM ITAPTHEPOM.
ITO KacaeTcs He TONbKO pernmoHa banTtuitckoro mopsa. OgHaKo, 3TO He 03HAYAET, YTO
nnrepecel EC n CIIIA nonnocTbio ToXgecTBeHHbI. ITo Mepe cui, EC ctpemutca x pas-
BUTHIO 6OJIee KOOIePATUBHBIX OTHOIIEHMII ¢ Poccuel Kak Ha MeXKIOCYyAapCTBEHHOM,
TaK U CyOpernoHasbHOM ¥ TPAaHCTPAHUYHOM YPOBHAX COTPyAHMYecTBa. [I03UTHBHO
CTOUT BOCIIPUHMMATD TOT PaKT, 4T0 «CeBepHOe U3MepeHMe» TPaHCHOPMIPOBAIIOCh 13
nomuTuky EC B COBMECTHYI0 pOCCUIICKO-MCTAH/[CKO—~HOPBEXCKO—eBPOIENCKYI0 IIPO-
IPaMMy PerMOHaIbHOTO COTPYAHUYECTBA, IYCTh U C JOCTATOYHO yPe3aHHOIT (HO OTTOTO
He MeHee aKTyaJ/IbHOI1) mporpammoit. Heo6xoaumocTs 60J1ee akTHBHOI 9KOHOMIYECKOII
VHTETPALMy B perroHe banTuitckoro Mops1, BKI04arlel ¥ IpUrpaHndHbIe POCCUIICKUE
PETMOHBI, B IIEPBYI0 o4epesb, KammHuHurpan o6cy>xnaeTcs B paMKax IIOATOTOBKY HOBOII
€BPOIIeNiCKOI MHUIMATUBb — «CTpaTerunu B pernone bantuiickoro Mmops», npeseHTanusa
KOTOpPOJI HaMe4eHa Ha BTOPYIo 1onoBuHYy 2009 r. OueB1U/IHO, 4YTO B KOMMYHUTAapHbIE
unTepeckl EC coBceM He BXOAUT BOSHMKHOBEHNE HEKOETO CAHMTAPHO-MOMUTUIECKOTO
KOPJIOHA 110 IePYMETPY POCCUIICKYX TPaHNUII, J0OABIIAIOLIET0 JOIIONTHUTEIbHBIE IIPOO/IeM-
HbIe BOIIPOCHI B 11 6€3 TOro MpoO/IeMHYI0 IIOBECTKY HA. IIpuMeyaTebHO, YTO IPUMEPHO
COBIA/IAIOT 110 BPEMEHN U JIAThI TPeCTaB/IeHNs pernoHanbHbIX MHNIMaTB EC u CIIA:
«CepepHoe nsmepenue» u «Cepepo-EBpomneiickas manumaTnba» — 1997 r., «Pacimpennas
EBpona — HoBoe coceictBo» 11 e-PINE — 2004 r. XoTs peyb 1 He UJET O IPAMOI KOHKY-
penuuyu, EBpona ABCTBEHHO MOKA3bIBAET CTPEM/IEHNE K CAMOCTOATE/IbHBIM PEIIeHNAM
Ha MeXJTyHapOJIHOJ apeHe.

Bnusanne Poccun B pernone bantuitckoro Mops B 1990-e n1aHOMEPHO CHMIKAJIOCh.
TTonbITKY cOaaHCMPOBATD PacTyIllee aMePUKaHCKOe IPYCYTCTBHUE Yepe3 PerMOHaM3aIIIo
apXUTEKTYPhI 6€30IaCHOCTY OKa3aaNCh 6e3pe3yIbTaTHBIMU — IpeIoKeHnsa Poccun
110 COBMECTHBIM I'apaHTHUAM 6€30I1acCHOCTH, AaKTUBHO npojsurasmmecs B 1996-1997 rr.,
6putn oTBepruyThl. Pacumpenne HATO fjo HacToAIero BpeMeH) He IPYBETIO K CYIIeCT-
BEHHOMY M3MEHEHVIO PETMOHA/IbHOTO BOCHHOTO OaaHca (K TAKOBBIM CIO)KHO OTHECTU
IaTPYIMpPOBaHNUe BO3AYLIHOTO MPOCTPAHCTBA HECKOMbKUMU camoreTamu cTpad HATO),
OJTHAKO TIOTEHIIMATbHO MOXXET MPEACTABNAATH Yyrpo3y. [losTomy MockBa npennmpuHnMaa
ycunusA 1o npucoeiuHennio crpan bantunm k agantuposannomy JJOBCE, koTopbie Takxe
II0Ka OCTAIOTCS 6e3pe3y/IbTaTHBIMIL: B OaNTUIICKMX CTONMULAX HPEAIOYNTAIOT HOJ Hay-
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Fno6anbHble akTopbl B pervoHe bantuiickoro mops...

MaHHBIMM IPEJIOraMI COXPAaHATh CBOOOY MaHeBpa. B cBoio ouepens, Poccys monrra Ha
OJJHOCTOpOHHee COKpallieHue rpynnuposku Ha CeBepo-3anaze Poccyn, 3HAINTEIBLHO ObIIO
COKpalIl[eHO BOCHHOE IPUCYTCTBMe B KaMHMHIpaickoit 06/1acTit. YMepeHHO-IO3UTUBHOE
oTHouIeHre K pacmmpennio EC, cBAsaHHOE KaK ¢ HEJOOIIEHKOI pealbHBIX TOCTeCTBUI
3TOTO, TAaK M YKeJTaHUEeM IPOJIeMOHCTPUPOBATh KOHCTPYKTUBHOCTD Ha OHE OfHO3HAYHO-
ro HenpuATyA paciupenns HATO, He OTMEHANIO pOCCUIICKMe 03a00YeHHOCTY OTHOCH-
tenbHO 1eneit EC B oTHomennn Poccun, ee NpUrpaHNyYHBIX PETMIOHOB, B IEPBYI0 OYEPEND
Kanuuunrpaza. B yclIoBUAX CHIbHBIX IIeHTPOOEKHBIX TeHIeHIIT B denepaumy, Poccnsa
CTPeMUIACh K «KOOPAMHALUI», @ PaKTIIeCK) OTPAHIYEHIIO BHEIIHMX CBA3eil PETOHOB.
B ompeyienieHHOIT CTEIIeHN, 9TO BBITATKUBAJIO €€ 32 PaMKU IIPOEKTOB OaITHIICKOI cybpe-
TMOHA/IbHO MHTETPaIVN.

JIBycToponHne otHomenus Poccun u crpan banTuu paspuBamich J0CTaTOYHO HEPOBHO.
XoTs B HOMUTUYECKOM IITaHe JOCTUYDb CKOMb-HUOY/Ib 3HAYMMBIX YCIIEXOB IO BBICTpaM-
BAHIIO [IMaJIoTa B MECTHBIMYU TOMUTUYECKMMU STIUTAMU HE Y/Ja/IOCh, B SKOHOMMIYECKOM
mnaHe Poccusa coxpaHsia sHauMMble MO3UIIMM U KaK BHEIIHETOPTOBBIN MapTHEP, U KaK
(baKTHYeCKM SKCK/TIO3MBHBII NOCTABIIMK SHEPTOPECYPCOB, B IEPBYIO OUepe/ib, IIPUPOJ-
HOTO rasa BO Bce cTpaHbl bantun. [Ipu aToM nmocnefHuMy NpoBOANIACH TIONMUTUKA TIO
CePXKMBAHNIO POCCUIICKUX MHBECTULVI B CTpaTerndeckyie cdepbl 9KOHOMIUKI: TPAHCIIOPT,
TPAH3UT U SHEPTETUKY — I1071 103yHroM «He mycTum ViBaHa 10 kpaHa». XOTA CTpaTernyeckn
BHEIIHEIIOMUTIYeCKas IMHIUSA OCTaBaIach HeM3MEHHOII, B TAKTMYECKOM IIaHe 6anTuiickue
IIPaBUTEIbCTBA IIEPUOMIYECKY IIPAKTUKOBA/IN OTXOJ, OT arpecCUBHO-MOOVIN3aLIOHHOI
pUTOPMKM B OTHOIIEHMM Poccuu, Hale/leHHOJ Ha MCIIOb30BAHME BHEIIHETO JIaBIE€HM
Ha Poccuio 1A HOCTIOKEHNS CBOMX Lieieil, B I0Ib3y 00/ee KOHCTPYKTMBHO-IIParMaTy-
HOJT IMHUY, HalleJIeHHOJI Ha JOCTIDKEHNMe IIPAKTUYECKUX PellleHnil B chepe SKOHOMUKI
U TPAHCTPAHMYHOTO COTPYAHMYECTBA. Takue M3MeHeHN, KaK IIPaBI/I0, KOPPeNnupoBam
¢ axTOpaMy BHEIIHelT CPefibl, B IEPBYIO OUepe/b, IePIOaMM ITOTEIICHNA B OTHOLICHIAX
Poccum u 3amapa.

ITBITasACh CTUMYMMPOBATh CBOUX OaITUIICKIX ITAPTHEPOB K 60JIee 61aroxKeaTeIbHO
nHUK, Poccyst HadMHaeT MPOBOAUTD MOMUTHKY «arddepeHIaIn», KOTopas cTaBuia
PasBUTIE SKOHOMUYECKOTO COTPY/IHNYECTBA U JOTOBOPHO-MPABOBYI0 HOPMAa/IN3ALNIO
(HampyMep, IOAIVCaHNUe IOTPAHIYHBIX JOTOBOPOB) B 3aBUCHMOCTD OT Pa3pelleHns mpo-
671eM PYCCKOA3BIYHBIX MEHBIIMHCTB ¥ yYeTa MHTepecoB Poccun B pernoxe, numes B BULY,
pacmmpenrie HATO Ha BOCTOK, a TakoKe OblIa HaIIpaB/ieHa Ha OC/Iab/IeH e U TaK He CaMoil
KPeIIKOI1 6a/nTUIICKOI COMMAapHOCTH. JJoOKyMeHTaIbHOe 0(OpM/IeHNE S/IeMEHThI JAHHOM
CTpaTeryuy noxy4yunu B JlonroBpeMeHHoi Hny Poccuiy B OTHOLIEHNY 6aITUIICKUX CTPaH,
obHapozoBaHHOI B ¢eBpane 1997 r. B pamkax guddepeHiyary IponcXoauT BbleneHe
HO3UTMBHOTO IIPYMepPa COTPYAHIYECTBA € JINTBOIL, YTO MIMEIIO MOJ, CO60IT 06 beKTHBHbBIE
IpUYMHBI (He3HaYMTeIbHAsA NOMA PYCCKOA3BIYHBIX VI PellleHe BOIPOCa O IPaXKJaHCTBe
II0 «<HY/JIeBOMY BapuaHTy»). OfHaKo, JaHHas IMHUA B CUITy y>Ke 0003HaueHHOI TPUBA3KA
IpOo6/IeMaTUKY IIPaB YelOBeKa M SKOHOMUYECKUX OTHOIIEHMIT OKa3alach Malopes3yybTa-
TUBHOM, a POCCUIICKON CTOpOHE K Hadamy 2000-X IT. He yJaloch JOCTUYDb HY OJJHOV Lie/IN:
OTHOILIEHNUA CO CTpaHaMy BaTiu ocTaBamich NpeuMyLiecTBeHHO KOHPIUKTHbIMM (¢ Jlat-
Buelt u OcTonuert) mi6o yassumbiMu (JInTBa), Bce TpM CTpaHbl Bantym cTanm wieHaMu
HATO, He yanoch fOCTIYb CKOTBbKO-HMOY/b 3HAYMMOTO IIPOrpecca B IUIaHe 3aIUThI IIPaB
PYCCKOA3BIYHBIX MEHBIIVHCTB B DCTOHMM U JIaTBUN.
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Benukue aepxasbl B MupoBoi nonutuke (2008-2018)...

B nepuop nepsoro npesunentcTsa B.IlyTnHa B poccuiickoii BHENIHEN IOMUTHKE IPO-
ABUINCDH 371EMEHTHI MIPAarMaTU3aIy 1 3KOHOMU3AIMI BO BHEIIHel nmonuTuke Poccun,
KOTOPBbI€ TIPETIONATal0T MEHBIIYIO MPUBA3KY SKOHOMUYECKMX OTHOLIEHNII C ITONMUTHYe-
CKMMU, XOT$, KOHEYHO, I PACCYUTAHBI HA TO, UTO OO/Iee IPOYHbIIT SKOHOMIYeCKuIt 6asnc
6yneT croco6CTBOBATDL CO3JJAHMIO HOTIee CTAOMILHO 1 TO3UTUBHOI HOUTUYECKOI Hafl-
CTPOVIKI MeXTOCYIapCTBeHHBIX oTHoIeHmit. [Toce BcTymnenus crpan banrtun 8 HATO
(n EC) B 2004 r. yTpaTuio CBOIO aKTya/lbHOCTb MCIO/Ib30BaHIE HEeYPEryTMPOBAaHHOCTI
rpaHuIl, u Poccns norta Ha paTuduKanio COOTBETCTBYIOMIET0 J0oroBopa ¢ JIntsoii (oH 661
nopuca eme B 1997 1.), a Takke ux nopmucanue ¢ Jlarsueit u dcrouueir. K coxanenuio,
B IIOCTIEIHEM CITy4ae 9CTOHCKAs CTOPOHA 06CTaBIIa paTUMKALIUIO HEITPYeM/IeMbIMY /1A
Poccnn ceputkamu Ha TapTycknit MupHbIi foroBop (1920), cormacHo KOTOpOMy DCTOHUM
orxoznun ViBanropop u ITedopsl, n mopmuch Poccnu 6b11a 0TO3BaHA.

Bompexn ob6euranusim Bunphioca, Purn u Tammza, Bcrymnenne B HATO He puseno
K YJIYYLIEHNIO BYCTOPOHHMX OTHOLICHUIT, BCe TPU PeCITyOIMKIM TTONOTHUIN PAJ CTPaH-
YJ/IEHOB, IEPMAaHEHTHO KpUTHKYyIomux Poccuo. [Tocnennsas safeiicTBoBanma s7eMeHThI 0-
TUTHUKY «MapTUHAN3AIMNI», KOTZIa CTPaHbl banTuu npefcTaBianmich B KauecTBe IIOXIX
MIPUMEPOB IEMOKPATUH, IONMPAOLINX IIPaBa 4€/I0BEKAa BHYTPU CTPaHbl B OTHOMIEHUM
HallMOHAJTbHBIX MEHBUIMHCTB, NEPENVCHIBAIOIX UCTOPUIO U TTIOOIPAIOIINX BO3POXK/EHIE
HalyaMa. OTa TMHNA OblIa HallelleHa Ha oOeclieHeH e KpUTIIeckoro roynoca Jlatsuu u Sc-
torvm B HATO n EC, a Taxoke mofsepraia COMHEHIIO VX PACTYI[YI0 BHEITHEIIONUTNYECKYIO
POJIb Ha MOCTCOBETCKOM IPOCTPAHCTBE.

K Hacrosimemy BpeMeHM HeNb3s TOBOPUTD O LIe/IOCTHOI nonuTuke Poccun B pernone
banTuiickoro Mmops, B 11e7IOM, 1 110 OTHOLIEHMIO K CTpaHaM bantuu, B 4acTHOCTH. 3asAB/IEH-
HBIJT ITPAarMaTy3M, 10 MHEHMIO OJHOTO U3 POCCUIICKMX CIIeLIalUCTOB, IOAMeHAeT co60il
cTpaTernyeckuit mopxop. OfHaKo ee 00LIMe KOHTYPBI IIPELCTABIAIOTCSA CIeYIOIIM 06-
pasoM. Bo-nepBbIx, Poccus He 3auHTepecoBaHa B IeCTaOMIM3aLMY B PETMOHE, KOTOPbI
ABJIAETCSA OCHOBHBIM OKHOM TOPIOBO-3KOHOMMYECKOTO COTPYAHMYIECTBa MeXy Poccueit
u Esponerickum CorozoM. [ToaToMy B BOCHHOI 00/1aCTU IPOSBIIACTCA U3BECTHAS CllepP-
JKaHHOCTD ¥ Halle/IeHHOCTb Ha COTPYHMYECTBO, B ToM uncie ¢ HATO, no nenomy pany
obnacreit. Kpome Toro, cymjecTByet psj mpo6meM, 061X s pernoHa bantuiickoro Mops,
B JaCTHOCTY 3Ko/orndeckux. IIpu atom Poccus Bo Bce 60blilelt cTeleHy TOTOBA GUHAH-
CMPOBATh PErMOHANIbHBIE IIPOEKTHI, @ 3HAYUT, ¥ YYACTBOBATh B BEIPAOOTKE JX TIOBECTKIL,
¥ B TOPa3i0 MeHbIIIel CTeIIeHN 03a004eHa IIepCIIeKTIBAMY CellapaTu3Ma B IPUTPaHNIHBIX
pernonax CeBepo-3anaza, BKmodasas KanmHmuHrpas, ocosHaBas IepCcreKTUBHbIN pecypc
PETMOHOB IS pealusaluy Leeil CBoeil BHeLIHell MOMUTUKY. Bo-BTophix, Poccus 06b-
eKTVBHO 3aM[HTepeCcOBaHa B YMeHblIeHN KpyTa cBoux Kputukos B EC 1 HATO, moatomy
OHa B JJOCTATOYHOI Mepe pelleNTVBHA K IIO3UTUBHBIM CUTHANIAM 13 0aATHIICKIX CTOMNL,
¥ TOTOBA MX IOOMIPATH KaK MOMUTUYECKN, TaK ¥ 9KOHOMUYECKH. [IpuMepoM Takoro posia
ABNIAIOTCA POCCUIICKO-TTATBUIICKVIE OTHOLIEHN S, B PaMKaX KOTOPBIX Poccusa nposasuia ro-
TOBHOCTD Pa3/I0KUTh B Pa3Hble KOP3MHbI BOIPOCHI PYCCKOA3SBIYHBIX MEHBIIMHCTB I HA4aTh
aKTUBHBII [YAJIOT C IIPABALIMMM IAPTUAMY, @ He TEMM CUTaMU, KOTOPbIe OHa XOTesIa Obl
BUJETD y BIACTH. B-TpeTblix, O71arofapst pasBUTIIO COOCTBEHHBIX SKCIIOPTHBIX MOIITHOCTEIE,
Poccus ceityac o6mazjaeT 60/1ee MMPOKUM apCeHaIOM SKOHOMIYECKMX PhIYaroB, KOTOpbIe
IIpY HeOOXOAMMOCTH FOTOBA UCIO/Ib30BaTh. [IpyiMepaMyt TAKOTO pofia ABILAITCA Hepabo-
Taloasd IO «TeXHMYECKMM IpUYMHaM» BeTKa HedTenpoBosia «JIpyx6a» B HalpaBlIeHNN
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Fno6anbHble akTopbl B pervoHe bantuiickoro mops...

JIMTBBI MV CHUSVBIIMIICA 06'beM TPAH3NUTA Yepe3 TePPUTOPUIO DCTOHMM IIOCTIE alPETbCKIX
co6bITHit. [ToMMMO KOHBIOHKTYPBI, 3Ta HOJIMTUKA BIIMCBIBACTCA U B JONTOBPEMEHHYIO 9KO-
HOMUYECKYI0 JIOTUKY: Poccys He cobupaeTcs IO3BOJATD OTAEIbHBIM CTPaHAM M3B/IEKaTh
TOTIONTHUTE/IbHBIE TOXOMbI U3 TPAaH3UTHOM MHPPACTPYKTYPbl, CO3[JAHHOI B COBETCKUE
BpEMEHa, eC/IV OHa He HAXO/IUTCA 107, KOHTPOJIEM POCCUIICKMX KoMITaumit. Hapanmy ¢ atum,
Poccus craHoBUTCA Bee 60JIee IPUBIIEKAaTEIbHOI C TOUKY 3peHus 6usHeca, 0COOeHHO Ha
doHe MepIeHHO pacTyleit skoHoMyKu EC u mepexxmBaroleil CTarHaIio SKOHOMUKI
cTpaHn bantun, a ronoc npennpuHMMaTesnei B 0Nb3y yIy4ileHnsa oTHoleHuit ¢ Poccuert
CTaHOBMTCSA BCe O0/ee OTYETIMBBIM.

TakuM 06pa3oM, B HACTOsAIIIee BPeMs MOXKHO FTOBOPUTD O TOM, Ha CUTYAIlMIO B PETUOHe
BanTuitckoro Mopsi OKasbIBaloT CH/IbHOE BIIMAHYIE BHEIIHNUE GaKTOPbl — OTHOIICHNMSA MEX/Y
CIIA, EC n Poccreit. BamHITOH nMeeT IPOYHYI0 6a3y [JIsl CBOETO BIMSHIIS, UCIIONIb3YS
CTpaHbI PETVOHE B 1IeJIAX CiepK1BaHuA Poccyn, B ToM uimce, Ha TOCTCOBETCKOM ITPOCTPaH-
CTBe, [I/I1 COXPAaHEHMUs CBOETO BIVMAHNUA HA POCCUIICKO-eBPOIEIICKIE OTHOIIEHNA 1 IOJIO-
xenne fien BHyTpu EC. EBpoco103 1oKa B 3HaYMTE/NTbHOI CTEIIEH) BBIHY)K/IEH IIO/IaraThCs
Ha CIITA, 0cO6€HHO B TOM, 4TO KacaeTcsl BOIIPOCOB 0€30IaCHOCTH, HO B IIePCIIeKTHBe OyeT
CTPEMUTBCA K 60/Iee CaMOCTOATEIbHON JIMHUM 1 OCNIAb/IeHII0 IIPOaMePUKaHCKOTO Hosca
BHyTpu EC. EBpocoi03 06/afiaeT pasBUThIM MHCTPYMEHTapyeM BIVIAHNA B chepe MATKOII
6€30IIaCHOCTH, YTO ABJIAETCS ONPeeIeHHbIM BHI30OBOM UL IIOMUTUKU Poccun B perno-
He. IIpu sToM PP u EC umMeroT o61uit MHTEpeC NCIOb30BaTh PETMOH KaK MHTepderic
COTPYHUYECTBA, a He KoHpoHTayu. He BbirogHa fectabunusaiys B pernode un CIIA.
ITporecc ocmabnenns BIAHNA Poccuu B perroHe IpMOCTaHOBIEH, OHA CTPEMUTCS K 6oriee
c6aTaHCUPOBAHHOJ PEIMOHAIBHON apXUTEKType, HeJOIYILIeHNIO CO3/JaHNsA CAaHUTaPHbIX
KOP/IOHOB JI OYaroB MOTEHIMaTbHOI KOH(IMKTHOCTU Ha nepudepnun cBoux rpannmi. Ha-
JIMYHbIE O/ TUKO-9KOHOMIYECKIE PECYPCHI [I7IA 3TOTO BO3POC/IN, OfHAKO, CTPATETrIeCcKo
JIMHMY VX MICTIONIb30BaHMA II0Ka He BBIPaO0TaHO. B 9TUX yclmoBUAX 6anTuiicKas HOMUTUKA
Poccun coxpanseT 271eMeHTbI CUTYaTMBHOTO PearrpoBaHus.



JBonouUA B3aUMHbIX 06pa3oB
Poccum u CLLIA: npo6nembi
mMeTof0a0rnu”

N.N. Kypunna

Tlonroe BpeMs 6bITIO IPMHATO CIUTATh, YTO COCTOSHNUE AUIIOMATUYECKUX OTHOLICHUI
UTpaeT pelalolyIo POyb B ONIpeJie/leHN) OTHOLIEHMS OfIHOJ CTpaHbl K fpyroii. Ham npen-
CTaBJIAETCS, YTO 3TO TE3UC [0 MeHbIIIel Mepe HeTO4eH. be3ycloBHO, rocyIapCcTBEeHHbII
MHTEpeC HaK/IaJbIBaeT CBOJI OTIIEYAaTOK Ha OCBEIeHe O/IUTIKI Vi PeaIuil ;PYToll CTPaHbI
B CpeficTBax MaccoBoit nHbopmarym. OFHAKO BepHa 1 00paTHasA CBA3b: TPAKTOBKA ITOMIN-
THMKM TIapTHEPa 3a4acTYIO 3aBUCHUT OT 3apaHee cOPMMPOBAHHBIX IIPECTABICHNII O ero
L[e/IAAX, YTO 3a4aCTYIO0 YCYTyO/sieT U3BECTHYIO «AuneMMy 6e30ImacHOCT». B aToM crydae
IMIUIOMATUYeCKe OTHOIIEHNA MOTYT YXY/IINTDCA M3-3a JOMUHMPOBAHNSA MICKaKEHHBIX
06pasoB apyroii crpansl B CMI u 061ecTBeHHOM MHeHNH cBoeit. HerlaBHMM mpuMepoM
IIOCTTY>KIJIO OCBellleHVe aMePUKaHCKMM TeleBMAeHneM KoHduKTa Ha KaBkase, Korpa,
B YC/IOBMSAX HEOCTATKA JOCTOBEPHOI MHGOPMALINIL, KYPHAIMCTBI CTPOMIN OOBACHUTENb-
Hble MOJIe/IN, OIMPAsACh Ha CTapble CTEPEOTHIIBI 00 «arpecCUBHON, UMIIePUATUCTIIECKOI
Poccym». Poccuiickoe 0011ecTBO TaK)Xe OTCTaeT B cBoeM noHmmanun peanuii CIIA ot
OBICTPOI 9BOTIOLINY AMEPUKAHCKOTO 0OIeCTBA, YTO OKA3aJI0, B YJACTHOCTH, PACIPOCTpa-
HeHHOe B XOJie HeflaBHell IIPe3MIeHTCKOI KaMIIaH!M HeBeplie B BO3MOXXHOCTD M30paHMs
npesuaenToM adpo-amepukanna’. Kak BbIACHUIOCH, IPEACTABIEHNUs POCCUAH O CKPHITOM
pacusMe aMepUKaHI[eB OKa3a/liCh IPeyBeMYeHHbIMY (XOTSA OHY, HECOMHEHHO, OTPaXKasIn
CUTYAIMIO HeJlABHETO NPOIIIOro). Bbu /i Ha 0CHOBaHMM TaKUX OL[HOK JOIYIIEHBI IUII-
JIOMaTNYecKye IPOCYEThbl, OCTAETCA HEACHBIM, HO OHJ BIIOJIHE BEPOATHBI.

CraTba nogroToBneHa Npu GUHaHCOBOW NoafepxKe POCCUCKOro ryMaHUTapHOro Hay4YHoro ¢poHpa (rpaHT
07-01-02002a «Bocnpuatune poccuiickoit mogepHmsaumm B CLLIA B XIX-XX BB.»).

37 o
B BO3MOXHOCTb I'IOﬁe,qu YepHOoro KaHgnaaTa He Bepwi 3a iBe Hefgenn oo BbI60pOB Aaxe N3BecTHbIn

amepuKaHUCT A. W, YTKuH: «[obeantenem byaet O6ama? — Hu B Koem cnyyae. ... Xouy HanmoMHUTb, YTO
aMeprKaHCKUMM Npe3nAeHTamMm 6biI aHTIOCaKCbl, ObIBLLMI HeMeL, 1 pnaHael. U 6onblue HUKTO. U Tak
225 net». Cm.: AHaTonMiA YTKMH: Ana meHa utor Bbibopos B CLUA npeapelueH: IHTepBbio TenekaHany «Bectu»
22.10.2008 // http.//www.vesti.ru/doc.html?id=217931&cid=1
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JBontouus B3auMHbix 06pa3oB Poccuu u CLUA: npoGnembl MeTogonor1m

KakyM >xe 06pasoM GpopMupyeTcs 1 9BOMIOLMOHNPYET 06pa3 APYToil CTPaHbI?

B cBOUX IOJIXO/1aX MbI OIIMPAeMCs Ha MOJIETIb, TIPeIUIOXKeHHYI0 GpaHITy3cKO-60/IrapcKuM
yuensim 11, TogopoBbIM B ero kuure «Conquest of America», TOCBSAIEHHO B3aMMOJEICTBIIO
JMCTIAHCKIUX 3aBoeBaTerneli ¢ unperiamMy HoBoro ceeta. TofopoB BbIeNACT TPY «OCH» IPO6Ie-
MBI KOHTAKTa C JIPyTiM: [IeHHOCTHBII OZXOf, (aKCHOMOTIYecKast 0Chb) — OIpefieTieHNe, XOPOIIl
VIV TTOX JIpyToit; AeiicTBUe COMDKEHNA VTN HUCTaHIMPOBaHsA oT Jlpyroro (mpakceosorn-
JecKas 0Cb) — IPEIIIO/Iaraoliero HeCKONIbKO BApUAHTOB IIOBEIEHIA: IPUHATHE IIeHHOCTeN
Jpyroro 1 upeHTUdUKALNA cebs1 ¢ HUM, uaeHTUdUKaLy [Ipyroro ¢ co6oii 1 HalIOKeHNe Ha
HETO CBOETO COOCTBEHHOro 06pasa, HeliTpaTbHOCTD MM Oe3pas/iidue; HaKOHell, yPOBEHb
3HaHus JIpyroro (snucTeMonorndeckas och). ViccmenoBarernb oKasal, 4TO 9TU TPU OCK He
3aBUCAT JPYT OT APYTa, U, HAIIpMMep, JTydlllee 3HAHVE MOXKET COYeTaThCs Kak ¢ oree, TaK
¥ MeHee BBICOKOJ! OLIeHKOI1 JIpyToro 1 ¢ pasHbIMY IIOJXOAM K IPAKTHUKE B3aUMOJIE/CTBUA .

OTa NO3UILVA IO3BOJIAET OOBACHNUTD, HOUEMY He PabOTAIOT, KaK OXKIJAIOCh, YCUINA
10 00'bACHEHMNIO MHOCTPAHHOI OOIIeCTBEHHOCTH «MCTVHHBIX MOTUBOB» U Peajnii CBOeit
crpaHbl. bonbimit 06beM 3HaHMIT 0 J[pyroM He BjIedeT 3a COOO¥ ydlllee K HeMY OTHOLIEHMe.

Tem ne menee, mogienns ToopoBa, IOCTYMMPYA OTCYTCTBUE 3HAYMMBIX CBA3EI MEXTY
3HAHIEM [IPYTOil CTPAHBI U €€ OLIEHKOI, U IJIOIOTBOPHO Pa3BOJA PasHble COCTABIIAIOLIE
OTHOLIIEHMA K MHOMY OOIIeCTBY, He laeT OO'BsACHEHN, Kakye GaKTopbl Ha CaMOM Jierie
B/IUAIOT Ha popMupoBaHye o6pasa JIpyroro.

ITo HameMy MHEHMIO, B KXXIOM 001IIeCTBe B KOHKPETHBII IIePUOJ, BpEMEHM CYIIleCTBYeT
CHCTeMa TPefiCTaB/IeHNUIT O «IIPaBMIBHOM» TOCYAAPCTBEHHOM ¥ 00IeCTBEHHOM YCTpOIi-
CTBe, KY/IbTYPHBIX MHCTUTYTaX U 00bIYasAX. ITa CYCTeMa IIPefiCTaBIeHNIT OCHOBaHA KaK Ha
COOCTBEHHOII TPaKTHKe, TaK U Ha njjeasax, ChopMIPOBAHHbBIX B JAHHON KyIbType. Peanun
IPYToil CTPaHBI HAK/IaJbIBAIOTCS HA COOCTBEHHYIO «CHCTEMY KOOPAMHAT», OCH KOTOPOII
3aJlaHbl CBOEJI TPA/IMIINE, II09TOMY, IIPEXK/ie BCEro B TEKCTAX O IPYTOii CTpaHe aBTOpaMu
OIVICHIBAIOTCS 3HAUVIMBIE [ COOCTBEHHON KYIbTYPbI CTPYKTYPhI (MM OTMeYaeTcs UX
orcyrctBue). ITpy M3ydeHUM TaKUX TeKCTOB MCCTIeOBATe/Ib MOTyYaeT BO3SMOKHOCTD KaK
U3Y4YNUTD OIVCBIBAEMYIO KY/IBTYPY, TaK ¥ CHe/laTh BBIBOJBI O CHCTEMe JOMMHMPYIOIIX
IIpeCTaB/IeHNIT aBTOPCKOTO 00IecTBa. DTOT yPOBEeHb Hanbosee CTabMIeH, OCKOIbKY
MeJIIEHHO MeHSIOTCA TpeicTaBlenus 06 o61iecTBeHHOM ycTpoiicTBe”. B To ke Bpems,
CIIOCOOHOCTD HAO/TIONATEIA IOHATD OTPAaHNYEHHOCTb COOCTBEHHBIX NTPeCTaB/IeHIIT HOCUT
VHAMBU/YaIbHBII XapaKTep, ¥ OLleHKa OT/INYMIT MOYKET PA3HUTHCA J10 IIPOTMBOIOIOXKHOCTH.

Kpome cucreMbl 10NT0BpeMEHHBIX IIPEfICTABICHNI B KaXK/[bI1 ONTpe/ie/IeHHbIl MOMEHT
BpeMeHM B 00IeCTBe CYIIECTBYeT «IIOBECTKA JH:», — TeMbl, HAXOAAIIMeCA B LleHTpe I0-
JIMTMKU ¥ BHUMAHMA CO CTOPOHBI 0OIIeCTBEHHOTO MHEHMA, OTPAXKAIOIIMECsS B TEKCTaxX
TOCYJAaPCTBEHHDIX JiesATeNell, )Xy PHAIIUCTOB, ucaTeneil. 9ToT Habop mpobieM, chopMu-
POBAHHBI KOHKPETHOJ KOHOUIypalyeil MHTepeCoB BHYTPYU CTPAHBI, IIPOEIMPYeTCs Ha
Ipyroe o61I1ecTBO. Bce MHCTUTYTHI, BCe COOBITHUA ITOMUTIYECKOI 1 0611eCTBEHHO XXIUHU
U3y4aeMoJi CTPaHbl PaCCMAaTPUBAIOTCA CKBO3b IPU3MY «JOMAIIHMX» aHanoruit. VimenHo
Ha 9TOM YPOBHE OCYILeCTB/IACTCA «MCIOIb30BaHMe [Ipyroro», IpoucXofnT «13006peTeHne»
MEeHTaJIbHOTO 06pa3a IPYToii CTPaHbl.

* TodorovT.The Conquest of America: The Question of the Other. New York, 1982. P. 185-186.

39 o
OuveBunpHa 611130CTb ONUCHIBAEMON «CUCTEMbI KOOPAWHAT» K MOHATUIO «<MeHTanuTeTa», KOTopoe, O4HaKo,
npencraBnAeTcA Ham 6onee WPOKUM.
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Bepy1mit HeMenKuit yaeHblit, nupep Ukonsl punocodckoit repmenentrku I.-I. Tagamep
Berey 3a XalierrepoM yTBEP)K/asl, YTO «IIOHATh HEYTO MOXKHO JIMIIb O/1arofaps 3apatee
UMEIOIMMCS OTHOCUTE/ILHO HEro IPeNoIoXKEeHUAM, a He KOTZIa OHO IIPeJCTOUT HaM KaK
YTO-TO aOCOMIOTHO 3arafloqyHOe», HO MPENYIPEXAall i O TOM, YTO «aHTUIIUMALNN MOTYT
0Ka3aThCA MCTOYHMKOM OIIMOOK B TonmKoBaHuu»". 0. M. JIorMaH, B CBOIO ouepefib, Cun-
TaJI, YTO UCTOPUK MOXKET «B CAMMX ITHX OLIMOKaX, B XapaKTepe HEIIOHMMaHVsI HaXO[UTD
MCTOYHVK II€HHBIX CBEIEHWIT»" .

VlHpIMU CTOBaMy, TEKCTBI MTHOCTPaHI1a II03BOJIAIOT HaM He TO/bKO Y3HATh YTO-TO HOBOE
00 ONMCaHHBIX MM MTPEMETAX, HO U IIOHATH €r0 COOCTBEHHbIE IIPEIOIOKEHISI» O TYXKOI
111 HETO CTpaHe.

«CucremMa KOOPAVHAT» 1 TIOBECTKA [IHS OIPE/Ie/IAI0T KaK HAllPaB/IeHHOCTD HAOIONeHUS
Iy TeIIeCTBEHHMKOB 3a JPYTUM 00IeCTBOM, TaK M XapaKTep BOCIPUATIS TEKCTOB o [Ipy-
roM 001IeCTBEHHBIM MHEHIEM COOCTBEHHOI CTpaHbl. VIMEHHO 3TOT «IBOIHOI (pumbTp»
OKa3bIBaeT pelaliee BIMsAHIE KaK Ha 0TOOp nH(pOpMaIn, Tak 1 Ha ee OLeHKY, U, TAKUM
obpasom, Ha popMupoBaHue 06pasa [pyroii CTpaHsl. B cBoo ovepenn, chOpMIPOBAHHbII
o6pas JIpyroro cTepeoTUIM3NpyeTcsi, CTAHOBUTCS YaCThI0 KAPTUHBI MIPa, «CUCTEMBI KO-
OpJVHAT», MEHSETCs YPE3BBIYATHO MEeJIJIEHHO, U B/IMsET Ha HAIIPAB/IeHHOCTD HAO/TIOieH s
NOCTIelYIOIMX 1Ty TelIeCTBEHHNUKOB.

«IToBecTka H:» KOPPEMUPYET C NCIIONb30BaHHBIM TOIOPOBBIM IIOHATUEM ITPAKCICA».
B camoM fiernte, iMeHHO OHa GOPMUPYeET IPAKTUYECKIIE 3a/ja4M [I0 OTHOLICHMUIO K IPYTOMY
o61ecTBy. Bonrapckuii ucciegoBaresb MCXORUI M3 HE3aBUCUMOCTY TPEX «0Ceil» OTHOIICHSI
K [Ilpyromy. Ham nipeficTaB/sieTCst, 4TO MPaKCeoIorndeckast ocb, chopMmupoBaHHas 3aaqaMu
BHYTPEHHETO PasBUTHA («IIOBECTKOI JHsI») OKa3bIBAETCS IIEPBUIHOIL.

ITocMoTpuM Ha JieiicTBMe 9TUX (PAKTOPOB Ha IMpuMepe 3BojLnK 06pasos Poccrn
B Coepmuennbix IllTarax Amepuxu n CIIIA B Hamel cTpaHe Ha IPOTSKEHUN JBYX CTOJIe-
tuit. OTOBOPUMCs, 4TO 06'beM JJOK/Iajia Ha KOHBEHTE IT03BOISIET CAe/IaTh 9TO JINIIb B popme
HabpPOCKa-TUMOTE3DI.

VicTopsi IOMHUT HECKOIBKO IIMK/IOB COMVDKEHMS U YHaNIeHNs ABYX CTPaH Jpyr OT
IpyTa, KOIZia He TONIBKO FOCYapCTBEHHbIE MHTEPECDI, HO U JOMMHUPYIOLIVE B 0011ecTBe
HACTPOEHMs COBEPIIIA/N MOHbI PasBOPOT OT B3aMMHBIX CUMITATHI K BPOXK/IeOHOCTI.

ITepsoiM nepuopoM comvkenus oo 1830-1880-e ropsr, korga Hukonmaii I ocyie-
CTBJLAJI IPOTPAMMY TeXHMYECKOI1 MofiepHu3auuu Poccuiickoit uMiepun, a ero cblH Afek-
caupp I pacipocTpaHmI MOepPHU3ALNIO HA CAMO POCCHIICKOe 06111ecTBO. ManonsBecTHbIe
crpannipl corpygandectsa Poccun un CIIIA B TOT mepuof BKII0YA/IM IIOCTPOIIKY Ty 4ILero
B Poccun BoeHHOTO napoxofa Ha Bepdu B Hb}o—VIopKe, COOpY>KeHIe >Kele3HOIl Jopo-
ru Mexxy Mocksoit n CaHkT-ITeTepOyprom 1 oCHalleHIe ee MOfBIDKHBIM COCTABOM II0
YepTeXxaM U Ioj; HaO/moieHeM aMepUKaHCKIX NH)KEHePOB, IIPUHATIE Ha BOOPY)KeHe
aMepUMKaHCKMX 1300peTeHnii, BKmovas peBonbsepsl C. Kompra u BunToBKY X. BepraHa
(«6eppmankm»). Hukonait I BriepBble 06paTiyicsi K aMepUKaHCKOMY OIIBITY IIOC/IE TOTO, KaK
Bennko6puTaHus, CTaBliIask U3 COIO3HNI[BI BpeMeH HalO/IeOHOBCKUX BOIH COTIEPHIKOM,

lapamep I.-I. ®unocodckme ocHoBaHua XX Beka // fapamep I-I. AKTyanbHOCTb NpekpacHoro. M., 1991.
C.18-19.

JlotmaH 10. M. K Bonpocy 06 NCTOUHMKOBEAUYECKOM 3HAaUEHUM BbICKa3blBaHMii MHOCTpaHLeB o Poccun //
JlotmaH 0. M. M36paHHble cTatbu B 3 T. T. 3. TannwvHH, 1993. C. 138.
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3aKpblIa PyCCKMM OduIlepaM JOCTYI K BBICOKMM TEXHONOTUAM TOTO BpeMeHN (Ipexye
BCeTro, BOCHHBIM napoxofaMm). VimenHo Torga CIIIA BRICTYIINIIN @MbTepHATUBHBIM UCTOY-
HJKOM COBPEMEHHBIX 1300 peTeHMil.

B cBoI0 0Yepesp, MOCIIE TOTO, KAK aMePUKAHIIbI IIOYYBCTBOBA/IM BOCTPeOOBAaHHOCTD
cBoero omnbita B Poccun, ob6mecrtsenHoe muene B CIIIA o fanekoit MMiepuu 6bICTPO
CTasIo fOOPOXKeTaTeTbHbIM.

Ecmm o 1830-x rozioB 60/bInas 4acTh TeKCTOB 0 Poccuy, My6IMKOBaBIIMXCA U UM~
rapmyxca B CIIIA, mpuHazinexany mnepy eBpoNeiicKiX Iy TelleCTBeHHUKOB, TO C KOHIA
mecatunetus 8 CoemyHeHHbIX [IITaTax Haya/Iy e4aTaThCsA OPUTVHATbHbIE 3aMETKIM ITOObI-
BaBLIMX B Poccuy amepukaHIeB. 3anMCcTBOBaHHbIIT B EBporie (mpexxiie Bcero, B AHITINN)
06pa3 Poccyu cTasn BHITECHATBCA COOCTBEHHbBIM.

JI1060IBITHO, YTO MMEHHO C 1830-X rOZIOB B €BPOIEICKOM 0011leCTBEHHOM MHEHVN
06pa3 Poccyu HauMHaeT yXyAIIAThCA, IPUOOpeTas Bce 60/iee HeraTMBHbIE YePThL. AMepH-
KaHCKUIT MCCIIeNi0BaTeNb 9TOJ Ipo6meMbl MapTiH Maja OTMedall, 4To «BTOpas YeTBEePTh
IeBATHAZL[ATOTO BeKa OblTa SII0XOil IIPeNMYIeCTBEHHO YePHOIT uTeparypsl o Poccun.
B camoM pere, MMEHHO TOr/ia BIiepBble CHOPMIPOBATICS PeIlepTyap HeraTUBHBIX CTEPeo-
TUIIOB TI0 TIOBOAY Poccuu, ocyX/ieHus, KOTopble COXPaHWINCh [0 HAlMX fiHei»”. B o
Ke BpeMs, B 001leCTBEHHOM MHEHUM aMepUKaHIieB Poccys, HanpoTus, 3acy>kuBaa Bce
6ornbiero ogo6penns. JJocTaTOYHO CPAaBHUTD TEKCT CTAHJAPTHOTO LIKO/IBHOTO Y4eOHNKa
C. I'ygpuya (mry6nmkoBaBierocs oy mncesgonumom Iutep IMapnn) uspanuit 1838 ropa
u 1856 rojia.

Yue6Huk 1838 roja pacckasbiBas 0 HEOrPaHMYEHHOI BIACTY PYCCKOTO MMIIepaTopa
Hukomas Haji CBOVIMM IIOfIfAHHBIMU U 06 OTTACHOCTH, KOTOPYIO TOT IIPEICTABIIA /1A CBOMX
cocefieil: «<HeT 3aKOHa, KOTOPBII ObIT ObI BhIlIe ero Bomu. OH He TONMBKO JIeCIOT B CBO-
el cTpaHe, OH BHYIIAeT y>kac Bcell EBpomne»; «Huxomari gomkeH IOCTOSHHO CPaXKaTbCs
C KeM-HUOY/Ib, TaK, Ceif9ac OH BOIOET CO CBOMMI a3UaTCKUMIU TOfIaHHbIMI» . KperocTHble
«ABJIAIOTCA COOCTBEHHOCTBIO CBOMX X0351€B, KOTOPbIe CMOTPAT Ha HMX KaK Ha KMBOTHBIX,
CO3JTaHHBIX JJIs YCIY>KEHNUs UIM; ¥ OHU TIOYTH HE MHTEPECYIOT X, 3a MCK/II0YEHNEM TOTO,
4TO6BI IOMYYaTh OT HUX KAK MOXKHO 607bIie»™.

B HOBOM >ke MI3[JaHNH TOTO K€ CaMOTO IITKOTLHOTrO Y4eOHMKa, BBITYIIEHHOM B 1856 T.
(ncnpaBnenHoM B 1853 I.), ncyesnu Hanbosee MpauHble OMICAHNUA arPeCCUBHOCTY POC-
CUIACKOJ BHENIHEN TTOTUTUKY U CTPAlaHNIi PYCCKUX KPEMOCTHDIX, 3aTO MOABU/INCH TaKMe
naccaxxn: «Poccua coBepumia yAMBUTENbHBIN TPOTPECC B IMBUIN3ALVM B TEIEHNE MTO-
CNeIHUX IBafiiaTy eT. YKenesHple JOPOTrM BBEJIEHDI IOBCEMECTHO, VI CETOJIHS COEIMHAIOT
KpyIHelilme ropoza. VickyccTBa M MaHy(aKTypbl HOAIEP>KIBAIOTCS, 1 110 BCeil IMITepUu
CyliecTByeT obliiee CTpeM/IeHNeE K YTydIeHnsAM». Hukormai — «4eoBek OO/bIINX TaTaHTOB
7 OBICTPO YMyYIIAeT YCTIOBYSA XIM3HY CBOETO HApPOJia, OTHOBPEMEHHO yBeINYNBAsA MOIIb
CcBOei1 JlepXKaBbi»”.

' Malia M. Russia under Western Eyes: From the Bronze Horseman to the Lenin Mausoleum. Cambridge,

London, 1999. P. 98.

s [Goodrich S.G.] Peter Parley’s Common School History. Boston, 1838. P. 260-261, 267.

“ Ibid. P. 263.

® [Goodrich S.G] Peter Parley's Common School History. Philadelphia, 1856. P. 215, 219.
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K navany npasnenus Anexcanpapa Il HemocTaTKy YMCTO TEXHMYECKON MOJIEPHU3A-
LMY CTajIM Y>Ke OYeBMIHBIMY, ¥ MMIIepaTop Hauas «Bemukie pedopMbl», BKIIOYaBIINE
OTMeHY KpernocTHoro npasa (1861), cospanne 3emctBa (1863) 1 ipyrue o01eCTBEHHbIE
uHHOBaIM. «JleMokpaTust B AMepuke» Anekcuca TokBuis 6bi1a B cepennte XIX Beka
006513aTe/IbHBIM YTEHMEM POCCUIICKUX MHTEIUICKTYaIOB, BK/II0Yas MHOIMX BBICHINX TOCY-
JapCTBEHHBIX YMHOBHMKOB. VIMenHo CoennnenHble llITaTsl npeiaramy pegopMaropam
aJIbTepHATUBHbIE MOJEIN OOIeCTBa ¥ TOCYJaPCTBA, @ MX KPUTUKAM — yCTpalIaiolye
06pasbl aHAPXUY U OTCYTCTBUSA TOCYAAPCTBEHHOTO KOHTPO/A. MOXKHO CKasaTh, YTO Ha
IIPOTSDKEHUY Beero mepuoya peopM (BK/I0OUast «TeXHNYEeCKIie» HOBOBBefieHust Hukonas),
npumepHo 1837-1881 rT., AMepyKa 0CTaBaIach BaXKHEMIINM IT0CTaBUIMKOM apTyMEHTOB [/
muckycenit o 6yaymem Poccyn. B aToT mepnop Poccys octaBaach IS caMuX aMepyKaHIleB
IPY’KeCTBEHHOJ CTPaHOIf, KaK Ha MEX/[yHapOIHOIA CIleHe, TaK U 110 €€ YCTPEM/IEHUAM.

ITocne y6uitctBa Anexcauppa II B mapre 1881 pycckas MCTOpus U3MeHMIA CBOI KypC.
JIBa mOC/IeHMX LIaps PasBePHY/IN KOHTPPe()OPMBI B IIeJIAX CTaOMIM3aINY, KOTOPbIE TPH-
BE/IM K IO/IMTUYECKOMY Kpusucy u pesomonyam 1905 u 1917 rr.

MO>KHO BBIIEUTD CIeAYIOIe 9IeMeHThl aMepUKaHCKOro 0bpasa Poccun B cepenuue
XIX Bexa:
= CamopiepXaBJe KaK ONIO3NUIIMA aMEPUKAHCKON TeMOKPaTUIL.
= KpenocTHoe IpaBo KaK aHA/IOI aMePUKaHCKOMY pabCTBY HETPOB.
= AHTHAHITIMIICKAs BHEIIHAS IMOIUTUKA, fAenatomas Poccuro corosunkom CIIIA.
= TeppuropmanbHas sKCIaHCcKsA, aHanornyHas sxcnancuy CIIA nHa samap.
= KaBkasckas BoifHa Kak aHasor BoitH CIIIA ¢ mHpeliiamMy (BO3HMKaJIA U a/IbTePHATUBHAA

aHaJIorMsA — YepKechl 6OPIONIEeCs 3a He3aBUCHMOCTb Kak aMeprKaHIibl B XVIII Beke,

HO OHa He CTaJIa JOMVMHMPOBATB).
= Boitusr Poccun ¢ Typuueit kak ananor BoitHbl CIITA ¢ Mekcukoii.
=  Hanuyue mpoTecTaHTOB Ha MMHUCTEPCKUX IOCTaX B Poccmiickoit mMmepun Kax foKa-

3aTe/bCTBO HATUYVA CBOOOMIBI PE/INTHUN.
= CrpemJieHye pa3BMBaTh COOCTBEHHYIO IPOMBIIIIEHHOCTb, OIMPAsACh Ha aMePUKAHCKYIO

9KCIIEPTU3Y.

Kaxk BuiHO, 60/IbIIasA YacTh STUX IPeCTAaBICHNIT HOCUIN ITO3UTHBHBII XapakTep. Ha
pybexe 1840-1850-x rogoB cTOpOHHMKM «MOJIOf07T AMEpVKI» MOIBITA/INACH HIepeoIIpe-
menuThb 06pas Poccuy, onmpasch Ha IPOTMBOIOIOKHOCTD FOCYAAPCTBEHHOTO YCTPOIICTBA,
TpAYIINIA CIIOP 3a MUPOBOE TIePBEHCTBO 1 mosuuuio Poccun xak rapanra Bepcanbckoit
CUCTeMBI MEK/IYHAPOITHBIX OTHOIIEHMIT (KOTOPYIO caM CTOPOHHUKM «Momonort AMepuki»
CTPEMUINCh Pa3pyIINTh), HO 9TOrO 0Ka3al0Ch MaJIo.

Il usmenenus obpasa Poccun B CIITA B XyzIIyto cTOpOHY TOTPe6OBaIOCh MCYE3HO-
BeHJIe HeCKO/IbKIX 3HaUMMBIX aHaJIOTHIi (PaOCTBO — KPEIIOCTHOE PAaBO, TePPUTOPUATbHAS
9KCIIAaHCUA, BOJHBI € Yepkecami 1 MHpelamy, ¢ Typimeit 1 MeKcuKoii), CyliecTBeHHas
KOPPeKTHPOBKA HECKOIBKUX OCTABLINXCA (IIpeiCTaB/IeHNe O CBOOOJie PN IIOIOPBAHO
MacCoBOJT aMUrpanuert eBpeeB u HeMijeB; CHOMPb KaK aHAJIOT aMepMKaHCKoro JambHero
3amazia 3amemtaercs CuOUpPbIO — IMEHUTEHUIIAPHOI CUCTEMONI), U, HAKOHeIl, IOSAB/IeHMe
PpasHoOIIacuil Ha MEXYHapOJHOI CLIeHe.

B cBoI0 04epesb, AMepuKa IlepecTala UrpaTh KaKyko ObI TO HU OBIIO POJIb B ITyOIMYHOM
IUCKypce mosnHeit Poccuiickoit iMmepun. Boree TOro, IpyMep 3a0KeaHCKOI PeCITyOIMKI 0CTa-
BaJICA MUHTEPECHBIM JIMIIb J/I1 aHAPXMCTOB ¥ HAPOJHIKOB, OfHAKO He [/ TOCYAaPCTBEHHBIX
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IesiTeneit W oO1ecTB B oM. VIMeHHO B a1y amoxy u3 Poccun B CIIIA smurpruposamm
MIPeICTABUTENN STHUYECKUX U PETUTMO3HBIX MEHDIIMHCTB, TAKME KaK €BPEN U PYCCKIE HEM-
1Ibl, Pa3BOPauNBas Ha HOBOII POAMHE Y>Kacaollylo KapTuHy Poccuu, yBuIeHHOI T/1asamu
YTHETEeHHOI 4acTy HaceneHus. Te xke, KTO OCTajICA B MMIIEPUI, Tellephb ObIIM TOTOBBI KPUTH-
KOBaTbh aMepMKaHCKIe IopsAaki. [MMHasideckuit yaeOHNK Hadana XX Beka IOf4epKUBaJI, 4TO
«OTpHUIIATENTbHBIMY CTOpOHaMI [HoBOro rocyfapcTsa — CIIIA] ABumiCch pabeTBO, yijereBiee
B IOXKHBIX IITATaX I JaKe HOATBEP)KIEHHOE KOHCTUTYIIMeN 1787 rofia, a TakyKe OpTraHU3aIs
HPe3NIeHTCKIX BBIOOPOB, C/IeaBIIAsACA BIOCTENCTBIN CTOYHIKOM CMYT. BripoueM, 61aropa-
ps 6esonacHocTy u3BHe, C.—A. C. IIITaThl pasBuBaICh, HECMOTPS Ha YKa3aHHBIE OTPUIIATENb-
Hble CTOPOHBI UX CTPosi» . Kak BUIMM, aBTOP /IBa>KIbl [IOYEPKHYJL, YTO BBIGOPBI IPE3U/IEHTA,
HapsAy ¢ pabCTBOM, ObIIN «OTPULIATETLHBIMYI CTOPOHAMI» TTONMTIYecKoro ctpost CIIIA.

Pesomronust 1917 roga Havana HOBbII nepuoy, pedopmupoBanus Poccun. VI cHoBa,
aMepUKaHCKWIT IIpJMep 0Ka3ascs BOCTpe6oBaHHBIM. COBETCKIE PYKOBOJNTE/N OPUCHTH -
POBaINCh Ha aMePUKAHCKYI0 9 PEKTUBHOCTD U HAJIeSNCh, YTO POCCHSA CMOXKET COBEPUINTD
Pe3Kuit ppIBOK, BBefA «Hopan3M» B OpraHU3aLUio COOCTBEHHOI IIPOMBIIITIEHHOCTI. JIeB
Tpouknit mucan B 1926 roxy: «CoBeTckas cucteMa, TIOAKOBaHHAsA aMePUKAHCKOI TeXHUKOM,
aTo 1 6yfieT conmanuaM. Halr o61iecTBeHHBIN CTPOI JAaCT aMepUKAHCKOI TeXHMKe MHOE,
HecpaBHEHHO 6oJiee 1ieflecoobpasHoe mpuMeHeHye. Ho 11 aMepuKaHCcKas TeXHUKa IIpeobpa-
3yeT Halll CTPOI1, 0CBOOOINT €ro OT HACTIeVA OTCTaIOCTH, IEPBOOBITHOCTH, BapBapcTBa. V3
COYETAHNs COBETCKOTO CTPOS I aMEPUKAHCKOJ TEXHUKI POJATCA HOBas TEXHMKA M HOBast
KY/IbTYpa — TeXHMKA U KYNbTYPa U1 BCeX, 6e3 ChIHKOB 1 MachIHKOB»" . HecMoTps Ha OT-
CYTCTBUE IUTJIOMAaTUYeCKMX OTHOIIEHMI 10 1933 rofia, uMeHHO aMepUKaHCK/e KOMITaHUI
npopasamu Coserckomy Corosy o60pymoBaHue I MHAYCTPYATU3aLUM Y HaIIPaB/IAIn
MHXXEHePOB JUI CTPOUTENIbCTBA 3aBONOB U (HabpUK, BKIIOYas TaKMe ITUTAHTBI IEPBBIX M-
TWIETOK, Kak CrammHrpazckuii pakropuslii (International Harvester), Hyxeropopckmit
aBToMo6mnbHbI (Popx), [JHEIporac 1 MHOTMeE [IpyTHe.

1920-¢ 6b1IM TTePUOKIOM, KOTTIA BeAYIIIe PyCCKIe MCaTeNy, BKodas Bragumupa Mas-
KoBckoro, Cepres Ecennna n Bopuca ITnibHsAKa Ty TelecTBoBam o AMepuke (B 0CHOBHOM
3a TOCYHapCTBEHHBIIT CYeT) JUIA TOTO, YTOOBI OTKPBITh HOBBINI 00pas3 xusHu. OnHOI u3
CaMBIX HOIYAAPHBIX KHUT 1930-x cTanma «OgHOsTa)KHasA AMepHKa», OTYET O Iy TeleCTBAN
o CIIA Vineu Vnbda n Esrenns Ilerposa. HemoBepunBo OTHOCUBIINIICS K €BPOIIEN-
11aM, 0cobeHHo K Benmkobpurann, Vocud Cramiu cam 6bIT OTHOCUTEIBHO pYKemobeH
K aMepuKaHIiaM. Bropas MypoBas BojiHa cTaja KyJIbMUHAIMel CONMVKeHNs, KOIfia o01asn
3afiada 60pBOBI C HALM3MOM CIIOTHJIA IB€ CTPAHBI, OJHAKO IIPEANIOChIIKI K 3TOMY ObIIN
BBICTPOEHBI B IIpeiBOeHHbIe fecsatuneTns. He crydaitno 1930-e 6bIn «30/10THIM BEKOM»
Kommynnctudeckort naprtum CIIIA, KoTopoif cMMIAaTU3MPOBaIM MHOTUE aMEPUKAHCKIe
MHTeJJIEKTYaIbl (BIVIOTH 0 makTa MonotoBa-Pu66entpona 1939 roga, KOTOpBIil paspy-
VT ee TIOMY/IAPHOCTD).

CHoBa, smoxa pedopm czienana CoenuHenHble IIITaThl IpUBIEKAaTeTbHBIMA B Kaue-
CTBE 9KOHOMIYECKOII MOJIeNN, KOTopasi Morya momoub CoseTckoit Poccuu npessoiitu ee
€BPOIIENICKMX COCefleN.

4% .
Hogas nctopus. Kypc VI n VIl Knacco My»CKUX U )KeHCKUX rimMHaswnii. Coctasun K. W. [lo6pbiHWH, AMpeKTop

KawwnHckoro AnekceeBckoro peanbHoro yuunuwa. M., 1914. C. 192.

7 Tpoukwuit J1. 1. KynbTypa 1 coumanusm // http.//www.komintern-online.com/trot|981.htm
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Hosblil iepuof; oTYy>KIeHNA HaCTYIWI 1ocie Bropoit mupoBoit BoitHbl. He orenu-
Bas CTEIeHb «BUHbI» KaXK/J0J1 113 CTOPOH 3a Pa3BA3BIBAHNA «XOJIOJHON BOHBI», 00paTHM
BHJMaHMe Ha To, 4To 11 CoBeTckoro Corosa 9To 6bIT epuop crabumisanmu. bonee yem
Ha JlecAITUIeTIE COBETCKO@ PYKOBOJCTBO IIepecTano GopMMUpoBaTh MOMUTHYECKYIO T10-
BeCTKY HA KaK pedopMaTOpPCKyI0. OTO BpeMs ObIIO TakoKe IMMKOM aHTHAaMepPUKaHCKO
mponaran/pl B Coserckom Corose.

Opnnako, kak Tombko H. C. XpyIeB BHICTYIIUI € COOCTBEHHOIT IIPOrpaMMoit pedopm,
CIIIA BHOBb CTa/M BJOXHOB/IATh COBETCKVUX PYKOBOJUTeNEl. VIMEHHO 1oc/ie CBOEro Bu-
suta B CIIIA B 1959 rony Xpyes Bsenn B CCCP noBceMecTHOE BbIpalljiBaHIe KyKypPY3bl
¥ OTKPBUI CyIIlepPMapKeThI («MarasuHbl CAMOOOCTY )KIUBAHMA»), IeLIeBOE SKIIbe Y MaCCOBOE
IIPOM3BOICTBO aBTOMOOMIElT. VIMeHHO ¢ aToro Bpemenu CCCP Hauan ¢popMynnposarb
cBou e Kak cootHocsmuecs ¢ CIIA: «jorHaTh 1 meperHaTb AMepUKy».

ITporpamma pedopM BBIIOX/IACh HIPUMEPHO K cepefiliHe 6peskHeBCKoro nepuopa. OH
Hayasl CBOE YIIpaB/IeHe CTPAHOI C HOMUTYIKY PA3PASKY, OFHAKO 3aKOHYMI BBOJIOM BOVICK
B Adranncran. CIIIA BHOBb CTa/IV OIMCBIBATBCA KaK «Ha1O0/Iee BepOATHBI IPOTUBHUK.
OxoHoMuyeckre pedopMel A. KocbirnHa Takxke ObUIM OTBEPTHYTHI K cepefyHe 1970-x.
ITonuTnka oTKa3a oT peopM OMa OIIATH COBIIA/IA C MOIMTHKON OTKa3a OT COMDKEHNMA
¢ CIIIA. Tax, 6pe>KHeBCKUIT «3aCTON» GBI CBA3aH CO «BTOPBIM M3JaHIEM XOTOHOI BOJHEI».

Poccuiickast ucropus BpeMmen Muxana fopbadesa u Bopuca Enprinna 6p11a orMedeHa
06HOB/IEHHBIM pedOpMaTOPCKMM yXoM, Korfia mpyumep CIIIA BHOBb CTajl Ka3aThCs BeCbMa
IIpUBJIeKaTe/IbHBIM. PBIHOYHBIE PeOPMBI U IeMOKpAaTU3aIVsA TpeboBaM IPIBICYeHNA
MHOCTPAHHBIX COBETHMKOB, I IMEHHO aMePUKaHIbl CTA/IM BBIIOIHATD 3TY pob. bomb-
IlIe TOT'O, POCCHAHE B KAKO-TO MOMEHT HafieA/mnch, yTo CoepynenHble IlITaTel HOMOTyT
Poccuy OBICTpO ITpeofoneThb TsKeNblit epyof pedopM. PasopyskeHre U HOMYIAPHOCTD
mocrenHero coperckoro miaepa B CIIIA moMorany cMOTpeTh Ha OBIBIIETO COIEPHMKA
C JOOPBIMY YYBCTBAMIL.

Bopuc EnbIvH BHec cBOJT BK/IaJ] B COMDKEHME IBYX CTPAH, HauaB UCIIONb30BATh A3BIK
JeMOKpPATHM 1 PBIHOYHBIX pehOpM ¥ OTpHILIasA CaMO HaTi4ye Pa3HUIIbI B [IEHHOCTAX MEXK/Y
POCCHMIICKIM ¥ aMepMKaHCKMM Hapofamiu. OJHaKO K KOHITY ero pesyIeHTCTBA IPOorpaMMa
pedopM Havasa cBOpaunBaThC:. PazoyapoBaHue B pepopMaTOPCTBE POCIIO MAPAI/IEIbHO
C POCTOM pa304yapoBaHM:A B aMepUKaHCKOM IIpMMepe.

Brapgumup ITyTus cymen ocepaTh 06a Tpera. CTabMIbHOCTD B TOJBI €T0 IIPE3U/IeHT-
CTBa CTaJIa I7IABHOM 1e/blo, a Poccusa mepecTama HY>)KJaTbCA B aMePUKAHCKMX COBETaX.
AHTHaMepUKaHN3M BHOBB BBIPOC, KaK OBIBAJIO BCET/Ia B SIIOXM POCCUIICKOI «CTaOMIBHO-
cti». KoHe4yHO Xe, caMa aMepyKaHCKas BHEIIHAA IIOIMTUKA ITOC/IEHETO eCATIIeTUS
BHeC/Ia OTPOMHBIIT BK/IaJl B POCT aHTHaMepyKaHusMa (He Toibko B Poccun, HO 11 BO BceM
MIpe), OHAKO B IEPCIIEKTIBE POCCUIICKOI ICTOPUY OYeBU/IHA CBA3b MEXK/IY BHY TPEHHeIl
«IIOBECTKOII [IHA» ¥ KOHCTPYMPOBaHMeM B3a¥IMHBIX 00Pa30B.

Coenunennble IIITaTbl Ha IPOTSKEHUM STHX IBYX CTOIETHI IIPOILIIN Yepe3 COOCTBEH-
Hble LMKJIbI HaZIeX]| M pasoyapoBaHuii no nosopy Poccum. Kaxxpiii pas, korma B Poccun
Ha4MHAJICA O4epeIHoIT mepuoy, pedopM, aMeprKaHCKOe 00leCTBEHHOe MHEHMe C SHTY-
311a3MOM TOZIIEPYKMBATIO MX B HaJleXK/le Ha MOsABJIeHNe Ha BOCTOKe EBporbl geMokparn-
Jeckoll peciry6muky, nmoxoxeit Ha CIITA. OgHako KaX[blii pa3, Koria pedOopMbl CMeHs-
JIMCh cTabUIM3almelt, B AMepuKe IMpPUIOCh pa3odapoBaHue Poccuert 1 yOexieHHOCTD
B ee HepeopMUpPyeMOCTH. DTOT LIMKJI IOBTOPA/ICA B KoHIje XIX Beka, BO BpeMs U IIOCIe
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peBomonuy 1917 ropa, BO BpeMs XPYILEBCKOI «OTTeIeNN», FopOadeBCKOll IepecTpoiiKu
U eNbIMHCKYUX pedopM. [Ty6uHa pasouapoBaHys 0OBACHANACH TEM, YTO aMePUKaHCKOe
001I1eCTBO YyBCTBOBAJIO Ce6s OOMaHYTBIM B JIYYIINX OXXUIAHNAX, M IOTOMY PUCOBAJIO
cTabumbHyIo Pocciio B 60/iee TeMHBIX Kpackax, 4eM OHa, I0-BUAMMOMY, 3aCIy>KUBaIa.
OnHaKo HOBbIE TTOMBITKY pe)OPMIPOBAHNA BHOBD IPMBJIEKa/IN CYMIIATII aMepPYUKAHIIEB,
U LMK/ HA9MHAJICA 3aHOBO.

Iuckyccun B CIITA 06 nx cOOCTBEHHOI «IOBECTKE JHs» PEIKO COCPENOTauNBaIICh
Ha Poccuy; ecnmi OHa yIIoMMHaIach, TO Kak o6paser; caMofiep)KaBlis B IIPOTUBOBEC BCEMY
amepukaHckoMy. Tak 6b110 B Havate XIX Beka, Ha py6esxe XIX XX BeKOB, Ha IIPOTSDKEHUN
«XOJIOJIHOI! BOJIHBI», ¥ BHOBD B Hayase XXI Beka. VIHTepecHO, 4TO B GO/IbIIMHCTBE CITyYaeB
TaKoe JICIONb30BaHMe ObIIO BBI3BAHO TOJI MY APYTOil BHYTPEHHeIT IIPo61eMolt caMmx
CoenyHenHbIx IITaTOB, TaKOIT KaK pabCTBO HEIPOB, PACOBAsA CETPeralys, «<0X0Ta Ha BeIbM»
U BOVIHBI JJaJIeKO 32 COOCTBEHHBIMY pybeskaMit. Poccust KaXkablil pa3 CIy Xiuia mpuMepoM
«elte 607Iee TIOXOT0», VIV IPYHIMINAIBHO XY/IIIET0 TOCYAPCTBA, YTO HOMOTAIo IPYMMU-
PATb KPUTUKOB C COOCTBEHHBIMU ITpo6IeMaMyt AMepyKu. VIMEHHO TaKolt MCIIONb30BaHUe
U Ha3bIBA€TCsA B KOHCTPYKTUBU3ME UCIIONb30BaHeM KOHCTUTyupyiomiero JIpyroro.

B, offHaKo, BpeMeHa, KOT/ia «IIOBECTKM JH:A» ABYX CTPaH ¥ O0IIeCTB IepeceKaych.
Tak c/ry4anoch B rofbl IOYTH BCEX BOJIH, OT aMePUKAHCKOJT BOJIHBI 32 He3aBUCHMOCTb, KOT/ia
Manudect 0 BOOPY>KEHHOM HeJITpa/luTeTe HOMOT aMePUKAaHCKIM KOJIOHVICTAM BBICTOATD
6puTaHCKyIo 6710Kajy, min IpaXkJaHCKOI BOJHBI, KOTia POCCUIICKIE 9CKaIPhl HPYIIIN
B raBanu Hpto-Vopka 1 Can-®paHuucko (I1s1 T0ro, 40651 M36€XKaTh UX 6710KMPOBaHUA Ha
CITydait BOVHBI C AHIVIVeEI!, HO Ha JieJie CUMBO/IIYecKy nofep>kamn CeBep), WV BO BpeMs
IBYX MUPOBBIX BOJITH, 0COOeHHO BTOpOIT MMPOBOII, B KOTOPOJ! BBICTYIIA/IN COIO3HUKAMM.
B 2001 ropy nmogo6Hast MOJie/ib OTHOLIEHMIT BO3POAM/IACH B BIJie BOIHBI C TEPPOPOM, KOT/[a
Poccus n CIIIA BHOBB OKa3a/Iich Ha OfHON CTOPOHE IIPOTHB 00Iero NpOTUBHUKA. TakiuM
06pa3oM, COBMeCTHas BHEITHeIIOMUTIYeCKas MOBEeCTKa IH, MU ob1ve Ipo6bneMbl 6e3-
OIACHOCTY OOBEAVHAIOT IBE CTPAHBI U IOMOTAIOT UM YIYYIINTb OTHOLICHYA.

V13 BBILIECKA3aHHOTO CTIE/IYeT, 10 MEHbIIIeil Mepe, OffHa IIONUTUYeCKasd peKOMeH/jal .
Jlna ynydmenusa obpasa Poccun B Mupe, n B CoeinHeHHbIX IlITaTax B 4aCTHOCTH, HEOO-
XOZlMa He TOJIbKO BCECTOPOHHAA MH(POPMAIA O Halllell CTpaHe, HO 1 popMupoBaHue
o6meit ¢ CIIIA «1oBecTKY FH:» (MCXOMS U3 TOTO, YTO IIPOCTO IHOBIUATh Ha AMEPUKAHCKYIO
IIOBECTKY JIH» HeBO3MOXKHO). OT/[e/IbHO CTOMT OTMETHTD, YTO 3Ta IIOBECTKA J{HA He MOXKET
OTpaHNYMBATHCA COMDKeHMeM caMuM 1o cebe. Heobxommma peanbHas o61as sagava. Jeit-
CTBEHHOCTD TaKOTO ITOIXO/;a Obl/Ia [TOKa3aHa He TaK JaBHO B Havasie KaMIIaHUM 110 60pbhe
¢ TeppopuaMoM. IIpeficTaBiAeTcs, YTO y HAIIUX CTPAH eCTh U APyTHUe 06/1acTy OOLIMX MHTe-
PecoB, COTPYHUYECTBO B KOTOPBIX CIOCOOHO yTydInTh 06pas Poccui B 3ammafHoM Mupe.



Upakckuit hakTop OpUTAHCKOI BHELLHEH
NONUTUKU UIU KONMIKHEBOCTOYHOE
6onoto» ToHn bnapa

H.B. lMo3abiweBa

B cBoux Memyapax 6biBiunit kauipiep Tepmanun Tepxapy llpenep oTMevaert: «Ipu-
3HaKM TOTO, yTO CIIIA Kak MMHMMYM He MICK/TIOYal0T BO3MOXXHOCTI MHTEpBeHIMH B Vpak
CTaJI BCe Yallje MPOsB/ATbCA elje B Mae 2002 roga. ITpu sToM GpuTaHCKMiT IpeMbep-
muHUCTp ToHM B/1ap 04eHb paHO U € IOTHON OIpe/le/IeHHOCTDIO )l IIOHATD, 4TO OyieT
NOJ/leP>KUBaTh AMepUKy 6€3 BCAKIX orpaHmdenii»". MOTUBBI 5TOTO K/TIOYEBOTO PelleHNs
Brapa nonmuTuky Mexxay coboit He o6cyxaamu. Ognako llIpenep npenmnonaraet, 4To it
Brapa «Ha nepenHeM ITaHe Bce JKe cTosiin ocobObie oTHoIeHus Mexay CIIA u Coepu-
HeHHbIM KoponescTBoM». OH TaK)Ke yIIOMMHAET BHY TPUIIONIUTUYECKYI0 MOTUBUPOBKY:
CTpeMJ/IeHUe MePeXBATUTh Y OPUTAHCKUX KOHCEPBATOPOB IMAEPCTBO B HATaXKMBAHUA
cBsseit Mexxiy Bputanueit n CIIA, B Toit cdepe, rae B anoxy Peiirana u TaTuyep mpa-
BUTEIbCTBO TOPY FOOMIOCH HECOMHEHHOTO ycIexa. IIpaB /iu 6bI1 HeMeLKuii KaHIIep
B CBOUX ITPEIIONIONKEHNAX? [leiicTBUTeNbHO u Briap 6611 b «Iryzenem mucrepa bymay,
TOTOBBIM COXPAaHUTb 0COOBIE OTHOIIEHMUSA C 3a0KEaHCKUM MapTHEPOM 06011 LeHOo?
BeposTHO 9TO He cOBCeM TaK. BbUIO 1 3TO 3a6/Ty>K/jeHIIe HEMEeIIKOTO KaHIIepa CKPeH-
HMM — TaKXe 60JIbIION BOIIPOC.

Tax, uccnenosarens Credan JlaiicoH 0TMedaeT, 4To «B1ap 6bII CTOPOHHUKOM Je/ICTBII
IPOTHB OBIBIIETO MPAKCKOro npesuaenTa Caama XyceliHa 3a[J0ro 0 TOTO, KaK aiMu-
HuCTpanysaA Bylra Havasma mofroToBKy K BoliHe. Hanpumep, B yacTHOI 6ecelie ¢ mipepoM
JInbepanbHo-feMOKparideckoit mapTuu [1appu SuinayHoM B Hosibpe 1997 ropa bap ckasan:
«CapiiaMm oueHb O6/IM30K K TOMY, YTOOBI 06pecTI Opy»KIie MacCOBOTO IOpaXKeHMs. .. Mbl
He MOXXEM €My 9TOT0 II03BOMUTh. Mup iymMaeT, 4To 3T0 nuiib urpa. Ho aTo 4pessbrdaiino
cepbesto»”.

Wpenep I'. Pewwexunsa. Mos xun3Hb B nonutuke. M., 2007. C. 205-206
® Dyson S., Personality and Foreign Policy: Tony Blair’s Iraq Decisions. // Foreign Policy Analysis. 2006. N°2.
C.290
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Ananus soicTymiennit Toun Briapa Taxoke CBUETENIbCTBYET O TOM, 4TO TeMa Jpaka
06Cy>X7Ianach MM C CaMOr0 MOMEHTa Ipyxofia Ha JlayHuHr ctput. Hampumep, BbICTymas
5 despains 1998 ropa B Bertom ome, Bap npusBan cTpaHbl 00bEAVHUTD YCUIUSA Y HATH
IUIITOMaTUYecKoe pellieH e Ipo6eMbl, CBA3aHHOI ¢ pexxumoM Capama XyceliHa. Yciex
VIV TTPOBAJI MPAKCKOI AUTITIOMATIY 3aBYCEL, IO MHEHIIO OPMTAHCKOTO IIPeMbep-MUHICTPA,
ot C. Xycerina. «Ecnu OH He IOJJIeT HAaBCTPedYy, TO CYI[ECTBYET YTPO3a IIPUMMEHEHM A CUIBI,
¥ OHa peaibHa»”, — TaK 3AKOHYJI CBOIO Peyb NONUTHK. [I0aTOMY npoBefienHas B 1998 romy
aKIMA KaK MIHIMYM ITPOpadaThIBaTach B KaueCTBe BO3MOYKHOTO CIieHApVIA PasBUTUA CO-
6prTiit. B manpHerieM, reppopuctudeckue araku Ha CIITA B centsi6pe 2001 ropa Ha Bpemst
OTBJIEK/IY BHMMaHMe OT MpaKcKolt mpobmemarnku. Ilomryka B oTHomenuu C. XyceiiHa
MO-IPEXXHEMY 3aHIMaJIa CBOE MECTO B IMCKYCCUAX, XOTS U He CTONb OTKpbITO. Hanpumep,
BhICTyIUIeHe Brapa Ha upe3BbruaitHoM 3acefganny IlamaTer 06mmH 14 ceHTs16ps 2001 ropa
BKJII0YAJIO B TIOBECTKY J{HA IPO6/IeMy OPY»XXIs MacCoBOro nopaxxenus. Kak ormeuaer 6pu-
TaHUCT AJL. A. TpOMBIKO, «3TO OBIIIO He YeM MHBIM KaK Ja/IbHEeJIIM IOCTYIIOM K Pa3BUTHIO
TembI Mpakar»”.

ITosxamyit 6ecCIIOpHBIM OATBEPIKIeHIIEM TOT0, 4To Ha JlayHyHT CTPUT He TONBKO 3HAIN
o HamepeHusax CIIIA, Ho 1 6bIIM TOTOBBI OAEPYKaTh Bylla ake B yCIOBUAX MEXAYHAPOJI-
HOJI M30/IAIIMY, CTA/Ia IMYHASA 3aIMCcKa coBeTHMKa Tony b1spa 1o BHEIIHENOMTHYeCKIM
BonpocaM [IsBupia Mauuunra. Ilposensa 14 mapra 2002 roga BCTpedy ¢ 3aMecTHeIeM MU-
Huctpa oboponsr CIIIA ITosom Byndosuiiem on Hanmcar, 4to crpemierne CoeyHEeHHbIX
IllTaToB K BOJIHE ObIIO OYEBUHBIM, TOCKONBKY ByndoBull akijeHTHpoBaa BHIMaHMe Ha
spepcTBax Cangama XyceliHa, MICK/II09asg BApMAHT OpraHU3ali BOEHHOTO NepeBOpOoTa
Wi cBepxenns Caama’.

KoHKpeTHbIe 5ke ClleHapyyi BOOPY)KeHHOT'O BTOPKeHNUA B Vpak 00Cy>K/januch CIycTs
Iapy MecsIleB IOC/Ie 3TON BCTpedn, 23 Mo, IMaBHbIM 06pasoM Toxn Baspom u MyHH-
crpom o6opous! [xeppu Xynom, MU Tom Ixekom Crpo, rnaBoit M6 Capom Puyap-
mom TuapnasoM u rinasoit Kabunera npeMbep-Munucrpa JIxonaranom Ilayamnom, uTo, mo
MHeHMIo Maiikia Masappa CBUJIeTe/IbCTBOBAJIO O TOM, YTO abCOMIOTHO BCe COpaBILMecs
CUUTAIN BOVIHY HEM3OEKHOI»".

PaccmarpuBas cutyanmio 2003 rofa Kak INpofo/KeHMe 3aTsSKHOTO KpU3lca ¢ laBHel
MCTOPMEN, MOXXHO BCIIOMHUTD cobbBITHA asrycra 1990 rona. Torza, mo mHenuio KanmroHo-
Boit H.K., «TaTuep mpuHamieXUT MHUIMATYBA B CO3[JAHNM IIpelLlefleHTa MCIO0/Ib30BaHMsA
curbl B 06x0f OOH»*". Bo-HepBbIX, UMEHHO TIOC/Ie BCTPEYH ¢ HElo aMepUKAHCKIUIL TIPe3U/IEHT
IIPVHS pelieHye 06 oTIpaBke Boiick B [Tepcupckmit 3amiB. OHa TaKoKe ChITpasa BayKHYIO
ponb B mpuHATIM Cb pesomonnii, mpefycMaTpuBaBIIMX BBeJleHIe CAHKIINIA B OTHOIIEHUI
Barpana. Ipu aTom TaTuep ybesxmana Byina moiitu gamblie, HacTauBas Ha IPYMEHEHUN

* BlairT. Speech by the Prime Minister: Arrival ceremony at the White House. Thursday 5 February 1998.

(http//www.number-10.gov.uk/output/Page1150.asp, dama nocewerus 22.10.2006).
BenvkobputaHus: anoxa pedopm. / Mog pea. An. A. Tpombiko. M., 2007. C. 429.
Manning D. Prime Minister:Your Trip to the US. British Government Memo, March 14. //

(http//www.downingstreetmemo.com/manningtext.html, dama nocewerus 15.05.2008).

% Mazarr M.J. The Iraq War and Agenda Setting. // Foreign Policy Analysis. 2007. N° 3. Pp. 6-7.

* Tame. C.353.
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cunpl npotus Vpaka jaxxe B orcyTcTBuM cankumu Cosera besomacnoctu. OueBuaHO, 4TO
peurenne Bispa He 661710 GecripeliefleHTHBIM, @ MO IIOf C000i1 BeChMa IPOYHYI0 OCHOBY.

CrpemteHne 6bITH GMIDKAIIIIM COI3HIMKOM BallHITOHa He 03HavdaeT coracye Bemnxo-
OpUTaHNY CO CKITOHHOCTBIO AMePUKAHCKOJT aIMUHICTPALINI K OFHOCTOPOHHUM JIeJICTBUAM.
VsBecTHO, 4T0 0c0o6bIe oTHOIIeHNs ¢ CIIIA BemkobputaHust TPagUIIMOHHO paccMaTpyBa-
JTa B KaueCTBe MHCTPYMEHTA BIMAHMA Ha aMEePUKAHCKYIO0 BHENIHIOK TommTuKy. Tak, Tonn
brap TecHO yBA3SBIBaN y4acTye CBOEi CTPaHbl B MPAKCKOJ MHTEPBEHIMN C PAOM YCTYIIOK
co cTopoHbI Beroro fomMa. AKTMBM3aINA Ipoliecca OIVDKHEBOCTOUYHOTO YPeryTUpPOBaHA
u npuHaATHe pesomouuy OOH, caHKIMOHNPYIOIEell BOEHHYIO ONIEPAINIo B OTHOLIEeHNN Vpa-
Ka — HanboJlee 3HaUMMBble U3 HVX. B TaHHOM cydae mosuiysa Biapa mmta Bpaspes ¢ Kypcom
aMepPUKaHCKOTO NPe3NJIeHTa Ha IO/ITOTOBKY K BOEHHOJ OIlepalyy JjaXKe Py OTCYTCTBUM
HOZIePXKKI MeXyHaponHoro coobmectsa. Cornacue CoeTa besonacHOCT! Ha IPOBEICHNM
BOCHHBIX JIeVICTBUIT B1ap cumTa HeoOXOMMBIM 1 HalesICsl IOB/IVATD Ha PEIIMMOCTD ByIma.
BpuTanckmit mpemMbep-MUHKUCTP TaK)Ke MOJIaraj, 9To MOAAepKKa aMeEPUKaHCKOTO TTOAX0/a
K VIPaKCKOI1 Mpo6IeMe IIpMHeceT eMy coracue AMepyKY aKTHBYM3IPOBATD PeaM3aliiio IVTaHa
«IOpOXKHas KapTa» (ITyTb pellleHns apabo-nU3panIbckoro KOHGIMKTA Ha OCHOBE CO3aHNA
IBYX rocyzapets)”. OH TakoKe PacCIUTBIBAT HA TO, YTO BennkobpuTaHus 6yeT oKasbBaTh
CYILIECTBEHHOE B/IMAHME Ha MPOIECCHl PEKOHCTPYKIMM MOC/IEBOEHHOTO VIpaka u Hamaxm-
BaHIIe OTHOLIEHMII ¢ coceisaMu. Ho BIAHME BHY TPUIIONMUTIYECKOTO aMePUKaHCKOT0 10661
Ha 6mKHeBocTouHy0 omnTuKy CIIA nepesecno. B ntore bispy He ocTaBasocs Hudero,
KpOMe KaK 0OMaHBIBATh Ce651 TeM, 4TO 3T YCTYIIKYU OH Oy Ym .

ITokasaTenpHO TO, 4TO HambosIee cepbesHble Kpuaucel B uctopun HATO caydanuch
13-3a pasHornacuii no bmxkuaemy Bocroky: B 1956, 1967, 1973, 1979-1981 u B 2002-2003.
Cawmble HepaspellMble PasHOITACKA — IO IOBOY apabo-u3panabcKoro KOHGIUKTA.

YuurbiBast ToT axT, 4to B feiictButenpHocTH CoenmyHenHble IIITaThl MOIIM KaK IIpH-
CITYIIMBATLCA K COBETAaM CBOETO O/IVDKAIIIIIero MapTHepa, TaK M UTHOPYMPOBATh X, [IeHHOCTh
TAKOTO B3aJIMOJIE/ICTBIA He pa3 IIofjBepraach COMHeHMI0. [opaszo 6oree pajuKabHbIe OLfeH-
KV JIaeT MCCTIeIOBATeNb YU/IbAM YOJIIeiiC yTBepyK/asi, 4TO HeOOXOAMMO IPU3HATD «CMEPTh»
0co6bIX OTHOLIeHNIL. 10 ero MHEHMIO, HeCMOTPSI Ha TO, YTO OTHOLIeHN:A Bennko6putanum
u CIITA [0CTaTOYHO KpeTIKye B OTZe/IbHBIX 00/1aCTAX, «<MbI 0OMaHbIBaeM cebs1, eC/u CUnTaeM,
4TO OPMTAHCKOE PYKOBOZICTBO MOYKET OKa3bIBaTh BIMAHME Ha (POPMIPOBaHIE BHEIIHeN! IO/N-
uxu Benoro [loma»”. B kauecTBe 060CHOBaHIs CBOETO TE3NCA, YONIEHC CChITAeTCA Ha BeChbMa
TI0Ka3aTe/IbHBII IIpUMep: BalllMHITOH yCTaHOBIII 0COObIe OTHOLIEHIA CO MHOTYMM APYTYMU
cTpaHamy — Vspannb, ABcTpamus, Mekcuka, Vitamms, [lonbina n gasxe Caynosckas ApaBus.

BeposaTHoO, aBTOp IpeyBennunBaeT, cTaBs B ofuH pAJ oTHomeHuA CIIA c Bennko-
OpuTaHMell 1 TAKUMU CTpaHaMM Kak Mekcuka, Vtamms, [Tonpura. IlaBHas 0co6eHHOCTD
«OCOOBIX OTHOILIEHNUIT» CO BCEMU STUMM CTPAaHAMU — 3TO UX OYEBMIHbII KPATKOCPOYHBII
cyry6o mparMarideckuit xapakrep. OJHaKO y HETO eCTb PsJ CTOPOHHUKOB U CPEiM OTe-
YeCTBEHHDIX UCCIEOBATENEN.

% Wallace W. The Collapse of British Foreign Policy. / International Affairs. 2005 Ne 1. P. 58.

% Hoggett P. Iraq: Blair's Mission Impossible. // The British Journal of Politics &International Relations, 2005.
Vol. 3. P.421.

" Wallace W. Op. cit. P. 65-66.
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Kputukys, oT4acTy BIIOJIHE OO'bEKTUBHO, OCTEACTBYA «OCOOBIX OTHOLICHMI» LA
BennkoOpuTaHNY MHOTME MCCIe0BaTeNM UPAKCKON IPOOIeMAaTUKI CTABUIN B BUHY
T. Br1apy T, 4TO B IIOTOHE 3a CTATYCOM OJIVDKATIIIero CO3HMKa BalHITOHa, OH yITyCcTII
OYeHb BaXKHbIe BOIPOCHL. HecMOoTps Ha TO, 4TO Y Benmiko6puTaHmu 61 OrPOMHBII OIIBIT
YIIpaB/IeHNs O/IVKHEBOCTOYHBIMYU TePPUTOPUAMYI — ee «BK/Iafl» B GOpMUPOBaHNE IO/~
STHIYECKOJ CTPYKTYPbI MPAKCKOTO 00IIeCTBa ObIT CAMBIM 3HAYMTETbHBIM, Beflb IMEHHO
OpuTaHCKOE PYKOBOACTBO (haKTUIeCK! cPOPMUPOBAIO I'PAHNUI[BI COBPEMEHHOTO TOCY/Ap-
CTBa — NIPaBUTEIbCTBO ByIapa He Y410 0COO@HHOCTU CTPaHBL, IIPOTUB KOTOPOJT Pa3BA3asIo
BOCGHHBIE JIeIICTBUA. VI 9TO IIpy TOM, YTO 06€MM CTpaHaM IPUIUIOCE IIPOTI Yepe3 KPOBO-
IIPONTUTHBIE BOVHBI B 3TOM pernone mupa: CIIIA mo cux mop kpymnHesineit HallMOHaIbHO
Tparefuer CYNTAIOT BOIHY BO BoeTHaMe, a BpuTaHus He 6e3 4enoBedyecKyx NoTepb B Asun
nepexxia TpaHcGopmanuio umrepun B Conpyxectso. COI3HUKY JaKe He paspadoTram
COCTOAITENIbHBIN II/IaH MOCTIEBOEHHOTO BOCCTAHOB/IEHN A CTPAHDI, B CBA3M C Y€M CTONKHY/NCH
C CYIIeCTBEHHBIMHU TPYAHOCTAMY IOC/Ie OKOHYAHA aKTUBHOII (ha3bl BOCHHON OIlepaIyin.

BeposATHO, 3TH yIpeKu Takxke He BIIOJIHe 060cHOBaHbL. Hanbornee ApKuM CBUETENb-
CTBOM TOMY AB/IAeTCA paboTa OKCPOPACKOIL IPYIIIIbI SKOHOMIYECKOTO IIPOTHO3MPOBAHNSA
npu LleHTpe cTpaTerndeckux u MexayHapogHbix uccnenosanmit (Oxford Economic Fore-
casting, Centre for Strategic and International Studies). B ssuBape 2003 roga ona omy6m-
KOBaJIa Pe3yIbTaThl MPOBENEHHOTO MCCIENOBAHNA OTHOCUTETHHO BO3MOXKHBIX 9KOHOMIU -
4eCKNUX MOC/eNCTBUIT BoitHbl B Vpake”. [pymmoit 6bimm pa3paboTaHbl YeTbIpe ClieHApUs:
1) pUIUIOMaTIYecKoe yperyaupoBanue KOHQIMKTa; 2) 61aronpusTHLI ciieHapuii (bbicTpas,
penmTenpHas nobena 6es mpumeHeHyss OMII IpoTyB ¢y Koanuuum, VIspaus unm gpyrux
CTpaH PeryvoHa, IpeXHNUI1 ypoBeHb Hobbran Hedru crpanamu OITEK, ycraHoB/IeHMe HO-
BOTO IIOJKOHTPOIbHOT'O MPAKCKOTO MIPAaBUTEIbCTBA — BEPOATHOCTD 40-60%); 3) cpemHmit
clieHapuit (He3HaYMTeIbHbI yiep6 HedTAHBIM MeCTOpOXKieHNAM Vpaka, araku Vpaka
Ha VI3panb u Bovicka Koammiyu, Ho 6e3 npuMeHeHyss OMIL, HeoXXMIaHHO 3aTAHYBIIeeCs
CONPOTUBJIEHNE MPAKCKON apMUM, HUSKII YPOBEHb COIMATbHON HATIPSYKEHHOCTH U CTONIK-
HOBeHMiT B Vpake mocie OKOHYaHIisI BOEHHOM (pasbl KOH(IMKTA — BeposTHOCTD 30-40%);
4) Hauxypumii ciieHapuit (Vpak aTakyeT HeTAHYI0 MHPPACTPYKTYPY B PeTMOHe C IpMMe-
HenyeM OMII, monuTuyecknit/sSKOHOMIUYECKMIT KPU3IC, aKTMBHOE BOB/IEYEHNE B BOWHY
V3pawis, MacCOBble HONMUTIYECKIE O6eCIIOPANKI B PETMOHe, CYIIleCTBeHHbIE 00IIleCTBEHHbIE
KOH(IUKTHI B VIpake MOC/Ie OKOHYaHMsA BOGHHOI (a3bl KOH(INKTA, TeppOPUCTIIECKIE
araky Ha CIIIA u Bennko6pnranuio kak Ha BrvoxaeM BocToke, Tak Ha X HAaI[OHA/IBHOII
TEPPUTOPUU — BEPOATHOCTD 5-10%).

ConocTaBuB MOKa3aTeMN MO BCEM YEThIPEM CIIEHApMAM Pa3BUTHUA UPAKCKOTO KOH-
bnMKTa, TPyIIIa IPUXOANT K BEIBOAY, YTO BOITHA B VIpaKe yapuT 110 BCeM KPYIHEIINM
SKOHOMMKaM (MCK/TI0UeHNe COCTABIIAET TUIIb O/IaTONPYATHBII CLieHAPUIA, I/ie eHCTBEHHOe
3HA4YUTeTbHOE SKOHOMIYECKOe IOCIeICTBIE — 6Oolee BHICOKNE PAacXofibl Ha 060pony B CIITA
n CoepnaenHoM KopornescTse). OnHaxo yiep6 6pruTaHCKoil 9KOHOMUKe OyzeT 6osee mo-
BEPXHOCTHBIM, Y€M JIJIs1 CTPAH €BPO30OHBI, TO3TOMY OHAa CMOYKET IPEOJIONIeTh HETaTVBHbIE
TIOC/IEAICTBYA, HE NIEPEXO/iA K 9KOHOMMYECKOMY crapy. Jlaske mpy HauXypuieM clieHapuu
naneHvie BBII B Bennko6puraunu 6yzet B 1Ba pasa MeHbimM, 4eM B CIIIA mau crpaHax
€BpO30HDI, a B 2004 rofy 0>XmpaaeTcs caMblil BBICOKUIL POCT B 2,7%.

* Warin Irag: Implications for the UK economy. // Economic Outlook. January 2003.

80



Benukue aepxasbl B MupoBoi nonutuke (2008-2018)...

Bo3moykHOe BIMsAHME BOVIHBI B VIpake Ha 3KOHOMIYECKIIT pOCT

Poct Annnomatnyeckoe bnaronpuATHbIN CpepHun Hanxyawwui
BBIN pelleHne CueHapuii cueHapun CueHapui
% 2003 2004 2003 2004 2003 2004 2003 2004
CLIA 24 35 2.6 3.7 1.2 33 -0.7 1.2
lepmaHua 0.7 1.7 0.7 1.8 -0.3 1.6 -1.5 1.2
EBpo3oHa 1.2 24 1.2 2.5 0.2 2.7 -0.8 23
BenukobpuTaHua 24 3.0 24 3.2 1.2 33 -0.4 2.7

Bce aTo moarBepykaaeTcs ydpamu: K cepefuHe nepporo aecsatuneTns XXI Beka B cTpa-
He y>Xe 14 j1leT Ipofo/Kancsa SKOHOMUYECKNIT IoibeM — JIydlnii pesynbraT 3a 300 neT;
MHQIALNA He IpeBbIlIaza 2% — caMblil HUSKIIT IOKa3aTe/b 3a TPY JeCATIUIETUSA; IPUPOCT
BBII B 2004 rozy cocTaBui 3%, 4TO 3HAUMTE/THHO BBIILE CPETHETO TOKA3aTe/ls 10 CTPaHaM
Espomnerickoro Coo3a, a 6e3paborniia Hike 5%, Torga kak B EC pacmmpeHnHoro cocraa
TIOYTH B fiBa pasa Bbiure”.

OpnHUM U3 LIeHTPAIbHBIX BOIIPOCOB B aHA/M3€ MPAKCKOI MIPOOIeMAaTUKI SABIAETCA
pecypcHbIt hakTop. B JTaHHOM CiTydae OH MMeeT JBe COCTABJIAIIINE: BHEIIHWII aCIIeKT
(cTpemnenye Bennko6puTaHUM YKPEIUTh COOCTBEHHYIO PeCypCHYIO 6a3y B pe3ynbrare
IIPOBefIeH A YCIENIHOM BOCHHOIT Ollepaliyy) ¥ BHYTpeHHMIT (COOCTBEHHbIE peCyPChl Ab-
610Ha, 3aTpauMBaeMble VIM JJIA JOCTYDKEHNSA JKe/laeMOoro pesybTara). [Ipu aTom npakckas
KOMITaHVA JOJDKHA OblTa 110 3aMbIcmy ToHu Brispa yKpenuThb He TONbKO 9KOHOMUYEeCKMIT
norennuan CoegyHenHoro KoponescTsa, HO ¥ MOMUTUIECKMIT BeC CTPaHbI Ha MEX/yHa-
ponHoII apeHe.

Boratble HeTAHBIE MeCTOPOXK/eHNA Vpaka Kak Hanbosee O4eBUHBII MOTUB PelLIeHIs
OpUTaHCKOTO IPaBUTENbCTBA IIOMfIePKAaTh BOCHHYIO OIlepaliio B Vpake — TeMa He MeHee
IMCKYCCUOHHAsA, 4eM OIIMOKM, JONyIeHHble KOAMUIIMell ) IIOATOTOBKE U peanusalyn
cBoelt cTpaTernu. Iloxkanyit, Hu OfHO MacIITabHOe UCCIeloBaHMe He 0OXonuTcs 6e3 06-
palljeHNsA K MaTepuaabHOIl CTOPOHE 9TON IPOOIeMBL.

B yactHOCTH, Nccnenosarend VBan JlyukoBckuit mpoaHanusuposan pacxonsl CIIA
u Benmiko6puTanny, 3anokeHHbIe B OIOJPKETaX JIBYX CTPaH HEIOCPECTBEHHO Ha BOCHHYIO
oIepalyio M Ha BOCCTAHOBJIEHNE CTPaHbL. VIccenoBarenb obpalaeT 0co60e BHUMaHNUe Ha
TO, 9TO MHBECTUIMN I/TAHNPOBATIOCh HAITPABUTD IIPEXe BCETO IMEHHO Ha BOCCTAHOBJIEHVIE
HeTAHOI MHPPACTPYKTyphl Vpaka (Ha 9TM IIe/M 110 Pa3HbIM OLIEHKaM 3aK/IafibIBaIoCh
10 30% BceX CpefICTB, OTBOAMBIINXCA Ha BOEHHYI0 onepanuio)”. Ha ocHoBaHum atoro
. JIy9KOBCKMIT IPUIIEN K BEIBOAY O IPUOPUTETHOCTY HepTAHOro akTopa A/ JBYX
CTPaH-MHUIIMATOPOB BOVHBI.

AHasm3y 5KOHOMIYECKOI BBITOIBI IIOCBATHII CBOE MCCTIEiOBaHIe OPUTAHCKIIT aHATUTHK
Maxmyp Onbkaccac. Cchlasch Ha HOACYETHI TOHJOHCKOTO MeXXTyHapOJHOTO SHEPreTH-
YeCKOTO LIEHTPa, OH yTBEPKZIaeT, 4To Vpak 3aHMmaeT BTopoe MecTo nocne CaymoBcKoii

» lpombiko A. A. Bceoblume BbiGopbl B BenvikobpuTanum 2005 roga: utorv u nocneactsus. C. 3.

JlyukoBckuin V. OTKpbIT BTOpoit GPOHT: SKoHOMUYeCKUi. (http://www.kontrakty.com.ua/rus/gc/
nomer/2003/14/14.html, pata nocewexuns 23.10.2006).
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ApaBui 10 JoKasaHHBIM 3aracaM Hedry (112 mipg. 6appereii). IloMnmo 3TOro, MOTEH-
IIMa/IbHBIE 3aIIachl CTPaHbI MpeBbiaoT 200 Mipy. 6apperneit. Ecu cmoxmTb aTo ¢ HoKa-
3aHHBIMM 3amtacamu, To CayJloBCKas ApaBus oTofifieT Ha BTopoe MecTo'. OfIHAKO, IOMUMO
TUTAHTCKMX 3aI1aCOB, VIpaK OT/IMYaeT ellje ¥ OTHOCUTETbHO HEBBICOKAsA CTOMMOCTD JJOOBIUM.
BO/bIIMHCTBO MECTOPOXKAEHNIT HAXOANTCS BO/MI3K Oepera 6o Ha 1ienbde, 1 He TpebyeT
Joporocrosiiel MHGPaCTPYKTYPBI /LA Hadasa paspaboTKM — JUIHHBIX TPYyOOIIPOBOJIOB,
HACOCHBIX CTaHIMII 1 Tak fasnee. HedTs Vpaka B 60/IbIIMHCTBE CTydaeB JIETKO U3BJIeKaeMast
U BBICOKOTO Ka4eCTBa. YUNTBIBAsA 3TN (HaKTOPBI, UCCIENOBATEIb [Ie/IAeT BBIBOJ, O TOM, YTO
TOXOJIbI CTPAH-IOOENUTeNell B CPeTHEM COCTABAT 29 MIIPJ. IOJUIAPOB B TOJI, YTO TO3BOIUT
UM 32 JOCTaTOYHO KOPOTKMII CPOK He TONbKO ITOTHOCTBIO TOKPHITH BOGHHbBIE PACXOIbI, HO
Y TIO/TyIUTh KOMOCCATIbHYIO IPUOBITB”.

OpHaxo, paj ucciefoBareseil He COINIalllaeTCsA C MPefICTABIeHHOM TOYKON 3peHus,
IPMBOJA APyIHUe faHHbIe. Tak, BiIle-IPpe3yIeHT MeX/YHaPOJHOTO 001IieCTBEHHOro hoH/a
«OKcIepyMeHTaIbHbII TBOpYecKit ieHTp» 10. Bsamblit cunraer HedTh [Tepcnyckoro sammsa
KpaliHe Ba>KHBIM CTpaTerndeckuM GakTopoM S5KOHOMIYECKON CTAOMIBHOCTH He CTONIbKO
nmst CHIA n Benmko6bpurannu, cKonbko iist EBpornst u cTpan A3narcko-Trx00oKeaHCKOro
pernona (SInonnn u Knras, B nepByto odepenn). Bo-nepsrix, oH yrBepx/aet, yro CIIA
€CTb YeM BOCIOIHUTD ieHUIUT HedTHU, ITOCKONbKY aMepPUKaHCKIe HeTAHbIe KOMIIAHUA
6ornee TpeTy HeOOXOAMMON He(TH HOOBIBAIOT HA CBOEIT TEPPUTOPHN, ITIOC KOHTPOIUPYIOT
OrpoMHBIN pecypc HedTenobsrun B Kapnbckom bacceiite, B CeBepHOM MOpe, B Adpuke,
B IOro-Bocrounoit Asuu. Yro ke kacaeTcs Bennkobpuranmim, To, 10 MHEHUIO MCCTIE0-
BaTesIs, YPe3BBIYAITHO HIU3Kas O/ OPMTAHCKIX KOMIIAHWIT ABHO CBUJIETEILCTBYET O TOM,
4TO HeTAHOI PAaKTOp He OKa3bIBAJI CUIBLHOTO BO3/EIICTBIUA Ha MIPUHATIE PEIIeHMII 110
UPAKCKOMY KpU3HUCY'.

Ha 370 ke ykasbIBaeT poccuiickuii nccnegosarenb M. A. Tponuxmit, orMeyas, 4To
0 cocTosAHMIO Ha 2004 rofi mofapsAolee 60MBIIMHCTBO KOHTPAKTOB OBINO 3aK/II0Ue-
HO C aMepPMKAHCKVYMU KOMIIAaHVAMU. JINIIb B eIMHIYHBIX C/Ty4asaX CPe/iu MOAPALINKOB
durypuposanu 6putanckue GupMb™. A 0 UMEIIINMCSA OTKPBITBIM OLiEHKaM, JOXO/IbI
KOQIMIIMK OT MCIIO/Ib30BaHMsI HePTAHBIX MecTOpoXxeHmit Vpaka B 2003-2004 rr. Ha
HOPANOK YCTYIIaa CyMMaM, BBIJIe/IABIIVMCA Ha BOCCTAaHOBJICHNUE U MOiepKaHMe 6e3-
ONACHOCTY B cTpaHe”.

[Tpencenarens Hayuynoro cosera PAH ®. Bypmaukuii, paccMaTpuBas IIpeBeHTUBHBIE
BOJTHBI KAK MIHCTPYMEHT BHEIIHell ITO/IMTUKM, CPABHIBAET PACCY>KZIeHNMA 0 HeTH U PHIHKAX
cObITa ¢ 0OBACHEHNEM NIPUPOABI KAUTAIMCTIYECKUX BOiTH. OH CIIpaBeIMBO 3aJaeTcs
BomnpocoMm: «Ho mouemy ke Torpa CIIIA He pasbirpanm 10 KOHIa 3Ty KapTy B nepuop «bypn

Anbkaccac M. Upak: npeaskyLwas 3nato. (http://news.bbc.co.uk/hi/russian/business/newsid_4643000/4643311.
stm, faTa nocewieHna 23.10.2006).

6
nbKaccac M. Ykas. cou.

Banbii 10. Komy He HyxHa npakckaa HedTb. (hitp//www.kurginyan.ru/publ.shtml?’cmd=art&auth=1&theme=&
id=1524, nata noceweHna 23.10.2006).

o Tpouykuin M. A. TpaHcaTnaHTyeckuin cots 1991-2004. M.: HOOMO, 2004. C. 211.

Iraq Reconstruction Update No. 3: Competing Versions. October, 29. 2003 // Center for Defence Information
(http://www.cdi.org/friendlyversion/printversion.cfm?document/D=1805, paTa nocelienna 17.11.2006).
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B ITyCThIHe»? TaK IPOCTO OBLIO OBECTH €TI0 [0 ITO6EHOT0 KOHIA U B3ATD IO KOHTPOJIb
Vpak u ero HedrsaHbie GorarcTar”.

PecypcHblit pakTop BO BHEIIHETIONMTIIECKOI CTpaTeryy BenmKkoOpyUTaHiy B OTHOLICHNN
Vpaka MMeeT ¥ BHY TPEHHMII aCIIeKT, a IMEHHO cobcTBeHHbIe pecypcbl Coemyaennoro Kopo-
JIeBCTBA Ha IPOBEJIeHIe BOGHHBIX OIlepaliuii. B 3Toil CBA3M MHTEPECHO PAaCCMOTPETh BOEGHHBIN
IIOTEHIVAJI CTPAHBI, @ TAK)Ke ero BMAHME Ha aKTUBHOCTb bpuTanmy Ha MUpoBOIi apeHe.

Tax, P. Kejira npeiioXus Teopuio, 00bACHAIOIIYIO yYacTyie MU HeydacTyie eBPOIIeii-
CKMX TOCYJapCTB B BOJIHE ITyOOKUMM CTPYKTYPHBIMM M3MEHEHUAM, KOTOpbIe OKa3au
B/MMAHMe Ha 3anazinyio EBpony. Tak, o ero Muenmio, packon B EC BbI3BaH iucripornopuyest
BOCHHBIX BO3MOKHOCTelT eBpoIielinieB. BoeHHbII HoTeHIMan BennkoOpyuraHny mpeBoCXoauT
eBPOIIEIICKUIL, @ B COI03e C AMEPUKOIf 9TO HepaBeHCTBO CTAHOBUTCSA OrpoMHbIM. Obaanme
CYILIeCTBEHHBIMM BOEHHBIMY PeCYpPCaMi IIOPOAIMIIO CTPeM/IEHNE UX MCIIONb30BaTh, TOTZA
KaK BOCHHas c1abocTb EBpoIbI BhI3BajIa K )KU3HIM COBEPIIEHHO IIOHATHOE OTBPalleHne
K IpuMeHeHuio cuibl. Kpome Toro, oTcTaBanme epporneriines B coepe BIIK nmopoxmaer
Y HUX IICHXOJIOTUIO CTabOCTY M TeM CaMBIM OTHaJIAeT OT Bemkobpuranmm, KoTopas nc-
TIOBe/yeT MCUXOMOTUIO CUIB” .

10T nocrynar KeiiraHa HaXOAMUT OTpakKeHMe B IMONIUTUYECKON NpaKTHKe JJayHMHT
CTPUT. 3a TPM HEIOTHBIX IPeMbepPCKIX CpOKa B1ap Hampapan 6puTaHCKue BOVICKA Ha
y4acTue B BOEHHBIX OIEPAIAX TaK YacCTO, KaK HY OJMH M3 JIMJIEPOB B COBPEMEHHOI MC-
TOpUY IeH60PUCTCKOI TIapTHn®.

B cBsA3M ¢ yIOMAHYTOI TeH/IeHIeN K PaCIIVPEHNUIO IPUCYTCTBYA OPUTAHCKIX BO-
OPY’KEHHBIX CVJI B PA3/IMYHBIX PETYOHaX MUpPa HAIIPAIIMBAETCA TPAAUIMOHHAA aHATIO-
IUsA — a He ABJIAETCA M COBPeMeHHas TOPUIICKas BHEIIHAA IMOMUTHKA B LIeJIoM (Kak
U CTpaTerns B OTHOIIeHNM VIpaka B YaCTHOCTHM) OTPaXKeHMeM TPAIMIMIOHHBIX MMIIep-
ckux ambunmii Benuko6puranun? HecMOTps Ha TO, YTO HEKOTOPbIe BUHbIE YUEHBIE
U IOTIUTUYECKIE IeATEeNN NAI0T OJHO3HAYHO IOOKUTENbHBI OTBET Ha 3TOT BOIIPOC,
BPAJ JIY MOXKHO TIOJTHOCTBIO C HUMM COIIacUThcA. Hampumep, M3BeCTHBI OpUTaHCKMIT
ucropuk Haiin @epriocon aHanmsupys BeickasbiBanusA Tonu Brapa o Heo6xoauMocTu
IepeyCcTpoiicTBa MUPA U CTPEM/IEHUM K CIIPaBe//INBOCTH, IIPHUILE/T K BLIBOZY O TOM,
YTO 3asABJI€HNA IPeMbeP-MUHICTPA COBIA/IAIOT C BUKTOPMAHCKUM IIPOEKTOM PACIIpO-
CTpaHeHMs OPUTAHCKOI «IIMBMIM3ALVI» Ha OCTanbHOI Mup. Tonu Biap cuurarn, uto
CIIpaBeUIMBOCTD 3aK/II0YAETCA He TOIBKO B TOM, YTOOBI HaKa3aTh BUHOBHOTO, HO U B
TOM, YTOOBI JOHECTH LEHHOCTHU JIEeMOKPATUM U CBOOOMBI [0 I0fieil BO BceM Mupe. ITo
ero MHEHUIO, «yMUpAIOIye C TONOAY, HeCYaCTHBIE, TMIIEeHHbIe COOCTBEHHOCTH, HeTpa-
MOTHBIE JTIO[YL, )KUBYIIIJe B HUIIETe Ha IPOCTPAHCTBAX OT MycThIHb CeBepHOI AQpukn
10 Tpywo6 [asbl u TopHBIX 06macTeit Apranmctana»” TaxKe TPe6YIOT BMEIIATeNbCTBA
Benukobpuranun.

5 Bypnaukuit ®. MpeBeHTMBHbIE BOWHbI. (http//www.watan.ru/news/15.02.031/, pata nocewjenva 11.04.2007).

& Kagan R. Of paradise and Power: America and Europe in the New World Order. (http//www.carnegie.ru/
news/66370.htm, nata nocewenua 09.11.2005).

% DunneT. «When the Shooting Starts»: Atlanticism in British Security Strategy. // International Affairs. 2004.
Neo5. P. 893.

LinT. no ®epriocoH H. BputaHckasa umnepus: ypoku Anda rnobanbHom Bnactu. // Kocmononuc 2003. Ne3.C. 19.
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H. ®eprrocon nmpoBoau napannenb ¢ BUKTOPMAHIIAMU, KOTOpbIe, KaK M3BECTHO, pac-
CMaTpUBAa/IU CBeP)KEHUE PeKMMOB-U3roes oT Aiifoxbs (VHAuA) 1o A6MCCHHUM Kak ab-
CONMIOTHO JIETUTMMHYIO COCTAB/AINIYI0 IIMBUANM3ALMOHHOTO Ipoliecca. Muccronepsl xe
BUKTOPYMAHCKOIT 3TI0XM ObIIN TBEPJO YO@XK/IEHBI B TOM, UTO IX 3a/jaua — PacIpOCTPaHeHue
IIeHHOCTeN XPYICTMAHCTBA U CBOOOJHOI TOPTOBIY T€M K€ CaMBIM JIOAM, KOTOPBIM «MUCTEP
B1ap Terepb X0UeT IPUHECTU AeMOKPATHIO U cBo6ory» . Ha 5TOM, 0 MHEHUIO HCTOPUKA,
CXOZICTBA He 3aKaHuMBaKTCcA. bombapauposku Cep6un 1999 rofa Bo MMs «IIpaB desoBe-
Ka» OH ynopo0yisieT peiifiaM, KoTopble ycTpansan Koponesckuit ot B 1840-€ IT. BLO/b
no6epexbs 3amagHoit AQpHKY, a OIrpaBJaHue MHTEPBEHIUN IPOTUB «IIOXUX» PEKUMOB
obelaHyeM ITPeOCTABIUTD B3aMeH IIOMOILb 1 MHBECTUIINM — BOEHHOI OKKymaiyy Erymra
B 1881 ropy. Jaxxe ocy>xpieHme pexxuma TanubaH 3a ero obpalieHye ¢ >KeHIIMHAMI HaIlo-
MJHAET eMy HeCTBIA OPUTAHCKOI aIMIHICTPAIY B VIH/IVN 110 MCKOPEHEHNIO 0ObIYaeB
TuMa caTyt (PUTYyaIbHOE CAMOYOUIICTBO BAIOB) M YOUIICTBA KeHIMHAMY HOBOPOXK/IeHHBIX .

OTH B3ITIAABI pasfensaeT 6puTaHCKuil fuiioMaT PobepT Kymep, KoToOpbIil Ipu3biBaeT
Ha3bIBaTh IIOIUTUKY ITIPEMbEPA €€ HACTOAIMM MMEHEM — MMIIEPUAI3MOM HOBOTO THIIA.
On nymet: «Eci oTcTaomye B pasBUTUY FOCYAPCTBA-U3IOM CTAHY T CIVIIKOM OMACHBI J/IS
YCTOIYMBBIX PEXKUMOB, 11 TEPIETb UX OYeT yyKe HeBO3MOXKHO, MOXHO Oy/ieT IpUOerHyTh
K 000POHUTEIbHOMY VIMIIEpMaTN3My, IIOCKO/IbKY Hanbosee TOTMYHbII 1 IIPOBEPEHHBII
B IIPOIIIOM CIIOCO6 CIIPABUTBCSA € Xa0COM — 3TO BBeJIeHNe KOJIOHUAIbHOTO IIPaBIeHN».
ITo MHeHUIO JUIUIOMATa Ha CEeTONHAIIHNII IeHb HeOOXOMMOCTDb B KOMOHU3AIM Oomee
3HAUNTeE/IbHA, YeM KOIla-1nub0 B IeBATHAJIATOM CTONeTUI. B HacTos1Iee BpeMs ecTb Bce
YCTIOBUSA [/LSL UMIIEPUATM3MA, HO HeT HU CIIPOCa Ha HETO, HU TIPeJIOKe s .

Ho sTa Teopus BbI3BIBAET y aBTOPa HEKOTOPbIe BONpOChl. IIpnBenenHble mpumMepsl,
BEPOSATHO, JIOCTATOYHO APKO AeMOHCTPUPYIOT TOT GAKT, YTO MMIEPCKUe HACTPOCHUA 10
CUIX IIOp He MTOKM/AI0T HEKOTOPBIX BUHBIX OPUTAHCKMX IIONIMTUKOB 1 yueHbIX. Ho criocobHa
7 Benmko6pyuTaHusA B HaCTOsIIIee BpeMs BBICTYIIUTD B KadecTBe HOBOI nMmepyn? V ecrm
CIIO0COOHa, TO, UTO 9TO 3a MMIIEpUs: ITI00aTbHAA, K KOTOPOIl TaK CTPEMUTCSA OGPUTAHCKOE
IPaBUTENBCTBO, IIOKA ellle pervoHasIbHas WM 0CeBas, KaK ee 0603Haumn A. A. Tpombiko?”

Hecmorps Ha Ha/mune y BemmkoOpuTaHNY 3HAYNTETbHBIX BOCHHBIX BO3MOXKHOCTeI,
3TOT PeCypCHbI HOTEHIMAJT ABHO HEOCTATOYEH JJIA TOTO, YTOOBI CIIPAaBUTLCA C TEMU
3ajlayaMi1, KOTOpbIe PYKOBOJCTBO CTPAHBI CTaBUT Ha IOBECTKY JHA. B cBA3K ¢ 3TuM BO3-
HMKaeT BOIIPOC: IToYeMy BenukoOpuTaHus IpMHAIA CTO/Nb aKTUBHOE YYacTyie B BOCHHOII
onepanyy mpoTus Vpaka u He orpaHMYMIACh TAIIb CUMBOIMYecKol mopaepxkoit CIIIA, kak
3To cfienan Taponb BUMbCOH, OTKa3aBLIMIICA HAIIPaBUTD OPUTAHCKIE BOVICKa BO BbeTHaM
HeCMOTPs1 Ha IIPOChObI MpesupeHTa JXKOHCOHA M BBIPA3UBILNIL JIMIIb MOPAIbHYIO IO -
nep>xky Baumurrony?”* Jleno B Tom, uto Bennko6puTaHus XoTb 1 6bia COINIacHa Ha POTIb

®epriocoH H. Ykas. cou.
Tam xe.
Tam xe.

lpombiko A. A. BHewwHAA nonnTrKa BenmkobputaHum: ot umnepum K «oceBoi Aepxkasey. // Kocmononuc.
2005.N2 1. C. 56.

" O'Malley E. Setting Choices, Controlling Outcomes: The Operation of Prime Ministerial Influence and The
UK's Decision to Invade Iraq. // British Journal of Politics & International Relations. 2007.Vol. 9. P. 1.
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«MJIaJIIIETO COI03HMKA», HO CTPEMIIACH IIPOIEMOHCTPIPOBATD CBOIO CUITY 1 BO3MOXKHOCTIL.
MBI cunTaeM, 4To Hanbojee TOYHO MOTUBBI TAKOTO MOBeeHNs Bemko6puranum 6buin
OTPaXKeHBI B XXypHaje «IKOHOMUCT»: «Jlydire O6bITh Gymbrorom mMucrepa Bymra, yem ero
nynenem»”. KpoMe Toro, Takas nosuis coco6CcTBoBana ToMy, 4To Bpurtanus, yaie, 4em
HI03BOJISAJI €11 ee COOCTBEHHBII MEX/[YHAPOIHDIII BeC, y4aCTBOBA/IA B K/IFOYEBbIX BHEIIIHE-
HOIUTIYECKNX PUTYAIAX.

I[Toaromy B HacTosLiee BpeMs uMIepckie aM6uiun CoenHeHHOTO KOPOJIeBCTBA BCe-
TAaKM OTOLUIM Ha BTOPOII IUIAH, YCTYIIMB MECTO T.H. IIOJIUTHUKE «yJAPUTh CUIbHEE CBOUX
BO3MOXKHOCTei» (to punch above its weight)”’. Ha BBI60p Takoit cTpaTeriy noBamsa, Bepo-
ATHO, 11 THYHOCTD IIpeMbep-MuHKUCcTpa Torn Bapa — denoBexa ¢ 60/mbIIMMY aMOUIVAMI,
TBEPJIOI YBEPEHHOCTBIO B COOCTBEHHBIE CHIBI KOHTPOTIMPOBATD XOJI COOBITIII 1 OKa3bIBATH
BIIMsIHME Ha KOJIIET.

B 1esiom, HecMOTpst Ha Bce KPUTHYECKIe 3aMevaHis B afjpec bispa u ero mpasurers-
CTBa, 0OBMHEHNS B MICKOXKeHNN (AKTOB, IIOCTY)XUBIINX OCHOBOII 711 BTOp>KeHus B Vpak,
a TaK)Ke CYILIeCTBEHHbIe HEraTUBHbIE IIOCTIEMICTBIS KAK JI/ISI CAMOTO HOMUTYKA 1 €rO apTHIL,
TaK 1 /I CTPAHBI B 1I€/IOM, Ha HAIll B3IJIsAJ], BECbMa OIIPOMETYMBO JIe/IaTh OfHO3HAIHbBIE
BBIBOJIBI O HEY/aBIIeMCs Kypce DHTOHM Bspa. BeposTHO, poiifieT BpeMs, U ero pelieHe
06 y4actun B BoitHe mpotus Cajfama XyceitHa OyeT OLeHUBATbCS MHAYE, C yIETOM TEX
JO/ITOCPOYHBIX IIOCTIEICTBIIL, KOTOPBIE OKa3asa BoeHHas omeparys Ha CoepnHennoe Ko-
POJIEBCTBO U Ha BeCh pernoH Bbrmkxero Bocroka. SIpkuM cBIie TeIbCTBOM TOMY SIB/IAIOTCS
COLMIO/IOTMYEeCKIe OIPOCEI, IIPOBeieHHble B Bpuranun B anpere 2007 r. OHu mokasaini,
YTO, XOTsI 6OBIINMHCTBO OpuTaHIieB (72%) BBICTYNAIOT 32 BBIBOZ BOMCK 13 Adranncrana
u VIpaka, OpraHusarfio MICCHIL II0 YCTaHOBJIEHNIO U TIOffIeP>KaHMI0 MIIPA HACeTIeH e CYI-
TaeT IPUOPUTETHBIM HATIPAB/IeH)eM BHelIHelt nonuTuky Benuko6putanmnn’.

HecoMHeHHO U TO, 4TO aHa/IM3 IIPUHATISA CTO/Ib 3HAYMMOTO Lt Bennkobpuranun pe-
LIIeHNs1 06 y9acTiu B BoiiHe ¢ VpakoM He0OXOMMO paccMaTpuBaTh B 60JIee IIPOKOM KOH-
TEKCTe, TECHO YBs3bIBasI €ro C JIesITeIbHOCTHI0 Bbi1apa 11o yperymmposaHuio apa6o-nspanib-
CKOT0 KOH(INKTA, a TAK)XKe [10 PaspelIeHII0 KPU3ICa, TOPOXKIEHHOTO NPAHCKOI SIIePHOI
IporpaMMoii. Befib Kak cripaBefmBo OTMeTIT OfUH apabckumit aumtomar: «Ha Bvokaem
BoCTOKe BCe IPOLIeCChl B3aUMOCBA3AHbI MEKITY cO60i»".
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Russia-Iran Technical Cooperation:
Pragmatism from Both Sides

Dr. Ekaterina Piskunova & Dr. Houman A. Sadri

Abstract:

In this paper, we examine the nature, role, and scope of the relationship between the
Russian Federation and the Islamic Republic of Iran. The relationship between the global
power of Russia and the regional power of Iran has reached a new level of commitment in
recent years. Such a partnership has significant implications for the balance of powers in
both the Caspian region and the current world politics.

Russian policy towards Iran nuclear program should be considered in a broader context
of the dynamic of Russian-American relationship, and Russian ambitions to re-establish its
great power status. Disappointed in its partnership with the U. S. and considering American
unilateralism as a threat, Russia theoretically uses its newly acquired wealth to maintain its
energy superpower status as a tool of soft balancing strategy against the US.

From policy perspective for Moscow, economy condition is the tool of the new strategy.
Since energy became synonym with security for Russian leaders and Washington is considered
as a threat to their security, Kremlin adopted a plan to preserve its paramount position in
the world energy markets. This plan includes the eventual creation of a gas cartel (with the
participation of Iran and Venezuela), the further development of pipelines network, and
development of nuclear energy in countries opposed to American policies.

Nevertheless, these policy developments do not necessarily mean an open confrontation with
the United States (e.g., some called it a New Cold War after the Georgia 2008 Crisis) or an uncon-
ditional support for Iranian nuclear program. On the contrary, the pragmatic Russian authorities
use their role of nuclear materials supplier as leverage to check the power of Iran. Moreover, Rus-
sian support for Iran nuclear program has become relatively less important than Kremlin's plan of
monopolizing gas markets. Thus, Iran nuclear issue becomes a stake in Moscow’s power politics.

Methodologically, our paper utilizes historical data analysis to examine Russian-Iranian
relations in three categories: diplomatic & political, military & security, trade & economics.
Historical data pertaining to each respective category is collected primarily through secondary
sources. This data is then analyzed to identify trends in the contemporary relationship
between Russia and Iran, with the hope of discerning the future direction of that relationship.
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Background

The technical cooperation between Moscow and Tehran concerning the Iranian space
program as well as its nuclear program should be considered as a facet of a complicated and
sometimes controversial pattern of Russian-Iranian relationship. Indeed, besides the topic
of technical and nuclear cooperation, other important issues of these relations are energy
cooperation, Caspian resources and arms trade. These issues are not equally important for
both sides and their relative weight evolves depending on the current political environment.
For example in the 1990s, military, technical and nuclear cooperation (Bushehr power
plant project) and armament sales were very important for Russia from the financial point
of view because it was bringing lucrative contracts at the time when the country was
experiencing serious economic problems. As such, the purchase of Russian armament
for 2.2 billion dollars in 1989-92 was crucial for deeply depressed Russian economy”.

At the same time, the position of a «junior partner» imposed to Russia by the West
prevented Kremlin from excessively developing cooperation with Iran, which considered by
the West (especially USA) as a threat. However, the global status quo changed considerably
when Vladimir Putin began to use new acquired wealth from energy revenues to regain
Russia’s great power status. There is no place in the present study to explicitly analyze
the reasons for such policy behavior, which represents a spectacular evolution from an
unconditional partnership with the West (and especially the US) in 1990s to current natural
rivalry. However, it is important to mention that this shift in Russian foreign policy was
triggered by the situation where (from Russian perspective) cooperating with the West and
accommodating it did not bring anticipated results.

Moreover, Russia considers Western and especially American policies, like NATO actual
and potential enlargement or Western implication in post-Soviet space, as a threat to her
security. Thus, Kremlin chooses to balance against this threat. Offering support to Iran
and cooperating with it should be considered as a part of the overall strategy of balancing
against the United States.

The strategy of balancing consists in the use of «nonmilitary tools to delay, frustrate
and undermine aggressive unilateral ... policies»”. Balancing can be internal including
accumulating military and economic capacities inside the country as well as external resulting
in concluding formal military alliances or «tacit or ad-hoc security understandings among
affected states, within or outside of international institutions»”. An important distinction
is to be made about this point: internal military build up and external formal alliances are
characteristics of traditional or hard balancing, while economic capacities build up and
informal security alliances represent a different form of balancing called soft balancing. We
suggest labeling it as «pragmatic balancing.»

Currently, Russian-Iranian relationship is a fine example of this type of security
understanding. Iranian political support for Russia in the Middle East allows Moscow to
efficiently achieve its regional economic and geopolitical objectives and to strengthen its

" V. Mesamed. Poslednie yadernnye ispytania v Irane. (Last nuclear tests in Iran), available on-line

www. meast/iran/mesamed_65411.html

& Pape, Robert. Soft Balancing Against the United States. International Security, Vol. 30, No 1, Summer 2005.

¥ Paul, TV, Wirtz, James J. et Fortmann, Michel (dir). Balance of Power: Theory and Practice in the 21 Century.
Stanford University Press, 2004.
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influence in the region. From Iranian perspective, the military and technical cooperation
with Russia offers an access to modern military technology: this is significant for Tehran
considering the Western military equipment embargo against Iran. This mutual interest has
become a considerable basis for Tehran-Moscow cooperation. Another factor leading to
such cooperation is the American presence and pressure in the region, which is considered
as a threat by both actors. Thus, the emergence of a security understanding between Russia
and Iran seems obvious. The more Moscow and Tehran are challenged by Washington, the
higher the level of understanding and security cooperation between Russia and Iran we
expect. Somehow, this trend represents a revival of the traditional geopolitical strategies
carried out by the USSR. Kremlin uses the partnership with Iran as a stake in its balancing
strategy against growing American influence near Russian borders.

However, the dependency of the dynamic of Russian-Iranian military and technical
partnership on the Russian-American relationship is neither unconditional nor obvious
due to the very nature of military and technical cooperation itself. Firstly, this domain is
determined by national interests; and secondly, it area often remains hidden from external
observation due to its sensitivity. Nonetheless, it is possible to observe several factors shaping
Russian-Iranian military and technological cooperation from Russian perspective.

As mentioned earlier, the most important factor is Russia’s concern for its own security.
It means that, Kremlin, like Tehran, aims to prevent the growing Western penetration of
the region. At the same time, Moscow also wants to avoid strengthen Iran excessively that
would one day become a threat for Russia. The case of Bushehr power plant well illustrates
this dualistic Russian attitude toward the West and Iran.

Russia & Iranian Nuclear Program

As it is well-known, that Russia is actively involved in Iranian nuclear energy program;
and it has supported Tehran’s effort in building a civil nuclear capacity. Nevertheless,
Kremlin has agreed on limited and gradually increasing sanctions imposed on Iran
by the UN resolutions. The Russian involvement in Bushehr plant construction and
the mechanism of international sanctions have become a strong power leverage that
Moscow uses to preserve its own national interests. In March 2007, Igor Ivanov (the
main Russian negotiator with Iran on nuclear issue) made a statement, which lead to
comments hypnotizing that Russia may no more support Iranian nuclear program:. He
said that «Iran, armed with a nuclear bomb would be a direct and indirect threat to Russian
national interests.»” Ivanov’s statement was followed by the temporary suspension of
the deliveries of enriched uranium to Bushehr power plant followed by very unfriendly
rhetoric back and forth from both sides.

This was the first time since the end of the Cold War that a high Russian official ever
put the words «Iran» and «threat» together. Thus, soon some experts rushed to judgment
by claiming that the statement signaled the end of Russian involvement in Iranian nuclear
program and the failure of Russian support to its long time ally. In 2008, however, the
Bushehr project is on its course again. While Western leaders and experts express their deep
concern for Iranian nuclear, missiles and space programs, Russian officials (e.g., Andrey
Nesterenko, official representative of Russian Foreign Ministry) explicitly greet launching

& http.//3-07.mysob.ru/news/politic/85546.html
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of Sepehr satellite in August 2008 stating that «Iran space program will not be a threat to
international stability and security.»”

At the first glance, this Russian policy change seems contradictory. To understand such
changes, however, one must consider the regional and global context of Russian-Iranian ties
as well as the chance that Iran becomes a threat for Russia. Iran as a space power or nuclear
power near Russian borders does not really change the regional security context for Moscow.
In fact, a nuclear Iran is not more dangerous for Russia than India. Even when Ahmadinejad
makes extremist statements, his policies do not target Russia; and Iranian military capacity
is insufficient as significant foe for Russia. However, a direct threat for Russia would be
an American military attacks against Iran. Even «selective and precision bombing» create
a human disaster for this unstable region by creating flows of refugees into neighboring
countries threatening the precarious balance in Caucasus. Moreover, from the political point
of view, American attacks will put Russia in a difficult situation of choosing to support or to
leave its long term partner--Iran. Given the number of Muslims living on Russian territory,
the threat of destabilization of Muslim world should also be taken seriously into account™.
Beyond Russia, Armenia (Russia’s southern ally) will be affected by any military action in
Iran since it will involve the geopolitical axis of Moscow-Yerevan-Tehran.

Thus, for many Russian policymakers, an American attacks against Iran represent a direct
threat to Russian security. That is why it seems logical to expect further Russian support
to protect its economic and political ties with Tehran, while Moscow may gradually accept
more sanctions on Iran. For Russia, this addresses two interrelated issues: placing Iran
under better check and preventing (or delaying) a possible American attack against Iran.
So far, the sanctions put into effect by UN resolutions do not allow the use of military force.
In dealing with the US, Russia wants to avoid repeating the Iraqi situation when America
invoked previous sanctions and threats to justify its military solution for Iraq. As mentioned
earlier, a Western military solution is considered a threat to Moscow, so Russia will veto any
resolution allowing the use of force against Iran.

Russian officials and politicians from various political parties unanimous condemn
any possible attacks against Iran aiming to stop its nuclear program. General Ivashov (RIA
Novosty, March 2007) qualifies any attack against Iran as an aggression: he added that «Russia
is doing everything to prevent any military action against Iran. [...] Even if Iranian nuclear
program has a military objective, it needs between 10 and 15 years to create a nuclear weapon
considering current situation. ... The main reasons for a potential war [for the United States]
are gas, finances and the economy of the United States. [...] Moscow will use all possible
diplomatic means to influence the situation, because the war would have a negative impact
on Russian economy and its international prestige.»” Baluyevsky (ex-Chief of the General
Stuff) also explicitly warned the United States against strikes saying that «this may stir the
whole world, and it is crucial to prevent anything like that. ... Our American partners should
think many times before doing it: they got already stuck twice...»"

B httpy//www.utro.ru/news/2008/08/19/76088 1shtml
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Russia is convinced that Iran nuclear program has only a civil character. That is why
Russian leaders’ comments suggesting that the Iranian nuclear program could effectively
have a military nature are exceptionally rare. Moscow officials may blame Tehran for its
inflexibility. For example, Kosachev” stated that «Iran openly provokes the whole world and
doesn’t let any room for maneuvering even for those who, like Russia, accept their right for
the civil nuclear program and try to find a compromise»®. Nevertheless, the Russian leaders
strongly believe that the Iranian program remains civil in nature.

Based on this discussion, even statements such as, Ivanov’s declaration and
subsequent temporary suspensions of the enriched uranium deliveries, do not mean
that Russia is opposed to Iran nuclear program. Here the issue is not strategic, but
tactical foreign policy moves. Of course, Russian pressure on Tehran should be taken
seriously. Activities such as controlling the construction process and delaying the launch
of Bushehr power plant secure Russian position of senior partner in relationship with
Iran. Moreover, such actions provide Moscow enough leverage to make Tehran to
renew its cooperation with IAEA, to control Iranian nuclear program and to avoid
its military degeneration. Moscow’s decision to suspend deliveries of the enriched
uranium to Bushehr power plant in 2007% justified its policy by the failure of Iran to
pay in time: such one way action was not the first one. Russia is used to undertake such
actions for pressuring junior partner to take important steps in the negotiation process.
Similarly, in June 2006 (days before the UN Security Council resolution requiring to
stop enrichment activities was adopted) Russia had slowed down work in Bushehr for
so-called «technical reasons.»™ Several weeks later, Russian Foreign Minister Lavrov
denied any link between this slowdown and negotiations with IJAEA. As mentioned
earlier, the same policy pattern also appeared in March 2007 with Ivanov’s accusatory
speech and a brief suspension of uranium supply. All such Russian actions are issue of
policy tactics, not a major strategic change.

An important change in the Russian-Iranian ties is the result of the improved economic
situation of Russia. It is important to understand that actual economic situation in Russia is
very different from the 1990s when Bushehr contract was a major revenue generating priority
for Russian economy at least in short run. The new economic situation led to changes in
Russian policy cost/benefit calculations since 2007. This means that Russia exerts pressure
on Iran to protect its economic interests. The new calculations sometimes make Russian
and Western positions on Iran in Security Counsel similar. One may argue that it is possible
to consider Russian position as a message to other states willing to develop civil nuclear
programs. The message seems clear: Moscow collaborates to the extent that it is economically
beneficial to Russia; and the program remains under the influence of Moscow.

¥ The Head of the Russian State Council Foreign Affairs Committee.

& Lenta.ru, March, 2007.

¥ In this case, Moscow refused to honor its obligations to deliver uranium even if Tehran promised to give it

back after usage.

* rina Yessipova, press secretary of Atomstroyexport: «There is a delay, but it is a routine working process.

Busher is a unique project and we cannot skip technical steps. ... The only reason is our will to provide quality.»
Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 26.06.2006.
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Space cooperation

One may witness a similar dynamics in the cooperation in manufacturing and supplying
missiles equipment, which is another priority of Russian-Iranian technical partnership. In
this arena again, we argue that both Moscow and Tehran are considering their partnership
in a very pragmatic way while pursuing common security goals.

The main goals of Iranian space program” are being realized in cooperation with Russia.
Thus include the project Sinah” the project Mesbah”, and the project Zohreh™. Sinah-1 (ZS-1)
was created in a close cooperation between Iranian Electronic Industry and several Russian
companies, including the Poliot (Omsk). Moreover, the Russian enterprises are also involved
in other two space projects.

From the listed projects, it is clear that Russia significantly contributes to high tech
development in Iran including space, nuclear and military domain, although the Kremlin,
does not approve excessive anti-American and anti-Israeli rhetoric of President Ahmadinejad
for security reasons. The fact that Iran represents a considerable market for Russia is more
important than negative rhetoric of the current Iranian administration. Moreover, for access
to Iranian market, the competition with Europe, China and Japan incites Russia to offer
several important advantages to Tehran. Under President Khatami years, the volume of
commercial exchanges between Iran and Western counties had increased substantially. In
fact, in 1999-2004 period, Iranian imports from the West raised from 12.5 to 34.5 billions
dollars. However, President Khatami did not privilege Russia as an Iranian major trade partner.

On the contrary, President Ahmadinejad re-oriented Iranian foreign trade pattern from
that with the West to the East. With Russia by the end of 2007, the volume of bilateral trade
was above two billion dollars”. Interestingly enough, while increasing volume of imports
from Russia, Iran has not hidden its intention to transfer Russian high technologies to its
own industries.

A special aspect of Russian-Iranian technical cooperation is that Tehran is trying to
use Russian scientists and technology for the development of its national military and non-
military industries outside the official avenues of the two country cooperation that are
controlled by Kremlin. Iran is constantly looking for and inviting experts and specialists
from Russia and other CIS countries for work under private contracts in space, aircraft, and
other industries. This kind of cooperation does not always complying with standards of the
governments or international institutions. Moreover, such private cooperation often avoids
the usual pressures from Moscow and other foreign actors in Iranian affairs.

As emphasized earlier, Russia does not seem concerned by the development of Iran’s
space program. However, the idea of Russian balancing against the United States should
be taken into account. Kremlin is emphasizing the peaceful nature of recent Iranian space

See, Iranian National Space Program document.

The satellite launched in 2005 by Russia.

A low orbit satellite, still not launched due to technical and coordination problems.
" This involves satellite transmission.

http//www.iran.ru/rus/news_iran.php?act=news_by_id&news_id=48630
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achievements for revealing what it considers as main purpose of anti-missile system
deployment in Europe. The official representative of Russian Foreign Ministry was explicit
enough explaining that satellite launch and missiles development are not related and the
launch of the satellite cannot justify the deployment of anti-missiles system in Poland and
Czech Republic”.

One can observe a similar pattern of relationship in military industry. From one side,
Russia is eagerly selling newest defense armament systems to Tehran, making money and
reinforcing a balancing power in the region. From the other side, Kremlin is reluctant about
delivering attack systems fearing not only international sanctions but also an excessive
strength of the Islamic Republic. At the same time, Tehran uses Russia’s economic potential
as a gate to high military technologies while diversifying suppliers and trying to develop its
own high tech military industry.

Still, Iran keeps importing missiles equipment from Russia although the scale of trade
depends on the state of Russian-Western and especially Russian-American relationship. The
first supply was realized as early as in 1989 (two systems S-200 Vega). The decade between
1990 and 2000 was characterized by Iran’s financial problems from one side and by Russia’s
will to be a good partner for the West, which can be also considered as her bandwagon with
the West. The memorandum Gore-Chernomyrdin (May 1995) explicitly obliged Kremlin
to freeze all military contacts with the Islamic Republic. At the start of Putin’s Presidency
(2000), Russia unilaterally quit the memorandum and since that time its military cooperation
with Iran is constantly growing.

It is important to emphasize that peaks in Russian-Iranian military cooperation match
those of deterioration of the relationship between Moscow and Washington. In 2004, Iran
first asked Russia to assist the Islamic Republic to build an integrated air defense system when
Russian-American relations suffered from the war in Iraq and the wave of color revolutions
in the post-Soviet space. Moscow suggested using complexes S-300PMU-1 to cover Tehran,
Isfahan, the main naval base in Bender-Abbas, Bushehr and two oil terminals in Abadan
and Khoramshahr. This suggestion provoked considerable critical comments from the West
and Israel.

In December 2005, Russia agreed to sell to Iran 29 complexes Tor-M1 to ensure
coverage for future S-300 systems. The contract for selling 5 divisions of missiles systems
S-300PMU-1 was to be signed in 2006. But in January 2006, all negotiations were frozen by
Moscow. By doing this Moscow expressed her disagreement with developments in Tehran’s
nuclear program. Relating to the mentioned factor, Russia meant to keep Tehran military
and nuclear developments under control.

By 2006, Iran became the third” importer of Russian military equipment. In December
2007 after a regular session of Russian-Iranian commission of Military and Technical
Cooperation, the chief of Russian Federal Service of Military and Technical Cooperation
Dmitriev declared that their cooperation is vitally important for preserving the balance of
power in the region®.

% http://www.iran.ru/rus/news_iran.php?act=news_by_id&news_id=52858

" After India and China.

* RIA Novosty, December, 2007.
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Besides Tor-M1 systems, Iran declared itself ready to buy S-300 and Iskander-E missiles
complexes. According to Russian newspaper Kommersant, Iran is interested to buy modern
integrated systems of air defense for protecting main nuclear sites, which can become a
target for possible American or Israeli bombardments. The newspaper argues that Russia
and Iran are now finalizing the deal on supplying five S-300 divisions”. However, there is
not enough evidence for such a deal as of now.

If put into effect, the supply of S-300 PMU1 to Iran will unavoidably lead to further
deterioration in Russian-American relations. The missiles can reach its targets at 300 km
distance and 27 km height. The targets could be American fighters and bombers on Iranian
soil. According to independent experts, the S-300 purchase is conformed to Iran’s needs as
well as to Russia’s geopolitical strategy. The editor of aero-space release Russia/CIS Observer
M. Podushkin claims that from Iran’s perspective, it would be a reasonable purchase as it
allows modernizing of the national air-defense system. According to the same source, offering
complex security systems on a turn-key basis is also profitable for Rosoboronexport of
Russia. The Moscow office chief of the Institute of World Security I, Safranchuk noted that
Russia often raises Iran’s (and Syria’s) capacities of air coverage. He said that «this process
is aimed at countering American plans to use force in the Middle East. As soon as Moscow
thinks that the United States is ready to attack Iran, it deescalates the situation, but under
condition that Iran will cooperate with ITAEA.»"

To comprehend the nature of Russian-Iranian space partnership, one should refer to
the Iranian National Space Program principles that put the following conditions for foreign
partner participation in Tehran’s projects. These conditions involve design and implementation
of the projects of creation and launching objects as well as training of specialists must be
assumed by one partner; this partner should be independent from pressure’s of the US and
its allies; Iranian experts must participate in designing and assembling of the space unit
and its elementary basis; assembling and launching must be realized on Iranian territory
(otherwise, the partner must contribute to building of an Iranian space launching facility,
assembling plant and a control center); and finally, there should be a possibility to use space
units for military purpose. Obviously, these conditions put significant restrictions on Russia
as a technical partner, reluctant about missiles armed nuclear neighbor.

Policy Implications

In the light of the above discussion, we should expect that growing tension in Russian-
American relationship would be positively linked with the development in Russian-Iranian
military and technical cooperation. However, neither Russia nor Iran is ready to sacrifice
their national interests. As such, Russia uses the existing leverage of influence to keep Iran
policy on check. This observation is true for the issue of nuclear cooperation as well as
for military and technological partnership. Iran naturally tries to protect its own national
interests, just as Russia does.

In sum, disappointed with the results of its alliance with the West and free from
Chechen war burden, Russia looks for new regional partners to protect its security and
re-acquired influence. Such disappointments as well as shared economic interests turn

» http://lenta.ru/news/2007/12/27/air/

"% RIA Novosty, July, 2008
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Russian diplomacy vector to the East and especially to states (Like Iran) that resist American
influence. Contrary to the patterned established by the Cold War era, this new turn in
Moscow’s foreign partnership is a pragmatic one. Kremlin prefers predictable and ideally
junior partners in its quest for global status and power politics. If Moscow cares about Iran,
it does not mean that Russia will support policies, which can be potentially harmful for its
own national interests.

On the other side, the Islamic Republic of Iran has chosen to work with Moscow despite
the reservation that it may have about the nature, score, and functions of Russian foreign
policy in the globe and region. Tehran recognizes that Moscow may be using it as a pawn in
a global guess game where the other side is the USA. The policy cost/benefit calculation of
Tehran leads it to opt for cooperation with Moscow, especially for the badly needed access
to high technology (including nuclear, space, and missiles) free from Western influence.
Thus, as our discussion indicates, from Iranian perspective, Tehran-Moscow cooperation
is also for practical, not ideological reasons.



[n06anbHbIN KOHTEKCT TPAGKTOPUM
reononuTu4yeKoro passutua Poccum
B XXI BeKe

B. . Cerypy

Crosmas mepey, HaMJ 3ajjaya 3aK/I0YAeTCA B TOM, YTOOBI IOCMOTPETDb Ha COOBITHA
CErOfIHAIIHET0 ¥ 0COOEHHO 3aBTPAIIHETO JHA B KOHTEKCTe II06ATbHOTO Pa3BUTHA de-
JIOBEYEeCTBA.

U 3pech HaM He 136€XaTh UCTOPUYECKUX TTapasiiesiell, Kak Obl HU CIIOPHBIMU OHM
Kasamich. C OHON CTOPOHBI, He OBIIO 0 CUX HOP BO Bcelt ucTopun YenosedecTna fpy-
rux 6osee MOIy4nx jiepxxaB Kak Pumckas uMnepus u Coenunaénnsle llltaTer AMepyku.
A c pgpyroii croponsl, camu Coeinuénnble lllTaTbl BOsHUKIN He B 1776 TI., KOTjja IPUHATA
Jlexmapanys He3aBMCMMOCTH, a 3HAUUTENIbHO paHee: C BOSHMKHOBeHMEM bpurtanckoi
umnepun. V1, mo cyru, Bpurtanckas nmmnepus, GopManbHO pacnasinagcsa K 1960 roxy,
Ha CaMoM JieJie TPOJIO/KAeT IPOIBETATh B IBYX €€ CaMbIX MOITHBIX KoMIToHeHTax: CIIIA
¢ Kanapoit B CeBepHoit AMepuke 1 Bennko6puranns B EBporne. Het Hudero ctpanHoro
B TOM, 4TO B bpuTanum sa4acTyio paclpoCTpaHeHbl «eBPOCKENTIYCKIe» B3ILAAbL. TpaHc-
aTJIAaHTMYeCKNUe CBA3U, OCHOBOII KOTOPBIX ABJIACTCA 00Iasg UCTOPUA, KYIbTypa U A3BIK,
NpeBaNMPYIOT HaJl TPaHC-TaMaHIIeBCKUMM. VI bpuranckas nMnepus npespatumach
B UMIlepuI0 AMepuKaHO-bpuranckyo ¢ nepesofoM rinasHoit cronuubl ns JOHJOHA
B BAIIMHITOH.

Kak mumer amepukanckumit ny6muuct u nonuronor ®apuy 3AKAPV: «Bckope 1o-
cne saBepienus uHpycrpuanusanyy B CIIIA sTa cTpaHa cTasma caMbIM MTIYIECTBEHHBIM
TOCYIapCTBOM CO BpeMEH PUMCKOIT MMIlepyy — eIMHCTBEHHBIM, Ybsl MOIIIb TPEBOCXOMIMIIA
HOTEHIMAJ TI060J1 KOaMMIUK PYTUX fepKaB. B mponrom Beke CoenyHéHHble IIITaThI
B OCHOBHOM F'OCITOJICTBOBA/IN B MUPOBOJ 9KOHOMIUKE, TIOTUTUKE, HAYKe, KyIbTYype U UJIeli-
Hoit cdepe. [Tocnepnue 20 1eT 3Ta rereMOHM:A ObLIa a6COMIOTHO HEOCIIOPMMA — UTO CTATIO
GecIpereleHTHBIM SIB/IEHMEM B MUPOBOIT MCTOPUILY

' 3AKAPUA Dapua. MoctameprikaHcKuin Mup. — laseta «The New York Times», CLUA, 06.05.2008 —

www.inosmi.ru/translation/241195.htm/
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Kaxk Bunnm, y 36uraesa B XE3VMIHCKOTI'O, — tpy6aypa aMepuKaHCKOro 1106a1pHOro
FOCIIOZICTBA, OMMCAHHOTO B 3HaMeHuToit KHure «BEJIMKAS IMIMTAXMATHAS JOCKA»™
U 1p., — TMOABU/INCDH JOCTOJHbIE YIEHUKI.

ITpoBenenne 60mpux peknamMubix akumii «Tog Poccun B Knrae» (2006 r.), paBHO Kak
U 3epKajibHOE JlericTBue B cnenymomeM 2007 rofy, U fa’ke COBMECTHbIE BOEHHbIE YYEHUA
B 00enx cTpaHax, HpoBoauMble ¢ 2005 I., He MOTYT CKPBITh OT BIYMYUBBIX Hab/IOfiaTeneit
pobeMy «BHeIHelt yrposbl Ne 1» st Poccnu, KOTOpOJ 110 TIpM3HAHMIO HEMAJIoTo KO-
YecTBa crienmamncTos' ansercs ceitdac Kuraiickas Hapopnas Peciiy6muxka.

Opnako, Kuraii, TeM He MeHee, IB/IAETCA B HAaCTOsAILEE BPEMs I/TABHbIM ONIIOHEHTOM
He TOJIbKO I Hac, Ho 1 i CoenuuénHbIX I1ITaToB AMepuKky, 6efja KOTOPBIX B TOM, YTO
OHU TIOTPA3/IN B UJIIIO30PHON MECCUAHCKOM TTONIMTHKE, HAMBHO TI0/Iaras, 4T0 CMOTYT CUION
BBIKOPYEBATh aHTVAMEPUKAHCKIE «COPHAKN» BO BCEM Mupe.

VIMeHHO 8-71eTHAA IIOMUTYKA HBIHEITHNX HeO-KOHCePBATOPOB («HEOKOHOB») 13 Benmoro
JloMa Bo Inase ¢ nnpesupieHToB [xopmxkem BY IIEM-Maagmmm copieicTByeT pasKUTaHUIO
U PaCHpOCTPAaHEHUIO TepPOPU3Ma B MMPOBOM MacIuTabe. VIcTaMuCTCKIil TeppopusM Ha
Bmxnem n Cpennem Boctoke u B IOro-Bocrounoit Asun u neBbiii TeppopusM B JIaTuHCcKoM
AMepuKe OCHOBaHBI IMEHHO Ha CTUXMITHOM COIIPOTHBJIEHUN HAPOJIOB MUpa 6e3yMHOI
akcrmancuy CIIA. BmematenbcTBo BammHrroHa Bo BHyTpeHHUe fiena cTpaH Tperbero
Mupa IOCTENEHHO IPUBOJNT K 1IEIOCTHOMY OTPUIJAaHUIO CEBEPOAMEPUKaHCKIX LIEHHOCTEN
1 06pasa >KU3HU 1, PAHO VI TO3HO, OBENET o BhiTanKyuBanmsa CIIA us sToit yacTu
mupa. CoenyHeHHbIe IIITaThl MOTYT IIOBTOPUTD IIyTh COBETCKOTO COI03a OT ITI06AIbHOI
TereMOHMIY JI0 TTI00a/IbHOI M30TIALVIN.

B pesynbrare, OHM IIOXXMHAIOT IUIOZBI IIOCESTHHON TTOBCEMECTHO Oypu. TeM caMbIM,
OHJI IIBITAIOTCA MOTYOUTD C TPYOM CO3PEBAIOIINII MHOTO-BEeKTOPHBIIT 6a/TaHC CUJI B MUPe.
ITo6enys B XomonHoI BoiiHe, CIIIA o116 04HO I0/1araloT 3Ty II06€e/y BeYHOI!, HO UICTOPUSA
Tla7ia UM MeHee YeM MOTyBEeKOBYIO Ilepe/IbInKy. HekoTophie aBTOPHI yrKe ceifdac CUUTAIOT,
YTO «C HEHABUCTHBIM OJHOIO/APHBIM MUPOM (DaKTUYECKU YoKe TIOKOHUEHO» ™.

ITo6ema ¢ MHOTOKPATHBIM IIepeBecOM KUTAIICKOiT KoMaH bl Ha ITekuHckoit OnumMnuare
B aBrycre 2008 roza emé pas BbICBETU/IA COOTHOIIEHNE CH/I HA MMPOBOM ITO/IMTUYECKOM
Onnmne. KuTaicko-aMeprKaHCKO-POCCUIICKOe COOTHOLIEH)E OMMMIUICKIX 30/T0ThIX
Mefiazeil — 3TO MpeKpacHas WITIOCTPALMsA CUJIbI COOTBETCTBYIOMIMX TOCYAPCTB U, Pa-
3yMeeTCsl, OTHIOZIb He TONbKO B criopTe. Ec/tu cerogHsa aTo KOMY-TO KaXKeTCsl IPeyBeNn-
YeHUeM, TO B Hela/IEKOM Oy/ylieM 9TO CTaHeT BCé Ooree 1 6oree 3aMETHO B 9KOHOMIUKe,
a KaK C/Ie[ICTBYE U B OUTHKE.

Knraiickuit r1o6aIbHbIi HATUCK HeYKPOTUM. HUKaKMMU OpaH)KeBBIMM PEBOTIOLVN
€T0 He OCTAaHOBUTb.

Vcrokn sxcnancumonucrckoro nosefenns Coennuénnpix llltaTtos creyer nckars, mo
MHEHUIO, PsAfla Ky/IbTYPO/IOTOB B X MECCUMAHCKUX ycTpemenusx. [lo yreepxaenuto E-
reanst SAPEITKOTO «CosHaTenbHOe MM HeCO3HaTeIbHOE YOeXKIeHe, YTO aHITIO-CaK-
COHCKasl KyJIbTypa, B TOM YNCJ/I€ A3BIK, JO/KHA PACTIPOCTPAHATHCA U BHITECHATD JIpyTHE,

s BME3UHCKIMI 36urHes. Benukas waxmatHas Aocka». — M.: MexpayHapopaHble oTHoLweHuA, 1998.

"% XPAMUMXMH AnekcaHap. BHelwHaAsA yrposa N2 1. — M.: U3sectua, 10.01.2006.

"% 3bIrAPb Muxaun, CONOBbEB Muxaunn. MOCITAHUE MOCSIAM. — XypHan «BJ/IACTb», 21.07.2008, N2 28 (781).
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ABNIAETCA CTIeAiCTBUEM GpeHOMeHa, Ha3bIBaeMOro MeccraHu3MoM. ITofl MeccraHM3MOM MBI
IIOHMMaeM 3JieCh Bepy B 60rous6paHHIYIeCTBO Hapofa J/IA BBIIIOTHEHMA 0C0001T Ipef-
omnpezieniéHHOI poin B cyabbax mypa. B CIITA u AHI/IUMM OH B 3HAUUTEIBHOI Mepe yKe
CeKy/IIpM3NPOBaH, T.¢. He IOpasyMeBaeT BePhl B KaKie-TO BBICIIINE CHIIBL, HO Bepa B 0cob0e
IIpy3BaHMe, U3OPAHHOCTD /I BBICOKON MYICCHM IIO CPABHEHMIO C APYTUMI HapOJiaMM BCé-
Taku ocTaéTcs» . KOpHU «IpOCTHOTO HAIMOHAMM3Ma» aMePUKAHIIEB, IO MHeHMIo J[KoHa
JIOPEHCA'™, cnenyet uckath B «BeTX0OM 3aBeTe, UTPaBIIIEM 3HAYUTENBHO GOTBIIYIO POTIb
B CTAaHOBJIEHM! CEBEPOaMEePUKAHCKOTO PeIUTMO3HOTO MUPOBO33PEHNs, YeM PYCCKOTO.
BeTxosaBeTHBIN 60T M3BECTEH CBOEI HEOOY3aHHON PEBHOCTBIO M MCTUTEILHOCTBIO, OH
yO1BaeT caM I IIPK3bIBAaeT K MACCOBBIM YOUIICTBA CBOII M30paHHBII Hapo (a M36paHHBII
HapoJ MOXeT ObITh TONMbKO ofiyH). OH He 06palaeT BHIMAaHIe Ha TO, CKOJIbKO HEBMHHBIX
HOrMOHeT BMeCTe ¢ BMHOBHBIMU. OH OIIpaB/bIBaeT T000e HacuIue BIVIOTh IO YHUUTOXe-
HIA BCETO YeI0BEYeCTBa KpOMe TOPCTKM 0CO00 IMpaBeHbIX. SI3BIYHIKI U BCE, KTO KMUBET
COITIACHO «HENPaBMIBHOI» CUCTEME LIeHHOCTel, O/DKHBI ObITh MO0 acCHMIINPOBAHEL,
/60 yHr4YTOXeHbI. CI1acaTh MUpP B COOTBETCTBUM C STON TPaJUIIMeil MOXKHO U aTOMHBIMI
6ombamu.»"”

Bespasmidnme KUTaiicKoro o61iecTsa K KpOBaBOMY IIPOTHBOCTOSHMIO CTY/ICHTOB C BJIa-
CTAMM Ha IUTOIay TAHb-aHb-M9Hb IIOUTH JIBa AeCATKA JIeT Hasajl, PABHO Kak 11 nHAndde-
PEHTHOCTB K IIPeC/IefjOBaHMIO BIACTAMY COBPEMEHHOIT «ceKTbl» Pa-nyHb-fa-¢a (Pa-myHb-
I'yH), TOKA3aJ10, YTO KUTANCKOE OOIIeCTBO «He TIOLIAIUT XMBOTA CBOET0» TOTIbKO pasBe
YTO 3a TBEPMDII Honmap win 10anb. Ho HUKaK He 3a XuMepy jgeMokparun. Kuraitckomy
JeJIoOBeKy B Halll THU He Hy>KHa 60pb0a 3a OIMTIYeCKIe U IIPOYMe IIPaBa, a eMy XO4eTCs
b Jie7IaTh AeHbIn. VI B 9T0oM oHM npeycnenu. OCHOBaHHOE Ha M3BEYHOM TPYOMI00MM
¥l IOC/TYLIaHNY KUTAJICKOe 001IIeCTBO TOTOBO IPOABIIATH TPYHOBOIL Fepoy3M 24 Jaca B CyTKI
panu feser. [ToToMy, YTO HeHbIM IPMHOCAT HOBbIE TOBAPHI B IX HOBbIE KBAPTUPHI U II0-
3BOJIAIOT OOYYNUTD UX eIHCTBEHHDIX JIeTell B OTeUeCTBEHHbIX, a ellié TydIlle B 3apyOe>KHBIX
YHMBEpPCUTETaX, ONTYMA/IbHO B OPUTAHCKMX OO0 aMEePUKAHCKYIX.

IToroHs 3a o6oralleHeM B COBpEMEHHOM KUTAICKOM O0IeCTBe He MOXKeT He UMeTh
KOPHM B IIOJTYTOJIOfHOM CYIIIeCTBOBAaHMY HEfJaBHETO IPOILIOTO. [la IPOCTAT MeHA KUTaeBe-
b1 32 BO3MOYKHYIO He CTOIIPOIIEHTHYIO TOYHOCTD, HO, CTaBIlIee TPAAMIMOHHBIM BbIpayKeHe
npuserctBuA «Chi fan le ma?!» o3nadaer 6yxBanbHO «Bpl moxymramm?!» («Tel moen?!»)
U ABHO MMEET COBEPIIEHHO KOHKPETHOE IIPOMCXOXK/IeH)e BO BPeMEeHa, KOTIia IUTaHM,
a TOYHee pIICa, He XBATaIo.

KoMMyHM3M, HAKOPMMBILNIT KUTAIIEB ¢ Hadya/ioM B 1978 T. amoxu «pedopM 1 OTKpbI-
tocty» [JOH Caolluna, ceftyac octanca B Kurae Tonbko B HasBaHuu npassiieit ¢ 1949 ropa
IapTuy 1 B €€ IeMarornyecKoii IporaraHye.

105 “ . .
3APELIKAV EBreHunin Bnagummposuy. PacnpocTpaHeHne aHrMNCKOro A3blka B MUpe Kak ofHa 13 ¢popm

amepuKaHCcKoro meccmanmsm. — XKypHan RELGA, Ne 18 (163), 25.12.2007. — http.//www.relga.ru/Environ/
WebObjects/tgu-www.woa/wa/Main?textid=2110&level1=main&level2=articles.

% JEWETT Robert, LAWRENCE John. Captain America and the crusade against evil: The Dilemma of Zealous
Nationalism. — Cambridge: William B. Eerdmans Publishing. — 2003.

107 - . .
3APELIKW EBreHunin Bnagummposuy. PacnpocTpaHeHne aHrMNCKOro A3blka B MUpe Kak ofHa 13 ¢opm

amepurKaHCKoro meccmanmam. — XypHan RELGA, N2 18 (163), 25.12.2007. — http.//www.relga.ru/Environ/
WebObjects/tgu-www.woa/wa/Main?textid=2110&level1=main&level2=articles
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OxoHoMuKa Knras yxe IoIydniIa Ha CeTORHAIIHMIL IeHb TaKoe OecIpeliefieHTHOe
PasBUTHe, YTO HaYajIa IePeKPhIBATh SKOHOMMKY HEKOTOPBIX CTPaH «OO/IbIIOJ BOCBMEPKI».
OTO MpM3HAJ, HAIIPJMeP, U OfIVH U3 BeAyIVX MUepOoB 3amafia — OBIBLINIT O HEJaBHETO
BpeMeH) MHOTo/IeTHIIT ipeMbep Benmnko6puranny Touu BJI9P, koTopslit yoMunan VIH-
mvio v KnTaii mouTy B KaXK7ioM CBOEM BBICTYIIZIEHUM, TIOCBANIEHHOM MUPOBOIT SKOHOMIKE.

Hanbine — 60sbllle, TOKa 5KOHOMMKA KuTas He IIpeBBICUT eBPOIIENICKYIO, a 3aTeM I aMe-
pukaHckylo. Torya, BepoATHO, IPOM30MET OTPE3BAIIee M3MEHeHe YMOHACTPOEHMIt
B CIIIA B cTOpOHY M3/1araemMoit HaMu repcrekTuBsl. Ho He 6110 651 O3LHO. ..

Bpuranckuit (xoTA mpaBuabHee 6bUIO OBl CKa3aTh «3alafHblil») >KypHan «The
Economist» numer B cBsAsu ¢ nposefennem Onumnuitckux urp B IIEKVMHE B aBrycre
2008 r.: «Kuraiickuii mojybém, KOHEYHO, IPOIXO/DKIJICA KaK B {BY3HAUHBIX [1pax mokasa-
TeJielt 9KOHOMIYECKOTO POCTa, TAK ¥ B €0 PacTyIleM IPM3HAHMN KakK Oy/ylieli cBepxpep-
JKaBbl, KOTOPYIO He/b3sl UTHOPUPOBATD 110 TI060MY II06ambHOMY BOTIpocy. ..»"™. YKypHan
o6BuHsAeT KoMMyHMCTHYeCKYI0 mapTiio KiTas B IPOBIDKEHNY HAI[VIOHAIM3Ma B3aMeH
yraciieil KOMMYHUCTUYECKOIT MEO0IOTHM 1 [laXke BBOLUT B 060poT TepMuH «Beijigoism».

U panee: «Knraif, Kak CIlelIaT IOAYEPKHYTh €ro JOMAlIHNe 3alIUTHUKH, 60/iee He
TOTa/IUTapeH. DTO CMeCh...0I0pOKPATUY U SKOHOMUYECKIX MIHTepecoB (3Tolt caMoit 610-
pokparuu. — B.C.)...»"

Tonbko uro sakonunsmuecs B [IEKMHE Onnmnumiickue urps noprseppauny, uto Ku-
Taii, — 10 MHEHUIO TefieKaHanna « EuroNews», BbIpa>KeHHOMY B JIeHb 3aKpbITHsA OnmMImaibl
24.08.2008, — cTa «COBpEMEHHbBIM T'OCYAPCTBOM C YCIIEIIHOV 9KOHOMMKOIA, J/IsI KOTOPOTO
IIOTpaveHHbIe Ha 3TO MeponpuATHe (T.e. Ha VIrper) 40 MIWIIMapfoB JOIapOB OCTAICh
HE3aMEeTHBIMI».

VIHpus, XoTs 1 JoO6MBIIasAcA Oonee YyeM 1 MUIIMap/ia HacelleHNs, He AB/IAETCA CIUIO-
4EHHOII Halyeil. JlecATKY STHOCOB U VX A3bIKOB, Pa3JMYHbIe PEIUTUY, ITTABHBIM 00pa3oM
VHJIYU3M ¥ MYCY/IbMaHCTBO, U, BCE eIé COXPaHAIIINECH, XOTA U B HEIBHOM BUJE, Ka-
CTBI — BCE 3TO He CIIOCOOCTBYeT eMHeHNI0 MHAMIICKOro ob1ecTsa. V aTo cKasbIBaeTcs
Ha HeIOCTAaTOYHOM eIll€ SKOHOMUYIECKOM Pa3BUTIM, HECKONBKO OTCTaomeM oT Kuras.

«KpynHeiimas B Mupe JleMOKpaTus», MO BHIPAXKEHNIO CAMUX MHJUIIIEB PaiMKaTbHO
OT/INYAETCS OT CIVIOYEHHOTO KUTAMICKOTO 00IecTBa, yOeKIEHHOTO, KaK M THICAYM JIeT
Hasajl, YTO UX CTPaHa — 3TO I7IaBHAsA B MUPE ePKaBa, COITIACHO CMBICTy CAMOTO Ha3Ba-
Hust: Dxys-To (Kurtait) — «CpeayHHOe TOCYHapCTBO», T.€. TOCYAAPCTBO, HaXOsAleecs
B IIEHTPe MMpa.

Vnpusa e, HaXOAAIMAsACA HA I0X)KHOM IOTyOCTPOBE A3UM MCTOPUYECKU HUKOT/IA He
BUfena ceOs B LIEHTPe MUPOBBIX COObITHIL. I10-BUMIMOMY, B M@HTANUTeTe MHANIILIEB HET
TaKMX aMOMIMIT KaK Y KUTAJILIeB.

Ewmé MeHee crtouéHbl 6071ee MUIIHMAPA MyCYy/IbMaH B Mupe. Jlaxke KpyIHeiimas ux
YacTh — 200 MUTMOHOB apaboB pacKMHyThI 1o 23 cTpanam'’. Vx mpobrema, BULUMO,
B TOM, YTO HJ Y MyCY/IbMaH B L|e/IOM, HI Y apabOB B 4aCTHOCTH, HET FOCYAapCTB-NUJEPOB,
kak Ppanrysa-Tepmanns B EC, niu xo1s 651 OTHOTO TOCYAPCTBA. A MMeeT MECTO peasibHble

"% China’s dash for freedom — The Economist, 2...8 August 2008, p. 11.

" Tamxe. — p.28.

" Arabesk Studies in Damascus. — http.//www.arabeskstudiesindamascus.com/Russian/index1.htm
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PpasHOIIacKsA, KOTOpble He MOXeT crimaguTh Opranmsanus «Vcmamckas Kondepennusa»
(OMIK) mnu JIura Apabckux Tocymapers (JIAT).

Amnasnornynas KapTuHa u B Appuke, rae Appuxancknit Coros (AC) erré MHOTME TOIbI
He JJOVZIET 10 ypoBHA uHTerpanym B EBpocorose.

Yro kacaercs Jlarunckoit Amepuku (vt FO)kHOIT AMepyKn), TO et He II0BE3/I0 € KOJIO-
HU3aTOpaMu: MasieHbKas [lopTyranus BHepuIa CBON A3BIK, @ CIENOBATENBHO, U KYIBTYPY,
B KPYIIHENIIYIO CTpaHy permoHa — bpasunuio. BosMo)xHO, HO3TOMY €if He yAaéTcs cTaTh
TOCYJapCTBOM-TIMEPOM Ha MCHAHO-A3bIYHOM KOHTUHEHTE. A IPYTOro Aflpa KPUCTaI/IN-
3al[Myl TaM TTOKa HeT.

Takum o6pasom, VIHauIo, MycynbMaHCKmit/apabckiit Mup, H0>xHyio/J/IaTnHCKyIo AMe-
puKy 1 AGpUKy MOXKHO OXapaKTepl30BaTh KaK IACCUBHBIX aKTOPOB («aKTEPOB») ITI0-
6a/IbHOTO «TeaTpar.

AKTtuBHbIe xe akTopbl — 910 Knrait, CIIIA/Cesepnas Amepuka, EBpocoros n Poccua —
3TO Te, B3aMMOJIEIICTBIE MKy KOTOPBIMU OIpefieisieT INI00aTbHYI0 IOMUTUKY.

TpeTnit r7106anbHbIIT «aKTUBHBIIT» akTOp coBpeMeHHOCTH nocye CIITA 1 Kutas — Es-
pormeiickuit Coto3. EC cerofHsa — 9To KOHIIIOMepaT 13 27 GONbIINX M MaJIbIX TOCYaPCTB
Crapoii u HoBoit EBponbl, 1€CATKOB STHOCOB U 5A3BIKOB, MCIIOBEYIOIMX BCE MUPOBbIE
PpeNuruy, BKIII0Yas LINPOKO PACIpOCTPaHEHHOE be3Bepue, T.e. ATeN3M.

OpHako, B jalbHelllIeM — CerofHAIIHMe pasfnopbl BHYTpy EC OyayT MeHATbCA BCE
6orbrelt 11 60bIIEN CITIOYEHHOCTDIO. V3 MIaziiero, BeoMOro mapTHEpa o OTHOIIECHNIO
K CIIA, EC nocrenenHo 6yzieT IpeBpaliarbcsi B paBHONpaBHOro. Tem 6oee, 4T0 HaceleHne
3/1€Ch B ITO/ITOPA Pa3a IPEeBbINIAeT AaMEPUKAHCKOE, & 9KOHOMIYECKIUIT TOTEHI[VAl He YCTYTIAeT.
11 Kax ObI cTapble peajbHble MV MHUMbIE OOU/IBI HY 3aCTaBIIA/IN PSAJ, BOCTOYHOEBPOIeICKIX
HOJIUTUKOB B NIEPBYI0 OYepelib 00CTy)KMBAaTh aMePUKAHCKIIE, a He eBPOIIeICKIe IHTePeCk,
BEKTOD, U/ KaK Ceif9ac MOJTHO TOBOPUTD, TPSH/] KOHTMHEHTATbHON KOHCONMUALUY BOKPYT
(bpaHKO-TepMaHCKOTO Afpa KPUCTAIUIM3AINN — Je/ICTBYeT 6e30TKa3HO.

Poccuy, ¢ e€ TompKO HauMHaIOLIell HA6UPaTh BeC SKOHOMUKOI, TPeACTOUT OalaHCu-
POBATh MEKy BBILIENIePedNCIICHHBIMIU ITI00aTbHBIMY LIeHTPaMY CHJIBL.

ITpy 5TOM HEOOXOAVMO MMETD B BULY, YTO IEPBBIN INTABHBII IIPOIECC COBPEMEHHOTO
I7100aTM3MPYIOIErocsas MUPA — 3TO KOHTUHEHTATbHAA KOHCOMMAAINA BOKPYT OIpefie-
TEHHOTO ANPa KPUCTANINSATNH.

ITomumo EC, 0 4ém ckasaHo Bbllile, He0OXOAMMO yKasaTh Ha CeBepHYI0 AMEpPUKY, I7ie
HesaBMcUMMOCTh Kanajpr Becbma ycnoBHa. Poct uncria ucnano-aspranbix B CIIA, Tak Ha-
3pIBaeMbIX «hispanics», IpeBpalaeT UCIIAHCKNUIT BO BTOPOII IO PaCIIPOCTPaHEHHOCTH A3BIK
B Coepunénnbix llltarax. Hy)xa B HeKBanuuipoBaHHbIX pabounx pykax Ha tore CIITA
BCé 6ojIee IPUTATMBAECT MEKCUKY B aMePUKaHCKYI0 9KOHOMUYeCcKyIo opouTy. COOCTBEHHO
TOBOPSI, TAKON TPOJICTBEHHDII COI03 Y>ke odpopmiter ¢ 01.01.1994 r. B Bune CeBepoamepu-
kaHckoro Cormantenns o CeobopHoit Toprosie (CeBepoamepukaHcKort 30Hb1 CBOOOTHOI
Toprosnu) NAFTA-HADTA, 6yayiiee KOTOpOIt 3aK/II04aeTCs B Aa/IbHElIIeM YITy6/IeHIn
BHyTpeHHell uHTerpauuu Bokpyr Coenunénnpix IllTaTos.

Kwurait n Poccna — ato Takke Afpa KpUCTaININ3ALUY IPY>KECTBEHHBIX CTPAH BOKPYT
cebs1.

Poccust mputsirnaet BOKpyr ce6s rocyaapcrsa OJIKb — Opraumsanum ;oroBopa o Kosu-
JIEKTUBHOJT 6€30I1aCHOCTH, a TakXKe IpusHaHHble Poccniickoit Oepepariyeit 26.08.2008 Ho-
BbIe He3aBMCUMBIe rocyaapcrsa Abxasuio n FOxxuyto Oceruio. Ho ocob6enHo npopsuraetcs
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nnrerpanms BuyTpu EBpAsdC — Eppasuiickoro Oxonommdeckoro Coobmectsa'. Bausnme
Poccum 6omee yem Benuko u B pyrux crpanax CHI, B nepBylo odepefb B cpefie pyccKo-
A3BIYHOTO HaceneHus. V sfiech rmaBHOe — 3TO YKpauHa, Ubs 9/IUTa, YBbI, BO MHOTOM IIPO-
NUTaHa AHTUPOCCUIICKUMU HACTPOEHUAMMI.

Koncommpanusa Bokpyr Kurtas — 3To moKa TOMBKO CONIEMEHHUKH, T.€. YK€ TIOI/IO0-
meénnplie Jonkonr 1 Makao. B fanbHeliem BecbMa BepOATHO NputAruBanye TaiiBaHAa
u Cunramypa B op6uty Kuras, faxke eCli 1 ¢ HeMajioil aBTOHOMMeN! /I Havasia. A fjajnee
Ha [TIOBECTKe [HA CTOUT poccuiickuit Janbunit BocTok.

V1, HeBaXKHO, €CTb /M B [eJICTBUTEIBHOCTH VIIM HET KaKue-MO0 IUIaHbl Y KMTACKUX
CeKpeTHBIX CITyXO 10 3axBaTy 1 KomoHusanuu Poccuiickoro JJanbHero BocToka cormacHo
KocoBckomy 60 MHOMY clieHapuio. Bcé paBHO HMKTO B 3TOM He pusHaetcsA. C apyroit
CTOPOHBI, KUTAJICKII€ BOEHHbIE TEOPETUKM YTBEPXK/IAIOT, 4TO K1rali MOXKeT yJyacTBOBaTbh
B JIOKaJIBHOII BOiTHe ¢ Poccuelt 1 3To Oy/eT «KUTaiicKas peaKlusa Ha BePOATHBIE OIBITKA
POCCUIICKUX BacTelt OCTAHOBUTD CYJIOBBIM ITyTeM KuTausaimio JJanbaero Boctokar .

VHbopmanms o KomoHu3anmu poccuiickoro (moka) JlampHero BocToka mocrymnaer Ha
HOBOCTHBIE JIEHTBI 9y Th /1N HE €XKeJJHEBHO.

BbIBaeT, 4TO HOCTYMAIOT U «XOPOIIVe» HOBOCTH: 3a0pOIIIeHHbIe KOJIXO3BI J1 ITyCTYIOIe
TIO7IA «TIOJHUMAIOT» KUTANICKMe KpeCThAHE. B TakoM cyyae femo JOXOAUT yKe ceifdac 1o
neperMeHOBaHMA Ha KUTAVICKUI /1aj] Ul B iepeBHsAX [lanbHero BocToka, 3acenéHHbIx
Kutaimamn.'”

HenmaBusaa nepegada Kuraro cormacHo COrylalieHuAM O TeMMMUTAIMA U TeMapKaluu
ot 2004-2005 romos' amypckux ocrposos Tapa6apos u yactu Bosbinoro Yecypuiickoro
B HerocpeacTBeHHOI 6mm3oct 0T XABAPOBCKA, cronmnupt [lanbHeBOCTOYHOTO (ene-
PaIbHOTO OKPYT3, a TAK)Ke 0cTpoBa BonbIoli Ha peke ApTyHb ", TUIIHMI pa3 Off4epKHYIa
BCE Be/IMYye HALIETo JalbHEBOCTOYHOTO cocefja. B paMKax OKOHYATeNbHOM eMapKaluu
POCCUIICKO-KUTAIICKOI IPaHMIIbI IIOYEeMY-TO BCe OOIIMe, COBMECTHBIE BOIIPOCHI OB pe-
HIeHBI 3a CUET nepefadn Knraro poccuiickux Tepputopuii. JJaxke 3SHaMEHUTBIE OCTPOB
Jamanckmit Ha peke Yccypu, 3a KOTOPbIii COBETCKYE TIOTPAHIYHUKY ITPO/IMBA/IN CBOKO KPOBb
2 u 15 mara 1969 roza, Takxe yKe laBHO KuTanckuii: «de jure» ¢ 1991 r.,, a «de facto» cpasy
’Ke TIOCTIe BBIUTPAHHBIX HaMu 608B Ha ocTpoBe. VI Terepb oH HasbiBaeTcst Lkonbbao'™”.

IToHATHO, YTO €CTh MUPOBAsA OPUANIECKAs U TTOMUTUYECKAS IPAKTIKA TPOXOXKEHUS
rpaHuib o ¢apaarepy. OfHaKo, epefada KaKyx-1mb0 TeppuTopuii, Hapyumep, MoHro-

m EBpa3suiickoe dkoHommnyeckoe Coobuiectso (EBpA33C). — http.//www.evrazes.com/,

http://www.kp.ru/daily/23383/33010/

m . .
LLIEPEB Hukonaii. «<KutaiickaTa reoctpaTerusa n HoBaTa KapTa Ha cBeTa npe3 21 Bek». — bonrapua, Codpua:
KypHan «feononutnka», 2006, N2 2, c. 152.

" BYTY30BA Tiogmuna. — KnTaiickne ractap6atepbl NOATOHAIOT MOA cebA POCCMiACKYIO ry6UHKY: Baonb no

MyaHbLi3aHcKoii/ 12.03.2008. — http.//www.finiz.ru/economic/article1247509/

m AHJPEEB bopuic. Poccua otgaeT Kutato nontopa octposa. — Komcomonbckas npasgaa. 15.10.2004. —
http.//www.kp.ru/daily/23383/33010/

" Hacenenme nepenaHbix Kutato ocTpoBoB He noctpagano. — 15.11.2004. — http.//hbr.moigorod.ru/news/
details.asp?n=2146368833

e EBIOKMMOB Magen. Octpos uxxeHepa JAMAHCKOTO. — http.//www.specnaz.ru/istoriya/415/
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TV TIPEACTABUTD CI0>KHO. Hy a Hac4€T TeppuTOpManbHBIX IpeTeH3nit JIaTBuu TOrfaIIHmit
npesupienT PO B. B. IIYTVH Bripasuics 6omee yem o6pasHo: «He ITbiTamoBckmit paiion
OHMU TIO/TY4aT, 3 OT MEPTBOTO OC/IA YIIN» .

ITpocnaBmBIIMIiCS OpraHU3alyell 3HAMEHUTOro IIpUIITIHCKOTO 6pOCKa POCCUIICKIX
BOJICK Ha CTO/MIY Tor/ja eié cepbckoro kpasi Kocoso 12.06.1999 renepas-nonkoBHUK
JI.T. BAIIIOB cuwnraet, 4to «PoccuitcKue BIacTy MOKa HeLOOIEHNBAIOT aryOHOCTD K-
TalICKOi MUTpaLuy, KOTOpas OCYIIeCTB/IAeTCA Ha poccuiickoM JlanbHem Bocroke. bonee
0Ty TOPa MIJIMOHA POCCUAH NMOKVHY/M 9TU Kpas 3a MOC/Ie[HME TOIbI, GaKTIIeCKN pas-
BaJIeHBI IIPOMBIIIIEHHAsA M 000pOHHasA MHGPACTPYKTYpa IPUKUTANCKOTO HOTPaHNYBbI.
EcTecTBeHHO, CBATO MECTO ITYCTO He OBbIBaeT — IIPY TeX 60raTCTBaX, KOTOPBIE €CTh B 9TOM
peryoHe, Tyfia OyKBaTbHO X/IBIHY/IU MacChl KUTaiilleB. MHOTHe 13 HUX yyKe TPOYHO OCeIN,
YTBepAMIN CBOJT OM3Hec, Ipuobpeny BiusHue. VI B olpefie/IeHHOI Mepe faXke JUKTYIOT
ycnoBus BractsaM. KoHeuHo, He defiepanbHbIM, HO PETMOHANbHbIE YKe CePbe3HO 3aBUCAT
OT KOIIEJIbKOB KUTAICKMX OM3HECMEHOB. ITO MO3BOJIAET TEM JIETKO «IIPOOMBAaTh» CBOU
SKOHOMIYECKNE MHTEPECH, OCBauBasA poccuiickuit [Janbunmit Boctok. V, B usBecTHOM
CTeIleHM, TOTOBS MOYBY K B3ATUIO PETMOHA 1OJ GaKTUUeCKMIT KUTAICKIIT KOHTPOJIb, a B
TIepCIIEKTUBE U CYBEPEHNUTET. ..»

Yroynnts JI.I. IBAIIIOBA M0XHO /IMIIb B ITyHKTE, KacaroIeMcs BIVAHNA KUTAMCKIX
OU3HeCMEeHOB Ha POCCUIICKIE BIACTU — eCTb JAaHHbIe, YTO (HDMHAHCOBOE HaBJIeHNe Ol yIIa-
eTCsA M B OTHOIICHNY IIpeficTaBuTeel hefilepaibHbIX CTPYKTYP, @ He TOJIKO PErMOHA/IbHBIX.

Taxum 06pasom, mpesujeHT AkagemMun reonomutidecknx npobaem JI.T. IBAIIIOB
IIPOTHO3MPYET C GOJIBIION HO/Iell BEPOATHOCTY IIPOBO3ITIAIEHNE Ha TEPPUTOPUM POCCHIL-
cxoro JJanpHero BocToka KMTaiiCKOTO FOCYAapCTBEHHOTO 00pa3oBaHMs.

MpI, B cBOIO 04epefib, MpefilaraeT KOHKPETHOE HauMeHOBaHMe: JJanbHeBOCTOYHOI!
Kurarickoit Peciy6nuxn (JIBKP), kotopas 6yzer co3fgana 1o KocoBcKOMYy ClieHapuio Ku-
TalicKoit (XaHbCKoI) Anacropoii B Poccun. CMero 3aBepUTb, YTO 9TO He IIOf, 60Ie3HEHHOTO
BOOOPpaXKeHN, a BIIOJIHE BO3MOXKHAs PeabHOCTb.

ITepens6bITOK HeméBoll pabodeit cubl B Kutae, 0c06€HHO B CebCKOM MECTHOCTU
(110 pasHbIM oreHKaM 70 100 MIUIMOHOB YenoBeK), — a Kurait Bcé ejé B O0bIINHCTBE
CBOEM KUBET B JiepeBHE, — 00bEKTUBHO BbITaIKMBAeT KUTAICKMX IPaKIaH 3a 0pUIIMab-
HYIO TPaHMIly CBOETO TocyiapcTBa. V, KoHeuHo ke, He TONbKO B cTopoHy Poccum. [Taxe
B IIepBYI0 ouepeb He B Poccuio, a B T€mible 10>kHble cTpaHbl IOro-Bocroynoit Asun. 9T1o
00BEeKTUBHBII ITpolecc. [lemorpadudeckas 9KCIIAHCKA UMeeT OCHOBOII Oe3y e pKHBbIII
9KOHOMMYECKMII POCT, OCHOBAHHBbIIT Ha /IMOepabHOI SKOHOMUKE, IIPY KOTOPOJT CUIbHOE
«KOMMYHICTIYECKOe» TOCYJAPCTBO «He BUANT» (eoaTbHOI «CBepX-9KCITyaTalun TPY/Asi-
IVXCsA», KaK CKa3amu ObI KIACCHKYU MapKcyaMa. VI 6b1u 661 abcomoTHo mpasbl. Hukakmx
TPYJOBBIX IIPaB, KpOMe KaK paboTaTh € yTpa Jio Bedepa, y KuTaiies HeT. O4eHb KOPOTKMe
OTITyCKa Ha FOCCTYXOe, K TOMY 5Ke II0UTH OTCYTCTBYIOIIME B YaCTHOM CeKTope. JJocTaTouHO
MaJIeHbKMe 3apaboTK (4TO obecreunBaeT HUSKYIO CTOMMOCTb KUTAJICKMX TOBapOB, I10-
6eIHO LIeCTBYIOLINX 10 BceMy Mupy). OTCYTCTBUE KaKO-M160 TeXHUKM 6€30MacHOCTY Ha

n Lo
MyTuH: NlatBua nonyunt He MbITanoBCKNUI PaioH, a 0T MepTBOro ocna ywn. — 23.05.2005. —

http://www.newsru.com/russia/23may2005/otmertvogoslaushi.htm/
" 1BALLIOB JNeonnp Mpuropbesny. BoiHa mexay CLUA n Kutaem Bbispesaet B Poccun. — 06.12.2007. —
www.ivashov.ru/Arhive/26.htm!
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IIPOM3BOJCTBE U B CTpouTeNbCTBE. I10 CyTH ena He AeicTBYIOT mpodcorossl. He roBops
y>Ke 0 COBepIIeHHO BONMIONIMX (aKTaxX HapyILIeHNUs, a IIOPOIl U paspyLIeHNs 9KONTOTUM
B CBOEII COOCTBEHHOII CTpaHe, a MHOIZA U B CONPeJeNbHBIX rocyapcTaax. OcoO6eHHo Xa-
pakTepHBbIM ObUT cry4dart B 2006 I. CO CIMBOM OTPABJIAIONINX CTOKOB B peKy CyHrapu, 4To
BBI3BAJIO CepbEé3HbIe PO6IEMBL B POCCHIICKMX ropoax’”.

Bot BaM 11 M3HaHKa KUTaJICKOTO «9KOHOMIYECKOTO 9yfa». Kak nsBecTHo, 3a BCE Hazlo
TIATUTD !

Jla, y Hac B Poccun Taxoke He BCE B TOPsAZIKE BO B3aMMOOTHOUIEHMAX TPy/Zla M KaNuTasa.
Ho, Mecsa4HBIiT OTIYCK, CTPEMAIIMECS BCe-TaKU K MPOXXUTOYHOMY MUHUMYMY HEHCUN U,
OTHOCHUTE/IbHO, CHOCHbIE 3apIUIaThl HaM rapaHTUPOBaHbL. Bpsax nmu kro-nmubo B Poccun
3aX0TesI ObI XNUTh U pabOTATh Ha M3HOC KaK KUTANIIBI C KUTAICKMMMY 3apIutataMi. Tem
6oree Ha 4YaCTHOTO PabOTORATENA.

B pamKax MMPOBOJI T€OIIONIMTUKY, KaK BBLACHAETCS, 60JIee BCEro BaXKHa He IUIONIANlb
TOCYIapCTBa, a KOMYECTBO €r0 HaceneHus. PasymeeTcs, Ipyu HaJyieXaleM pasBUTHAN de-
JIOBEYECKOTO IIOTeHIMaIa. VIMeHHO 1oaToMy B AdprKe, HaITpyMep, KPyIIHeliIIeil CTpaHoii
Bcemu nipusHaércs Hurepust ¢ 6omee dem 100 MM/IIMOHOB JXUTENIEN, @ He 60ee KpYIIHbIe
o rnowagu Amxup, Cynan i Konro-Kunmraca.

VimenHo nostomy, Kurait, a He Poccnsa wmu Kanapa (BTopoe 1o niomay rocyiapcTBo
B Mupe noce Poccnn) 06pedéH cTaTh BEYHBIM MUPOBBIM JIMEPOM.

U ato 6yneT IpOf0/DKAThCA IO TeX MOP, II0Ka TBEPHOI00bIe aMepPUKaHCKIe ACTPeObI-
MJCCHOHEPHI 1 padMHIPOBaHHbIE eBPOIIEIICKIIe GOPIIBI 3a IIpaBa YeloBeKa He MOIMYT, YTO
€IMHCTBEHHBI BBIXOJ] /1A BceX Hac — B KoHconmpanuy crpal Cesepa. T.e. EBponbl, Poccun
n CIIA (Kanaza — aro «de facto» teppuropuanbubiit npunarok Coenyuénubix [lItaTos
U He HaJio ce6s 0OMaHbIBaTh B YEM-NO0 IPOTUBOIIONOXKHBIM). TONbKO TaKas TPOCTBEHHAs
YHIA CIIOCOOHA yPaBHOBECUTD KuTajickuit fommad. IToMy He CMOTYT IIPOTHBOZIEIICTBOBATD
HJ KUTAlICKOe TPYo/Io6lie, TOMHOKEHHOE Ha ThICAYe/IeTHee IIOCyLIaHNe, HY KUTaiiCKue
6oeBble paKeThl M KOPabmu, HI Jjaxke pasOpocaHHbIe 110 BCeMY CBETY JalfHa-TayHbI KaK
(dopriocTbl KUTACKOI I106abHOI 9KcrTaHcyy. CIZIOYEHHOCTH I7I00a/IbHOI KUTACKOIT
HAIMM MOXXHO IIPUPAaBHATD NI IpARYIee ciuiodeHre Hanuit Ceepa. B Bupe koHdene-
pann, defeparyu 1 faxe corosa. Hac 00beIMHAIOT ejYIHbIe XPYCTUAHCKIIE IIeHHOCTI,
TpU-eIMHAsA POMAHO-TepPMaHO-C/IaBAHCKAs CeMbs eBPOIEIICKIX A3bIKOB C OOIVIMY VHJIO-
eBPOIIEIICKMMI KOPHAMI, COBMECTHOE, IaXKe eCIIN ¥ He BCerzia 6e300/1aqHoe, ICTOpUYecKoe
npouioe. Vl rmaBHOe — Hac 00beAMHAET MPUBA3aHHOCTD HALIMX HAPOJOB K IeMOKPATHIL,
KOTOPYIO BCE MBI BHICTPA/Ia/iii B PasHble EPMOJBI CBOETO PAa3BUTHA.

OtpenbHblit pasroBop o SAnonnn u F0xuoi Kopen (win o6pegunénnon Kopen).
XOTsA OHM U He BXOJAT B COCTaB XPUCTUAHCKOTO apeasa, UX BK/IaJ, B MUPOBYIO 9KOHOMIU-
KY ¥ IIOJINTUKY OTPOMEH, YTO OCHOBAHO Ha TOM (aKTe, YTO OHU ITTyOOKO BOCIIPUHSAIN
HOCT-XPUCTMAHCKIE TIPEfICTaBIeHNA O cBoOozie U leMokpaTuu. C TOUKMU 3peHMA KIacCu-
4eCKOJ TeONOMUTHKN — CTpaHbl CeBePHOTOo MOJTYIIAPYA MOTYT IPUPACTI, TAKMM 00pa3omM,
cocencTByomUMA JlanbHEBOCTOYHBIMY TOCYyAapcTBaMy 1 CeBepHBIN ANIbSHC MOTYINUT
HOJTHOe 06paMIIeH e B 3TOI YacTU 3eMHOTO IIapa. A ¢ HO3UIVM COBPEMEHHOTO HOHATHA
«3amaj» — 9TU [iBe CTPAHBbI ABJIAIOTCA €I0 COCTABHOIN, ITTyOOKO MHTEIPUPOBAHHOI YaCThIO.

" Bnapnmup CkocblipeB. AnoBuTbIE MNAOAbI KUTaNCKoro uyna. — MockoBckue HoBocT, 20-26.01.2006. —

c.17.
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Hna AAnonnn u Kopen — aro TakKe IpuBJIeKaTeNIbHO, T.K. B paMKax CeBepHoit Qefiepanumu
OHJI COXPAHAT CBOIO CAMOOBITHOCTD, — KaK, HaIIpMMeP, Oy pATHI /M AKYThI B cocTaBe Poc-
cny, — a B cocTaBe Knraiickoro 6710ka pyCKyIOT pacCTBOPUTBCSA B 0€30peSKHOM KUTAICKOM
okeaHe. (X0Ts, IIpK ONpeeIEHHOI IeMOKPAaTU3alMy KUTAICKOrO 001IecTBa, BO3MOXHO,
peruoHanbHas JJabHEBOCTOUYHASA MHTETpaLUsA OyfieT IpeBampoBath Haj CeBepHoit. Tem
6oree, KOraa yiiyT IIOKO/MEHN, IOMHAIE BTopylo MUpOBYI0O BOJIHY M MUTAIOIIMeE B3a-
VIMHYIO HEMPUA3HD MEXJY KOpeliljJaMI 1 AMOHIIAMH, C OfIHOJ CTOPOHBI, U1 KUTalIIaMu
U ATOHIIAMI, C IPYTOJ CTOPOHBIL. )

Tombko TakuM coro3oM/denepariyiert/aTbaHCOM MOKHO BEPHY T 6a/TaHC CYJI M MIHTEPECOB
B 11106a1bHOM dopMaTe. JInjiephl IepBOro ¥ BTOPOTO MUPa, T.e. 3alafia M KOMMYHM3MA,
BO BTOPOIJI osoByHe XX Beka ObUIV BeCbMa JaIbHOBUIHBIMY T0AbMU. OHM IIOHSIIN, YTO
MJP BO3MOXKEH TOJIbKO IIPY paBHOBECHM MHTepecoB. Jlake ec/u 9To 6aaHC AIepHBIIL,
BBICACBIBAIOIMIT BCe COKY M3 HAPOJIOB IBYX O710KOB. 3aTO MUP, a He BOJTHA. «Xy/0it Mup
JTydIlie JOOPOIT CCOPbI» — ITIACUT PYCCKas IOCIOBUIIA.

Ceituac TakKe Hy>KeH 6a/laHC; A COXpaHeHMs Mupa 1 criokoiicTeus B XXI Beke de-
JIOBEYECTBO TAKOKe HYX/jaeTcs B maputeTe cubl. Ho ceifyac BaxkHee 6amaHca AZepHBIX
pakeT — 6ajJlaHC SKOHOMIYECKOTO pasBUTHUA. [IpMyMHOXIB mofcKue pecypcsl, Ceep
CMOJKeT CO37IaTh 9KOHOMIYeCKuiT maputeT ¢ Knuraiickum 6710KoM.

ITop Kuraiickym 610K0M Mbl HOfpasyMeBaeM MogunHERHble KuTaro B 6/mymKariimeM uim
6oree OTANEHHOM Oy/yIeM, — BO3MOXKHO, Y>Ke TPV )KM3HI HAIIerO IIOKO/IEHMS, — CTPaHbI
Asnarckoro BocToka, HaulHas ¢ TeX, I7ie COOCTBEHHO XXMBET Te JKe KUTAIIbl-«XaHb»: yKe
MHKOPIIOPYPOBaHHbIe BO MHOTOM JToHkoHT-CsaHran 1 Makao- AOMBIHb, a TakKe TaiiBaHb.
XoTs Ha JaHHOM 3TaIle XTI 3TOr0 OCTPOBA ABHO He XOTAT MEHATD CBOIO CBOOOJY I fie-
MOKpaTuio Ha [IeKMHCKyI0 yTonmio «BOCCOeVHEenNs Halyun». KpynHeriinee XpaHunmnie
307I0TOBA/IIOTHBIX Pe3ePBOB, IOMHOXXEHHOE Ha TeXHOJIOTMIeCKUII pail, 0c06eHHO B chepe
«BBICOKMX TEXHONIOTUII», KOMM SIBJIAETCA OCTPOB, CHACAIOT OT AHIIIIOCA, IOKA, TOMHKO BO-
enHo-mopckue cunbl CIIIA. Ho, ycunenne momy Kutas Mo>xeT IpUBeCTH K TOKaTbHOMY
KOH(MIVIKTY, TPY KOTOPOM TaliBaHbIIbI MOTY MCITYTaThCA YTPO3bI HPAMOro 60M60MeTaHUA
C KOHTVMHEHTA, TIOMHO>KEHHOTO Ha IOJKYI MECTHBIX JIMJIEPOB U Oe3yIep>KHYIO 1eMaroruio
O «€[IVHOM POJVIHEY.

Janee Ha ouepenu u CuHramyp, rie MakCUMaabHO BIUATEIbHAA KUTalCKas Inaciopa.
W, xoHeuHo e, BoineynoMAnyTas KIIBP, koTopas MoXeT 0XBaTUTb, KCTaTU, TEPPUTOPUIO
3HAUMTEIbHO OOBIIIYIO, 4eM TOTBKO coOCTBeHHO JlanbHeBocTouHbI efepanbhblit OKpyT.

«OCHOBOIIOIO>KHMK» METOJa AeMOrpadyeckoro 3axpara — 3TO IPOBO3IIACHBIINIA
17.02.2008 HesaBucuMOCTh cepbOckumit Kpait KocoBo, IpusHaHHBI cpa3y OONBIINHCTBOM
crpan 3anazia. [Ipososrnamenne HesaBucuMocTy KocoBo 1 OCIIENTHOE €0 NpU3HAHME —
3TO NEPENIOMHBI MOMEHT B ICTOPUI MEXX/IyHapOJHBIX OTHOIIEeHNIT Hadane XXI Bexa.

ITpusuas KocoBo, 3anaf 1o ¢akTy cosaa BasKHEIIINIT IpellefieHT, pa3pyOuB «TOpAUeB
Y3€/» USBEYHOI AMIeMMbI MEX/YHApOIHOTO MTPaBa: 4TO BaKHEEe — IPUHLIMI CaMOOIIpe-
TieNIeHNs] HallMil VTU TIPMHIIUI TEPPUTOPUATBbHOMN 11eT0OCTHOCTH TocyiapcTB. OfHaKO, TPy
3TOM, 3ama/| He Pe/IOKI/T HUKAKMX YETKMX KPUTEPUEB, KOTTIA OFIVIH IPUHIIUII CTAHOBUTCS
Ba)kKHEE JIPyroro

ITosToMmy, BaXkKHeli1IIelt 3a/jaueil MeXXTYHaPOJHOTO COOOIIIeCTBA Ha CETOHAIIHMII IeHb
ABJIACTCS OIpeie/leHNe YETKUX NIPAaBOBBIX KPUTEPIeB, KOIa KaKoil-I1Mb0 9THOC MMeeT
MIPaBO MPETEHJ0BAaTh Ha HE3aBJMICMMOE CYLIeCTBOBAHNE B KAUECTBE CYBEPEHHOI HaIUM.
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ITpOAyKTHBHO 3TO MOXeT OBITh Peann30BaHo TONbKO B paMkax OOH, BaXKHeIIIM CBOII-
CTBOM KOTOPOJI ABNAETCA TO, 4TO B €€ CoBeTe be30macHOCT ¢ TpaBoOM BETO NPE/ICTaB/IEHBI
BeC OCHOBHBIE LIEHTPbI CUJIbI, KOTOPbIE €CTh CETONHA WM Oy T B aTbHeIIIeM.

Cregyromym marom co croponsl Kocoso, mocie mpoBosIianieHnsa He3aBUCUMOCTH
or Cepbun, MOXeT CTaTh 00befiiHeHMe ¢ ATOAHCKO «POfMHOI». Takoii ke Iy Th MOXeT
npoiitu 1 JBKP, nmoxenas B 6yayiiem npucoennuntbes K Kutato. Ilpn ToM, 4To mpoie-
IYPHO BCE MOXKET ObITh 0(OPM/IEHO 0UeHb KOPPEKTHO, C HeOOXOAMMBIM pedepeHIyMOM
U y9acTHeM BCEBO3MOXKHBIX MeX/JYHAPOJHBIX HaOITI0OflaTeIeit.

Tax faBaiiTe ke He CCOPUTHCS, FOCIIOfIA €BPOIIEHIIbI M AMEPMKAHIIBI, A Ha Jiejie IPo-
ABNATH CIJIOYEHHOCTD U cosflaBaTh CepepHyto Pesepanuio. [To kpynmHOMY, MEXy HaMu
HeT HIYero, KpoMe NpefpacCyAKoB JaBHO YLIEAIINX BPEMEH, YTO MOIIO 6B 06BEKTUBHO
Hac pasbeVHATD B HACTOAIIEM U TeM 6onee B 6ynymieM. Bonee Toro, B uctopun Poccun
u CIIIA, KoTOpbIe TTOKa BCE €111é OCTAITCS BeAYyIielt MUPOBOIL iepXKaBoit, He ObITIO HUL Off-
HOTO KOH(IVKTA, JOLIE/LIEro 1O Topsdeli BOJMHbL A B HadaJie CBOETO CAMOCTOATENIBHOTO
Iy TU 1OC/IEe MpoBo3rnamenns HesaBucumoctu ot AHrnmuu CIIA monbp3oBanmuch cepbés-
HOJT TIoAep>kKoit Poccuy, KoTopas BBICTYNNUIA 32 CBOOOY MOpeIlIaBaHMs, T.e. HPOTHB
TpeboBaHMiT AHI/IMM 00 aHTMAaMePUKAHCKIX CAaHKIWIT, KOTOPbIe MOITIM IIPEIATCTBOBATh
>KM3HEHHO He0OXOIMMOI TOPTroBJIe MOJIOZI0T0 rocyapcTBa ¢ EBpornoit. BrocnencTsum, Bo
Bpems [pakganckoit Boitnbl B CIIIA B 1861-1865 rr. Poccus, oA feMoHCTpanyy cBoeit
CONMUAPHOCTY C HUMI, [laKe HallpaBy/Ia IB€ BOEHHBIE 3CKAZIPhI K TaNEKMM aMePUKAHCKUM
6eperam B Hpio-Viopk 1 Can-OpaHuicKo, IPeIOTBPaTUB, TAKUM 06pasoM, BOSMOKHYIO
uHTepBeHIMIo U3 EBpors ™.

Hy>kHO muIIb yMepUTD MBI aHTUPOCCUIICKMM 3a0KEAHCKMM MUCCUOHEPAM U UX CaTel-
JIATaM U3 TaK Ha3bIBAEMOII «HOBOJ EBpombI». A Tak KaK OTpaHMYEHHOCTb MMPOBO33PEHNS
He M03BOJIIeT VIM CMOTPETb B Oyyliiee 06beKTMBHBIM 06pa3oM, HaM HPUAETCA el HeMajio
BpeMEeHM 3aHUMATbCS «IIOHIDKEHUEM aKIMil» aHTUPOCCUIICKIX aMEPUKAHCKIX SICTPeOOB
U eBPOIEIICKIX CO37aTelell HOBOTO JKe/e3HOT0, TO 6uiib [IIeHreHCKOro, 3aHaBeca y TpaHuIj
Poccun. B nepByro ouepenp 3a C4ET yKpenaeHUs SKOHOMMUYECKO ¥ BOEHHOI MOIIY TOCY-
mapcrsa Poccuiickoro. He 3a6bIBast 0 lepCIIeKTUBe, O CTpaTerny oobeguHenns — Poccun
elé JOro IPUAETCA 3aHMMAThCA MHAMBYYaIbHOJ TAKTUKON YKPEITIeHUA COOCTBEHHOII
Moy, ITapaJiokc B TOM, YTO YeM MBI CH/IbHee — TeM O/Iyke K HaM OYIyT CTPeMUTbCA HAIlN
€BPOIIENICKIE ¥ AMEPUKAHCKIIE TTAPTHEPBDI.

ITatupneBHas BoitHa 08-12.08.2008 Ha KaBkase 1mokasaa, 4To poCCUIICKasA apMUsA
yoKe JOCTaTOYHO OKpeIUIa Iocie nafgeHns 1990-x, 4To6bl pasrpoMUTh MajTeHbKYIo [py-
3110, OJTHAKO CTapaTEebHO MO/ITOTOBIEHHYI0 aMEPUKAHCKMMM MHCTPYKTOPAMM U CHa-
psxénnyio pagom crpan HATO, a takxe crpemsameiica Tyfa Ykpannoit. He Tonbko
Ipysusa Muxanna CAAKAIIBIMIIN, Ho n HATO Bo rnaBe ¢ CIIIA Hukak He OXKUmamn
TaKOro pasBUTUA co6bITHil. IToMous Poccuert YOsknoit OceTnn, nmopgseprireiics ar-
peccun co cTopoHsl Ipysun, — 9To dakTudeckn mepBoe peasbHOe JeiCTBUE Halleil
CTpaHBI B 3aIJUTY 3apYOeKHBIX COOTEYECTBEHHIKOB 3a MOC/Ie{HIE IOYT JiBa leCATKA
JIET HOBOVI POCCUIICKOI TOCYIapCTBEHHOCTI. DTa aKTMBHOCTD BbI3BajIa IIOK Ha 3amafe,
TTOMHOYKEHHBIN Ha »KECTKOE NMPONAaTraHAMCTCKOe NpoTuBocTosiHMe. Ho, HecMoTps Ha

1 BOHAAPEB Hukuta, HAYMOB Anekcangp. 04.07.08. [leHb He3aBucumocTy CLUIA. lnanor AByx ncropuin. —

DoHp «Pyccknin mup» — www.RusskiiMir.ru/ru/publication/index.php?id4=2326
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HYKaKJe yTPO3bl OTIYyYUTh POCCHIO OT IMBU/IM30BAHHOTO MUPa 3a AKOObI M36BITOYHOE
ucnonb3oBaHue cuibl Ha KaBkase npoTtus Hanasiuelt Ha I0xnyto Ocertuto Ipysumn, 3amap,
pearbHO HMKaK He CMOT HaHeCT! Kakoit-mmnbo yuep6 Poccun. Pakruyeckun y HATO
u CIIIA Het 53¢ deKTUBHBIX pblyaroB jgasneHus Ha Poccuio. [Toka 3amaj Hy>XmaeTcs
B HAIlIMX 9HEPreTUYeCKMX pecypcax, a Hallla apMUs CIIoCcOoOHa 3allMIIaTh HAlllM HAIMO-
HanpHble MHTepechl — Y HATO Bo rmaBe ¢ CIIIA pyku OyAyT KOPOTKM «HaKa3aTb» HAC
3a JIeMICTBMA, HE COOTBETCTBYIOIME UX MHTEPECaM.

ITpusnanme Poccueit HesaBucuMocT Abxasun u roxxHoit Ocerun 26.08.2008 — aTo
dakTiyeckn passutue cobbiTuii ¢ npusHanueM Kocoso. Komn «ampk [Tangopsi» oTKpbiT”,
TO CIIPAIIMBAETCH, YeM abXa3bl 1 I0T0-0CETUHBI Xy>Ke KocoBapos ? Tem 6oee, uto Cepbus,
B oT/unme oT Ipysunm, KocoBapoB He 60MOMIa. A OHM BCE PAaBHO OT/IE/IUINC.

Taxre KOH(IMKTHI BIIOJTHE BO3MOXKHBI U B Ja/bHeleM. [IByXIIOTIOCHas CUCTeMa
B UJIEOTIOTMYECKIX KOOPJMHATAX «KaNMUTaIM3M-COIMAMN3M» CMEHN/TACh HA CETOIHANIHMIT
TieHb TeOMONUTUYECKON AuaeMMoli 3anmaji—Poccus, B KOTOPOIT y>ke HET MeCTa IIPEXXHEMY
upeiiHoMy mpoTuBocTosIHMIO. Ho cTapble po61MM HeOTPBIBHO IPUCYTCTBYIOT. Bes peakumsa
3amayia Ha coBepIeHHO cBexue FOro-OceTHCKIe COOBITHA TOKA3bIBAET, YTO B CETOHAIL-
Heit Poccyy oHM He BUJIAT COIO3HNKA, a CKOpee Bpara. Tax miy MHade BeJyljyie MYPOBbIe
CMM u B nepBy1o ouepens amepukanckue CNN n Foxnews, a taxke 6puranckas BBC,
MOBTOPSA HAIOPUCTOCTDh BalIMHITOHCKONM afMMHUCTPALVN, YIPAXKHAIICH B PUTOPUKE
BPEMEH XOJIO[IHO BOVIHBI.

A BoT 60/ITapcKoe HOBOCTHOE VHTepHET-areHTCTBO' COO6IIaeT 0 HOBOCTAX C KaBKas-
ckux 60€B 0] XapaKTepHBIM 3aro/loBKoM «Pycckmit pesanin 3a KocoBo». Takxke nposis-
JleHye OGUIOIIPHOCTY BPEMEH XOOIHOI BOJIHBL, XOTS U SIBHO C OOJIBIIIET TPOPOCCUIICKOIL,
HeXXeNM TPOaMePUKAHCKOIA, HaIPaBIEHHOCTHIO.

B 11e710M, MOXHO TBEPZIO 3asABUTD, YTO 3amaj] «IOTepsy»-«mnponurpam» Poccuto. ITo-
TOOHBIM 06pa3oM BBICKA3bIBAJICA TPE3BOMBICIIAIINIT aMepUKaHCKWIT TofuTonor CTus
KO3H, c norumaHmneM OTHOCAIMIACA K HaIlIel CTPaHe, YTO JOBOIbHO PefIKOe ABJIEHNE
B aMepUKaHCKOJ MHTeIeKTyanbHolt anute. Korma B 1990-e rogsr Poccus 6bia caba,
3amaji MOT JIETKO BK/IIOYNUTH €€ B TaK HasblBaeMble «3ama/iHble MHCTUTYThI» U B TIep-
Byio o4depenb B HATO. Ha BonHe aiidpopun Havama 1990-X I'T. poCcCUiicKme TpaXkiaHe
cornmacuauck 6sl ¢ aTuM. Ho, B TakoM cimydyae Poccus Moria 651 UMeTh XOTb KaKoJi-To,
HO TO/I0C BHYTPM 3ama/fHOro coo011ecTBa. « BalIMHITOHCKIIT 0OKOM» PEIINTI ilepXKaTh
Poccuio Ha paccTosiHuy, B BUfie JOHOPA 9HEPTOPECYPCOB, KOTOPOTO BHYTPb IOCYIHOM
7aBKy y4irie He myckaTb. Hukro B HATO He mofospesart, 4To 4epes 1eCATOK JIeT U ke
MeHee Poccys MOXeT caMa pacIopsDKaThCA He TOTIBKO CBOeNT CyAb0OoIl, HO U IIOMOYb
BBDKUTD MasIbIM HaponaM A6xasuu u I0xuoit Ocetnn. U ynpaBsl, Kak 0Ka3anoch, Ha
Heé HMKAKOI1 HeT.

Ho Bepb 3amaj 1 caM HM pasy He IIET HABCTPedy HAlIMX 3aKOHHBIX TpeOOBaHMI1, Ha-
IIpuMep, IPUCTPYHUTD BacCalbHbIe MPUOANTUIICKIE PEXIIMBI, IIPOCABIIAIONINE CBOUX
HaIMICTCKMX BOAK Y MPUTECHAIONINE MECTHBIX PYCCKOASBIYHBIX, MM TOTO Ke I-Ha CAA-
KAIIIIBWJIV B ero arpeccuyt HpOTUB ABYX Ma/bIX peciy6mK. Vinu BosbMéM, K IpuMe-
PY> TYMaHUTAPHbIN aClIeKT HAIIMX B3aMOOTHOLIEHNIL: TI0YeMY [0 CUX HOp 3amaf; OTro-

' KOmnAPOB leopru. C Kocoo oTBOpuxa KyTuaTa Ha MaHgopa. — www.news.ibox.bg/columnist/id_363265512

"2 [IEYEB Teopop. PyckuaT pesaHLu 3a Kocoso. — 14.08.2008. — hitpy/news.ibox.bg/columnist/id_1716692785
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paxxmBaeTcs oT Poccyunm BM30BBIM 3aHaBeCOM (KOTOPBIN, BUAVIMO, B O/IDKaiiiiee BpeMs
He IPUOTKPOETCS HeCMOTPsI Ha BCTYIUIeHNe B cuty ¢ 20.09.2008 6e3BM30BOro HOpsaKa
noe3fIoK Mexay Poccueit n Vispaniem)? A HempepbIBHOE, BOIIPEKI IIPEXKHUM 0OeLlaHMAM,
pacummpenne HATO na BocTok EBporbl, a Teneps, BeposTHO, 3a cuéT [pysun, n Ha KaBkas?
A TIpOTMBOPAKETHI ¥ CTaHIMM caexxeHuA B [lonbie n Yexum ?

M Tak manee.

Ecnmm nocnymars BefyIyx 3anagHbIX TOTUTUKOB ¥ KOMMEHTATOPOB, Harpumep Ha BBC
umu CNN, To cospaérca omryljeHne, YTo X0/MoiHasA BOMHA HUKY/la 1 He yXofuna. OnATh
UAET feNeHe CTPaH Ha IIpo3alaiHble, T160 IPOPOCCUIICKIE PeKIMBL. B IIepBpIX — 1mouTH
MaHHa HebecHas, a IIOCTIeHNe, KOHEYHO Ke, AlIPYOPU HefleMOKPATUIHBL.

OIHMM CTIOBOM, IPIMYMH /I OOU/bI C HAIllell CTOPOHbI HAJIIETCA IPeOCTaTOYHO.

«MoxXeT 1 aMepuKaHCKas NPaBAlas 3/IUTa B KOPHE TePEOCMbICTUTD CKIaJibIBalo-
ytocs MupoByio curyanuio u ponb CIIIA B coBpemenHOM Mupe? Benb 910 3HaUMII0 651
OTKa3aThCs OT uien GUKC MO JOCTIDKEHUIO MYPOBOTO TOCIIOACTBA ¥ IIEPeXOAy K IIPMH-
1uITy 6aaHca Cul ¥ OUIONIAPHOCTH, 110 KpaitHeit Mepe. Ho CIIIA ofHO3HaYHO He TOTOBBI
K 9TOMY, IIOTOMY YTO MaJIO ellje HabyIM MIMIIeK Ha cBoeM y0y. OcMbIC/IeHne peannit
Y aMepUKAHCKOI STUTHI ellle BIepey»'” — MUIIeT Tpe3uieHT AKaleMuy TeoTIONNTHI-
veckux npobnem JI.T. IBAIIIOB.

B T0 ke Bpems, mpusHaHue Poccueit HesaBucumocTy Abxasuu u FOxuoit Ocerun, He
IIPOCTO NOKa3ajIo MOIb HOBOJ Poccun, He TONbKO BBICBETIIIO OCTabeHne AMepyKH, HO,
caMoe I7TaBHOE, — 3TO CTajI0 CMMBONNYECKMM HAYya/loM KOHIIA OIHOTIONIOCHOrO Mupa!
Brepsrie Poccust oTKpeITO poTuBonocTaBuaa cebs Coepuuénunpim Illtatam u He ycTy-
nuia uX AaBaeHnio. XoTA 3TO epelloMHOe ABJIEHNE M OCTA/IOCh 32 paMKaMy IIOHMMaHMA
6oJIblIelt YacTy aMepUKAHCKOI IIpaBsiiieit 9/MUThl. Bub/IeicKuit rpex rop/iblHM He 03BO-
JIAeT OCMBICTIUTD COOCTBEHHOE IYCTh U HeOOJIBIIIOE, HO MajIeHNe C IIbefieCTala «IJIABHOTO
rocyzapcTBar, o Beipakennio Panaro KOPCITT, 6biB1ero, 5o 2007 ropa, mpesnieHTa
BcemupHoIt scriepaHTO-acconMayim.

Ity curyannio aMmepukanckuii nonuronor ®apupg SAKAPVIA Hassan «mocTaMepuKaH-
CKUM MUPOM»: «B BOCHHO-IIOZIMTIYECKOIT chepe B MUpe MO-IIPeKHEMY CYILIECTBYET TONbKO
ofiHa cBepxyepkaBa. OIHAKO, IO BCeM HAIIPAaB/IeHNAM — B IIPOMBIIIICHHOCTH, GMHAHCAX,
06pa3oBaHNUM, COLYATBHO-KY/IBTYPHOII 00/IACTY — COOTHOIIEHNE CYJI MEHACTCS, YXOMIA OT
aMePUKAHCKOTO TOCIIOACTBA. ITO HE 03HAYAET, YTO CO3/TAETCA aHTUAMEPUKAHCKII MUD.
MBp1 IepexoiuM K MoCTaMePUKaHCKOM MUY, KOTOPbIN ONpefenAeTcs U yIpaBasaeTcsa us
MHOTUX [IeHTPOB, MHOTMMY UTPOKamMu» ™.

EcTb e1jé ofuH acIeKT, 000ITY KOTOPBII He IIPEfICTAB/IACTC BO3MOXKHBIM.

BaKHBIM, pas[pa’kIOIM BeCh 3[{paBOMBIC/IALINIT MUP, PaKTOPOM ABJIAETCS IOBCe-
MeCTHOe HaBsI3bIBaHIe aMePMKaHCKMX CTAH/IAPTOB B 00/IaCTU KY/IBTYPBI U A3BIKA.

AMepuKaHCKas KIUI-KyIbTypa GopMupyeT I7o6anbHOe 30MOMPOBAHHOE «IIOKOJIe-
nye IIEIICH», mokoneHne «MaHKYPTOB», He IIOMHAIIETO CBOEr0 HAIlMOHAbHOTO POJICTBA
1 03a00YEHHOTO JIMIIb ITIOUCKaMI OBICTPBIX IEHET, KOTOPble MO>KHO 1 HY)KHO PacTPaTUTh

" /BALLIOB JNeonnp MpuropbeBny. Mup HyXaaeTca B nepeocMblCiieHnn cBoen cylHocTn. — 15.11.2007. —

www.ivashov.ru/Arhive/24.html
" 3AKAPUA Dapua. MoctameprikaHcKuin Mup. — laseta «The New York Times», CLUA, 06.05.2008 —
www.inosmi.ru/ translation/241195.html

110



Benukue aepxasbl B MupoBo# nonutuke (2008-2018)...

Ha 6eCKOHeYHbIe pasBedeH . DTO He TONIbKO YMCTO POCCUIICKOE AB/IEHNE — TO UMEHHO
m1o6anbHbI mporecc. He 3ps ceppésHoe o6pazoBanue B camux CIIIA opreHTUpoBaHO Ha
Y3KYI0 IPOC/IOVIKY MIHTE/IEKTyaTbHOM 3/TUTBI, B OTIIMYME OT EBPOIENICKIX UM POCCUIACKMX
TpaJUINii, Iie 60/Iblile BO3MOKHOCTEN! MOyYNTh KaueCTBEHHOE BhICIIee 00pasoBaHue, 4eM
B AMepuKe. TO HOATBEPXK/AIOT OeceIbl aBTOPa ¢ HeKOTOPBIMM IIPeICTaBUTE/LAMY IeTOBBIX
KpyroB 13 EBporrsl, mepeexaBIuux jyis passutus 6usHeca B CIIIA.

Hapspy ¢ gomnapoM, MaccoBas IICeBJO-KY/IbTypa M MaCCOBBIN «ITI0Oa/IbHBII aH-
IJIMICKUIT», B OTAIMYME OT Kaccudeckoro «british English» — 3TO Ba’KHeJIINe NHCT-
PYMeHTHI r1o6anbHoro soMuuyposanus CIIA B ceroguamHeM Mupe. Ecmu Ml Bce He
XOTHUM HPOIACTD II0 OMHOYKE, HaM MPUJETCA OTKA3aThCsA KaK OT I71006a/IbHOTO IIpMMaTa
JoJIapa, Tak 1 OT I7I06alIbHOTO IpUMaTa aHIMIICKOTO, Yepe3 KOTOPBII aMepUKaHI[bI
U IIPOTACKMBAIOT CBOIO MEOIOTHMI0 MUPOBOTO «eMOKPATUIeCKOT0» TOMIHIPOBAHNSA
KaK B ITOJINTHUKE, TaK U B 9KOHOMMKE ¥, 0COOEHHO, B Ky/IbType. Becb MUp BBIHYX[eH
BBIMYYMBATb U3 ce6s KaKMe-TO aHITIMIICKMe PPaskl, B TO BpeMs KaK HOBbIE «X035eBa
MUpa», HaIofoOue IPeBHEPUMCKIX, IIOCMEMBAIOTCA HaJl HAMBHBIMIU OflypadeHHbIMU
«homo sapiens», KOTOPbIM BaIIMHITOHCKAsA MPONATaHfia YCIIeNIHO BHYIINIA, YTO eC/IU
BBI He BrajeeTe «global English», To, ckopee Bcero, BbI IPOCTO HEOYYKa MM HEBEX/A,
a TO U BOBCE MATONOTUYECKN HEJOPA3BUTHI U Ballle IICUXINYECKOE COCTOSIHME TIOJ/IEXNT
K/IMHIYeCKOI peabyIMTal i

ITo mpourecTBMYU ABYX JIeCATKOB JIeT HAYMHAEM OILIYIATh Ce0s B IIONOKEHUN TeX BO-
CTOYHO-€BPOTIENiLIEB BPEMEH «pealbHOr0» COLMAMN3Ma, KOTOPDIX 3aCTaB/IANN B IIKO/IAX
Y MHCTUTYTaX U3y4aTh PyCCKIUIT A3BIK B 00A3aTeTLHOM MOPAJKe. A 9Ta IIPUHYIUTETBHOCTD
BbI3bIBaJIa, Pa3yMEETCs, HETATMBHYIO PEAKIIMIO B OTHOIIEHUY PYCCKOTO A3bIKA M, COOTBET-
ctBeHHO, Poccun-CCCP B 1iestom.

BpuTaHIpl IpeKpacHoO 0CO3HAIOT 3HAYMMOCTD PACIIPOCTPAaHEHM CBOETO A3bIKa: «Y HaC
HeT COMHeHMI, 4To pabora bpuranckoro CoBeTa, 0COO€HHO IO PaCIPOCTPAHEHUIO AaHIJINIA-
CKOTO sA3bIKa B A3WM, B la/IbHeliIIeM OyfieT Ype3BBIYaiiHO MOJIe3Ha /I Halllell TOPTOB/IN
B ipyrux crpanax.» (Drogheda Report, 1954)".

Wsyyarb mHOCTpaHHbIe A3bIKM B Poccun, Kurae, Anonun n Bo MHOTMX IpYTUX pas3-
BMBAIOUIMXCSA ¥ Pa3BUTHIX CTPAHAX O3HAYAET, IO CYTH, YIUTb aHIJIMICKUI M TOTBKO aHT-
nmiickuii. K coxkanenuio, B HallleM OTEYECTBE, 9TO TAK)KE CTAJI0 IPYCTHOM HOpMOoIi. Pefko
KTO M3y4aeT JAPYToll A3BIK. A YK O TOM, 4TOOBI OCBAaMBaTh JIBa A3bIKA — 3TO MPUBMIETUA
IJIaBHBIM 06Pa30M TONIBKO «MHA30BLEB» — VI [Ja)Ke Y HUX BTOPOIT A3BIK 3TO KaK ObI HEIIO/I-
HOIIGHHBIIA, BIaJIeTh ¥IM Ha YPOBHE IIEPBOT0 0OBIYHO He 00s13aTebHO. CTBIIHO CMOTpPETb,
KOT7Ia HalllX BEMyIIMe TeNEKOPPECIIOH/IEHTHI B CTPAHAX C 3aMeYaTeNbHBIMU A3bIKAMU, KaK
bpaHIy3cKmil, HeMeLIKIIA, ICTIAaHCKMIA, UTAIbAHCKMIL 1 T.Jj. — GepyT MHTEPBBIO TONBKO
no-aHI/MiicKN. Jlake Ha ypOBHE I[EHTPA/IbHOTO TENEBU/IEHNA KOPPECTOH/IEHThI-MeX/Ty-
HAapOJHVKMU He YTPYKHAIOT ceOs 3HaHMeM IPYTHUX A3bIKOB.

VisBecTHbI Gputanckuit uccnegosarens Pobept OVIJUIMIICOH onpepernsieT 13bIKOBOIT
VIMITEpVaJTN3M AHIIUIICKOTO SI3bIKA B CBOEI HAllTyMeBIIIell OfHOMMEHHOI KHure ™ KaK «10-

125 - . .
3APELIKAW EBreHmin. PacnpocTpaHeHne aHrMIACKOro A3biKa B MUPe KaKk ofiHa 13 GOpM aMepuKaHCKoro

mMeccmaHcTa. — N2 18 (163), 25.12.2007. http//www.relga.ru/Environ/WebObjects/tgu — www.woa/wa/Main?textid
=2110&levell1=main&level2=articles

12 PHILLIPSON, Robert. Linguistic Imperialism. — Oxford University Press: 1992. — ISBN 0-19-437146-8
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MMHMPOBaHIe, 00YC/IOBIEHHOE YCTAHOB/IEHVEM 1 TTOCTOSHHOI HOJIIeP>KKOTE CTPYKTYPHOTO
U Ky/JIbTYPHOTO HEPABEHCTBA MEXX/ly aHITIMICKUM U APYTUMU S3BIKAMID» .

B npotuBoBec aTOMY, MEXIYHApOJHOE 3CIIePAaHTO-/IBI>KEHME UCTIOBEeYeT IPYHIINIL
«SI3BIKOBOJT IeMOKPATUI». DTON KOHIIEIIIIMEN «MbI CTPEMIMCS, YTOObI 6a30BbIe UJe IeMO-
KpaTuu (paBHbIe IIpaBa [ BCeX /MI0fielt, CB060a KOMMYHMKAIN, 3G PeKTUBHOE ydacTie
B IIPUHATIY PELIEHNIT) MIMe/IN TAK>Ke U SI3BIKOBOE M3Mepe1—me»”s.

B 9TOM KOHTEKCTe HEOOXO/MIMO IIOMSIHYTD O 3aMedaTe/IbHOI IpakTuKe B EBporneiickom
Cotose, rie nmMeeTcs: oduianbHas peKOMeHAnVs y4eOHbIM 3aBeleHISIM [IPeToaBaTh
JBa MHOCTPaHHBIX A3bIKa. [Ipy TakoM packiazie y4yalmecss OTPbIBAIOTCSA OT IPAKTUKM
«MHOCTPAHHBIN A3bIK PABHO aHITIMIICKUI A3BIK».

Hanpuwmep, B MasieHbKOI BeHrpuu, cTyeHTsI Ipy JOOPOBOTIBHOM BBIOOpE S3BIKOB,
COIVIACHO PeJITMHIOBON CTATUCTHUKE, BHIOMPAIOT aHIIMIICKMIL B Ka4eCTBe O{HOTO sI3BIKa
(ycmoBHO 11epBOro), a BOT B Ka4ecTBe YCIOBHO BTOPOTO BBIOMPAIOT 1160 HeMeLKuit (CKasbl-
BaeTCs MCTOPUYECKOE IIPOIIIoe B paMKax ABCTpo-BeHrpun) nubo screpaHTo, Kak TpeTuit
T10 HOIYIAPHOCTH.

HeiicTBUTENIbHO, FeHMATIbHBII IPOEKT poccuiickoro nopganuoro Jlrogsuka SAMEHIO-
DA 3a cBOI0 IOYTH ITOTTy TOPa-BEKOBYIO ICTOPUIO CTaJl 3pMIMbIM, PeaIbHbIM BOIIJIOIeHIEM
A3BIKA MEX/[YHapPOJHOTr0 061IeHns. Pedb UAET O A3bIKe ICIEPAHTO Y [[BVDKEHNUM 9CIIepaH-
TUCTOB 32 MCIONb30BAHMM 9TOTO HEMTPAIbHOTrO, T.€. MOTUTUYECKN He-aHTaKMPOBaHHO-
ro, IPOCTOTO U, OTHOBPEMEHHO 6naroaBqu0r0 A3BIKa, YTO ABAXXJbI B 1954 u B 1985 rT.
nony4mno oduimanpHoe ofobpenne B pesomorsx [enepanbroit Accambnen FOHECKO.
W He napoM: ceifyac He HaliIETCA APYTOro, TPETHEro A3bIKa, KPOMe JOMUHIUPYIOIIETro, Ma-
JKOPUTAPHOTO aHIJIMIICKOTO U, TI0Ka €ll[¢ MMHOPUTAPHOTO 10 PacIpPOCTPaHEHNUI0, — HO
MMEIOILETO0, TEM He MeHee CBOI0 KOHKPETHYIO «ayAUTOPUIO», CIIEPAHTO, KOTOPbIIT ObI MOT
Ha3bIBAThCA MEX/[yHapOAHBIM. T.e. peub MAET O TOM, YTO JIIOIY PAa3HBIX HAI[IOHATIBHOCTET,
rpaXk[jaHe PasHBIX CTPaH He MO/Ib3YIOTCA JPYTUMU S3bIKAMU-IIOCPEIHIKAMI B OO HIN
IPYT C APYTOM, KpOMe aHITIMIICKOTO WM 3CIePaHTo (B CIydae, KOIja KaKoi-m160 s3bIK
ABJIAETCA IJ1 OfHOI CTOPOHbBI POIHBIM, — 3TOT SA3bIK HEe MOYKET IIPeTeHJ0BaTh Ha CTaTyC
MeX/[yHapORHOro). Pedpb uET Kak 0 )KMBOM OOIeHNN, TaK 1 O BUPTyanbHOM — B VH-
tepHerte. [Tpu offHOM yCIoBUM — CBOGOJEe BBIOOPA MHOCTPAHHOTO 53bIKa, KaK B CIydae
C BEHTepCKUM TpumMepoM. Hero, yBbl, He HAOTIO[AeTCs B POJIHBIX TTeHATaX.

X%

HOJIBOI[}{ HEKUIT UTOT CKa3aHHOMY, MOXXHO IIPpEJIJIO’KUTD TP BapyaHTa Cli€Hapys Tpa-
€KTOPUN I'€OIIO/INTUYECKOTO Pa3BUTHUA Poccnu B 6YI[YH.ICM.

CIEHAPU Ne 1

KATACTPO®A

Cospnanne Janbre-Bocrounoit Knraiickoit Peciy6mmxu (JJBKP), mpoBosrialienne exo
CHayajIa CBO€Nl He3aBUCUMOCTH, KOTOpylo npusHaer Kuraiickas Hapognas Pecniy6muxa.
B nanbHeitiem, BCeHapOHBIM IONIOCOBaHMEM (T.e. TOIOCAMU KUTAICKOTO abCOMIOTHOTO

" Q3bikoBoit nmnepwanusm. — http.//ru.wikipedia.org/wiki/

s Lingvoj en EU — Lingva demokratio. (A3biku B EC — fi3bikoBas flemokpatusa. — B. C.). — http://eo.nitobe.
info/ld/lingvoj/lingva_demokratio.php
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6onmpummucTBa) JBKP 6yner npocuts KHP o Bkmouennn cé B cocras Bennkoro Kuras,
4TO, KOHEYHO >Ke, OyIeT C yIOBIeTBOPEHUEM IIPUHATO.

ITpy camoM neccuMucTIHOM packnafe Kuraiickas Pecrry6/mika, KoTopas BOSHUKHET
Ha Tepputopun Poccyn, Mo>keT BKIodarh 1 CHOMPE.

ITOMY COfENCTBYeT U BCE ellé crabast poCCcuiicKast 9KOHOMMUKA, elllé He JOpOcIuast 10
BBINTYCKA BBICOKO-TE€XHOIOTMYHON PO YKL,

B 6oree 06111eM 9KOHOMIYECKOM IITaHe, MO>KHO CMe/IO YTBePK/JaTh, YTO HBIHENIHAA
IIPAKTMKa 9KCIIOPTA POCCUIICKUX IPUPOIHBIX 9HEPreTUIeCKUX pecypcoB: HedTi, rasa,
Jleca — 3TO MOPOYHAsA MPAKTNKA, CBOETO POJia «TPOSHCKUIT KOHb» Hallleil 9KOHOMMKI.
OO611en3BeCcTHO, YTO IPOfiABATD IIPOIYKTHI ITTyOOKOI! IepepaboTKI HAMHOTO BBITOfIHEe, YeM
Ipofaka He06pPabOTaHHOTO ChIPbA. MOXKHO OBIIO OBI IIPOfIABATh XOTs ObI 3TIEKTPOSHEPIIIO
VIV IPOAYKIMIO HepTeXMMMI. A HBIHEIIHSS «9KOHOMMKA TPYObI» HITYeM He OT/INYAeTCs OT
CpeIHeBeKOBOIT IIPONaXKH 3a pybex «IeHbKM 1 MEfax. ITo/araeM, 4To JO/KHA ObITh IPUHATD
3aKOHOJaTe/IbHAsA 6a3a, 3alpemiaiolas pazbasapuBaHue TOTO, Yer0 BCKOPEe Mbl MOYKEM
OKOHYaTebHO MnThcs. Hanpumep, HedTn, koTopoii Bpsp i ocTaHeTcs B Poccyn yoxe
K KoHIy HprHenHero XXI Beka. KoHeuHo, Takas )e cuTyalus ¢ HepThio U B MUPE B II€IOM,
HO HaC MHTePECYIOT B IIEPBYIO OYepelib COOCTBEHHbIE TPOOIEMBI, @ yyKe IOTOM IJI06a/IbHBbIe.

OpnHaxo, mapajoKc B TOM, YTO BBIXOJ, 13 «9KOHOMMKM TPYObI» He IPEfCTaB/IAEeTCA BO3-
MO>KHBIM ITOKa He 3aKOHYMTCS, VIV IPUONTUSUTCA K 9TOMY, XOTS ObI OIMH U3 ITTABHBIX POC-
CUIICKMX 9HePreTUIeCKIX PeCypCOB: CKOpee BCero aTo OyneT HedTh. Ilo/mTnyeckas anura,
TECHO CBsI3aHHAsI C «KaluTaHaMu O13Heca» 13 «1podcoro3a oanrapxos» Harmoxobye PCIIIT
Y IPYTUX CTPYKTYP, He06sA3aTe/IbHO MHCTUTYLIMOHAIM3UPOBAHHbIX B BIJle OUIIMaTbHBIX
IOPUIYECKNUX JINL], He TIO3BO/IUT JIMIIUTD OBICTPBIX CBEPXAOXOMIOB cebs M CBOMX APY3eli-
ToBapuilelr. VI TombKo moreps HedTU CMOXKET OTKPBITh MHOTMIM I71a3a.

A HaxopsAmeecs 61arofaps M30LMPEHHON MpoNaraHje B COCTOAHUM CILTYKM POCCHUIL-
CKOe 001IleCTBEHHOEe MHEHMUE TOTOBO «IIPOIJIOTUTE» YTO YTOLHO, B TOM UMCIIe, HAIIPUMeD,
¥ CKa3Ky 0 60pb0e BIacTeif ¢ KOpPYIILeli MY POMaH O TOM, KaK TPaBUTeIbCTBO 3a00TUTCS
0 HY>XX/]aX IIeHCHOHePOB. [locTaBKa MpoIaraHbl 13 Tejie-AlIMKa B MO3TY 3pUTeselt JOCTUITIA
TaKOJ BEICOKOUI cTeneHy 3P (eKTUBHOCTH, YTO OPeXHEBCKO-CYCTIOBCKIUE 0O NYecK e
cy>x6p1 ITK KIICC ymepnu 6b1 BTOpOTt CMEPTBIO OT 3aBUCTH, €C/IU YBUAEIM OB TaKOe.

CIEHAPUI Ne 2

VIEAJIBHBIV — ITTEATTMCTUYECKUN

Jna storo Poccuiickue BIacTyt JOJKHBI IOMTY HA Ype3BbIYaiiHble MepPbI 110 3aCeIeHNI0
omrycresuiero 3a nocieguue 20 et JanpHero Boctoka, riie HaceneHe Bcero ¢eepaabHOTO
okpyra crasno MeHblie HaceneHnss MOCKBDI. HysxHo 6ecriiaTHO BbIeAT 3eMitio 3¢ dek-
TUBHBIM KpecTbsHaM-(epMepam, IIATUTh MaTePsM 3a POXK/IeHUe U BOCIIUTAHIE JieTell
HaMHOTO 6osblie, 4eM B LleHTpanbHO YacTu CTpaHbl, MAKCUMaIbHO COKPATUTDb HAJIOrn
U YBe/IMYUTD NeHcuu U T.1. T.e. MpaKkTuKa aMeprKaHCKMX roMcTeoB Ameprkn XIX Beka
(Tomcren-akT or 1862 r.)129 — 3TO TOJIBKO 4aCTh TOTO, YTO HY>XHO C/Ie/IaTh ceilyac JI/isd Ha-
HIMX IPakK/iaH Ha BOCTOKE CTPaHbl. DTO 10T POCCUIICKOTO FOCYJapCTBa Iepef] HaceNleHneM
IanbHero Boctoka, MATKo roBopsi, He u36anoBaHHOro BHMMaHueM lentpa. OgHM TONIBKO

"2 KYPOMATHUK leHHapmi. foMcTea-aKT 1 cenbckoe X03ANCTBO B rofbl BONHbI ¢ Orom, 1861-1865. —

http.//america-xix.org.ru/library/kuropiatnik-land/9.html
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IL[eHbI Ha aBMAIIePeIETH 0 MHOTOM roBopAT: goneteTh Ko [IEKMTHA nmm TOKMO nopoit
nemesie, yeM 10 XABAPOBCKA unu BJIAJJMMIBOCTOKA. 910 KO/IKHBI ObITH TOUCTUHE
Yype3BbIUaiiHbIe Mepbl, Tpebyolue oT BiacTu orpoMHOIT KOHIleHTpauuy cubl Bom. Ho,
YBBI, HAMEKOB Ha TAKOBYIO II0Ka He HabO/TIoaeTCs.

CIIEHAPUI Ne 3

PEAJIVICTUYHBIN

Poccnn npupérca BCTynuTh B aCCOLMAINIO-COI03 C APYTMMM MUPOBBIMIU IIEHTPaMu
cubl. VimenHo muposbimy, T.e.: CIIHA n EC. Bipodem, aHa/IOTM4YHO, M UM TaK>Ke IPUAETCA
HOVTY HaBCTpedy Poccyu 1 BCTYIINTD C Heit B allbAHC. BO3MOYKHO, jTydiire Ob1IO OB APYKUTH
I10 IPMHIINITY «3a», T.e. 0-Xoporuemy. Ho, ecri Tak He Iomry4aeTcs, TO IpUAETCA APY>KUTD
II0 IPVMHIIUITY «IIPOTUB», uMes B BuRy Kurait. Ho, oTHIOND He U3 HeNpusAsHM U TeM 6oree
HE 13 HEHABMCTY K HeMY. B HOBOM I'yMaHM3UpPOBAHHOM MUPOYCTPOVICTBE, He JOTLKHO
ObITh BPAroB, a TONbKO KOHKYPEHTBI. VI Takoe 06befjIHeHNe CIJI HeOOXOMMO He JUIA
COKPYILIEHIVsI «Bparay, a s 6onee 3G PpeKTMBHOI KOHKYPEHTHO-CIIOCOOHOCTH.

W nopronkuéT 3anap Ha compkenne ¢ Poccueit kak B3nét mouu Poccum B 2000-e roppl,
TaK U OTHOCUTEIbHOE «I1ajieHne» AMepuKy. VIMeHHO OTHOCHUTENbHOE, BBI3BAHHOE MOfbE-
MOM JIPYTUX TOCY/IapCTB.

«bonpuras urpa» («Big game») o Pegpsapny KUTITIMHIY MoXeT MHTEPIIPETHPOBATh-
¢ Kak 60ppba iByx nmiepuit bpuranckoit 1 Poccuiickoii 3a rocropctBo Haj LleHTpoM
Aszyy (wnn Espasun). Cornacuo 36uraeBy BYKESVIHCKOMY — 5To moHMMaeTcs yrKe Kak
npotuBocrosiuue CIITA u CCCP-Poccun. B 6yayiieM — MHOrO3HaYMTENbHBI TePMUH
«60sIbIIIas MTPa» BIIOJTHE MO>KHO IIPUMEHNUTD K B3anMooTtHomeHusaM CIIIA, yracaromeit
cBepxfiep>KaBbl, 1 Kuras, Bsneraromeit ceepxiepKasbl. Vinmu s onucannsa Kuraiicko-
«CeBepHbIx» B3auMooTHoueHuit, ecmu CIIA, Poccrs u EBpocotos 00 beinHAT CBOM YCUINA.

Poccnmitckoit anmTe TaKOI BapUaHT pasBUTYA COOBITHI 3HAYNTEIBHO OMIVDKe U TIOHATHee,
Hexxenu Muduyeckoe compkenne ¢ Kuraem u, B reiom ¢ Boctoxom. V60 3anan, B e
EBpomnbl u AMepuKy, Bcerfja BbISbIBA/ y BIACTh MMYLIMX MONTOXUTENbHbIE aMonyn. s
CO3JIaHMA 1 TIOJIIePYKaHNS TAKOTO «status quo» 3araz; IOCTOSHHO MCIIO/b3yeT CBOV MOII{HbIe
MH(}OPMAIMIOHHO-TIPOIIATaHANCTCKIIe PeCyPChl. 3ecCh HAIUIM CBOE MeCTO M LIBelnap-
cKue GaHKY, OTKa3bIBAIOLIMeECs aBaTh MHGOPMALMIO Ha CBOMX K/IMEHTOB, 1 0 d-1IOpEL,
U «KypILIaBe/N», U 3aNafiHasg Ky/IbTypPa, M TOT Xe 3aNaHbIi1 aHITIMIICKMIT A3bIK 1 T.15. Cob-
CTBEHHO FOBOPS, POCCUIICKAsA 37TMTa BO MHOTOM Y>Ke JABHO MHKOPIOPMPOBaHa B 3aIa/fHbIe
CTPYKTYPBI, la’Ke eC/IM 1 HeCKOJIbKO CBOe0Opa3Ho: MBeliapckue 6aHKu Hapaxy ¢ odo-
mopamu s Heé HaMHOTo BakHee 4ineHcTBa B HATO, nanpumep. Ocranoch riasHoe,
VMHCTUTYIIMOHA/IM3MPOBAaTh B3aMOOTHOIIEeHUA Poccun n 3anaza, CHATh OCTaBIIYIOCA CO
BpEeMEH XOJIOIHOI BOJIHbI B3aVIMHYIO TIO/[03PUTENBHOCTD ¥ IOIYCTUTh CBOM HAPOZbI IO
VHTETPAI[IOHHBIX IIPOIIECCOB.

C npyroit CTOPOHBI, €CTb ¥ BIIOJIHE IPU3€M/IEHHbIE TPUYMHBL, oYeMYy 3amaj JO/KeH
cormacurcs Ha commkenne ¢ Poccuerr. Bo-nepsbix EBpora He Mo>keT 060iiTICh 6€3 poc-
CHIICKUX 9HEpPropecypcos. A BO-BTOPBIX, i camux CIIIA copeiicTBOBaTh COMIKEHMIO
Poccyn u Kurasg — aT0 03HaYaeT caMMM NPUOIIDKATh KOHYMHY CBOETO MeCCHaHCKOTO
Benmuns. Taxoke camoy6uiictBenHo it CIIIA u mo3Bomutb KuTaro 3aXBaTUTh POCCHIICKIIT
Hanbuuii BocTok, T.e. IpupacTu He TOMBKO TUTAaHTCKON TEPPUTOPMEN, HO ¥ OTPOMHBIMU
TIPUPOSIHBIMY PeCyPCaMu.
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ITpu BcTyIUIeHNN € KeM-1ub0 B aCCOLMALINIO JKeIaTeIbHO 3aHATb B 9TOM TaHJeMe
HanbosIee BHITOJHbIE CTAPTOBbIE IO3MUIIMY, KOTOPbIE II03BOMNIIN OBl, B jieasie, JMKTOBATh
OymyiyM napTHépaM Te yCI0BIsl, KOTOPbIe IPeACTaB/IATCA Hanboiee BBITOAHBIMM TIPU
BCTYIUIEHUM B «Opak». T.e. — 3T0 Kak GpadyHblil KOHTpakT. Kak ckasaia offHa OIIbITHAsS
JaMa U3 IOMY/IIPHOTO COoBeTCKOro ¢unbma — «He BaxkHO, 4TO Opak He 1o /106BY, a 110
pacuéry. JInub 661 pac4éT ObUT BEPHBIIT !».

B ciydae nmpusHaHuUA TAKOTO ClieHapus Hauboree MpaBUIbHBIM, POCCUIICKUM BiIa-
CTSIM MOHAO0TCs KOMOCCaIbHbIE MH(OPMAIMOHHO-IIPOIIATAaHANUCTCKIE YCUINA JIS TOTO,
4T06bI yOenuTh 3amnaj; B CBOEI IIpaBoTe. YIIpaB/eHNe 3TU IPOL[ecCOM — 3TO0 (paKTIIecKn
ynpasnenue 6ygymum Poccun.

Haru mporsos u ciieHapum ABVOKeHMS K OYAyIeMy — 3TO OTHIONDb He «CTOTKHOBEHNE
muBmmsanuin no Cammoamo XAHTUHITOHY, a ecrecTBeHHas B PBIHOYHOI cpefie
«KOHKYPeHINA NMBUAN3anmit». Uto v 3akoHoMepHO. HukTo emé He cMor onpoBepruyTh
TOro (aKTa, 4TO JIIO/Y, B BETIMKOM OOJIBIIMHCTBE CBOEM, COMKAIOTCS [0 HALMOHAJIBHOMY
IIpU3HaKY, a He Bolpekyu emy. CosfaHye I7106aIbHOI PAChl 1 I7I06ATBLHOTO S3bIKA — 3TO
7o KpartHe OTHa/IEHHOTO Oyny1ero. A Bot KoHconupanys B CeBepHOM MOTTyIIApUyL — 3TO
KaK pa3 M eCTb IIE€PBBIi IlIar B CTOPOHY TOTO IPOLiecca, Ha HAIll B3IJIAJ BIIOTHE 00BbEK-
TUBHOTO, ITyCTb IaXkKe 3TO ¥ UMIET B pa3pe3 C MOXKeTaHNeM MHOTUX O COXpaHeHUY MUPO-
BOTO KY/IBTYPHO-5A3bIKOBOTO pasHooOpasus. OfHAKO, 10 COCTOSHUIO Ha CETOHIIIHMIT
JleHb — COXpaHeHUe CBOeil HAIIVIOHATbHOV MIeHTUYHOCTY, BK/TIOUast apea-TeppUTOPUIO
IIPO>KMBAHYS, KYIBTYPY U sI3BIK — 3TO OObEKTMBHOE CTPEMJIEHNE BCEX ITHOCOB, JjaXe
He VMEIOIIX CBOeJl TOCYAapCTBEHHOCT. VI 3TO ecTh BTOPOIT ITTABHBII IIPOIIeCcC COBpe-
MEHHOTI'0 T100aIU3NPYIONIErocs MUPA, KaK 0OpaTHas CTOPOHA MeJja/iy 110 OTHOLIEHNIO
K KOHTVHEHTA/IbHOIM KOHCOMIAINIA.

0 XAHTUHITOH Camioanb. CronkHoBeH e umsununzauyuin? (HANTINGTON, Samuel. The Clash of
Civilizations?) — 1993 — http//www.nbuv.gov.ua/polit/93hssc.htm



The China Factor between
Washington and Moscow: Strategic
Perspectives from 2014, 2021, and 2048

Yong-Bin Lee

[ABSTRACT]

The rise of China, zhouguo de jueqi, gradually resulted in widening influence and
enhancing power of China in world affairs in general as well as in global geopolitics
including Russo-US relations in particular. The aim of this paper is, by explain the China
factor in the U.S.-Russian relations from 2014, 2021, 2048 as strategic projection, to expect
the strategic interactions and main directions of world politics and its implications for
the 21* century.

In this regard, how can we define the contents and characters of China’s foreign policy
toward the United Sates and Russia in the post-Cold War era? The rise of China is to be
maintained harmoniously and peacefully in 2014, 2021 and 2048? And what elements will be
the central force in considering the China factor between the U.S. and Russia? Finally, is the
evolving China factor will reshape the strategic interactions between Washington, D.C. and
Moscow as illustrated before?

In a nutshell, a cautious examination on the China factor in the U.S.-Russian relations
should be focused on a macro-level analysis not only for understanding the fundamental
cause for it, but also for explaining the significance and paradox of it, as well as for forecasting
the continuity and change of trajectories in world politics.

I. Introduction: «the Second Cold War» with the Rise of China?

The rise of China, zhouguo de jueqi, gradually resulted in widening influence and
enhancing power of China in world affairs in general as well as in major directions of
global geopolitics initiated by the Russo-U.S. relations in particular. Ongoing hot debates
about the return of China whether «Pax Sinica» or not, accordingly, have been followed by
divided perceptions on the relative decline of the U.S. power and influence®'. In a sense, it

v Henry A. Kissinger, Does America Need a Foreign Policy: towards a Diplomacy for the 21st Century
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seems that the ultimate winner of the Cold War is neither the U.S. nor the former Soviet
Union but China.

The aim of this paper which is based on historical interactions is, by explain the China
factor in the U.S.-Russian relations from 2014, 2021, 2048 as strategic projection, to
expect the strategic interactions and main directions of world politics and its implications
for the 21* century. For instance, 2014 gives us two hundred years projection since the
Vienna Congress and a hundred year trajectory since the birth of Hong Xiuquan, a
spiritual leader against the Qing Dynasty. In addition, 2021 not only means a hundred
year projection since the China Communist Party(CCP) established but also a thirty years
projection since the former Soviet Union disintegrated. 2048 stands for two hundred
years projection of the ultimate demise of Sino-centric regional system in East Asia
initiated by the Nanking Treaty in 1848 and a hundred years trajectory of the beginning
of the Cold War as shown below. Arguably, we can expect the China factor, thus, which
is mirrored by historical trajectories and global trends, and which will be impacted by
identity transformation in 2014, regime change in 2021 and systemic revolution in 2048,
continues to impact the directions of global politics which will be formed and reformed
incessantly by the Russo-US relations.

[Table-1] The China factor mirrored by historical trends

for 2014, 2021, and 2048

2014 2021 2048
30 Years The Israeli Occupation  The Demise of Soviet
Projection of South Lebanon Union
100 Years The Birth of Hong The Establishment of ~ The Start of the Cold
Projection Xiuguan the China Communist ~ War

Party
200 Years The Vienna Congress The Outbreak of Greek  The Demise of Sino-
Projection War of Independence  centric World by the
Nanking Treaty

The China Factor  Identity Regime Change Systemic Revolution
Mirrored by Transformation
Trends

(New York: Simon & Schuster, 2002); Charles A. Kupchan, The End of the American Era: U.S. Foreign Policy
and the Geopolitics of the Twenty-First Century (New York: Knopf, 2002); G. John lkenberry, ed., America
Unrivaled: The Future of the Balance of Power (Ithaca, N.Y.: Cornell University Press, 2002); Joseph S. Nye
Jr, The Paradox American Power: Why the World’s Only Superpower Can’t Go It Alone (New York: Oxford
University Press, 2002); Andrew J. Bacevich, American Empire: the Realities and Consequences of U.S.
Diplomacy (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 2003); T.R. Reid, The United States and Europe:
The New Superpower and the End of American Supremacy (New York: Penguin Books, 2004); Zbigniew
Brezezinski, The Choice: Global Domination or Global Leadership (New York: Basic Books, 2004); John Lewis
Gaddis, Surprise, Security and the American Experience (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 2005);
Francis Fukuyama, America at the Crossroads: Democracy, Power, and the Neoconservative Legacy (New
Haven, C.T.: Yale University Press, 2006); Dennis Ross, Statecraft: and How to Restore America’s Standing in
the World (New York: Farrar, Strauss and Giroux, 2007); Fareed Zakaria, The Post-American World (New York
and London: W.W. Norton & Company, 2008).
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The central puzzle, in this regard, is as follows. How can we define the contents
and characters of China’s foreign policy toward the United Sates and Russia in the
post-Cold War era? The rise of China is to be maintained harmoniously and peacefully
in 2014, 2021 and 2048? And what elements will be the central force in considering
the China factor between the U.S. and Russia? Finally, is the evolving China factor
will reshape the strategic interactions between Washington, D. C. and Moscow as
illustrated before?

This research paper first outlines Chinese foreign policy towards the U.S. and Russia
in the post-Cold War era, before going to explore further how interactions between the
U.S. and Russia have been affected, focusing on structural change of international system
in global geopolitics. It then considers the China factor from strategic projections in 2014,
2021 and 2048 with a discussion of the relating issues on identity transformation, regime
change and systemic revolution in China that must be addressed if the China factor is to
be a harmonious element for the U.S.-Russian relations which could form or deform the
stability of global society as a whole.

II. Chinese Foreign Policy towards the U.S. and Russia

That the global geopolitics has been affected by the strategic triangle among the
U.S., Russia, and China is an undisputed fact. It is also true, in addition, that bilateral
interactions between Washington, D. C. and Moscow were often generated with their
triangular implications and strategic motivations towards Peking in consideration.
When it comes to the direction of global geopolitics, in this context, we should review
the history and characteristics of Chinese foreign policy towards the U.S. and Russia in
the post-Cold War era which has been a response to strategic conversions or diversions
between them.

Chinese foreign policy in the post-Cold War era has to find the middle ground
between the Bear and Eagle in the aftermath of brutal accidents around the Tiananmen
square of Beijng in June 4, 1989. Due to domestic vortexes and international criticisms
triggered by the tragedy of the Tiananmen Massacre, China’s national strategy of economic
development should overcome the (in)direct interferences from the EU and U.S. while
searching for a new way to hedge against them. How can we, then, define the contents
and characters of China’s foreign policy toward the United Sates and Russia in the post-
Cold War era?

Chinese foreign policy(CFP) towards the U.S. and Russia in the post-Cold War
era, in a sense, can be seen as strategic responses to international interactions led
by the U.S. and Russia. China’s transition from Deng Xiaoping to Jiang Zemin,
with strengthened alliance formation between Japan and the U.S. in 1997, made
CFP reorient its strategic consideration. In contrast, the mutual reduction of armed
forces along the borderline between China and Russia since 1990 have enormously
lowered the possibility of military threat between the two countries, which resulted
in drastic military cooperation in 1990s against the U. S. military hegemony in com-

mon as follows'.

" paradom Rangsimaporn, «Russia’s Debate on Military-Technological Cooperation with China,» Asian Survey,

Vol. 46, No. 3(May/June 2006), pp. 477-495.
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[Table-1] Russian Arms Sales to China in the 1990s

Name Number
Sovremeny-Class Destroyers 4
SS-N-22ShiShM (Sunburn Ship-to-Ship Missile) 32 Missiles (2 Systems)
IL-28 Beagle Bomber 1
IL-76MD Transport Aircraft 7
Ka-27 Multi-purpose Hilicopters 12
S-300 (SA-10) SAM 4 Launchers (100 Missiles)
Su-27SK Fighters 50 (Licensed Production, 200)
Kilo-Type Submarines 4
T-80U Main Battle Tanks 200
A-50 AE&W Aircraft Unknown
Tor-M1 SAM System 15
Su-30MKK Fighters 40

[Table-2] Russian Arms Sales to China, 2001-2005

Equipment Year Quantity
Su-30MKK aircraft 2001 38
Kilo-class submarines 2002 upto8
SOVREMENNYY ll-class destroyers 2002 2
S-300PMU-1 surface-to-air missile system 2002 4 battalions
Su-30MK2 aircraft 2003 24
S-300PMU-2 surface-to-air missile system 2004 8 battalions
AL-31F aircraft engines for the F-10 fighter 2004 100
IL-76 transport aircraft 2004 10
RD-93 aircraft engines for the JF-17 fighter 2005 100
IL-76 transport aircraft 2005 40
IL-78 tanker aircraft 2005 8

Since the start of the GWOT(Global War on Terror) led by the U.S. in the aftermath of
9/11 terror attacks in 2001, in addition, China’s global strategy against the U.S. unilateralism
has been flexible responses: forming Shanghai Cooperation Organization(SCO) with Russia
against the U.S. while assisting the GWOT if necessary. It is a natural response from China
to the U.S. military goals and continuing presences beyond the Far East as demonstrated
well below.
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[Figure-1] U.S. Military Presence Overseas and the «Arc of Instability»
v .
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[Table 3] The U.S. defense policy goals and defense planning direction in
Quadrennial Defense Review 2001/2006 and National Defense Strategy 2008

Year Defense Policy Goals Defense Planning Direction
2001 - assuring allies and friends; shifting the basis of defense planning
- dissuading future military from a «threat-based» model to a
competition; «capabilities-based» model for the future
- deterring threats and coercion against  (focusing more on how an adversary
U.S. interests; might fight rather than specifically
- if deterrence fails, decisively defeating whom the adversary might be or where
any Adversary a war might occur)
2006 - defeating terrorist networks; developing a 21 century «total force»
- defending the homeland in depth; which must be finely tailored, more
« shaping the choices of countries at accessible to the joint commander and
strategic crossroads; better configured to operate with other
- preventing the acquisition or use of agencies and international partners in
WMD; complex operations, and which must
- refining the military force planning have far greater endurance to win a
construct for wartime «long war»
2008  « defending the homeland; shaping the choices of key states,

.

winning the long war;
promoting security;
deterring conflict;
winning our nation’s wars

.

preventing adversaries from acquiring
or using WMD, strengthening and
expanding alliances and partnerships,
securing U.S. strategic access and

133

Data from the US Department of Defense web site.
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Year Defense Policy Goals Defense Planning Direction

retaining freedom of action, and
integrating and unifying our efforts to
win a «long war against violent extremist
movements»

In contrast, CFP towards Russia has been relatively stable element in strengthening
China’s military transformation and energy diversification. According to the new foreign
policy concept for the Russian Federation approved by the Russian Presiden Dmitry Medvedv
and released in July 2008, the Russian Federation pursues an open, foreseeable and pragmatic
foreign policy. The main objective is to ensure national security, defend and enhance its
sovereignty and territorial integrity, raise its international prestige and create favorable
external conditions for its modernization™.

Although there is a wide concern in the West about the ultimate intention of Russian
strategic considerations, China’s strategic approach towards Russia is a continuing aspect of
mutual cooperation against the U.S. unilateralism™. China could gain strategic resources
from Russia as a quasi-alliance including military innovation, energy diversification, and
international breakthrough against the U. S.-led alliance in East Asia: the U.S.-Japan alliance
in particular™.

What is interesting currently is that China’s security policy now transformed from
land-oriented military defense towards sea-oriented strategic projection with the rise of
Chinese submarines. As Dan Blumenthal stressed, «China has had more than enough military
capacity to deter Taiwan from formally breaking with the mainland.»" In addition, China
tries to maintain or contain mutual relationship with the U.S. in Beijing Six formed as a
diplomatic arena to solve the North Korean nuclear problems, while keeping or enhancing
mutual interactions with Russia based on strategic supports from Shanghai Cooperation
Organization.

In a nutshell, CFP in the post-Cold War era towards the U. S. and Russia can be defined
as selective processes against the U. S. unilateralism defined in China’s own eyes. Even though
China continues to assist the U. S. in GWOT in part, CFP has a tendency to side with Russia
against the U.S. projections from the Middle East to East Asia via Central Asia. When the
U.S.-Japan alliance evolved as a strong unity in 1997, China pursued a strong quasi-alliance
with Russia while encircling the U.S. with bilateral interactions in the region. CFP towards
Moscow and Washington, accordingly, can be coined as economic cooperation with the U.S.
and strategic coordination with Russia. In this context, the strategic coordination between
Peking and Moscow can be termed as the rise of «the New Second World.»™

s http://president.kremlin.ru (Accessed on July 30, 2008)

1 Yuliya Tymoshenko, «Containing Russia,» Foreign Affairs, Vol. 86, No. 3(May/June 2007), pp. 69-82.

1% Yang Liyu, «<Zhong'e huzuo yu meiri lianmeng [Sino-Russian Cooperation and the U.S-Japan Alliance],»
Zhengming (June 2006), pp. 58-59.
" Dan Blumenthal, <An Underwater Threat,» May 13, 2008. httpz/www.aei.org (Accessed on July 15, 2008)

" Azar Gat, «The Return of Authoritarian Great Powers,» Foreign Affairs, Vol. 86, No. 4(July/August 2007), pp. 64-67.
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III. The China Factor: Back to the Future Harmoniously?

The rise of China is to be maintained harmoniously and peacefully in 2014, 2021 and
20482 It is important to reassure China’s international mindset reflected in its policies before
seeking answers relating to the question above: «China continues to act like a small country
with little impact on the global system at large and therefore little responsibility for it.»™

[Figure-2] Russia’s Trade Balance with the U.S. and China (Millions of Dollars)'®

T000

Boris Yeltsin Viadimir Putin
Hl

000 A

4000

i
AN /N A~ \
-Z(NHI / \ Y

L

Loon

il L L L L 2 . " " s s . .
1994 19935 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2000 2002 2003 2004 2003 2006

—m— With the 1S, —&— With China |

[Table-4] GDP of China, Russia and the U.S. in 2000-2007141 (PPP, Millions of Dollars)

2000 2007
China 5,019,395 7,055,079
Russia 1,219,358 2,088,207
The U.S. 9,612,680 13,811,200
World 44,913,907 65,167,392

The economic rise of China is a fact which can not be denied in quantity. What is more
important is, however, that the trilateral economic relations among China, Russia and the
U.S. have been a mixed interaction as shown above'”. In tandem, the total GDP of China

" C.Fred Bergsten, «A Partnership of Equals: How Washington Should Respond to China’s Economic

Challenge,» Foreign Affairs, Vol. 87, No. 4(July/August 2008), pp. 63-64.

"' Created from sources of IMF.

" Data from the World Bank. http.//www.worldbank.org

oy Kudrov, «<9koHomuka Poccum B EBpone n mupe [Russia’s Economy in Europe and World],» Muposas
SKOHOMMKa 1 MeXayHapogaHble oTHowweHus, No. 5(2007), pp. 45-57.
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and Russia is now approaching to a point beyond GDP of the U.S., as we can expect from the
tendency from 2000 to 2007. In the near future, China’s economic development will threaten
the economic supremacy of the U.S., and the strong belief that «the First World» including
Japan, EU, and the U. S. leads global interactions now and forever will be threatened by «the
Second World» led by Sino-Russian economic cooperation.

Arguably, China will be impacted by identity transformation in 2014, regime change in
2021 and systemic revolution in 2048 which will continue to impact the directions of global
politics mapped mainly by the Russo-US interactions. The resurgence of China, then, is to
be kept harmoniously and peacefully in 2014, 2021, and 2048? Although China’s economic
development introduces soaring assertive national sentiments in China, the New China,
Xinhua, led by the CCP is not a continuous entity from its own history based in Confucianism
which can be labeled as «Chinese fundamentalism.» In this regard, China will search for its
own Chineseness as an identity transformation in the near future.

It seems that the CCP, in tandem, will have no choice but to transform itself in 2021,
as Foreign Policy of the U.S. predicted in 2005 that the CCP will be vanished for China’s
economic development within 35 years'. Even though the complex processes of policymaking
including foreign policy are secretive in nature, social actors including NGOs and public
opinions are gaining important roles in forming Chinese foreign policy than in 1990s™.
Current Chinese leaders in the CCP are very versant with these new situations in an era
of globalization and information, and they suggest the way for <harmonious development’
which can be applied both to domestic situations and foreign affairs. As demonstrated in
front of the Tiananmen square in 1989, however, the logic of CCP hegemony can not be
sustained finally, if no sound political reforms.

By 2048, China should prepare the harmonious world, datong shijie, in order to pave
way for renewed greatness of China initiated by the establishment of PRC in 1949. It means
a systemic revolution is to be expected in 2048. Hong Kong is expected to return wholly in
2047 after its transition for 50 years from 1997 with Mainland China. Accordingly, China
will pursue unify its territory including Formosa by 2048.

[Figure-3] China's Military Spending, 1981-2006 (Billions of RMB)'*
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" Chosun Ilbo, August 25, 2006, A14. http//www.chosun.com

"™ Yufan Hao and Lin Su, eds., China’s Foreign Policy Making: Societal Force and Chinese American Policy
(Burlington, VT: Ashgate Publishing Company, 2005).

" China Research Institute, Chugoku nenkan 2006 [China Annals 2006] (Tokyo: Soudosha, 2006), p. 284.
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[Figure-4] Russia's Military Spending, 1999-2007 (Billions of Ruble)"
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As John Mearsheimer points out, «China is still very far away from the point where it has
enough latent power to make a run at regional hegemony. So it is not too late for the United
States to reverse course and do what it can to slow the rise of China. In fact, the structural
imperatives of the international system, which are powerful, will probably force the United
States to abandon its policy of constructive engagement in the near future.»' In tandem,
«the fact is that international politics is a nasty and dangerous business, and no amount
of goodwill can ameliorate the intense security competition that sets in when an aspiring
hegemon appears in Eurasia. That is the tragedy of great power politics.»'* Dale Copeland
similarly concludes that if high rates of Chinese growth continue through the first decade of
this century, Washington’s China policy «can be predicted to gravitate toward the hard-line
end of the spectrum,» meaning, for Dale Copeland, a Cold War-style containment strategy
aimed at limiting trade and investment relations with China'.

In this regard, Taylor Fravel also predicts, «as China continues its rise, its strategic
goals may shift, which in turn could require the development of new capabilities.
The most recent national defense white paper referred broadly to the role of the
military in ensuring the interests of national development [baozhang guojia fazhan
liyi], a phrase which suggests the start of an evolution towards a sixth strategic goal
of defending and securing Chinese economic interests. This would include interests
beyond its borders and even beyond the Asia-Pacific region, including the security
of sea lines but also the protection of Chinese investments and citizens overseas.»"

" The Ministry of Defense of the Russian Federation. http.//www.mil.ru (Accessed on May 30, 2008)

“ John Mearsheimer, The Tragedy of Great Power Politics (New York: W.W. Norton, 2001), p. 402.

" John J. Mearsheimer, «China’s Unpeaceful Rise,» Current History (April 2006), p. 162.

" Dale Copeland, The Origins of Major War (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 2001), p. 244.

10 Taylor Fravel, «China’s Search for Military Power: Internal Control, Peripheral Denial and Limited Force

Projection,» presented at International Symposium on Security Affairs 2007: «China’s Rise and Its Limitations:
China at the Crossroads,» hosted by National Institute for Defense Studies, Ministry of Defense of Japan, Tokyo,
Japan, February 1, 2007.
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Consequently, China wants to make it more difficult and painful for regional actors
including Russia and Japan to choose the United States over China in any future
standoff. The central element which will decide the peace and stability of global
politics in the 21* century will be the direction of CFP towards Russia and the U.S.
whether «the Second Cold War» or not.

IV. The China Factor: Back to the Future Bilaterally or Not?

The China factor has been a central part of global geopolitics. Historically, Pax Britanica
could not be sustained without China’s inability to cope with internal problems and foreign
affairs resulted in its great leap backward. Pax Americana also can not be managed without
China’s tactical about-face between the former Soviet Union and the U. S. during the Cold
War era. With the demise of bipolarity in 1991, what we have seen now is the world now
going to non-polarity from a mixed feature between uni-polarity and multi-polarity”'. As
Richard N. Haass pointed out, in an era of globalization with non-polarity, «the United
States no longer has the luxury of a «You're either with us or against us» foreign policy.»™
In tandem, «we are now living through the third great power shift of the modern era—the
rise of the rest.»' Approaching to Pax Sinica in economic area at least, the China factor
will define the durability of Pax Americana and evolving contents of non-polarity in the
offing. The rise of China continues to be managed, accordingly, «the United States will
have no choice but to assume the worst about those capabilities [of China] and act to
balance and deter China.»™

What elements, then, will be the central force in considering the China factor between
the U.S. and Russia? First of all, China’s identity transformation will matter seriously.
China continues to argue that she has a variety of national identity. Deng Xiaoping, former
paramount leader of China, suggested so-called «the 24 Character Strategy» in the early
1990s as a guiding principle for CFP: «Observe calmly; secure our position; cope with affairs
calmly; hide out capabilities and bide our time; be good at maintaining a low profile; and
never claim leadership.» Even though China is the only member state of UNSC for Asia
and the first state possessing the nuclear bomb in Asia, it is common sense that China can
be classified both as a leading state in the third world and a fundamental member of the
second world. Given the rise of Chinese nationalism, China’s identity transformation will
impact not only on the contents and strategies of CFP but also trilateral balance among
China, Russia, and the U.S."”

"' Robert D. Kaplan, The Coming Anarchy: Shattering the Dreams of the Post Cold War (New York: Vintage Books, 2000).

" Richard N. Haass, «The Age of Nonpolarity: What Will Follow U.S. Dominance,» Foreign Affairs, Vol. 87,
No. 3(May/June 2008), p. 53.

" Fareed Zakaria, «The Future of American Power: How America Can Survive the Rise of the Rest,» Foreign
Affairs, Vol. 87, No. 3(May/June 2008), p. 42.

" David M. Edelstein, «<American Images of a Rising China: Lessons from History and Theory,» in Carola
McGiffert, ed., China in the American Political Imagination (Washington, D.C.: The CSIS Press, 2003), p. 11.
"% peter Hays Gries, China’s New Nationalism: Pride, Politics, and Diplomacy (Berkeley, California: University of
California Press, 2004; Christopher R. Hughes, Chinese Nationalism in the Global Era (New York: Routledge, 2006);
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[Table-5] Frequency of key words appeared in the reports of NCCPC, 1982-2007"

Key Words 12,1982 13,1987 14%,1992 | 15%,1997 16,2002 17, 2007
Nation (minzu) 5 23 22 37 54 39
People (renmin) 40 75 96 116 126 143
Society (shehui) 42 253 224 257 231 309
Democracy 5 51 39 57 58 69
(minzhu)
Peace (heping) 1 12 25 34 25 40
Development

47 176 163 186 239 307
(fazhan)
World (shijie) 3 28 30 41 38 35

[Figure-5] Incidents of mass disturbances in China, 1993-2005"
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Secondly, the regime change in China will matter importantly. Paradoxically, «China’s
future is bright because the Communist Party’s future is dim.»" The history of China’s
150 years struggle with modernity suggests that it may require a major shock to the ruling
establishment. Hu Jintao, the supreme leader of China, is trying to adapt China—with its
1.3 billion citizens—to the modern world, and particularly to the information revolution.

¥ Created from six original manuscripts of National Congress of Communist Party of China(NCCPC) from

1982 to 2007, which were presented respectively by Hu Yaobang(1982), Zhao Ziyang(1987), Jiang Zemin(1992,
1997, 2002) and Hu Jintao(2007). http.//cpc.people.com.cn (Accessed on May 1, 2008)

¥ Albert Keidel, «China’s Social Unrest: The Story behind the Stories,» Policy Brief, No. 48(Carnegie
Endowment for International Peace, September 2006), p. 3.

" Bruce Gilley, «If People Lead, Elites Will Follow,» Foreign Policy (May/June 2006), p. 71.
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And Hu’s success heavily dependent upon sustaining the rates of economic growth achieved
in the 1980s and 1990s. That means the Chinese political system is relying on the buoyancy
of the global economy. But even a healthy global economy will not protect China’s ruling
elites if their internal problems are not solved™.

Any country that is experiencing rising income inequality, increasing social unrest, and
severe environmental degradation is more likely to falter than succeed. In other words, it
is difficult to go all good things together: economic development, political stability, social
harmony and international conditions that are only relevant to People’s Republic of China
as demonstrated well in the figure above.

The new leaders of China have spewed populist rhetoric [ginmin zhengce] and announced
additional spending on health and education in rural areas. But these promised policy
adjustment are inadequate in light of the huge buildup of social problems over the past
15 years including the serious environmental problems at least, and the governments strategy
of throwing money at such problems is treating symptoms, not the root causes. Perhaps most
important, Hu Jintao has embraced a populist approach that better protects the interests
of farmers, migrant workers, the urban unemployed, and other vulnerable social groups'®.
These steps have proved immensely popular at home. But they not only carry big risks for the
government of China, but also worsen the security situation in the region including Sino-
Japanese relations and Sino-American relations as well. In this regard, the regime change
of China will have enormous effects on global balance in a Janus-faced way.

Thirdly, the systemic revolution in China will matter meaningfully. With the demise of
Soviet Union in 1991, the structural change of international system lenders China to rethink
and amend its own grand strategy from or within foreign policy and domestic bases. In the
post-Cold War era, on the one hand, China has been encouraged to improve relations with
its neighbors diplomatically and economically at least in part as a hedge against U. S. power
and the fear of encirclement by a coalition led by the United States. Men Honghua of the
influential Central Party School argued in 2003, in addition, China should avoid «falling
into the trap of U.S. encirclement [Meiguo de baoweiquan]» by adopting measures such as
«strengthening contacts with countries along [China’s] periphery; promoting the construction
of China-ASEAN free trade area,» and so on'™. In tandem, Michael Glosny cites multiple
works by Chinese scholars that view improved relations with ASEAN as a means to avoid
those states’ linking up in an encircling alliance with a revitalized U.S.-Japan alliance'®.

In early 2000, Condoleezza Rice wrote, «China resents the role of the United States in the
Asia-Pacific region. This means that China is not a ‘status quo’ power in its own favor. That
alone makes it a strategic competitor, not the ‘strategic partner’ the Clinton administration
once called it.» Francis Fukuyama, writing in one recent article of the Wall Street Journal,

" Roderick MacFarquhar, «Rotting from the Inside Out,» Foreign Policy (May/June 2006), p. 72.

16 Cheng Li, «The Leadership Learning Curve,» Foreign Policy (May/June 2006), p. 68.

" Men Honghua, «Bian beidong yingdui wei zhudong mouhua, weihu he tuozhan guojia zhanlue liyi

[Changing a Passive Response into an Active Plan, Protecting and Developing the National Strategic Interest],»
in Hu Angang, ed., Zhongguo Da Zhanliie [The Grand Strategy of China] (Hangzhou: Zhejiang People’s
Publishers, 2003), p. 86.

"% Michael A. Glosny, <Heading toward a Win-Win Future? Recent Developments in China’s Policy toward
Southeast Asia,» Asian Security, Vol. 2, No. 1(2006), pp. 24-57.
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in addition, sees a similar trend in China’s ambitions as well: «the Chinese know what they
are doing: Over the long run, they want to organize East Asia in a way that puts them in
the center of regional politics. They can succeed where Mahatir failed because they are an
economic powerhouse capable of doing our favors.»

While Hu Jintao’s populist coalition in the national leadership continues to grow, the
dynamic of a complicated factional interdependence will most likely continue to hold in the
years to come. The CCP has been quick to adapt and make tactical adjustments. These crisis-
management skills may help it survive even repeated shocks while maintaining its grip on
power. « Whatever happens,» however, as Minxin Pei argued, «one thing is certain: a regime
so burdened by corruption, cynicism, and decay will hardly turn China into the next great
superpowers.»'® In this regard, «what form Chinese nationalism will take,» basically, «will
depend in large part on whether or not China’s leaders and public view themselves as under
pressure from the outside world or as gaining respect and acceptance in the international
community.»'"®

[Figure-6] Crude oil demand of China and Japan, 1980-2020""
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Finally, the dual rise of China and Islam will matter profoundly. With the demise of
Soviet Union, Central Asia turned up for China as a bridging area between Middle East and
China. In the early 1990s, China fears the expanding influence of militant Islam in Central
Asia, inspired by Iran and Pakistan, «but appears to be even more concerned over Turkish
backing for the concept of a ‘Greater Turkestan’»' Paradoxically, China worried intensively
about «the rise of Islam» in Central Eurasia, while «the rise of China» generated the China

threat perceptions worldwide.

[Figure-7] China’s crude oil import from Kazakhstan, Russia and Saudi Arabia,

"% Minxin Pei, <Long March to Nowhere,» Foreign Policy(May/June 2006), p. 73.

" Thomas J. Christensen, Alastair lain Johnston, and Robert Ross, «Conclusions and Future Directions,» in
Alastair lain Johnston and Robert S. Ross, eds., New Directions in the Study of China’s Foreign Policy (Stanford,
California: Stanford University Press, 2006), p. 382.

"% International Energy Agency, Oil Outlook 2006 (Paris: IEO/OECD, 2005).

"% Lillian Craig Harris, China Considers the Middle East (London and New York: I. B. Tauris, Co., 1993), p. 269;

Masayuki Yamauchi, Enver Pasha, the Unsatisfied Man: From the Middle East to Central Asia (Tokyo: lwanami
Shoten, 1999), p. 120.
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In addition, Beijing worries «Russia might try to exclude it from the region or that
Russia is already too weak to be a local security manager that defends China’s equities until
China is strong enough to supplant it regionally.»® According to one internal document
in China, the strategic aim in the Central Asian states mainly is to use China for balancing
the influence from Russia and Islamists.

Thus, there is a contradictory aspect in Chinese foreign policy in Central Eurasia where
the China factor between Washington and Moscow will be focused obviously: searching
for active cooperation from Russia and Islamic republics in the region, while preparing for
«unexpected» unilateral movements from them against China’s peaceful development and
internal integrity. , the strategic importance and geopolitical centrality of Central Eurasia
for China are still relevant as a significant transit area from Middle East to China. In this
context, China’s energy policy toward Central Eurasia is based on «multilateralism between
major regional powers and bilateralism with regional states» against the U.S. unilateralism
in the region, while taking the middle ground seriously as a transit area or zhuanlue dingwei
[a strategic area vital for China’s survival].

«In the Chinese view,» accordingly, «multipolarity is not a value by itself, but a tool
towards a strategic end, namely, the relative reduction of the relative superiority of the

167 . . . .
Created from various data on international oil trade.

168 Stepen Blank, «China in Central Asia: The Hegemony in Waiting?» in Ariel Cohen, ed., Eurasia in Balance?:
The US and the Regional Power Shift (Burlington, VT: Ashgate Publishing Company, 2006), p. 150.
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United States.»'” And China, with its growing economic and military clout is expected to
be more projected to follow path of «assertive unilateralism» in Asia, «<while advancing
for multilateralism on the global level,»” if necessary. More specifically, China’s growing
assertiveness in its yazhou rentong [Asian identity]", in an era of globalization, can be
interpreted as independent efforts in the form of cultural good-neighbor diplomacy in order
to distance itself from ascending the hegemonic power in the world: to isolate the U.S. in
Asia and to make it respected from global society™.

With the dual rise of China and Islam, strategic communication between China and
the Islam states in the Middle East can be formed not only on the Green Line but also on
the global geopolitics, for China needs oil in the Middle East and the Islam states need
political support for them. Arguably, «even if there are such reserves [of oil in the South
China Sea], the Chinese can still buy them the rightful owners of such resources. When no
such resources are made available to the Chinese in the market or otherwise, the Chinese
may then take appropriate action.»”

V. Conclusion: Taking the End of Chinese Rise Seriously

Finally, is the evolving China factor will reshape the strategic interactions between
Washington, D. C. and Moscow as illustrated before? It is apparent that «the United States
cannot—and should not—return to the policies of the Cold War or of eighteenth-century
diplomacy.»174 «Today, nobody can» accordingly, «cope with global challenges single
handedly. Neither diktat, nor «bipolar directory» can fit the task of world governance. What
is needed is collective leadership of major states [...]»"

As United States’ unipolar moment will end inevitably, the rise of China will end ultimately
which can add dynamic elements in global geopolitics in the 21% century. Even though it is
expected that China’s GDP will overtake the U.S. around 2020™, it should not be forget that
the rise of China can not be maintained without the Western market led by the U.S. and

% Kurt Radtke, «Sino-Indian Relations: Security Dilemma, Ideological Polarization, or Cooperation Based
on Comprehensive Security,» in Mehdi Parvizi Amineh and Henk Houweling, eds., Central Eurasia in Global
Geopolitics: Conflict, Security, and Development (Leiden: Koninklijke Brill NV, 2004), p. 202.

" Vinod Anand, «Politico-Military Developments in Central Asia and Emerging Strategic Equations,» Chinaand
Eurasia Forum Quarterly, Vol. 4, No. 4(2006), p. 175.

" Chen Xiangyang, Zhongguo mulin waijiao: sixiang, shijian, giandan [China’s Good-Neighbor Diplomacy:

Thoughts, Practices and Outlooks] (Beijing: Shishi chubanshe, 2004), pp. 302-303.

" Anne-Marie Brady, Making the Foreign Serve China: Managing Foreigners in the People’s Republic (Lanham,

Boulder: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers, 2003); Stephen M. Walt, Taming American Power: the Global
Response to U.S. Primacy (New York: W.W. Norton & Company, 2005).

" Terence Kwai and Chan Hon Wing, War and Peace between American and China: How Solving the Taiwan
Problem Can Lead to a Pacific Century (London: BookSurge, LLC., 2006), p. 276.

ks Henry Kissinger, <America at the Apex: Empire or Leader?» The National Interest(Summer 2001), p. 16.

s Sergei Lavrov, «Today, Nobody Can Cope with Global Challenges Single-Handedly,» International Affairs, Vol.
53, No. 6(2007), p. 1

" G.John Ikenberry, «The Rise of China and the Future of the West: Can the Liberal System Survive?» Foreign
Affairs, Vol. 87, No. 1(January/February 2008), p. 36.
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oil supplies led by Russia and the states in the Middle East. Ongoing processes of identity
transformation, regime change, and systemic revolution in China, therefore, should be
observed seriously in an era of globalization.

In a nutshell, a cautious examination on the China factor in the U.S.-Russian relations
should be focused on a macro-level analysis not only for understanding the fundamental
cause for it, but also for explaining the significance and paradox of it, as well as for forecasting
the continuity and change of trajectories in world politics.
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