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Abstract. Introduction. Today, the West attempts to hold NATO accountable for issues that extend far beyond
the alliance’s geographical and functional responsibilities, similar to the situation in the 2000s—2010s. This issue is
crucial for establishing a West-orientated global order. Methods and materials. The goal is to explore the strategies of
the 2000s—2010s and, since the mid-2020s, the geographical globalisation of NATO’s activity. The concept of
securitisation is used in the article. The actor (establishment of Western democracies) convinces the audience (the
societies) that the defence of the object (the Euro-Atlantic community’s countries) is impossible without increasing
the power of NATO and noticeable geographic diversification of its activities to containment and throwing back
opponents (Russia; also Iran and China). Previously, the actor had proved to the audience the danger of instability
threats from conflict zones in Asia and Africa but had failed to provide protection and had searched for new challenges
to deter. Analysis. In the 1990s in the Balkans, NATO tested strategic activity outside the zone of responsibility. Taking
into account this experience, in the 2000s —2010s, the Alliance had been trying to position itselfas a security provider
for the countries of origin of the armed conflict in North Africa and the Near East. The features and reasons for the
unsuccessful implementation of this strategy are revealed in the examples of NATO’s activity in Afghanistan, Iraq and
Libya. By the mid-2020s the new strategy to ensure NATO’s global presence is based on the alliance’s involvement in
the containment of the group of opponents of the West (first of all, Russia and China and also Iran). In this context the
alliance tried to strengthen its position in post-Soviet space and the Near East and prepare to penetrate the Indo-
Pacific region. Results. The article summarised the features of strategies of the globalisation of NATO’s activities
and the Alliance’s return to its traditional aim at containment, but on the scale of the international arena as a whole.
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JABUKEHUE HATO KI'EOT'PAOUYECKHU INTOBAJIBHOMY OXBATY
B AEATEJBHOCTHU: IPOLIJIASA 1 HOBASI CTPATETUH

@uaunn Oaeropuy TpyHon

HucTtutyt HayuHo! wH(pOpMaImy 1o o0mecTBeHHbIM HaykaM PAH, . Mocksa, Poccuiickas deneparrust

AnHotamusi. Beeoenue. Ceronss 3aMeTHO xernanue Haaenutbh HATO koMIieTeHI MU, KOTOpbIE TaJIeKo BBIXOIAT
3a MpeIeibl 30HBI €€ OTBETCTBEHHOCTH reorpadudecku (kak 0bu10 B 2000—2010-¢ IT.) 1 (yHKIHOHATBEHO. DTO BaYKHO
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JUTSI IPONIBYKEHHS 3311 THOLEHTPUYHOW CXeMBbI MUpOTIOpsiiKa. Memoowl u mamepuaiel. 3afada — UCCIIEOBaTh CTpa-
terur 2000—2010-X rT. ¥ BHOBB BBICTparnBaemyto k ceperrHe 2020-X IT: 1o reorpaduueckoi IIodani3aIyy IesTeIbHO-
ct HATO. B crathe HCONb30BaHa KOHIICTIIHS CEKBIOPUTH3AINH. AKTOD (MCTSOMHMIIIMEHT «3aIaHbIX JEMOKPATHID )
yOSKIaeT ayTUTOPHIO (CBOM OOIIIECTRA), YTO 3alUTa 00BhEKTa (CTpaH-yIaCTHHUI] 0JI0Ka) HEBO3MOKHA Oe3 HapaIluBa-
nust Mot HATO 1 3ametHoi reorpaduyaeckoil quBepcurKaiiy ee AesTeTbHOCTH TS «CIEP’KUBAHUS» U «OTOPaChI-
BaHMs» ormoHeHToB (P®, a Taroke IPU, KHP). Panee akrop Toka3bIBall ayTUTOPUE OITACHOCTB OT YTPO3 HECTA0WIEHO-
CTH U3 30H KOH(IIUKTOB B A31K 1 AppuKe, HO He CyMes 00eCIIeUnTh 3allUTY, TIepelel K OMCKY HOBBIX BBI30BOB IS
npoTuBOneHCTBUS. Ananu3z u pesyiomamot. B 1990-¢ 1. Ha bankanax HATO orpaboraina ctparernyeckuii BBIXO] 32
npeenbl 30061 0TBeTcTBeHHOCTH. C ydeTtoM storo onbita B 2000—2010-e 1. ANbsSTHC NBITANICS IIO3UIMOHUPOBATH ce0s
Kak TpoBaiiziepa 0e30MacHOCTH JUI CTPaH MPOUCXOKACHUS BOOpYeHHOro koH(uinkTa B CeBepHoil Adprke, Ha
Brmknem n npexxne Bcero Cpennem Boctoke. OCcOOSHHOCTH M TPUYMHBI HEYIAYHOW pealli3aliy 3TOW CTpaTeruu
packpbIThl Ha TpuMepax ucronb3oBanuss HATO B A¢ranucrane, Mpaxe u Jlusun. K cepenune 2020-x rT. B ocCHOBe
TUIAHOB o0ecTieynTh 1obaIpHoe pucyTcTBie HATO crano nexkars ee HOKITIoUEHUE K «CACPKUBAHIIOY» KPyTa OIIOo-
HeHToB 3amnana, ocooenHo PO, KHP, IPU. B 3ToM KOHTEKCTE AJIBSHC CTall YKPEIUIATH MO3UITUH Ha MTOCTCOBETCKOM
npocrpaHcTBe U bikaem Bocroke, roroBuTh ipornkHOBeHME B VIHI0-THX00KeaHCKHH pernoH. 3axmoyenue. O000-
LIEHbI YePTHI CTpaTeruii o nodanuzanuu aesrenbHoctn HATO, ee Bo3BpaleHne K TpaAMIIMOHHOM HAlIeICHHOCTH Ha
«CepKUBaHUE», HO Y)Ke B MaclITabax MEXKIyHAPOIHOM apeHbI B IIEJIOM.

Karwuessie ciaoBa: HATO, cTparerndeckoe npucyrcreue, Agranucran, Mpak, JIuBus, mocrcoBeTckoe mpo-
crpanctBo, UTP, «caepxuBanue».

HutupoBanmue. Tpynos ®. O. J[Bmxenne HATO k reorpaduuecky 1i100aasHOMY OXBaTy B eI TETbHOCTH!
mpolwias ¥ HoBasi ctpareruu // Bectauk Bonrorpackoro rocynapcrsenHoro yausepcurera. Cepus 4, Vcropust.
Pernonosenenune. Mexnynaponusie orHomeHust. —2026. — T. 31, Ne 2. — C. 6-19. — DOI: https://doi.org/10.15688/

jvolsu4.2026.2.1

BBenenne. «3amagHbie 1eMOKpaTUN» CO-
MPOTHBIISIOTCS CTAHOBIICHHIO OOJIMKA TIEPCIICK-
TUBHOTO MHUPONOPSAKA, YyTO mpojsuraer Pd.
WnntoctpaTuBHBI Maclitad U XapakTep Mep 1o
nporuBozaerictBuio Poccuu B xone CBO. Tocy-
napctBa-wieHsl HATO u EC orHIONS HE TOTO-
BBl OTPAHUYHUBATHCS PEAKTUBHBIMH IIIaraMu, HO
CTPEMSITCS peann30BaTh KOMITJIEKC TPOAKTUBHBIX
Mep C LETbI0 COXPaHUTh 3aMaJHOIEHTPUIHOCTh
Mupomnopsika. OTBETCTBEHHAasA POJIb OTBEJACHA
HATO xax cTpykType: ee MO3HIIMOHUPYIOT Kak
«CUJIbHEUUH anbsHC B uctopum» [28]. Ilo 3a-
BEpUIEHUH Iepexoa K HOBOW MOJENH BOHCK
HATO (ctaproBan B 2022 1.) B MOAYMHEHUHU
AnbgHca 10JDKHBI ObITh He MeHee 800 TeICSAY
BOeHHBIX [19]. OcHOBHBIE ycniHs 00K IPHKIIA-
JIBIBAJT B TIpefieiaX 30HbI OTBETCTBEHHOCTH, 0OCO-
OeHHO B mepenoBoi yactu. OnHaKo 3HaUYMMa C
1990-x IT. ¥ IeaTenbHOCTh ANBSIHCA BOBHE.

K cepennne 2020-x rr. rocymapcrBa-die-
HBI OJIOKa CTaJM CTaBHTh Iepe]] HUM 3aJaqyu
JTaJIeKO 3a TpefenaMy 30Hbl OTBETCTBEHHOCTH —
reorpaduiecku 1 GyHKIMOHANEHO. CTpaTernyec-
Kas koHterust Aibsiaca (2022) 3akpernuia BKITIO-
yeHrue He Tonbko PP, Ho Taxke NP u KHP B
CIHCOK 00BEKTOB IS «CIAepKUBaHus [16, p. 2].
Ha Bamunrronckom cammute (9-11 wurons
2024 1.) 0butn 3asBieHbl komnereHnunn HATO Ha
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MHOTOYHCIICHHBIX HAIIPaBJICHUSX BHE 30HbI €€ OT-
BETCTBEHHOCTH: Ha YKpaunHe, biamxuem u Jlanb-
HeM Boctoke [28]. D10 cTamo oTHIOAR HE Tep-
BBIM KOMILJIEKCOM TIOTBITOK aKTHBHO HCIIOIB30-
Bath HATO Brmanu oT ee 30HBI OTBETCTBEHHOC-
¢ |. MaciraGHuble yCHIns ObUIH TIPEATPHHATHI
B 2000-2010-e rT., KOrAa AJIBSIHC IBITAJICS CTATh
rapaHToM 0E30IMacHOCTH JJIsl psiia CTpaH IMpo-
HCXOXJICHHS BOOpY>KeHHOTro KoH(pmukra Ha BCB.
Ho pesynsrar okasaycs B 1EJIOM HEYJIQuHBIM:
CHIMBOJIOM TOMY SIBUJIACH DKCTPEHHAS IBAKYaIHsI
muccuu HATO u3 Adranucrana (2021).
Metoasl u marepuaJbl. 3adaua — uc-
cienoBarh npouuryto (2000-2010-x rr.) U BO3-
HHUKaomyo K cepenune 2020-x rr. cTpaTte-
T'HH 110 TIPEBpalIeHNIo AbsHca B reorpaduuec-
KU 17100a15HO oTiepupyroiero akropa. OCHOBHOM
MacCCHB MCTOYHHUKOB COCTaBHIIN JOKYMEHTHI Ca-
Mot HATO: nokTpuHaIbHBIE (IEKIIapaIiuu, CTpa-
TErn4ecKre KOHIEIIINNT ), XapaKTepH3YIOIHe ee
IIary BHE 30HBI €0 OTBETCTBEHHOCTH.
UccnenoBateny ynensiav B LIEIOM 3aMeET-
HOE BHUMaHHeE BolpocaM (DYHKIIMOHUPOBAHHUS OJI0-
Ka, HCTIOJIb30BaHMs ero norennuana. Ho konkper-
HO MpoOJieMaTHKa TI00ANIN3alUU JSITEIbHOCTH
HATO packpsita orpanndenso [4]. Ona Hauaja
U3y4aThCd B (PYHKYUOHANbHOM WU3IMEPCHUU
¢ cammuTta 2021 1., Korma Ha AJIbSHC CTaja BO3-
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Jaratbesl Harpy3ka B cdepax, He BXOAWBIIMX B
30HY €ro OTBETCTBEHHOCTH U OIIOCPEIOBAHHO CBSI-
3aHHBIX C BOIpOcaMH O€30MaCHOCTH B OOOPOHBI
(9KOHOMUYECKOU, IHEPTETUICCKOM, IKOIOTHIECKOM,
coOJIoNIeHNs! TIpaB venoBeka) [2].

Keiicwl ceoepaguueckoco mpuMeHeHus
HATO 3a mpenenamu apeaja OTBETCTBEHHOCTH
HAXOJMITH JIETATbHOE OCBEIICHHUE, HO UX PaccMar-
pHBaJH CKOpEe B KauecTBE Habopa YacTHBIX CITy-
YaeB 1st 0JIOKa KaK PErMOHATBHON OpTaHU3aIInH.
WnmocrpatueHa padora C. CioaHa, B KOTOPOH
OH W3y4YaJl HEMPUMEHEHUE dTUAbl AJbsHCA B
2003 r. 1 BoeHHO# kamnanuu B Mpaxke u, Harpo-
THUB, UCIIOJIb30BaHKe B Adranucrane u Jlusuu [25].
JleranpHee BCEro MCCIENOBANACH JESTEIBHOCTh
cun ISAF Tak, JI. AyspcBansn u C. Coitneman
PaCKpBIBAIH peallbHbIC TPEEbl COrNacks pu
BbIpaboTKe pemenuii 00 ucnonszoBanuun HATO
B Adranucrane B pa3HbIX (hopMax (Ha mpuMmepax
noaxonos CHIA, ®PI" u Hunepnannos) [7].

Hackonbko IpUMEHUMO TIOHSTHE «CTpaTe-
TS K JACATENIbHOCTH OJOKa BHE 30HBI OTBET-
ctegHoCcTH B 2000—-2010-¢ rogsi? Y TBepAUTEIIb-
HBI OTBET OOYCIIOBJICH, 80-NEPBbIX, TIOBBIIICH-
HBIM BHUIMaHHEM Ha JIOKTPHHAILHOM YPOBHE AJTh-
SIHCA K «KPU3MCHOMY PETYJIHPOBAHHIO», TO €CTh
MPHUHATHIO (YHKINH Kak rapanTa 6e30MacHOCTH
B 30HaX JIOKAJILHBIX KOH(QIUKTOB. B cTpareruyec-
kot kounenuu HATO 2010 1. 3Ta nenb cTouT 1ie-
IOpe Ha BTOPOM MecTe (TIOCiIe KOJUIEKTUBHOM 000-
POHBI), HO Jie-(haKTo € yIeIeHO HanOOJbIIIee BHU-
MaHue [26, p. 7-8, 19-22]. Bo-emopuix, 4uciom
MHUCCUN AJbsiHCA B OTAAJICHUH OT 30HBI OTBET-
CTBEHHOCTH, MIPOJIOJDKHTETBHOCTBIO, MACIIITA0OM
Ka)XJIO! 10 OT/ICIFHOCTH U UX CYMMapHO. B-mpe-
mbux, ene OJHO JO0Ka3aTeIbCTBO — XapaKTep
tpanchopmanuu BC crpan-yuactun HATO,
MpeXJe BCEro ISl UCTIONB30BaHUS IO ATUIOH
6moka. JTo MacmTabHbIe COKpAIeHUs, 0COOCH-
HO BOICK, HaCHIIIEHHBIX TshkensIMu BuBT. do-
KYyC JIeTIaJicsl Ha «JIeTKHe» CHIIBL, CIIOCOOHBIE JIeH-
CTBOBaTh BlIau OT EBpo-ATimanTrueckoro cooo-
IeCTBa — MMPOTHUB KOMOATaHTOB, HEMHOTOUH CIICH-
HBIX, IOYTH HE UMEBIUX TsoKenbix BuBT u He
sSBIABIINX peryssipubie BC [11].

C cepenuant 2010-X TT. 3aMeTeH Criaj B U3y-
YEeHHH JICSITEIIEHOCTH OJIOKA BHE 30HBI OTBETCTBEH-
HOCTH, 9TO OOYCJIOBJICHO CY>KEHHEM ee Teorpauu
W cOKpaleHueM o0beMoB. J{okis 10 MUHAMAIb-
HBIX 3Ha4Yennii B Hagase 2020-x T, o6a 3TH IoKa-
3aTeNsl CTalll BHOBB JIGMOHCTPUPOBATH IMPENpac-

MONIOKEHHOCTh K pocTy. PaMouHbIe ycioBus 3a710-
xmina BoctpedboBanHOCTE HATO 1t «cneprxuBa-
HUs» He Tonbko PO, HO Takke UPU, KHP B cTpa-
Termdeckoit konuentwm (2022) [16, p. 2], KoHKpe-
TU3AIWS OTHX TUTAaHOB [28]. DKCTepThl yKa3bIBaJIH,
YTO CO3/1aBAEMBIE KaK YaCTh HOBOM MOJIEIH BOMCK
HATO cuitsl COFO3HIMYECKOTO PEarupoBaHUS T0TI-
JKHBI YBEITMUUTH TIOTEHIMAI AJTBSIHCA 110 KPU3HUC-
HOMY PeryJIHpOBaHHIO, TO €CTh BN OT 30HbI OT-
BETCTBEHHOCTH [9, p. 3].

[Ipu moxroToBKE CTaThH HAILIA IPUMEHE-
HUE KoHyenyus cexviopumuszayuu. B ocHOBe
JIEKUT CXeMa: aKTOp, KOTOPBIH MOJYEePKUBACT
nepesi ayAuTOpUei OMacHOCTh OT KOHKPETHOM
Yrpo3blL, MOOYKAAET K MOATOTOBKE U peain3aluu
KOMILJIEKCAa Mep, KOTOpbIe MOIIIM ObI HEWTpaI-
30BaTh PUCKU. Pe3ynbraT JOCTHTHYT, KOTIa aK-
TOp yOexmaeT aymuTopuio, 4To Tpedyemas 3a-
muTa obecneueHa [8, p. 26-33]. B uccnenye-
MOM cJydae aKTOp — HUCTEOJHMIIMEHT rocy-
napct-uieHoB HATO u camoro AnbsHca.
AynuTopus BKITIOYaeT MacChl TPaKJIaH B «3amaji-
HBIX JIEMOKPATHSX», C aJipecalluei MocIanus KO
BceMy uenoBedecTBy. OOBEKT ISl POCIUPOBa-
HUS YTPO3BI — TOCYAIAPCTBO KAK HHCTUTYT U 00-
IIECTBO JJIs KaXk1oW u3 cTpaH-yuactHun HATO,
BCE OHU B COBOKYITHOCTH. B KkadecTBe MCTOUHU-
KOB yrpo3 00o3HaueHbl: Poccust (B mepByr0 o4e-
pens), Kutaii (B Bo3pactaromeii mepe), Mpan,
KpyT HauOolee IPyKEeCTBEHHBIX UM TOCYIapCTB
(ocobenno bemapych u Cesepnas Kopes) [16;
28]. Aynutopus yOoexIaercs B HEOOXOIUMOCTH
«CEPKATH» H «OTOPOCUTH» COBOKYITHOCTH JIaH-
HBIX TOCYIapPCTB — UCTOYHHKOB PUCKOB. J{71st 3T0-
ro TpedyeTcsi HapaCTUTh MOIIb, TeOrpauuecKH
1 QYHKIIHOHAITBHO IMBEPCH(DUITUPOBATH JACSITENb-
HOCTb «3aMa/IHbIX JIEMOKPATHI» B IIEJIOM M KOH-
kperHo HATO kak unctutyta. OHa mpencTas-
JSUTIACh KaK KITIOYEBasi CTPYKTypa, MO3BONHBILAS
EBpo-ATiiaHTHYeCKOMY COOOIIECTBY HE MPOCTO
BBICTOSITh B MPONLIYIO «XOJOAHYIO BOHHY», HO
cuuTaTh cebs mobenmBuieit. Kpome Toro, nme-
(akTo OOBITPHIBACTCS MPABUIIO: CBEJICHHBIN BO-
eMHO (TO €CTh TPAMOTHO CTPYKTYPUPOBAHHBIN )
MOTEHIIMAJ Ha MPAKTHKE 3aMETHO BeEcoMee, YeM
paBHas eMy MpocTas cyMMa TOTEHI[MAJIOB, €ro
oOpasyronmx. BeicTpanBanue rio0aibHON CeT-
K{ TIPUCYTCTBUS ToA (piarom Oioka — HEOOX0-
auMoe (XOTs camo 1o cebe erie HeJocTaTou-
HOE) YCIIOBHE JUIA YOSKICHUS ayIUTOPHUH, YTO
HENb MO 3aIlUTe JOCTUTHYTA.
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B 2000-e — nauane 2010-x rr. yKka3aHHBIHI
akKToOp yke oOpaiancs K OTMEUYEHHON aymuTo-
puH, HO C IeaTMPOBAHUEM HHOM OTTaCHOCTH: YT -
pO3 HecTaOMIBHOCTH. VX MCTOYHHMKHM pacrona-
rajluch B 30HaX BOOPY>KEHHBIX KOH(IUKTOB Ha
BCB, B Adpuke, ceBepree skBaropa. OmHaKO
torna HATO B utore He obOecrieunsia 3alluTy:
eBpOIIeHCKHE «3amaJHbIe AEMOKPATUN» HE CMOT -
s1 3¢ (HEKTUBHO MPOTHBOACHCTBOBATh Ha CBOCH
TEPPUTOPHH MACCOBOMY MTPUTOKY OexkeHIeB (13
Cupuu u Upaka), pocTy TeppOpUCTUIECKON aK-
TUBHOCTH B 2015-2017 rT.; ObLIM BBIHYKJIEHBI
CBEpHYTb npucytcTBue B Apranucrane (2021) —
BAYKHEMIIIEM HAIIPaBJICHUH PUIIOKEHNS YCHIIN.
HeBo3MOXKHOCTB yOEIUTh ayTUTOPHIO B CIIOCO0-
HOCTH 3aIIUTUTH OT OJTHOTO THUIIA YTPO3BI aKTOP
peLIna 3aMEeCTUTh TMOMCKOM HOBBIX, HEU3MEHHO
3aneiictByst HATO.

be3ycnoBHO, MeXAy CTpaHAMU-YYaCTHHU-
namMu ANbsTHCA €CTh IMPOTUBOPEUHUS MO HINPO-
KOMY KPYTY BOIIPOCOB €0 HCIIOIb30BaHus. Bme-
cre ¢ TeM HATO ocTaercss ans «3amaaHbIX
JIEMOKpaTHii» Hanboyee ACHCTBEHHBIM MeEXa-
HU3MOM IIPUIIOKEHHU MHOTOCTOPOHHUX YCHITUH,
YTO OTHIOAB HE MCKJIIOYaeT cO0eB MpH MpUMe-
HEHUU 0JIOKA.

Ananus. Cmpamezusa 2000-2010-x zo-
006. HATO kax npoeaiioep 6e3onacnocmu 0ns
CMIPAH NPOUCXO0IHCOEHUA BOOPYHCEHHO20 KOHD-
auxkma Ha BCB. Yxe B KOHIIE MPOILION «XOJI0-
HOW BOWHBI», KOTJa BCTAJ BOMPOC O OyIyIIHX
cMmbIcTax cymectBoBanus st HATO, ona crana
MO3UIIMOHUPOBATHCS KAK «SIKOPh CTAOHIBHOCTI
B MHpe. DTO Iperonaraio cMelleHne eHTpa
TSDKECTH B NIESITETHHOCTH AJIbSIHCA C TIEPEIOBOM
30HBI OTBETCTBEHHOCTH (B paMKaX «CIEpXHBa-
Hus» CCCP, ero COr03HUKOB) BOBHE, B TOM YHCIIE
Ha 3HAYUTENbHOM yhaneHuu. llepBbie mpu3HaKH
cTanu 3aMeTHBI ¢ Hadama 1990-x rT., mpeBpara-
sich B TeHAEHIIO ¢ 1990-X IT.: 3TO JecaTuieTue
SIBUJIOCH npedmedyeli IUTs IPUAAHUS UCTIOIB30Ba-
Huto HATO miobanbHOro xapakrepa.

Bo3moxxHOCTB 115t AJTbsiHCA allpoOHPOBAThH
HOBBIE ()YHKIIMU BO3HHKJIA Ha TIOCTHIOTOCIIaBC-
KoM TpocTpaHcTBe. OHO OHOBPEMEHHO pacIio-
JIaraJioch 3a mpesesiaMy TOrIalTHel 30HbI OTBET-
CTBEHHOCTH AJIbSHCA U PUMBIKAJIO K Hell. biok
peaau30BBIBAN ABYXKOMIIOHEHTHYIO CXEMY II0
BMEIIATENLCTBY M 0OSCIICUEHHUO BIHSIHUS Ha X0
koH(uukTa. [lepBas cocTrapmsomas — CUIOBas
omepanus, koropas Buaenach B HATO kak kpart-
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Kasl 10 BpEMEHH; OHa MPeJICTaBIIsUIa CIIOCO0 1aB-
JICHWsI Ha OIMOHEHTA TOX0/A «3aMaHbIX JIEMOK-
partuii» K pemeHuto Kondaukra. Bropoii komrio-
HEHT — HeboeBasi MUCCHSI, [UTUTENbHAS, C IETTbI0
00ecTeunTh XO0J YPEryIHpOBaHUS B COOTBET-
CTBHH C HHTEPECAMH «3aNaHbIX JEMOKPATHII».
Briepesie cxema Oblia anpoOupoBaHa B bocHuu
u I'eprieroBune (bul’): 3a BoeHHO-BO3AYyIIHOM
onepanueii Deliberate Force nporus Pecriyoinu-
ku Cepbckoii (30 aBrycra — 20 cenTsi0pst 1995 1)
rmocJienoBajia BeipaboTka J{eHTOHCKUX corarie-
Huil 14 nexaOps 1995 r. 1 pa3BepThIBaHHE Ha-
3emuoi muccun HATO 1o momnepkanuio Mupa
IFOR (c 1996 . — SFOR). B cnenytomuii pa3 —
Ha KOCOBCKOM HaIPaBJICHUH. 3/1€Ch, OHAKO, NMe-
JI0 MECTO 3aTATUBaHUE BOCHHO-BO3/IYIIIHOHN OIle-
pauun — Allied Force (24 mapta — 10 utoHs
1999 r.) kak cniocoba naBienust Ha CepOuio; BbI-
pabortka pesomonuu CoBera be3omacHocTH
OOH Ne 1244 oTkpbiia BO3MOXXHOCTB JJIS T10-
siieHust cuil Anbsinca KFOR B kpae Kocogo.
B OnbiBIIICH FOTOCTAaBCKOM pecnyOnuke Makemo-
Husg HATO orpannymnach JIHIb BTOPOH KOMIIO-
HeHTou cxeMbl. [locne 3akmodenust OXpuIcKo-
ro coramenus (2001) ObUT TPOBEIEH KOMILIEKC
CMEHUBIINX JPYT JApyra omnepanuid 1o mojajep-
xanuto mupa (Essential Harvest, Amber Fox,
Allied Harmony) [27, p. 54, 64-73].

C touxu 3peHus 3P PEKTUBHOCTH T 0Oec-
neuenus Biauaausd HATO noOuitack 3aMETHBIX
pesynbsratoB. B 610k Bonwtn Cnosenus (2004),
Xopsatus (2009), Uepnoropusi (2017), CeBepHas
Makenonus (2020). B bocuuun naxxe mocnie cme-
bl SFOR muccueit EC Althea (2004) HATO kaxk
OpraHu3aIus COXpaHuiIa MHCTPYMEHTBI KOHTPO-
ns Hag curyaruen. Muccust KFOR x cepeauHe
2020-x TT. ocTanach eIUHCTBEHHOM JICHCTBYIOIIECH
TPYIIIHPOBKOMN AJIbSIHCA BHE 30HBI OTBETCTBEHHOC-
TH [28], mpencTapisiiia cBoeoOpa3HBIN «MUHUMYM)
UL 9TOH IeSITeNbHOCTH B 11esioM. Ho BOmpock! BbI-
3pIBajia pe3ynsratuBHOCTh yeunuit HATO st ca-
Moro yperynupoanusi. CoznaBaeMasi ¢ aKTHBHBIM
WCIIONB30BaHHEM AITbsIHCA ApPXHUTEKTYpa MOCTHEO-
TOCJIABCKOIO IPOCTPAHCTBA OKA3aJIaCh HE CTOMb yC-
ToitunBoOii: B cepequne 2020-xX I'T. 3aMETHO JICTaH-
IIUPOBAHHUE OT «3aIATHBIX IEMOKPATHIT» U 0OCOOCH-
HO AnbsHca He Tobko Cepbun, HO U PecrryOnuku
CepOcroli kak suaTuTeTa bul'; 06ocTpenue curya-
un Bokpyr Kocoro [6]. Ho x 2000-m rr. 3aman
CUMTAJl CBOM ycriexu Ha bakaHax 06e3ycioBHBIMU
1 OECTIOBOPOTHBIMH.
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Ha takoM ¢oHe nposiBUIOCH JKeTaHue Jie-
MOHCTpUpOBaTh neecriocooHocTs HATO yxe
Banu oT EBponsl. PacuimpeHHbIe BO3MOXXHOCTH
BO3HUKIIN B KOHTEKCTE aHTUTEPPOPUCTHUECKOM
60pr0bI ocse coobiTuii 11 centsiops 2001 rona.
[on sarunoit AnbsHca ydpeaniu MUCCHIO Active
Endeavour nnst 60pb0BI ¢ TepeBO3KaMH OOCBH-
KOB, B3pBIBYATHIX BEIIECTB, Opykus B CpeanszeM-
HoMm Mope (¢ ampenst 2003 r.) [20]. B aBrycre
2003 r. AnpsiHcy nepenio or OOH pykoBoacTBO
MexyHapOAHBIMU CHJIaMH COAECUCTBUS 0€30-
nacaoct (MCCB; ISAF) B Adranucrane [14].
Takum 00pazoM, cTapTOBAI nepaulii MOTHOICH-
HBIW 9man B TI00aTU3aIUH ASSITEIEHOCTH OJI0Ka
(2003 2. — xoney 2000-x e2.). Ho mporecc cToin-
KHYJICS C psAIoM IpensTcTBuil. VX oTdactu mo-
pOIMIN caMU «3amajgHble AeMOoKpaTum». Tak,
[ 3amagnas anTUTEppOpHUCTHYECKas KOATULIMS
ObuTa coznana yxxe ocenbio 2001 1., a HATO kak
WHCTUTYT MOJAKITIOUNIIACH JHIIIb BECHON — JIETOM
2003 rona. ITouemy? Ocennio 2001 1., cpasy moc-
JIe aKTOB MeraTeppopa, agmMuauctpanus . by-
1a-MJj1. IPeArno4sia 3a1efiCTBOBATh HE MEXaHU3M
HATO (uTto mpeanmoxXmiy Tuaepsl eBporei CKux
cTpan, ocobenno kauiyiep I. Llpénep), HO dop-
MaT «Koanuiuu xenaroumx». Tem campiv CLIA
MOTYEPKUBAIIN CTEIICHD BIMSHUS HA TTAPTHEPOB,
TOTOBBIX TOMOTraTh benomy oMy moj Srumoi
CTPYKTYpHI, KOTOpas Mo4TH He Oblia periameH-
THPOBaHa MEXIyHapOoAHBIM MpaBoM. Ho agmu-
Huctpanus Jx. byma nepeoneHunia 10CTUTHY-
Thii 3 dekt. B dpespane — mapre 2003 r. CILHA
1 BennkoOpuTanust ”HUITUAPOBAIN BOSHHO-TIOJH-
THYECKUU KpHU3UC BOKpYT Mpaka, OOBHHHB €ro
0e3 TOJKHBIX JIOKAa3aTenbCTB B MOCOOHUYECTBE
MEXIyHapOAHOMY TEPPOPHU3MY M pacmpocTpa-
Hennro OMII. benbiif J0M pacCUHUTHIBAI YXKeE 3a-
nericreoBate HATO mis Macmra®bHOH HazeM-
HOH Kamrianuu. Ho rpymma «crapbix» KOHTUHEH-
TallbHBIX TOCYAApCTB — WICHOB OJIOKa BO TIaBe
¢ I'epmanueii (xkanmyiep 1. pénep) nu Opanmu-
eif (mpesunent XK. llupak) BBICTYNHIIA TPOTHUB
BOIHBI ¢ Mipakom, puBIiedeHus K Hell AnbsiHCa.
CIIA u BenrkoOpuTaHus BEIHYXJIEHHO 00paTu-
JIUCh BHOBb K «KOQJIHIINH JKENAIOMINX», OCYIIe-
cTBWIN BTOp)keHue B Mpak (20 maprta — 1 mas
2003 r.). OHo nmpuBeyo K (haKTHYSCKOMY pa3Ba-
Ty cTpanbl [25]. 3aMeTHBIN KPU3HUC TPpaHCATIIaH-

TUYECKON COMMIAPHOCTH ObLIT 00YCIOBIEH pa3-
JUYHASMU B TTOIXO0JaX MEXKILy aHTJIO-CaKCOHCKH-
MU U KOHTHHEHTAJIbHBIMU 3a11a]THOEBPOIIEHCKH-
MU JiepKaBaMu K 00€BOMY, 0COOEHHO MacITab-
HOMY HazeMHoMY, puMmenennto HATO Baamu ot
30HBI OTBETCTBEHHOCTH. HO pedusr B mpuHIUIIE
He I1a 00 OTKa3e MPHUAaBATh NCATCIBHOCTH
HATO rio6anbHbIN XapakTep; BOIPOC COCTOSLT
B ONpee/eHUH criekTpa (opM (TAaKTHK) TOCTH-
KEHHUSI dTOr0, OCOOCHHO PENeBAaHTHOCTH CHJIO-
BBIX OIEpaIuii.

JloruuHo, 4TO 00€ CTOPOHBI CTPEMUIUCH
npeonoJieTs kKpusuc despaiss —mapra 2003 roaa.
Bo muorom noaromy HATO ObL10 1iepenaHo py-
KOBOJICTBO TaKUMH Muccusimu | 3amaaHon aHTH-
TEPPOPUCTUYECKON KOAIUIIUU, KaK Active
Endeavour (¢ anpens 2003 1.) u ocodbenno ISAF
(c aBrycra 2003 r.). bonee toro, B Mpaxke c
2004 1. cTapToBaia AEATENHHOCTh AJbSHCA, HO
HCKITFOYHUTENILHO HEOOeBast: TI0 MOATOTOBKE KajI-
POB BOWCK HOBBIX Biiacteit B barmane [18]. [1pu-
ToM muccus Enduring Freedom (OEF), BKIIO-
Yasi ee KOMIIOHEHTY, IeHCTBOBABIITYIO TTapaJlyieib-
HO ¢ ISAF B Adranucrane, ObuIa COXpaHEHa MO
YIIpaBICHUEM «KOATHUIIIH KETAFONUX» BO TIIaBe
¢ CIIA. Brurots mo Hagana 2010-x IT. “MEHHO B
pamkax OEF BBITIONHATIACHE OCHOBHAS HAarpy3Kka
B Adranucrane — o 6opede ¢ «Anb-Kanmoitn*
n «Tanubarnom». Dtum bernbiii 10M 0THOBpEMEH-
HO MOTYEpKHUBAT COOCTBEHHBIC BOCHHBIE BO3-
MOKHOCTH U YYUTHIBAJ MPOSBICHHYIO BECHOM
2003 1. HErOoTOBHOCTH psAZla MAPTHEPOB K CHIIO-
BOMYy HazeMHOMY npumeHennio HATO.

B ornnuue or OEF, ISAF 6bu1u chokycu-
POBaHbI Ha BHITNIOJIHEHUH HAMHOTO OoJiee mupo-
KHX, HO Jie-tope HeOOEBBIX 3a/1a4 Mo odecrede-
Huto mupa u nopsaka. MCCB momkHbl ObLITH
co3JaTh OJarONPHUSITHBIE YCIOBHS IS BOCCO3-
JIaHWSI BEPTUKAIIN TOCYIapCTBEHHOH BIACTH, CH-
CTEMBI OPTaHOB YIIPABIICHHUS HAa YPOBHE MPOBUH-
Wi, HAlMOHAJIBHBIX cUJl Oe3omacHocTH [14].
Apean orBeTcTBeHHOCTH [SAF, U3HAYAIBHO OT-
paHuyeHHbIH paiionom Kabyna, B 2003—-2006 rr.
OXBaTHJ BCIO Tepputoputo crpansl. K 2009 r.
MCCB nacuuThIBaigu CBBIIE 51 THICAIN BOCH-
HBIX, KOTOPBIX MPEIOCTABIIN TOCYIapCTBa-1JIe-
HBI M TTapTHEpHI Ooka [12]. B cepenune — BTO-
poti momopuHe 2000-x IT. adraHcKoe Hampase-

* ((AJ'H)-KaI/IZ[a)) — Opranuzanus, nMpu3HaHHas TeppOpPICTPI‘IeCKOﬁ u 3KCTpeMPICTCKOﬁ, 3alpeuicHa Ha TCPpPUTO-

pun Poccuiickoit deneparuu.

10 Becmuuk Bonl'V. Cepusi 4, Ucmopus. Pecuonosedenue. Mexcoynapoonvie omuowenus. 2026. T. 31. Ne 2
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HHE YTBEPAMIOCH KaK KiIroueBoi Tpek mist HATO
BJIAJTH OT 30HBI OTBETCTBEHHOCTH.

OTO MONOXKEHUE YNPOUYMIOCh HA 8MOpPOM
amane (nawano 2010-x 2e.) TnodamU3aluu Jes-
tenbHOCTH HATO Kak rapaHTa 0€301acCHOCTH
JUISL CTPaH MpoucXoxkieHns KondukTa Ha BCB.
Ha JIuccabonckom cammure HATO (2010) Obina
coryacoBaHa ee crparerus no Adranucrany.
CHavaJjia IpOoKMCXO/IUI MacIITAOHbIH, HO JIUIIL Ha
2 rona, poct uncieHHoCTH ISAF 1o 130 TeIcsS4
BOeHHBIX [13] — KaK BOMCKOBBIX HacTeil, Tak U
HHCTPYKTOPOB. Bce 3TH Mepbl JOIKHBI ObUTH
nomoub Kalynmy cocpeorounThesi Ha 00y4eHUH
PE3KO yBEITMYMBAEMBIX apMHUH U MOTHUIINH. 3aTeM
WMEHHO OHH JIOJDKHBI OBUIM TEPEHSITh OT CHII
HATO ocHOBHYIO Harpy3ky 1o o0OecredeHHIo
nopsiaka [7], To ecThb Ae-rope mpousornuia Ol ya-
CTUYHAs HallMOHAIM3aIus (adraHnu3amus) ypery-
mposanus. [Ipucyrcreue HATO nomkHO ObLI0
OCTaThCs B PUHIIUITE, YMEHBIIUTHCS U OTYACTH
BUJIOM3MEHUTHCS 0 popmam. B mocnenuem ciry-
yae AJBSHC PacCYUTHIBAN CIIENOBATh MO TOMY
ke TIyTH, 9To U Ha bankanax ¢ 2000-x romos.

[Mapamnensro ¢ 2011 . HATO, xak u CILIA
B HAIlMOHAJIILHOM KadecTBE, CBEPHYJIa IIPUCYT-
cTBue B Mpake, mocuntas, 4To peopmMa CEKTO-
pa 6e3onacuoctu nposeneHa [18]. Ilputom, kak
u B bocauu nocne 2004 1., AJbsSHC COXpaHHII
BCTPOEHHBIN KOHTPOJIb HAJl cuTyanueil B pake
4yepe3 CBOM IITAOBI.

Ha done «Apabckoro npoOyskIeHHsD CTpa-
HeI-yuacTHUIEI HATO mox ee srumoii mpoBenu
BOEHHO-BO3IYIIHYIO onepatuio B JIuuu (19 map-
Ta — 31 okTs10ps 2011 1) C 1EIBIO pa3rpomMa CHII
M. Kagnadu u noaepxku ormo3uiiuu. [Ipume-
YaTeJeH COCTaB Jie-Iope KIIOYEBBIX WHHIIMATO-
poB: Benmukobpurtanwus npu . Kamepone u ®pan-
uus npu H. Capkosu [25]. @opmansHO aqMUHKC-
Tpanus b. OGambl uUrpansa BCIOMOTATEIBHYIO
poib (Ha IpaKTHKE — KOOPAMHUPYIOIIYIO), YUTS
ombIT CIIIA 2003 roma. Teneps cuTyamms kKade-
CTBEHHO M3MEHMJIaCh, 4TO MOKa3al mpumep Opan-
uu. ['epmanus omoOpuITa HCIOMB30BaHHE ATUIBI
HATO, 1o Bo3a€EpKanack OT OTHPAaBKU KOHTHUH-
reiTa. B BOCHHOM OTHOIICHUH KaMTaHHs Allb-
stHCa OblJIa yCIenHa KPaTKOBPEMEHHO — B TIJTaHE
obpyireHus Biaactu M. Kannagu.

Ha Taxom ¢done yxe camu CILA B aBryc-
Te 2013 . ”HUIIUKPOBAJIN BOEHHO-TTOUTUYECKU N
Kkpuzuc Bokpyr Cupuu, 6e3 JOJKHBIX JIOKa3a-
TENBCTB OOBUHUB OQUIIHANBHBIN Jlamack B pH-

MeHEeHUH xuMopyxus. Ho 100uThcst KoHCEHCY-
ca cpely «3anaJHbIX JepskaBy» 1o Bompocy Ooe-
BOIi omepalii He ynanoch: B BennkoOpuranuu
MIPOTUB BBICTYIIII MapiaMeHT; [ epManus 3aHd-
J1a YKJIOHYMBYIO TIO3UIIHIO (CX0XKYIO C TUHUEH 110
JIluBun), muire @paHnys 3asBUIa 0 TOTOBHOCTH.
Oxkazanach cBeJileHa K MUHUMYMY BO3MOXHOCTh
ncnonb3oBaTh 3rutly HATO BHe 30HBI OTBET-
CTBEHHOCTH JIJ151 BOGHHO-BO3YIITHON KaMITaHHH.
Kelic BoeHHO-TONUTHYECKOTO KPHU3KCa BOKPYT
Cupuu (2013) yHukasnen B uepezie TAKOBBIX, YTO
OBLTM MHUITMHPOBAHBI «3aMaHBIMH JIEMOKPATH-
stmuy moce 1991 r.: oH cTan nepBBIM, KOTOPHIN
OBLIT MONUTUYECKH YPETYIUPOBaH, a He Mepepoc
B CHJIOBYIO OIepaliuio (kak 370 66110 B 1995, 1999,
2003 u 2011 rr.). [lpuunHa TOMY — HHUIIHATHBA
IIpesunenta P® B.B. IlytnHa no yctpaHeHUIO
HEBOGHHBIM ITyTeM MOBOA AJIs Kpu3uca (yHHU-
TOXKEHUE XUMHUYECKOro opyxkus Biuacreit CAP
01T MEKIYHAPOAHBIM KOHTPOIIEM).

TakTH4yecku Takoe peIIeHHE MO3BOJIUIIO
n30exkaTh Mpu3HaKkoB packona BHyTpu HATO.
CrpaTernyecku mociaencTBUs s AJbsiHCA OKa-
3alIUCh CKOpee OTPUIIATETILHBIMU, 0COOCHHO JIJIs
MEPCIEeKTUB TATbHEHIIICH TII00aTH3aIH €T Jc-
STENbHOCTU. B mocnenyiomniee necsaTuieTue
(2014-2023) «3amagHble TEeMOKpPAaTHH» BHE
30HbI oTBeTcTBeHHOCTH HATO He nHuInnpoBa-
JIX HU OHOTO BOEHHO-TTOJIUTHYECKOTO KpU3Hca
MPOTUB MaJoro WJIH CPEAHEro rocyaapcTna, He
MPOBOIMIN MaclITa0OHBIX CHUIIOBBIX OIEpaIlHid
oJ1 Aru0i AsbsiHca. Byayun O1arom i Mex-
JyHapOJIHOI 0€3011acHOCTH, 3TO MOJOXKECHHUE JIe-
MOHCTPHUPOBAJIO Jie-(haKkTo BOSHUKABIIIHE YCTKHE
npeaensl s JadbHEHIIero pacuupeHus reo-
rpaduu npu npumenenun HATO, crano ornu-
YUTEIbHON 4epTOd mpemvezo smana Npolec-
ca (cepeouna 2010-x e2.).

Bo MHOroM 310 OBLIO 00YCIOBJICHO paciia-
JIOM WHCTUTYTa €JUHOr0 TrocyJapcTBa IMocie
CUJIOBOH orepariuu He Tonbko B HUpake (2003),
Ho u Jluuu (2011): B mocnenHem ciydae, B OT-
nnane ot nepsoro, sruna HATO Obia 3aneii-
CTBOBaHa, a, CJIeJ0BATENbHO, AJIBSHC HEC MOJ-
HYIO OTBETCTBEHHOCTb, XOTS M HE MPU3HABAJ 3TO-
ro. B obenx ctpaHax MOSBUIIMCH B CTAIH YKPETl-
JIATBCS CTPYKTYPBI MEKIYHAPOAHOTO TEPPOPHU3-
Ma, YTO He MOJyYHJIO JOJKHOTO OTIIOpa CO CTO-
ponbl O10ka. B JIuBuu o BooOIIE HE y4acTBO-
BaJl B pelIeHUH NpodiieM 0e30MacHOCTH TOCIe
cBoeii onepanuu 2011 roga. B Upake «Mcnam-
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cKoe rocyaapcTBo Mpaka»** BOSHHKIIO BCKOpeE
nocie crapra muccud HATO mo pedopme cek-
Topa Oe3zomacHocTH (2004-2011), a pe3ko ycu-
Junock nocne ee ceepreiBanus (2011). C2013 .
«Mcmamckoe rocynapctso Mpaka» mnepeumeHo-
Basio ceOs1 B TakoBoe Juis Mpaka u JleBanta
(UTHJT **+%*). 310 mpon3onuio Ha poHe KPYITHBIX
yenexoB UI'MJI 8 Upake u Cupun, npyxecTBeH-
HBIX TPYNIUPOBOK B JInBuM 1 Manu, 4To cTano
MPEACTABIISATH IK3UCTEHIIMOHANBHYIO YTPO3Y IS
EBPOIEHCKUX «3alaJHbIX ITeMOKpaTuiiy. OmHa-
KO JIaKe CTOJIKHYBIIHMCH C TPOOIEMON MaccoBO-
ro HEKOHTPOIUPYEMOTO MPUTOKA OEKEHIEB U
pOCTOM TepakToB, rocynapctBa-uieHsl HATO
B cepenuHe 2010-x IT. He 3a/1eliCTBOBATIN MeXa-
HH3M AnbsiHca HM Ha bimkHem BocToke, HU B
CesepHoii Adpuke.

OTueTIMBOM CTaHOBUJIACH U OTPAaHHYCHHAS
criocobHocTh HATO KOHTPOIMPOBATH CHTYAITHIO
Ha KIIIOYEBOM JJIsl Hee HarpaBlIeHHH — araHc-
koM. Hapammusanue ISAF (2010-2012) e mano
oxuaaeMoro ¢ ¢dexra. OHO ObLIO KECTKO OUep-
YEHO 110 BPEMEHH, HEJIOCTATOYHO YBSI3aHO C pa3-
BUTHEM O0CTaHOBKH; KPUTHYECKOTO OCIIA0ICHUS
onmonentoB HATO (mpexe Bcero, TanrboB) He
MPOU301LIO0. AJBSIHC HE CMOT JOCTUYb TEpero-
Ma B JIeiie CTa0MIIM3aII|H, HO MOTBITANICS CO3/IaTh
a¢dekr storo. K konny 2014 r. u3z Adranucrana
OBLIIO BBIBEACHO OOJIBIINHCTBO BOMCKOBBIX IMOI-
paszeieHuil, Ho COXpaHeHa OCHOBHAsSI YacTh BO-
CHHBIX COBETHHKOB U HHCTPYKTOPOB; pa3Mep Mpu-
CYTCTBHS COKPATHIICA C TIpenenbHbIX 130 ThicS4
1o 13 teicsd BoenHbIx k 2015 . [22], To ecTh
kpatHO. Bmecto ISAF ¢ suBaps 2015 1. Obina
3amymieHa muccus Resolute Support («Pemm-
TenbHas mojepKKa»; RSM) ¢ coxpaHeHHeM 1oj
ynpasienueM Onoka. [lo cpaBuennto ¢ MCCB
KpyT ee 3anad cy3uics: RSM cocpenorouniiach
Ha 00y4YeHHH, KOHCYJIBTUPOBAHUH U OKa3aHUH CO-
nericTBHs apraHCKUM apMuu ¥ nonunuu. HATO
meITajgach MPOAOIDKATh Kypc Ha adraHH3aIiio
YperyJaupoBaHusl B YBA3KE C COXpAaHEHHUEM Ha
MIEPCIEKTUBY CBOEro npucyrcreus. Ha npakru-
Ke cUTyalusi ¢ 6e30MacHOCThIO B AdraHucrane
JerpagupoBaia: Mpexie BCero, MPOUCXOAUIIO
pacnpocTpaHeHue Ha cepepe Adranucrana 6oe-

BukoB UT'WJI (c 2015 1.). ['maBHO# TpynHOCTHIO
ocTaBasioch ycuiienne «TanubaHay.

XPOHOJIOTMYECKH NTapajuIeNbHO HapacTalH
OTMEYEHHBIE TIPEMATCTBUS Ha IMyTH T100a1m3a-
nuu B ucnoib3oBannu HATO u Bo3HMKIIA, CTaB
JTMHAMAYHO pa3BUBAThCS, KOH(ppoHTanus EBpo-
AtnanTrueckoro coobiectsa ¢ P®. Pacrymas
POJIb B €€ «CAEPKUBAHUID BO3JIarajgach Ha AJlb-
sHC [24], o3Hadas ero nepedokycupoBaHuEe Ha
JeSITeIbHOCTh BOBHYTPh 30HBI OTBETCTBEHHOC-
TH. [TonbITKN HAIEMUTHh AJbSTHC (PYHKIUSIMH Ta-
paHTa 6e30MacHOCTH ISl CTPaH MPOUCXOKICHUS
BoopykeHHOro koH(prkTa Ha BCB BeTpeuanuch
c mpenarcTBusiMu yxxe B 2011-2012 rr., 3ameTHo
oryemuBee B 2013 1., To €CcTh 10 Havyana KOHQ-
poHTanuu ¢ Poccueil. Pelienne BBIBECTH OCHOB-
Hble cuiibl [SAF OBLIO B OCHOBE CILNIAHWPOBAHO
eme Ha Jluccabonckom cammurte (2010), a koH-
KpeTu3upoBaHo — Ha Bammurronckom (2012)
[22]. OtHronp He dakrop koH(ppoHTaNHMK ¢ PD
OKasaJ pelaoliee Bo3IeiiCTBIe Ha HEYIauu pe-
ajnu30BaTh cTpareruro Hadana XXI B. 1o Haje-
nennto HATO rino6aibHONH CYyOBEKTHOCTBIO.
KiroueBoe 3HaueHme MMena HECIOCOOHOCTH
AnpsiHCa (TEM «3alagHbIX JEMOKpPATHI» B Iie-
JIOM) IOCTUYb TIEpeNioMa B yPEeTyIMPOBAHUU TEX
BOOPYXCHHBIX KOH(JIMKTOB, Te OJIOK MPOBO3T-
nacuil ce0si OTBETCTBEHHBIM.

IIepexon k «caepxuBanuio» PO oTHIOAb HE
OCTaHOBMJI MOMBITOK AJbSTHCA HAMTH HOBBIE TaK-
TUKH B peai3allliil paccMaTpUBaeMoil cTpaTe-
ruu Ha uemeepmom smane (koney 2010-x 22.).
Ha a¢ranckom Hanpasnennu B 2018 1. mpon3or-
J10 HeOobmoe HapammuBanue RSM (¢ 13 go
16 thICcsu) [23]; B BX cocTaB ObLIM BKIFOUYECHBI
noapaznenenns CCO — (akTUYeCKH IS CHIIO-
BoH momnepxku KaOyma B Ooprbe ¢ «Tanuba-
HoMm» u MecTtHbiM UIT'MUIL. [e-tope muccus
Resolute Support ocTaBanach UCKIIOUUTEIHHO
He00eBOi ¢ (HOKYCOM Ha KOHCYIIETUPOBAHUH H 00Y-
yenuu. Kak u B nepuon ISAF, npu RSM CIIA
napajuielbHO BHOCUIIN BKJaa B muccuio HATO
(camprif kpynHBIH; 8,5 ThICSY BoeHHBIX K 2019 1)
Y ICHCTBOBAJIM B HAITMOHAJILHOM Ka4ecTBe (5,5 ThI-
sS4 coiaT U 0(HIIEPOB) — MMPEXK/IE BCETO, UCTIONb-
3ys CCO Ha 1ore u Bocroke Adranucrana [10,

** «Mcnamckoe rocymapctBo Mpaka» — opraHusaiiys, IpU3HAHHAS TEPPOPUCTHUCCKON U IKCTPEMHUCTCKOM,

3ampelieHa Ha TeppuTtopun Poccuiickoit denepanuu.

**% YI'NJI — opranu3anysi, Ipu3HaHHAas TEPPOPUCTHIECKOI 1 SKCTPEMHCTCKOM, 3ampelieHa Ha Teppuropun Poc-

cuiickoit denepanyn.
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p. 1-3]. UmenHo 3TH Boiicka BO MHOrOM obecrie-
YHBAJIM paMOYHbIE yCIOBUS s RSM.

B utone 2018 1. mocne nepepsiBa (¢ 2011 1)
B Upake Obl1a Bocco3iaHa BOGHHO-TPEHUPOBOY-
Hag muccust HATO [17]. Otor MexaHusm Bo3-
HUK B pe3yabTare mepefaddl B €ro NoAYMHEeHHe
YK€ HaXOAMBIIUXCS 3/1€CH TPYIII UHCTPYKTOPOB
M COBETHHMKOB; OHHM JIeHCTBOBaIHU 31ech ¢ 2014—
2015 rr. B HaUMOHAJILHOM KauecTBE KaK 4acThb
cui II 3anagHOl aHTUTEPPOPUCTUYECKON KOAJIH-
1uu. COOTBETCTBEHHO, JIUIIIb Yepe3 4 rofa mocie
cosznanus (ceHTIOph 2014 1) K ee AeATSILHOCTH
noKTrourIcs AnbstHe. Jliist I koanmuiinu 3ToT cpok
coctapnsin 1,5-2 roga. B Adranucrane HATO
OblI1a BOBJIEUYEHA TOIBKO MOCIIE TOr0, KaK Koalu-
st B 2001-2002 1T. HaHec a CUIbHBIC TOpaXKe-
Hus «Anb-Kauae» u «Tanubany» (To, 4TO 3TH
yAaphl HE IPUBENTH K UX MOTHOMY Pa3rpoMy, a B
MOCIIENYIONIEM TaTHObl BOCCTAHOBHIIN ITOTEHIIH-
a1, crajo scHo nosxke). B Cupun u Hpake, ubu
TeppUuTOpUM npencrasisnu exuHsli TB/I ¢
HI'WJI, ocTaHOBUTH U TeM 00Jiee OTOPOCHTH €ro
B cepenune 2010-x IT. «3amagHble JEMOKPATHID)
He cMoni. Ha TakoM (oHe absHC KaK WHCTH-
TYT MPOIEMOHCTPHPOBAIT ObI OTPaHUUEHHYIO CTIO-
COOHOCTh OOPOTHCS C MEXKIYHAPOIAHBIM TEPPO-
pu3MoM. Bomieuenne Groka MOITIO cTaTh Hpo-
JIOTOM K TIOCTaHOBKE BOITPOCa O MPOBEACHUH 00-
eBOil omepanuu noja Quarom AIbsHCA, TO €CTh
COBEPLIEHHO MHOM MEKIyHAPOJHO-IIPAaBOBOU 3TU-
JIBI ¥ JKECTKOCTBIO 00S13aTENbCTB ISl CTPaH-y4a-
CTHULI, YEM Y «KOaIULMK kenaromux». [Tokaza-
TeneH npuMep OPI': oHa npucoeAMHUIACS K Jesi-
tenbHOCTH Il 3anmagHONl aHTUTEPPOPUCTUUECKOH
KOaJUIMK ¢ 3amo3nanueM (Oomee roma crycrs
co3manus, B iekabpe 2015 r., muirs mocie Tepak-
ToB B Ilapmike), peakTuBHUpoOBasia cT. 42 10rOBO-
pa o EC, a He ananoruunyio ct. 5 BammHrronc-
KOI'O JIOTOBOpa, u3beraiga 00eBbIX POPM HUCIIONb-
30BaHuUs OyHaecBepa [5].

YeMm 00yCIIOBIIEHO M3MEHEHHE MOIX0Ja K
ucnoiasizoBanuio HATO B Hpake nerom
2018 roga? Ha ¢onHe HapacTaBiiero kpusuca B
TPaHCATIAHTUYECKHUX OTHOIICHUSIX, B TOM YHC-
ne ckericuca 45-ro mpesunenta CIIA B oTHo-
IICHUH CaMOT0 AJIBSTHCA, €TI0 EBPOIIECHCKIE CTpa-
HBI-y4aCTHHIIBI CTPEMUIIACH TOAYEPKHYTh TPaK-
THYECKYIO IIEHHOCTh 1 Aeecriocobnocts HATO.
YuuThIBas 0COOCHHOCTH BHEITHEH TTOTUTUKY TIPU
J1. Tpamrie, BEpOSTHOCTb OCTAHOBKH BOIIpOCa
CIIIA o 60eBbIX omeparysax Mo 3rua0H AJbsiH-
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ca B Upake (kak 1 B Apranucrane) Obia 01m3-
Ka K HYINIO, TO €CTh B JIJAHHOM CITydae PHUCK JJIs
MPOSIBIISIBIIAX OCTOPOXKHOCTH TOCYAapCTB OBLI
MuHHMaleH. He MeHee BasKHBI pe3yabTaTHBHBIE
yeunus PO, opurmansaoro Jamacka u UPH no
kputndeckomy ocnadnenuto UM Cupun. 310
BBIHYXKJJAJIO €T0 mepedpachiBaTh CIo/la CHUIIBI U3
Hpaxka. [ToaTomy cMomM 1OCTHYb YyCIIEXa HE
TOJIEKO TIEHIMepra 1 Boiicka odunuaibHoro bar-
Jiazia, HO U MOJIICPKUBABIIHNE UX «3aMaJIHbIC Je-
MOKpaTuu». Tak, ObUI 3aBEpIICH JTUTENbHBIH
mrypMm Mocyna (mapt 2016 r. — urons 2017 1).
[Nopkouenne ANbsiHCA B @aHTUTEPPOPUCTHYEC-
Kyl 00pp0y CTaHOBHIJIOCH BO3MOXKHBIM; JKela-
TENBHBIM 3TO SIBJISUIOCH TAKIKE JJISI «CIIEPIKHBA-
Hus» PO u MPU na bamxuem Bocroke. Onu
CTaM KIIOYEBBIMHU rapaHTaMu 0e30MacHOCTH
st CUpHH; B TaKOW CUTYyalluu «3allajHble Jie-
MOKpaTHH» BITATHCh COXPAHHUTH 38 cOOOH aHa-
JIOrn4uHyo ponb B Mpake. JlaHHON j0ruKe OTBE-
4aJio pelieHre 00beMHUTh 1o arugoii HATO
HaI[MOHAJIBHBIE MUCCUHU 10 pedopme cekTopa
0e30TIacCHOCTH.

Ota Mepa JIOTONHIA Hapal[uBaHUE YCH-
nuit RSM B Adranucrane. [apaniensHo mpomon-
KW (QyHKIIMOHMPOBATh BOWCKOBBIE MHCCHH
HATO: nazeMHas 1mo mojep>xaHuio mopsaKa B
KocoBo (KFOR) m Mopckas IO MOHHUTOPHUHTY
CUTYaIINH B CPEAM3EMHOMOPCKOM aKBaTopuH (Sea
Guardian, xotopas ¢ 2016 . cmeHuna Active
Endeavour) [21]. YBenuuennsiii B 2018 r. Ha-
00p TPyNIHUPOBOK BHE 30HBI OTBETCTBEHHOCTH
HATO npencrapnsin HOBYIO MONBITKY HAJCTUTh
AnbsHC TII00aTBHON CYOBEKTHOCTBIO B ypery-
npoBaHuK KoH(QUIMKTOB. B Mpake n Adranucra-
HE, TO €CTh B 000MX reorpaduuecku Hanbosee
yAaJeHHBIX MHCCHUSIX, P€db IIIa MOYTH UCKITIO-
YHUTENBHO O 33/1a4aX 00y4aTh U KOHCYJIBTHPOBATH,
HO yX€ OTHIOJIb HE MIPOBOIUTH JEATENLHOCTD 110
noanepxkanuto mopsaka. CooTBeTCTBEHHO, OBLITH
3aJIeiiCTBOBaHBI JIUIIb TPYIITHI HHCTPYKTOPOB, CO-
BETHHUKOB, a HE BOMCKOBBIC YacTu. MI3MeHEeHUE
(hopM BIIMSIIO Ha COKpAICHHE MaciTabOB HC-
nonb3oBaHus ciil HATO BHE 30HBI OTBETCTBEH-
HOCTH (HECKOJIBKO THICSY BOCHHBIX, a HE JIECAT-
KM ThICAY, Kak B ciaydae ISAF). Muccun KFOR
(c cepenunubt 2000-X IT. pe3K0 YMEHBIIEHHAs YHC-
JieHHO) U Sea Guardian ObUTM BOMCKOBBIMHU, HO
HeOonpmuMu [21]. Takoe u3MeHeHHE BKyIE C
COXpaHEHHEM JaJIeKOH OT YCIIOKOCHHSI CHTYaIHH
B Mpake u Adranucrane [14; 17] cumBonuzupo-
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BaJIO HE TOBBIIIEHHE P PEKTUBHOCTH (KaK Ha 3TO
paccuntsiBaniu B HATO), HO, HanpoTHB, Aerpa-
JAIHI0 CHCTEMBI TIPUCYTCTBHS.

B ocHoBe ona pasBammiacek B 2021 . u3-3a
petrennit CLIA o Adranucrany. Eciom B 2017—
2018 rr. agvununctparust . Tpamma caurana me-
niecooOpa3HbIM HapacTtuTh ycunus [10; 23], To B
2019 r. cTana CKIOHATHCS K «CIENKe» ¢ Tannba-
MH, BHJISI OECIIEPCIIEKTHBHOCTD IOIBITOK X Pa3-
rpomMuTthb. 29 deppains 2020 . 6bUIO0 BEIpAOOTAHO
cornatenve Mexxay CIIA u «Tamibarnom», BKITIO-
YaBIllee TI0JIOKEHHE O BBIBOJIE BOMCK MEPBBIX U3
Adranucrana. ITo Ha PAKTHKE JIENaI0 Hen30eK-
HBIM U CBEpTHIBaHHE MUccHU AnbsaHca. Cornarie-
Hue (2020) ciemyer mpu3HaTh KIFOYEBBIM IS OT-
Ka3za or nonbITok Haaenutb HATO miobanbHOM
cyobekTHocThIO TIo crpareruu 2000-2010-x ro-
JI0B. Psij Bemymux €BpoNericKuX rocygapcTB —
wienoB HATO (I'epmanus, otyactu Mtanus u
BenukoOpuTaHusi) TPOTUBUIICA «CHEIKE» OT
29 despans 2020 roma. Hagexapl Ha ee CpbIB
0COOEHHO BO3POCIH T0CIIEe CMEHBI aJIMUHKCTpA-
nuu B CIIIA. Ognraxko, B3SB may3y JUIsl OCMBICTIE-
HUs cutyauud, benbiit ntom npu [Ix. balineHe B
anperne 2021 r. pemu UMIIEMEHTUPOBATH COTJIA-
menwne ¢ «Tanmubanom». K 4 uronst 2021 . mocne-
JIoBajia PKCTpeHHAas 3Bakyarust RSM, 9to compo-
BOXK/IANIOCH CTPEMHUTENBHBIM Pa3BaIIOM apMHU U
MOMUIMHA OPUEHTHPOBAHHOTO Ha 3arna pyKoBOI-
crBa B KaOyne. «TanmubaH» CTpeMHUTEIBHO B3SUT
BJIACTh, 3axBaTUB Maccy BuBT mpousBoxacrsa
CTpaH-y4acTHHII OJIOKa. JTO CTANO0 CHMBOJIOM
oopymenus nosuiuii HATO B Adranucrane u B
TEJTOM YCHJTHH TI0 TIIO0ATN3AIINH €€ AeITENEHOCTH
2000-2010-x romos.

Hoean cmpamezusn (c cepeounvt 2020-x 2z.).
TI'nobanvnoe npucymemeue HATO 6 xonmex-
cHe «COepIcUBanuny Kpy2a ONNOHEHMOG U3
yucna zocyoapcme ne-3anada. HATO ¢oky-
CHpOBAIACh Ha HCIIOJb30BAaHUH CBOETO ITOTEHITH-
ana MO0 B Tpenenax 30HbI OTBETCTBEHHOCTH,
0COOCHHO B MEPEOBON YaCTH (B MPOILIYIO «XO-
JIOZIHYIO BOMHY»), IN0O B OTIAJIEHHUH OT Hee (0co-
6erno B 2000-¢ — nayane 2010-e rr.). B cepenu-
He 2010-x — camom Havase 2020-x IT. AJBSHC T0-
MBITAJICS AKTHBHO JICHCTBOBATH HA 00OMX OrPOM-
HbIX HanpaeneHusx. Onaako HATO nmocturana ne-
yAada; BaXXHOM ee MPUYMHOW BHYTpHU AJbSHCA
ObLIa pacIeHeHa OrpaHUYeHHOCTh CHJI B €r0 pac-
MOPSOKEHUH. DTa TPYAHOCTH IIPEO0IeBaNach
MpEeXJe BCEro MOCPENCTBOM Iepexonia K HOBOH

monenu et HATO [9; 19]. OnHoBpeMeHHO Tpea-
0JIarajaoch 00ECICUMTh HAMHOI'O OOJIBIIYIO B3a-
HUMOCBSI3b CTPATErMUECKON aKTUBHOCTH BHYTPH U
B OTJAJICHUM OT 30HBI OTBETCTBEHHOCTH OJIOKA.

Ha cammute Anbsuca (2021) nexmapupo-
BaJIOCh PacUIMpPEHNE KOMIIETeHIINH Ha HOBBIE /IJISI
Hero c(epbl: 5KOHOMHYECKYIO, JHEPTETHYECKYIO,
9KOJIOTUYECKYIO, BOIMPOCHI T'€HJIEPHON IOBECT-
ku [2]. Peup ge-rope muta 0 4aCTUYHON «3IKOHO-
Mu3zaiu» nosectku s HATO, uto me-dakrto
CBUETEECTBOBAJIO O «ITOJIUTU3ALIUNY» MUPOBBIX
TOPTOBO-X03HCTBEHHBIX MPOLIECCOB B KOHTEKCTE
BOBJICUCHHS B HUX paHee a0COIMFOTHO HEMPOpHIIb-
HOTO Urpoka — AnbsHca. OJIHOBPEMEHHO ObLI
BIIEPBBIC 0003Ha4YEH BbI30B cO cTopoHsl KHP [5,
c. 128]. Tem cambIM ObLI IpoYEpUCH OVOVUyULl
6eKmop 0151 HOBOU cmpame2uy 1O TI00an3a-
IIUU JIeITENbHOCTH AJlbsiHCa reorpaduyecky — B
KOHTEKCTE «CAEP>KUBAHUS» IIMPOKOT0 KpyTa OIl-
TIOHEHTOB BHE-3amnaja. ITo MPOU30IILII0 UMEHHO
TOT/Ia, KOT/Ia IIpOILIas CTpaTerus Ha poHe yTpa-
ThI TO3UIMH B Adranucrane oopymmmiacs. Co-
OTBETCTBEHHO, 3JIUTHI «3aIIaJHbIX JEMOKPATHID)
ocyuiecTBisin pedpeHauar umumxka HATO:
BMECTO TapaHTa 0e30MacHOCTH Ui CTpaH IMpo-
HCXOXKICHUS BOOPYKEHHOT'O KOHPIIMKTa AJIBSHC
MO3HIIMOHUPOBAIICS KaK aKTOP, CIOCOOHBIH Tpo-
THBOJICHICTBOBATh «yrpo3am» OT Hauboiee ak-
TUBHBIX JepkaB He-3amazga [16, p. 3—5]. Crir-
paB KIIOYEBYIO POJIb B CBEPTHIBAHUH IPHUCYT-
crBus B Adranucrane, aqMuaucTparus Jx. baii-
JieHa cTasia moOy>KAaTh eBPONEHCKUX ITAPTHEPOB
WCKaTh MyTH KOMIIEHCHPOBATh YTpadeHHOE dYe-
pe3 BOBJICUCHUE B KOH(PPOHTAIMU HE TOIHKO B
EBpomne, Ho Ha [lanbHem u biauxHem Bocrtoke.
Ha Bamunrronckom cammute (9-11 wurons
2024 1.) OBUT pacHIUpeH CIUCOK OOBEKTOB IS
«CAEP’KUBAHU TOCPEACTBOM BKIIIOUEHHS B HETO
psana npyxectBenubix PO, KHP u MPU rocy-
napctB, a umenHo: bermapycu, KH/IP, To ects nn-
(hopMaIIMOHHO 000CHOBAHO IT00AIBHOE 10 0XBa-
Ty ucnonb3oBanre HATO.

K wuronto 2021 1. mponwio 7 Jer co crapra
KoH(ppoHTarmu ¢ PO, To ecTh CpoK, paBHEII Tpe-
TH BpeMEHHU OIHOTro TokojeHust (20 yet). 3a 3to
BpeMs >1uThl rocyaapcr-wieHoB HATO mpose-
T OOINBIIYI0 paboTy N0 YOSKICHHUIO CBOMX 00-
IeCTB (ayIUTOpUH) B TOM, YTO HEKasl «POCCHIic-
Kasi yrpo3a» TpeOyeT OObIIoro HarpsHKEHHS CHIT
Ju1s mpotuBojeicTBus. Jlemonusupys Poccuto,
0CO0EHHO TocIie Havasa ee BeiHyxeHHol CBO,
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«3anagHble JEMOKPATHI MBITAIHCh 0003HAYUTh
«TOKCUYHBIMY JTFO00€ MTPOJBUHYTOE COTPYIHUYC-
cTBO ¢ P® B cepe Oe3omacHoCTH U OOOPOHBI,
Yyepe3 3TO MOpHIlas pa3BUBAIOIINE €r0 rocyaap-
ctBa, B ToM uncie P u KHP. OnnoBpemeHHO
OHH HavaJIy IPU3HABATHCS HCTOUHUKAMH yIpo3 U
camMu 1o cebe. DTO JAByCOCTaBHOE OOBSICHECHUE
HEOOXOIMMOCTH UX «CIACPKUBAHUS» B OTHLTU(O-
BaHHOM BHJI¢ ObUIO MpPEACTaBICHO Ha Bamunr-
ToHCKOM cammute (2024) [28]. Ha Tor MOoMeHT
niponwio yxxe 10 et (mooBHuHa pacyeTHOro MOKo-
nieHusi) ¢ Havyaa koHppoHTanwy ¢ PO u 3 roga ¢
yTpaThl O3ULIKMH B AQraHucTaHe — CPOK, MHHH-
MaJIbHO TPeOyeMbIi, YTOOBI TONBITATHCS MIPEaTh
3a0BEHUIO ATy HEylady KaKk OCEBOU AJIEMEHT MPo-
IO CTPATEruH 1o r100aTN3aIiy ACSITETbHOCTH
HATO. IIputom Bce erie ocTaBaBIIMecs OT Hee
(hOopMBI TIPUCYTCTBHSI BHE 30HBI OTBETCTBEHHOC-
tn 65oka (B Kocoro, Cpeauzemuom mope, Hpa-
Ke) ObLTH HE TIPOCTO COXPaHEHbI, HO CTalll opra-
HUYHO MHTETPHUPOBATLCS B HOBYIO cucTeMy [28].
Ee ocHOBY cocTaBmsoT He y)Ke MMEBIIHMECs, HO
CO3/ITaBaeMbI€ dJIEMEHTHl — HampuMep, MOJINUTH-
YecKHe MPEeICTaBUTENbCTBA OJIOKA CTpaTeruyiec-
koro 3HaueHus. K cepegune 2020-x rT. Bce 3TH
KOMITOHEHTBI JIOTHYHO TPYIIITHPOBAIIKCE 110 CIIEAY-
FOIMM HaIPABJICHHUSIM.

B Espone socmounee 30mub1 omeemcmeen-
Hocmu 610Ka — TIPEXKJE BCEro, B 3alagHOW U
FOXKHOW YacTSAX MOCTCOBETCKOTO MPOCTPAHCTBA.
[Toct cnenmpencrasutens HATO mo Ykpaune
coderaics ¢ co3laHueM (oHAa JIs OKa3aHUS
el BOGHHOI IIOMOIIH, ITOAKIIOUeHHEM AJbsSHCa
K KoopauHaiuu nocraBok BuBT u monroroBku
kagpoB s BCY [28]. Tem caMbIM IporCXOnu-
710 pe3ko pacmupenne BorieueHHoctn HATO B
OKa3zaHHe MOICPKKH YKpauHe. JlaHHast TeHIeH-
LKA KpallHe OMacHa, UMes CIEAYIOIINM BEepOsIT-
HBIM 3TalloM BBOJ] BOMCK 1mox (pyiarom AJibsiHCa
Ha TEPPUTOPHUIO ATOI CTpPaHBI MOCTCOBETCKOTO
MPOCTPAHCTBA, YTO MPHUBEAET K CKAYKOOOPa3HOH
3cKajalyuy HanpsyKeHHOCTU ¢ PD.

Bocnpunumast HATO kak «TsixenoBecy, ee
rocyJlapcTBa-wIEHbl CUUTAIU 10 BammHrToHC-
koro cammuta (2024) upe3mMepHO MPOBOKAITNOH-
HbIM aKTMBHOE€ MOAKIIFOYCHHE 3TUIbI AJbSHCA
JUTSI BOGHHOM moiep>kku Biacteit B Kuese. Jlis
€e OpTraHn3alu1 UCTIONB30BAIMCh KOATHIIMH JKe-
Jaromux». ITo popmar «Paminraia» s Koop-
JUHAIIMU TIOCTABOK B LIEJIOM C CO3/IaHHEM KOHK-
PETHOM K€ KOAJUIMHM MO KOHKPETHBIM BHIAM

Toxensix BuBT; ains o0ydenus kaapos BCY —
muccuu Interflex noa pykoBoacTBoM Benuko0-
putanuu u EUMAM Ukraine EC [15, p. 8, 34—
35]. Ho nanudecTBOBaJIa JIOTMKa MOCTYHATENb-
HOTO pa3BUTHS KOH(PPOHTAINH — TOCTOSTHHBIN POCT
ynapHou momu nocrasisiembix BuBT. OngHo u3
nposiBieHuit — nearenbHocTs HATO Ha Tex Tpe-
Kax, KOTOpbIe paHee, BCIEICTBUE CBOEH MPOBO-
KallMOHHOCTH, CYUTAIIUCH YIETIOM JIUIIb IS «KO-
amuui xxenaronmx» u EC.

CeBepoaT/IaHTHYECKUH aJIbSHC Ha IMOCTCO-
BETCKOM MPOCTPAHCTBE CTPEMHUTCS HE TOIBKO K
yIITyOJICHUIO CBOMX MO3UIHI (Ha YKpanHe), HO 1
pacmupenuto. Peub mper o6 obecrieueHNH 3a-
BszanHocTH Ha HATO He Tonpko Monnasuu (1e-
Iope MMeeT HeUTpanbHBIM cTatyc) u [py3un
(CTIO’)KHOCTBIO cTaja HETOTOBHOCTH MPAaBUTENb-
crBa M. Kobaxui3e MoqHOIIEHHO y4acTBOBATh B
koH(poHTanuu ¢ PD), Ho 1 ApMeHHH — Tocynap-
ctBa-wieHa O/IKb. Iloka3arenbHbl IeperoBOpbI
19 maprta 2024 r. reHEepaIBLHOTO CEKpeTaps
HATO u npembep-munuctpa H. [lammnsna.

Ha Bbnusxcrnem Bocmoke B NONOJIHEHUE K
mrabam HATO B Hpake yupexpanuch mpeu-
craButenbcTBa Anbsanca B Mopnanuu u Kyseit-
1e [28]. TeppuTopuu 3TUX CTpaH aKTUBHO UCTIONb-
30BJIMCH T pa3MerieHust BoeHHbIX cuil CIIIA,
JPYTUX «3alaJHbIX 1eMokpaTuii». CozmaBaeMoe
MPUCYTCTBHE BO MHOTOM OyJeT HalleJIeHO Ha
«caepxuBaHue» MpaHa U IpyKeCTBEHHBIX eMy
cun — B Cupun, Jlusane, Memene. B despaie
2024 r. s mporuBoaeiicTBus xycutam B Kpac-
HOM MOpE€ B JIOIIOJTHEHUE K cuiiaM BenvkoOpura-
Huu ¥ CIIA Obla pa3BepHyTa BOGHHO-MOpPCKas
MHUCCHSI UX E€BPONEHCKNX KOHTHHEHTAJIbHBIX
naptHepoB Aspides nion ¢pnarom EC, HO oTHIONB
He HATO. He uckmroueHo, 9To B JAaHHOM CITy-
Yyae pedb IUIa O peaju3aliyd B OCHOBE TOM e
CXEMBI, YTO MMeJla MECTO C MOATOTOBKOM Kaj-
poB BCYVY: cHauana s BecbMa MPOBOKAI[MOH-
HOU JIeATeIbHOCTH HCIONB30BaH (opMar «koa-
JIUIU Y JKENAoIuX» (C BELyIe posbo Y aHTIIO-
cakcoHckux aepxkaB) u EC, a 3aTem, mo mepe
pa3BUTHA KOH(QPOHTAIUH, yKE IMOIKIIOUACTCS
HATO kak «TspKenoBecy.

B nexnapamuu BammHrronckoro caMmmura
(2024) B nmpuHIHIIE HE OBLT YIOMSHYT ITaJIeCTH-
HO-M3PanIbCKUN KOH(IIMKT, HECMOTPS Ha MacCIII-
Tab W OCTPOTY IJIsl MEXKIYHApOAHOH Oe3zomac-
HOCTH €r0 «pa3MOpPO3KH», 0COOEHHO HA3EMHOM
orneparuu LJAXAJI B cekrope ['a3a. Tem cambim
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ANBSHC KaK HHCTUTYT AMCTAHIIUPOBAJICS OT Hee
(mputoM B HanmoHanbHOM KauecTtBe CUIA u
JIpyTHe CTPaHbI-y4acCTHHUIbI OKa3bIBaiu Temnb-
ABUBY pa3HOIJIAHOBYIO MOIJIEPHKKY), CTPEMSCh
co3/1aTh CBOH OnarokenateibHbIH 00pa3 ais
Apabckoro Bocrtoka.

[Inanbp! MO pacHIMPEeHHI0 MPUCYTCTBHS Ha
bixaeM BocToke SBISUTMCE YaCThEO TAKOBBIX 110
oTHOMmEHMO K [obansHoMy FOry B memom: ObLt
yupexaeH (2024) mocT cnennpencTraBUTeNs
HATO no B3aumoneiicTBuio ¢ mociuenaum [28].
Ho nokazarensHo, uTo B fekiapanyy BammarTon-
CKOT'O CAMMHTA He ObLIa B IPUHITUIIE YIIOMSHYTA
Adpuxka [28]. OcHOBHasI IPHYKHA ITOTO OTHIONH
He B orcyTcTBuM nHTepeca HATO K 3ToMy KOH-
THHEHTY B COBPEMEHHBIX peausiX (yIUThIBas BHH-
Manwue k [mobansromy Ory B 11e10M, MECCHH B
Cpenuzemuom mope) [28]. Baxnee coxpaneHnue
B AdpHKe maMsaTH 0 pa3pyHIMTENbHOM 110 TTOCIE-
CTBHUSM BOEHHO-BO3mylTHON omeparun HATO B
Jlueuum (2011) B yBs3KE € TeM, YTO Jie-PaKTo ype-
TYIUpOBaHNE 3/1eCh He 3aBepIieHo. Ponb B Heymo-
muHaHuu Adpuku Ha cammute HATO (2024)
CBITpaJI ¥ YXOZ TPYIIIBI CTPaH-y4acTHHUI] BO IIaBe
¢ ®pannueit u OPI" u3 Manu, conpenenbHbix byp-
kuHa-®Paco n Hurepa B 2021-2023 romax.

Ha /lanbnem Bocmoxe (TO4uHEE, B TEPMH-
Honmorumn AnbsiHCa B Mnoo-Tuxookearckom pe-
euone, U'TP) nexmapupoBaiuch 3a1a41 BOBIICYb
HATO B «cnepxuBanne» KHP u yriyonenue
coTpynHuuectBa ¢ ABcrpanueit, HoBoit 3enman-
nueit, FOxnoi Kopeeti u Simorneit. OmHaxo 371ech
TUTaHBI OBUTH OYepUYCHBI HE CTONh YETKO.

Ha kakyto ctpyktypy u3 co3nanHbix B UTP
moryT omupatbest CILIA mpu BoBieuennn HATO
B koH(ppoHTanuio Ha [aneHem Bocroke? Ensa
qu 3to Oyner QUAD, yuutsiBas Hanuuue WH-
JIUM KaK CTpaHbl-y4acTHULIBL. Ha nepBblIii B3I,
HauOoIee BO3MOXKHBIM ITpejcTaBisiercs GopmaT
AUKUS, MeHee BEpOATHO — TPEYTOIBHUK
HOxnas Kopes — CILIA — Snonus (tem Goiee
YTO B MIEPBYIO OYEpeNlb OH HAIleJIeH Ha «CAEPKU-
Banue» KH/IP). Omnako AUKUS — crpykrypa
C y4acTHeM HCKIIIOUUTENIbHO aHIJI0-CaKCOHCKUX
Jiep>KaB, €/1Ba JIM MOJKHO OXHAATh PaCIINpEHH
cocrana [1]. BoamoxHO, 3Ta poib Oyner oTBe-
neHa Qopmary Partners in the Blue Pacific
(PBP, «I1apraepsl B [omybom Tuxom okeaney).
On 0b11 co3nan 24 uions 2022 r., OyKBaJbHO Ha-
kanyHe Manpunckoro cammuta HATO, Ha Ko-
TOPOM OJIOK PEIICHO ObLIO HAACTUTh OIPOMHOM

BOEHHOM MOIIIBIO, a OHOW U3 3a]71a4 CTAJIO «ClIep-
xuBanue» KHP. PBP yupenuin 4eTsipe aHTJIo-
cakcoHcKue cTpaHbl (ABcTpanust, BenukoopuTa-
uust, HoBast 3emanmust, CIHA) u Anonwus, npu-
TOM CTPYKTypa ObliIa OTKPBITA JUIS PACIIPEHUN:
yke Kk 2024 1. cTpaHaMU-y4yaCTHULIAMH CTaJli
Kanana, PK u ©PI" [3]. lo6aBnenue bepnuna
03HAYaJI0 HavaJo MOIKIIOYEHHS! €BPOMEHCKUX
KOHTHHEHTAJIbHBIX CTpaH. PyHKIIMOHAIbHO PBP
JIOJDKEH OBLI MPEKIEC BCEro o0ecreurBaTh Mpo-
[BETaHHE W 0E30IMaCHOCTh OCTPOBOB Ha THXoM
okeaHe [3]. Ho 3To OTHIOAb HE MPEMSATCTBYET
npespamennto PBP B xoutpareata HATO B
WTP: B KoMIIeTeHIIHIO 0JI0Ka BOITPOCHI SKOJIOTHH
Bxonuiu ¢ 2021 roga. [Iputom nepBoHavatbHOE
oOpallleHre UMEHHO K HUM MOTJIO CHU3HTh
xecTtkocTh peakiuu KHP nHa ctapt mcmonb3o-
Banusst HATO na Tuxom okeaHe; KpoMe TOTO,
OJI0K TIOITy4Yas BO3MOXHOCTh 0003Ha4aTh BITUS-
HUE Ha OOMPHBIX pocTopax. Bee aTu momoxe-
HUS yIOOHBI, YTOOBI YOSIUTH OTACAIOIINECs Pe3-
koro cnianga nguanora ¢ KHP eBpometickue cTpa-
HBI-yYaCTHUIIBI TIOJIEPKATh ITOT BEKTOP I7100a-
JU3aIUH eI TeNFHOCTH OJIOKA.

Pe3yabrarsl. Co3ganue u COBEPIIEHCTBO-
BaHue cucteMbl npucyrctBus HATO BHe, oco-
OCHHO BIIaJIM, OT 30HBI OTBETCTBEHHOCTH €€ I'0-
cymapcTBa-wieHbl ¢ 1990-x IT. HEU3MEHHO CUHU-
TaJgu BaXXHBIM MHAWKATOPOM 3alaJHOIEHTPHY-
Hoctu muponopsaka. Ha bankanax B 1990-e rr.,
a 3ateM B 2000-2010-e rr. Ha Cpeguem u bimxk-
Hem Bocroke, B CeBeproii Appuke HATO mibI-
Tajach 00ECTICUYUTh MPUCYTCTBUE TPEXKIE BCE-
ro B cyObeKkTax, reorpa)uyeckd 3aHUMAaBIIHX
LEHTPAJIHHOE MECTO B KaXI0H U3 pETHOHAIBHBIX
noacucteM (bochus u KocoBo; Adranucran;
Wpax; JIusust). OT IByXKOMIIOHEHTHOM CXEMEI 10
WCIIONIF30BAHUIO ITOTEHIIMANA (CHUIIOBAS OIlEparys,
a 3aTeM yxe HeboeBas JeATEIBLHOCTh) B cepe-
nuHe — Bropoit nonosune 1990-x rr. HATO kax
MHCTUTYT ¢ Hadasa XXI B. nepenuia K OqHOKOM-
noHeHTHOU. KiTtoueBoi Bexoi cTax KpU3HC C UC-
MOJIb30BaHEM MexaHu3Ma AJbsHca I BTOp-
xenust B Upak (2003). IIputom enuHCTBEeHHAS
OCTaBIIASICA COCTABIAIONIAS MOTJIa OBITH Kak
HeboeBoii (B Adranucrane u Hpake), Tak u cu-
noBo# (B JluBum 2011 1.); mocnenusis nepecrana
BPEMEHHO HaXOJUTh IPUMEHEHHE ITOCIIe BOGHHO-
MIONMTUTHYECKOTO Kpr3uca Bokpyr Cupuu (2013).
C cepemunnl 2010-x rr. Ha BCB HATO nombiTa-
JIaCh COCPEIOTOYUTHCS HA UCTIONB30BAaHUH TPYIITT
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HMHCTPYKTOPOB U COBETHUKOB, MUHUMU3UPYS 10
TOrO MacmTabHoe B AdraHucTaHe MpUMEHEHHE
BOMCKOBBIX enuHull. Hu Ha ogHOM M3 Hampasiie-
HUii moBbITIIeHHOM akTBHOCTH HATO He cMoryia
YBEPEHHO YTBEPAUTHCSA B IOJIOKCHUU rapaHTa
0€30MaCHOCTH JIJISl CTPAHbI IPOMCXOXKICHHUS KOH-
¢nuKTa, 00ECIICUUTh e¢ MePEXo] K MUPHOH cTa-
JIMH: 3TOTO JIMOO HE MPOMCXOIUIIO, JINOO OCyIIe-
CTBIISUIOCH 0e3 AJbsHCA.

B tecHelinen yBs3Ke cO «CAEpKUBAHUEM

CBOE pacHopsi’KeHHe OIPOMHYIO BOEHHYIO MOIIIb,
HATO B HOBOM KadecTBe CTajia HapalluBaTh
MO3UIIMK Ha TIOCTCOBETCKOM IMPOCTPAHCTBE U
bawxnaem BocToke, roToBUTE 3TO Ha JlanpHeM
Boctoke. DTOT moaxo B I€NOM OTBEYAaeT WH-
TepecaM HOBOM agMuHucTpanuu /1. Tpamna, ko-
TOpas CTPEMHUTCS PallOHATH3UPOBATH HCIIONb-
30BaHue pecypcoB camux CIIIA, Bo3naras pac-
TYIYIO HAarpy3Ky B MPOTUBOACHCTBIY ONIOHEH-
TaM Ha TTapTHEPOB.

P® nng HATO BHe 30HBI OTBETCTBEHHOCTH
ObuTa BeIpaboTaHa HOBas crparerus (k 2025 ).
Ona mpenmnonaraia IMOCTAaHOBKY Tepen AJIbsH-
coM eme 0ojiee OTBETCTBEHHBIX, YEM paHeEe,
eNei, MPUTOM HaMHOTO 0oJiee COOTBETCTBYIO-
IMX IPUpOJE O0Ka — Y4aCTHIO B CHCTEME KOH-
¢dpoHTanuii c onnoHentamu 3anana. [Tomyvas B

ITPUMEYAHUE

' B crarbe moz 30H0i orBerctBeHHoCTH HATO
TIOHUMAETCSI COBOKYITHOCTh TEPPUTOPUIN U TEPPUTO-
pHUaIBHBIX BOJ €€ TOCYIapCTB-UJICHOB.
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AnHoTanus. Bgedenue. C MOMEHTa CO3IaHUS MUPOTBOpUEcKuX Muccuii Opranm3armm O0bequHeHHbIX Ha-
i B 1948 . Coenmnennsie LTaTsl npuHUMaNIN y9acTHE TIOCPEICTBOM 3HAYUTENIBHBIX (DMHAHCOBBIX B3HOCOB U
MaTepHATbHO-TEXHUYECKON MOAJIEPXKKH. DTa TPAEKTOPHS 3aBUCHMOCTH TaKke COpMHUpOBaIa MacuITad, crpare-
THIO ¥ L€ MUPOTBOPYECTBA, OTpakasi MOJUTHIECKYIO YBEPTIOPY T€ONOIUTHIECKUX HHTepecoB CoeqMHEHHbIX
TaroB. Memoow: u mamepuansi. Ha OCHOBE KOHTEKCTYaJIbHOTO aHan3a « CTpaTerny HalMOHAIBHOM Oe30MmacHo-
ctu CIIA», nasix qokymenTtos CIIA mo BompocaM MHPOTBOpYECTBA, a TAK)KE HAYYHOH JINTEPaTyphI 110 TEME B
JTAaHHOM CcTaThe paccMaTpUBaeTCst MeHstontascs no3unust CoearneHHbIX 11ITaToB B OTHOIMIEHNH MUPOTBOPYECKUX
muccuit OOH na npumMepe MupoTBopueckux onepauuii B Adpuke. Anamus. B Hacrosimee Bpems: CoeinHEHHBIE
[rars! He paccmartpuBatoT MuporBopaecTBo OOH kak mpocTpaHCTBO [UIs coTpyIHMYecTBa. boree Toro, onm paccmar-
PHBAIOT CBOE Y4aCTHE KaK CTPATETMIECKUN MAaHEBD B 30HaX KOH(IMKTA LI 0OecredeHns! COOCTBEHHBIX HHTEPECOB.
Peszynomamut. Takoe clustHue MUPOTBOPYECKUX MUCCHH C TIOBECTKOM JTHSI pETHOHAIBHON O€3011aCHOCTH, BHI3BAHHOE
BiusiHieM CLIA, MoXeT npeBpaTuTh UX B THOPHIHBIE MUCCHHU, KOTOPBIE COYETAIOT MUPOTBOPYECTBO ¢ OOpHOOH ¢
TEPPOPU3MOM I YCHIIASMHE 110 CTaOMIIM3AIINY B TaHHOM PETHOHE. Bxiad asmopos. J1.b. Ilymkuna onpenenmna
WCCIIE/IOBATENBCKYIO HAIPABIEHHOCTh CTAaThH, PACCMOTpPENa HAYJHYIO JIUTEPATypy MO MOJIUTHUKE aJAMUHUCTPALHN
CIIA B otHOomennn OOH, ornpenieniina OCHOBHBIE HAaIIpaBIICHHS UCCIEN0BaHMs, paccMoTpena Matepransl OOH, cae-
nasa BeIBOZBL. X. CHHIX mpoaHamm3upoBan opunraitbHbie fokymeHTs! CILIA, caenal BBIBOIBL.

Karouessble ciioa: Coenunennsie lltatsr Ameprku, muccnn OOH no monepxanuio Mupa, MUPOTBOpUEC-
kue onepaunu OOH B Adpuke, rnOpHIHbIE MECCHH, T€OTIONIUTHKA.

Hutuposanue. [Tymkuna /. b., Cunrx X. [Tonaepxanne Mupa Kak mpoeKiys cuisl: reononutrka CILIA B
Adpuke u Tpanchopmarmsa muporsopueckux muccuiit OOH B XXI Beke // Bectnuk Bonrorpackoro rocynapcreH-
Horo yauBepcurera. Cepus 4, Vcropus. Pernonosenenne. Mexaynaponasie oraomeHus. — 2026. — T. 31, Ne 2. —

C. 20-29. — (Ha anru. s13.). — DOL: https:/doi.org/10.15688/jvolsu4.2026.2.2

Introduction. The African continent is
considered by many researchers to be one of the
most conflict-affected regions in the contemporary
international system. With prolonged military
presence, multilateral cooperation, and extensive
peace support operations, Africa’s transition from
post-independence statehood to broader
developmental consolidation has faced persistent
structural obstacles, including weak state capacity,
recurring intrastate conflicts, and governance
challenges [26]. These challenges increasingly
appear within the security framing of the United
Nations peacekeeping objectives, particularly
where mission mandates intersect with geopolitical
competition involving major powers [ 18]. While UN
peacekeeping was not designed to wield force,
under Chapter VII of the United Nations
Charter [8], the United Nations Security Council
(UNSC) has the mandate to take collective action
during conflict through active measures aimed at
prevention, peace enforcement, and peacebuilding.
To execute the task, the peacekeeping missions
were seen as an alternative to direct military
intervention, promoting a more diplomatic, more
operationalized, and less militarized resolution to
address the conflict [27].

Since its inception, the United Nations
peacekeeping missions have been under scrutiny
concerning the organization’s effectiveness in
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establishing peace, as early as the mediation
missions of the UN Truce Supervision
Organization [35] in 1948 to observe the peace
process between the State of Palestine and Israel
and the UN Military Observer Group in India and
Pakistan (UNMOGIP) in 1949 to resolve the
conflict, as both of them have failed to produce
meaningful resolutions.

To conduct the operations, the peacekeeping
force carries them out when in compliance with
the core traditional peacekeeping principles that
include the necessary invitation by the conflict
state, the consent of conflict parties for UN PKO
(peacekeeping operations), the maintenance of
impartiality, and the use of force only in self-
defense. The success of the missions depends on
the political cooperation shaping the region;
however, it is also largely shaped by the resources,
on-ground manpower, and state mandate [28§].
The Charter does not have specific provisions that
mandate the PKO to resolve the conflicts, so the
PKO evolved to address such instability.

Through the Cold War era, the United States
pursued a balanced position on UN peacekeeping,
where it largely abstained from voting on UN
missions when the Soviet Union’s and the People’s
Republic of China’s interests were at play [7], often
embracing a policy of not committing large combat
forces to UN missions, preferring European or
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Commonwealth troops and providing the diplomatic
support. Since the 1990s, the new geopolitical reality
has been engulfed with intrastate conflicts with far-
reaching complications.

Between 1989 and 1994, the number of UN
peacekeepers grew rapidly to over 70,000 in
10 missions [29]. This expansion in numbers and
appearance of unipolarity on the international stage
once again brought UN peacekeeping under
scrutiny, as the new American geopolitical mantle
began to restructure the institution in combination
with Article 42 of the Charter’s Chapter VII [9].
This article has become important for intrastate
conflict resolution since it stated that the UNSC
has the right to enforce peace against the consent
of the conflict parties, which erodes the essence
of the core principles of traditional peacekeeping.
However, the limited funds and peacekeeping staff
to resolve complex situations led the UN to shift
from traditional partnership intervention to a hybrid
system of operations where the UN carried out
the operation in tandem with the regional
organization. This trend is reflected in the UN
peacekeeping’s own trajectory for the future and
expressed in “The Future of Peacekeeping, New
Models, and Related Capabilities” published in
2024 [38].

Methods and materials. This research
employs contextual analysis as a core method to
investigate the United States’ evolving stance on
UN peacekeeping, its missions, and the challenges
it poses for UN peacekeeping. By analyzing a
variety of texts such as the US National Security
Strategy policy documents under recent
presidential administrations; the Fiscal Year 2026
Discretionary Budget Requests; as well as the
UN Security Council Resolutions and a significant
body of academic literature about the topic, this
study aims to examine how the US involvement
in UN peacekeeping missions affects the missions
and their nature. The US policy is based on the
internal political context within the US, and the
subsequent alterations in their strategic interests
on the global arena affect the rest of the world,
particularly the regions where the UN
peacekeeping missions are currently deployed,
such as Africa.

Hybrid missions, which blend traditional
peacekeeping with military operations, present
unique complexities. Since the United States
weaves its strategic interests into peacekeeping

objectives by way of financial and material
leverage in the UN, peacekeeping missions drift
from traditional apolitical intervention to a hybrid
model where the outreach of the mission is
significantly defined by the political objectives of
Washington rather than structural conditions, as
is the case in a number of UN PKOs in Africa.
Therefore, it is relevant to analyze the long-term
consequences of hybrid missions and their stability
in reducing violence in the African region by using
the case studies of the ongoing PKOs on the
continent.

Several significant documents have been
examined. The document “US Funding to the UN
System” highlights the financial role of the US in
UN peacekeeping and the underlying strategic
calculations that influence funding decisions.
United Nations Security Council Resolution 2436
(2018) [34] focuses on improving the accountability
and effectiveness of UN peacekeeping missions,
shedding light on the operational challenges of
hybrid missions. UNSC Resolution 2098
(2013) [33] established the first offensive UN
peacekeeping force, the Intervention Brigade,
within the MONUSCO mission in the Democratic
Republic of Congo, signaling a shift towards more
militarized peacekeeping. National Security
Strategy (NSS) Reports offer insights into the
strategic priorities that shape US involvement in
international peacekeeping. The analysis of US
National Security Strategy policy documents
provides the Presidential Administration’s position
on peacekeeping [24].

By examining these documents, the authors
are better equipped to understand the extent to
which the UN has engaged in hybrid missions and
US participation in such missions through finance
and troops [36]. By contextualizing these missions
within legal and political frameworks, this study
provides insight into the relationship between the
United States and UN peacekeeping missions in
Africa in recent years with a focus on prospects,
exploring how this relationship may evolve in the
coming years.

Analysis. This article analyzes the following
research question: how has US geopolitical
strategy transformed UN peacekeeping missions
from a cooperative endeavor into a tool of
strategic leverage? With evolving geopolitical
dynamics, the existing research lacks an in-depth
analysis of the political nature of peacekeeping
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missions and how they oscillate between peace
and stability with strategic and geopolitical
interests. This research argues that US
commitment to UN peacekeeping missions is often
momentary and dependent on the United States’
pursuit of its own strategic interests, which, due
to the significant influence that the US holds over
UN Peacekeeping, compels the latter to engage
in hybrid missions.

The relationship between US foreign policy
and UN peacekeeping has generated a substantial
body of scholarship. Karlsrud [19] offers a
comprehensive treatment of how multipolar
geopolitics is reshaping UN peacekeeping
mandates and operations, identifying the growing
tension between the US’ preferences and the
rising contributions of China and other powers.
Loidolt [23] specifically addresses the dimension
of strategic competition, analyzing how the United
States increasingly views UN peacekeeping as a
platform for managing geopolitical rivalry rather
than a purely normative endeavor.

The financial dimension of US engagement
is analyzed by Attramadal [4], who tracks how
US contributions fluctuated between the Obama
and Trump administrations as a function of political
conditions. Schaefer [30] examines the legacy of
the Helms — Biden Act and calls for a new
framework governing the US—UN financial
relations, while the US Government Accountability
Office [36] has documented the cost-
effectiveness advantages of UN peacekeeping
relative to unilateral US military deployments.

On hybrid missions specifically, Pelz and
Lehmann [25] provide the foundational
conceptual framework, defining hybridization as
the integration of UN peacekeeping with regional
organizations within a single mandated operation.
Kumar [21] examines the UNAMID mission in
Darfur as a case study of the practical and political
limitations of the hybrid model. Soderberg [32]
provides a baseline analysis of US support for
UN peacekeeping prior to the major strategic
shifts of the late 2010s, highlighting a model of
limited but supportive engagement that contrasts
with the more conditional and strategically driven
approach observed after 2017. The trend towards
hybridization of UN peacekeeping missions has
been noted by many contemporary researchers
of UN peacekeeping, particularly in the case of
UN PKOs in Africa. Adekera [1], Furlow [15],
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Bokeriya, and Khudaykulova [6] all conclude that
successful conflict resolution in the African region
will depend on how effectively UN peacekeeping
cooperates with regional organizations that often
serve as a “middleman” between the UN and
local governments, distrustful of the organization
due to the perceived high influence of the USA
on the UN and its peacekeeping efforts [31].

The Obama administration’s approach to
externalizing the military burden is examined by
Krieg [20], who frames it as part of a broader
doctrine of indirect intervention. The strategic
implications of the 2022 National Security Strategy
for peacekeeping are assessed by Hamid et al. [16],
who highlight the explicit linkage between
multilateral engagement and great-power
competition with other major powers. Cai et al. [7]
analyze the evolving role of the UN Security
Council in maintaining peace during geopolitical
transition, contextualizing US behavior within a
broader pattern of great-power rivalry.

Despite the existing body of literature, the
field lacks an integrated analysis that traces US
policy across administrations and connects funding
conditionality, hybrid mission design, and strategic
competition in a single analysis. This article aims
to address that gap.

With the expanding geopolitical interests and
growing points of contestation, peacekeeping
missions have weighed more on political
consensus, limiting the traditional peacekeeping
principles. The United States no longer views UN
peacekeeping as a cooperative space but as a
strategic maneuver to secure its interests through
its involvement in conflict zones [23].
The emergence of new security challenges and
new regions of contestation has transformed
peacekeeping operations.

In particular, the United States has begun to
use UN peacekeeping as an extension of its global
strategy. Under the Obama administration, UN
missions were seen as a cost-effective alternative
to US military intervention and a viable investment
[20] to advance American security interests,
which is confirmed by a report published by the
US Government Publishing Office stating that
peacekeeping missions concluded the operations
for which the US military would have required
double the budget [4].

In recent times the US participation in UN
peacekeeping missions has significantly reduced,
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measured by the fact that just 24 US peacekeepers
serve as military staff officers in six ongoing UN
peacekeeping missions — a downward trajectory
from its highest number of 115 peacekeepers in
1993 [19]. This raises a question about US’
continued interest in the UN peacekeeping agenda
and impacts the ongoing processes and credibility
of UN PKOs such as Sudan UN peacekeeping
mission that concluded in 2021 and was seen as a
failure to de-escalate the ongoing violence [21].

The United States has been the most
significant financial contributor to UN
peacekeeping [17], providing 26.95% of the
budget in the financial year of 2024-2025.
The analysis of the conditions that lead US to
support or withhold funding is a direct result of
the US president and congressional consensus
that has oscillated at a peculiar pace, responding
to the trend of politics that has been established
by Trump’s first administration since 2017 and
which has proved to be an interesting
development in American policy towards the
United Nations.

This strategic interest vested its power
through the US position in the UN Security
Council that shapes peacekeeping mandates and
priorities. The role of domestic political
polarization in shaping US policy toward UN
peacekeeping may become a more prominent
theme, as the research sheds light on the United
States seeing the UN peacekeeping missions as
a strategic leverage to address logistical burdens
while addressing the emerging geopolitical
competition. This has been seen as a challenge,
exacerbating existing tensions and insecurity that
have limited the on-ground success of the
missions [19]. The strategic interests of the
United States define the level of commitment;
for example, the United States has supported
missions that have geopolitical stakes, which
could be seen in Africa (e.g., MONUSCO in
the Democratic Republic of Congo) and in the
Middle East (e.g., UNIFIL in Lebanon).

The growing influence of China and other
emerging powers in UN peacekeeping may lead
to studies on how the US adapts its policy to
maintain its leadership. The limitations of UN
peacekeeping with US policy settings come when
academic literature often critiques the
inefficiencies and limitations of UN peacekeeping,
especially in being slow to adapt to complex

conflicts, lacking sufficient resources, and
struggling with unclear mandates. These
inefficiencies often hinder mission effectiveness
and prolong conflicts.

To combat these inefficiencies, the US has
pushed for the integration of advanced technologies,
such as drones for surveillance, data analytics for
conflict prediction, and communication tools to
enhance situational awareness. The issue of abuse
by peacekeepers has been addressed [11] since
the US has supported measures to strengthen
accountability mechanisms, including stricter
vetting, transparency, and victim support systems.

Another area that researchers are skeptical
about is the hybrid missions that combine traditional
peacekeeping with counterterrorism, stabilization,
or state-building efforts. These missions are
becoming more frequent in conflicts involving the
intersection of political instability, terrorism, and
armed groups. These operations often encounter
difficulties, including maintaining civilian safety,
managing complicated political environments, and
striking a balance between the use of force and
peacekeeping ideals. The United States has
frequently provided financial, logistical, and
intelligence support for hybrid missions. However,
political and strategic factors occasionally restrict
their direct involvement [19].

By finding an equilibrium, the US pursues
the hybrid models within the spectrum of
conventional peacekeeping efforts, which poses
a question of how well the hybrid missions will
accomplish long-term stability and peace if political
interests and domestic policy uncertainties are
involved, particularly in the last decade. Some
operations have combined US strategic interests
in a novel way when operating the UN
peacekeeping missions by adopting a hybrid
element, where the United Nations works jointly
with one or more non-UN actors within a single
mandated operation. For illustration, the African
Union — United Nations Hybrid Operation in
Darfur was formally co-managed by the African
Union and the United Nations, sharing command
strategies and fiscal budget [21].

The integration involves parallel deployments
to fully integrated command forces, blending the
UN peacekeeping with regional forces to achieve
high efficiency in operation execution, such as G5
Sahel forces. These missions add capabilities and
regional expertise but also frustrate coordination
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and cast skepticism over the operational mandate.
The strategic objectives that the United States
seeks to achieve are rooted in the NSS, which
consistently appeals to American primacy, where
the United States retains the hegemonic leadership
while rhetorically framing to preserve a free and
open world. This rhetorical juxtaposition has
become a recurring feature of US foreign policy
rather than an anomaly. In practice, US strategy
prioritizes security maximization, economic
interests, and strategic hedging against competing
powers, thereby shaping both the selection and
conduct of UN peacekeeping missions [19].

The United Nations Peacekeeping was
designed as an impartial mechanism for conflict
resolution. However, United Nations
peacekeeping missions have been one of the
cornerstones for “Multilateralism in Action,” an
essential yet underutilized instrument in navigating
peace and security in recent years. With the
emerging geopolitical interests of the United States,
these peacekeeping missions serve its security
agendas, particularly through hybridization,
merging traditional peacekeeping with
counterterrorism and stabilization. In the National
Security Strategy, one of the priorities was to
“...isolate governments that refuse to act as
responsible partners in advancing hemispheric
peace and prosperity” [3], while embracing
principled realism, as it acknowledges the central
role of power in international politics, affirms that
sovereign states are the best hope for a peaceful
world, and clearly defines national interests.

The UN peacekeeping missions act on the
mandate of the UNSC and intervene on the
invitation of the state to monitor, examine, and
collaborate with the state organization to de-
escalate violence and ensure regional stability.
The UN peacekeeping mission’s effectiveness
is often defined by the political circumstances
on the ground and the extent of political and
financial support to the designated mission,
demonstrating the UN peacekeeping mission’s
dependence on stakeholders [25] such as China
and the United States.

The United States has shown a long-lasting
commitment to the UN peacekeeping operations
in Africa, supporting the hybrid missions in Sudan
and Mali with the assistance of the African Union.
These missions aim at realizing peace and
stability in the region, while for the United States,
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it reduces the cost of operations and burden on
the United States military not to engage directly
while securing the strategic interests in the
region [36]. For instance, the study published in
2018 titled “UN Peacekeeping: Cost Estimate
for Hypothetical US Operation Exceeds Actual
Costs for Comparable UN Operation” [30]
revealed that UN peacekeeping can be up to
eight times more cost-effective than deploying
US troops to a conflict zone. Despite the absence
of direct impacts on the United States’ security,
regional instability poses the capacity to harbor,
nurture, and expand the non-state actors’
network, which could threaten the United States’
interests in the region.

In the wake of the terrorist attacks of
September 11, 2001, there was a shift in the US
approach towards securitization. The Bush
administration’s “war on terror” heavily relied on
“coalition-led militaries” rather than UN-mandated
peacekeepers. This era witnessed ambivalence
towards UN institutions and continuous scrutiny
of failure to successfully conclude the missions.
The era of unipolarity has been definitive, which
is also reflected at the congressional level.
Congress enacted the Helms — Biden Act in 1999
to cap the US contribution to the UN budget, fixed
at 25 percent [22].

Under the Obama administration, there was
constant engagement through multilateral
institutionalism, which resulted in a surge in US
contributions, however, within the mandated
funding cap, as well as participation in training
and intelligence sharing [13] for the missions in
Africa and Asia. The focus remained aligned with
US foreign policy objectives of reinstating
American primacy through multilateralism.

Under the Biden administration, the promises
of the Obama administration were reaffirmed by
engagement with allies through international
institutions, including the United Nations. In 2022
the US National Security Strategy highlighted the
reassurance of the United States in its
commitment to support the UN peacekeeping
missions, stating, “We will work with allies to
strengthen UN peacekeeping, ensuring missions
are appropriately mandated, resourced, and
accountable” [37], while advocating for
modernization of the peacekeeping missions to
address new threats such as cybersecurity and
drone warfare [11]. Thus, National Security
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Strategy 2022 [14] explicitly established an
international peacebuilding approach as a broader
part of counterterrorism efforts, while signaling
that the US support for UN missions will now be
considered in light of the existing strategic rivalries
with other major powers.

Both of Trump’s administrations took a
skeptical stance towards multilateralism, especially
towards the United Nations, which is reflected in
the “Fiscal Year 2026 Discretionary Budget
Request” [13] that includes eliminating US funding
for all UN projects, including UN peacekeeping
missions, citing “the United States has a history of
paying for more than its fair share of international
peacekeeping activities” as the reason. To meet
the objectives, the United States leverages UN
peacekeeping budgeting authority as a lever to
demand readjustment in peace operations.

The US continued to express dissatisfaction
with the ongoing missions and proposed funding
cuts, which, under Trump’s second administration,
have been accelerating. The common thread is
that the US has tied its participation to its strategic
and geopolitical considerations, which allows it to
wield influence, secure resources, and continue
the great power rivalry [16].

The United States practiced different
methods to implement its strategic partnership
with UN peacekeeping throughout various
geographic areas. It conducted the majority of its
hybrid mission assistance to African conflicts
through its support of three specific operations,
which include UNAMID in Sudan, MINUSMA
in Mali, and MONUSCO in the Democratic
Republic of Congo, as African conflicts present
both strategic interests and a chance to share
financial expenses with African regional
organizations. To illustrate, the United States
categorized jihadist violence in the Sahel region
of Mali as an immediate danger to its national
security interests, which resulted in active US
embassy efforts to develop local military
capabilities [2]. The United States backed
MONUSCO’s Intervention Brigade which
became the first offensive UN force through
Resolution 2098 (2013) [33] because it supported
American objectives to bring stability to a country
with critical geographic importance.

The UNMISS operation in South Sudan
demonstrates how peacekeeping efforts interact
with the great power competition that exists

between major powers. China used UNMISS to
safeguard oil fields, owned by Chinese firms,
because UN peacekeeping operations protect
commercial interests, according to Bodetti’s
analysis [5]. The United States responded to the
mission by pursuing its own agenda during the
Security Council’s discussions, which aimed to
reduce Chinese power within United Nations
operations.

The United States has chosen to engage
strategically only in areas where its national
interests are most essential to protect. For example,
it preferred to conduct its operations through
NATO instead of United Nations mandates during
the 1990s Balkans missions because of its
operational needs, while in Central America it
implemented standard peacekeeping operations
through observer missions that used limited hybrid
elements because US observers perceived lower
strategic threats in the region.

Results. The United States is the largest
contributor to the UN budget, which means that
around 1.3 billion dollars [14] of American
taxpayers’ money goes to UN peacekeeping. This
grants the United States de facto leverage over
the UN peacekeeping missions while slashing the
military expenditure by half to achieve the identical
security objectives in those regions by substituting
the military forces through peacekeepers. This
dynamic is also evident in the Security Council.

Another area of US interest is the
counterterrorism strategy, which has become a
central pillar of the US security policy. Through
financial leverage and political influence over UN
peacekeeping operations, UN PKOs in conflict-
prone regions often intersect with terrorism, giving
the US another reason to reaffirm its hegemonic
leadership [10]. As was previously mentioned,
Mali is a case in point where the jihadist violence
in the Sahel has been framed by US policy as a
direct threat to American security, which triggered
an immediate response by the active involvement
of the US embassy in capacity-building measures
of the regional forces to eliminate the jihadist
threat to American security interests in the region.
The counterterrorism imperative also assists in
providing a comprehensive understanding of US
cooperation with other actors through the United
Nations peacekeeping operations, such as Sahel
[2], highlighting how the US counterterrorist
agenda shapes peacekeeping by justifying the US
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to assert strategic control over United Nations
deployments at the extremist hotspots.

Finally, the United States sees UN PKOs as
a domain of rivalry with other major global leaders
such as the People’s Republic of China, as their
growing role in the United Nations [ 12] and African
region has been a particular concern. In recent
years Beijing has dramatically increased its
peacekeeper contributions, assumed the second
position in the funding of UN peacekeeping, and
has used peacekeeping operations to protect its
investments overseas. The most glaring illustration
was the South Sudan case, where China leveraged
UNMISS to defend oil fields in which Chinese
companies held an equity [5]. The U.S. responded
not by withdrawing support, but by pushing its own
agenda and expressing its position in Security
Council debates.

Over the last thirty years, the US has aspired
to shift its financier role in UN peacekeeping to a
more assertive strategy due to the resurgence of
geopolitical realities. This manifestation of leverage
by the United States over funding, counterterrorism
imperatives, and rivalries has reoriented many UN
missions from purely cooperative endeavors to
instruments of strategic influence through
hybridization of peacekeeping missions, blending
traditional peacekeeping with military operations.

At the central stage, the US continues to
hedge its deep engagement within the UN
peacekeeping to design and steer the UN
peacekeeping operations in the direction of the
American security goals. This transformation, on
the one hand, brings resources and capabilities
by insisting on robust mandates and accountability.
The United States declares that it wants to ensure
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that UN peacekeeping has clear objectives and
support among the allies. On the other hand,
treating peacekeeping as a geopolitical instrument
undermines the normative nature of UN
peacekeeping by superseding the political consent
and leading to the crisis of legitimacy in missions,
as was illustrated by PKOs in the African region.
The UN interests are moving towards more
flexible funding, as stated in the UNSC Resolution
2719 [37], and that could accommodate US
preferences for burden-sharing with allies.

In conclusion, the US has aspired to change
the character of UN peacekeeping in the
21% century by steering the UN peacekeeping
operations into aligning with American strategic
interests, as the peacekeeping missions continue
to drift from politically neutral and consent-based
interventions into hybrid models whose agenda is
determined by the objectives of the major political
powers, such as the United States, that use them
as leverage to address their interests abroad.
However, American hegemonic leadership might
be on its way to decline, as the new geopolitical
rivals challenge the long-standing American
primacy. Moving forward, a delicate diplomatic
engagement and confidence-building measures
among the UNSC members and between UN
peacekeeping and regional organizations will be
pivotal for the smooth functioning of the UN
peacekeeping missions in the future.
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Abstract. Introduction. The presidency of Donald Trump’s second term is significantly different from his
first term. Therefore, the article’s objectives were to analyze a foreign policy strategy’s formation and the political
technologies used by the American president’s administration on the international arena in cooperation with other
countries in the first year of his presidency. Methods and materials. The scientific principle of objectivity and the
evolutionist scientific approach were used as methodology in the article. E.M. Primakov — M.A. Khrustalev’s
method of situational analysis in international relations was used as the main scientific method. The article’s author
used some materials from American news publications, official White House reports, and American analysts and
experts’ opinions from other countries. Analysis. A comparative analysis revealed changes in the United States’
foreign policy approaches and new American political technologies both in the field of international trade and in
maintaining its hegemony. Results. The study showed that the United States faced new challenges in world politics
in 2025 and was not ready to solve them. The United States itselfhas added the problem of tariffs to the international
trading system. The United States has not been able to develop a sufficiently flexible foreign policy strategy or
doctrine. The political technologies used by the United States in international relations are still insufficiently
effective and efficient. “The art of the deal” in world politics used by Donald Trump is faced, if not with
misunderstanding, then in many cases with rejection because it allows the United States to change previously
adopted agreements. In addition, the American principle of getting the desired result “through force” does not
work in many cases, especially in relations with China, Russia, Iran, and other countries. Formally, “The United
States Foreign Policy Strategy 2025,” adopted and published in December, outlined the path in the foreign policy
of the President Donald Trump administration for the remainder of his second term, which is to maintain the
principles of national conservatism bequeathed by the United States founding fathers.

Key words: United States, Israel, Iran, Russia, Ukraine, Donald Trump, trade tariffs, international conflicts.

Citation. Sokov I.A. A Foreign Policy Strategy’s Formation by United States President Donald Trump in
2025. Vestnik Volgogradskogo gosudarstvennogo universiteta. Seriya 4. Istoriya. Regionovedenie.
Mezhdunarodnye otnosheniya [Science Journal of Volgograd State University. History. Area Studies. International
Relations], 2026, vol. 31, no. 2, pp. 30-39. DOI: https://doi.org/10.15688/jvolsu4.2026.2.3

YIK 327(73) [Hata noctymienus ctateu: 27.08.2025
BBK 66.4(7Coe) Hara npunsarusg crareu: 11.01.2026

®OPMUPOBAHUE BHEIIHENIOJUTUYECKOM CTPATET UM
HNPE3UAEHTOM CIIA . TPAMIIOM B 2025 T'OY

HNinba AnatoaneBnd CokxoB

Bonrorpaackuii rocynapcTBeHHbIN yHUBEpCUTET, . Bonrorpan, Poccuiickas ®enepanus

AnHoTanus. Beeoenue. [Ipe3uneHTcTBO BToporo cpoka J. Tpamma 3HaYNTENEHO OTIIMYASTCsI OT €T0 TIEPBOTO
cpoka. [TosTomy 3amaueit crarby crai aHann3 GOpMHUPOBAHMS BHEIIHEIIONIUTHIECKON CTPATETHH, UCTIONb3YEeMOM
aJIMAHHCTPAIMe aMEpUKAHCKOTO MPE3UICHTa Ha MEX/JyHapOIHON apeHe 110 B3aMMOACHCTBHIO C IPYTUMH CTpaHa-
MU B TIEPBBIH I'0OJ] CBOETO MPE3UACHTCTBA. Memoos u mamepuaisl. B craTbe B KaueCTBE METONOIOTHH OBLTH HCIIONb-
30BaHBI: HAYYHBIA TPUHINAI 00BEKTUBHOCTH 1 YBOJIOLMOHNCTCKUN HaydHBIH 1oaxo. B kauecTBe 0OCHOBHOrO Hay4-
HOTO METO/Ia MPUMEHSIICS METOJ CUTYallHOHHOTO aHAJIN3a B MEXIyHapoaHbIX oTHomeHusx E.M. IIpumaxoBa —
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M.A. Xpycranépa. B craTse ObUTH HCIIOTH30BaHEI MaTEPHAITBI AMEPUKAHCKAX HOBOCTHBIX W3JaHHUMN, OQHIIIaTbHEIC
coobuienus benoro Jloma. Anaauz. CpaBHUTENBHBIN aHAIN3 TIO3BOJIMI BEIIBUTh N3MEHEHHS BO BHEIITHEIOJIUTHYEC-
knx noxxonax CIIIA, HOBbIE aMepHKaHCKHE TOJINTHIECKHE TEXHOJIOTHH KakK B chepe MEeXTyHapOTHOH TOPTOBIIH, TaK
1 BOMpOCE MOAICPKaHUS CBOCH rereMoHuu. Pezyismamsi. [IpoBeneHHOE HccaenoBanne mokaszaio, uro CIIA B
2025 r. CTONKHYITUCH C HOBBIMHU BBI30BaMH B MHPOBOI! ITOIMTHKE W OKA3aJIMCh HETOTOBBIMH K MX pazpemennto. CamMu
CIIA nobaBuiu cebe npobiemy TapuQoB B MEXIyHApOoaHOH ToproBoii cucreme. CIIIA He cMornu BeIpaboTarh
JIOCTaTOYHO THOKYIO BHEITHENOJIMTHIECKYIO CTPATEruio min NoKTpuHy. Mcnons3yembie CIIIA monuTryeckue Tex-
HOJIOTHH B MEK/TyHAPOIHBIX OTHOIICHHSIX TI0KA HEAOCTATOYHO 3((EKTHBHBI U pe3yasTaTUBHbL. «lcKyccTBO 3aKito-
qarh caenkm» J1. Tpamna B MUPOBO# TOJIMTHKE HATATKUBAIOTCS €CIIH HE HA HEIIOHUMAHHE, TO BO MHOTHX CITydasix Ha
HETIPUHATHE, TOTOMY uTO OHO rfo3BosrsieT CIIIA MeHSTh paHee NpUHSTHIE JOrOBOpEeHHOCTH. K TOMY ke amepHKaH-
CKHH MPUHIHII TTOTy4YEHHUE HYKHOTO JUIs ce0st pe3ybTaTa «depe3 CHTy» — BO MHOTHX CITydasix He paboTaert, 0coOeH-
HO B otHoweHusix ¢ Kurtaewm, Poccueit, Upanom u npyrumu ctpanamu. @opmanbHO « BHELTHENOMUTHYECKAs CTpaTe-
rust CHIA, 2025», npunsitas 1 omyOinMKoBaHHas B iekaOpe Mecsiie, HaMETHIIa ITyTh BO BHEITHEH ITOJTMTHKE 8 IMAHH-
cTpauuu npesuzenTa J. Tpamma Ha ocTaBIIeecs BpeMsi BTOPOTro CpOKa MPE3NICHTCTBA, 3aKITI0YaIOIIeiics B oanep-
YKaHUH TPUHIMIIOB HAIIMOHAJILHOTO KOHCEPBAaTHU3Ma, 3aBELIaHHbIX oTHaMu-ocHoBaTesiMu CIITA.

Karouessle cnosa: CIIA, Uspawis, Mpan, Poceust, Ykpauna, [. Tpamii, Toprosbie Tapu(bl, MEXIyHApO-
HBIC KOH(IIUKTEIL.

Iutuposanue. Cokos 1. A. @opmupoBaHye BHEIHEOMUTHIECKON cTpareruu npesunentom CIIA J1. Tpammom
B 2025 rony // Bectruk Bonrorpackoro rocynapcrsenHoro yausepeutera. Cepust 4, Vicropusi. Pernonosenenve. Mex-
nyHapomHsle orHomeHnst. —2026. —T. 31, Ne 2. —C. 30-39. —(Ha anmt. 513.). — DOL: https:/doi.org/10.15688/jvolsu4.2026.2.3

Introduction. Foreign policy initiatives of
the second term of the presidency of D. Trump
began to appear in the public space immediately
after his election on November 5, 2024.

As for the future foreign policy strategy,
D. Trump declared himself as a peacemaker who
will stop hostilities in Ukraine “in 24 hours” and
“centers on hardheaded dealmaking” [23] and
reduce possible systemic risks among opponents
and allies who may represent these countries.
He even portrayed NATO allies “as free riders
enriching themselves under U.S.” [23; 68, p. 225].

It should be noted that all D. Trump’s
statements were not formed at the level of any
specific programs, concepts, and doctrines but
constituted his intuitive sense of the need to
completely change the policy of Joe Biden’s
democratic administration [68, p. 227].

Methods and materials. The article uses
the scientific principle of objectivity and an
evolutionist scientific approach. The method of
situational analysis in international relations by
E.M. Primakov — M.A. Khrustalev was used as
a scientific method.

The situational analysis’s use in the study
of D. Trump’s American foreign policy strategy
made it possible to establish its stages and nature
formation, peculiarities of using political
technologies to pressure partners and rivals, ans
forecasting individual specific international
political situations.

Science Journal of VolSU. History. Area Studies. International Relations. 2026. Vol. 31. No. 2

There are materials from American news
publications, official reports of the White House,
the National Security Strategy of the United States
of America-2025, and opinions of American
experts and analysts from other countries that
were used as materials in the article.

Analysis

D. Trump’s foreign policy statements
after his election in the period
of November 6, 2024 — January 19, 2025

Elected on November 5, 2024, US President
D. Trump, before taking office on January 20,
2025, used the possible foreign policy intentions
of his administration in the public space
(in speeches and on the Truth Social network).

So on December 20, 2024, he threatened to
impose duties: on the European Union if the bloc
does not purchase large volumes of American oil
and gas to compensate for the growing trade
deficit with the United States; on Mexico and
Canada, 25 percent duties in order to tighten
border controls on their part; as well as an
additional 10 percent duty on China as punishment
for fentanyl exports [34].

On Christmas days in 2024, D. Trump on
the Truth Social network pointed out the injustice
that has developed in the operation of the Panama
Canal, where Panama and China, and not the

3]



I'TOBAJIBHBIE CTPATETI'NH

United States, became the beneficiaries. At the
same time, he criticized Canadian Prime Minister
Justin Trudeau, saying that he could cut taxes in
his country “if they’d be oh so kind enough to
become our ‘51% State’” [19].

On January 6, 2025, D. Trump reiterated
his decision to introduce universal trade duties,
which will extend the tax benefits he introduced
in 2017 for a new period [21]. On January 14,
2025, D. Trump announced that he would create
the External Revenue Service (ERS) “to collect
our Tariffs, Duties, and all Revenue that come
from Foreign sources” [26].

In January 2025, D. Trump began to openly
talk about the need to transfer Greenland to US
control, refusing to exclude military or economic
force to achieve this goal. Greenland’s annexation
was justified by both the national interests of the
United States and the creation of geopolitical
stability in the Arctic region [11].

As aresult, we can say that D. Trump, before
the start of the second presidential term,
successfully created for himself a new image of
the American nation’s father, which can return the
justice and prosperity of the “Gilded Age” by
imposing duties, as measures of political and
economic pressure, contributing to the return to the
homeland of American TNCs, creating a
perspective for the territory’s expansion of the
United States, and preserving American hegemony
by increasing the obligations and expenses of its
Western allies to preserve the existing world order.

D. Trump’s intentions in US foreign policy
even began to be compared to “like a Swiss army
knife: a tool for every occasion” [20].

Approaches to US foreign policy
for the first 100 days
of D. Trump’s presidency
(January 20 — April 28)

In America, it is customary to measure the
effectiveness and evaluate the results of the newly
elected president in the next hundred days,
especially during the first year of work in office.
Indeed, if we compare these periods of President
D. Trump, we can find significant differences in
the foreign policy approaches of the presidential
administration we are considering.

The nature of the first 100 days of
D. Trump’s presidency can be called, on the one

hand, intuitive and almost completely opposing Joe
Biden’s foreign policy and, on the other, destroying
the international structure of the existing world
order [3, p. 443]. It is no coincidence that for the
first time during his presidency, D. Trump signed
decrees canceling many important international
agreements and decisions of the American
government related to foreign policy.

Moreover, in the regional direction, the main
issues include the deportation of illegal migrants
to their countries of origin [2; 10]; the creation of
special prisons for migrants abroad [57]; the self-
deportation mechanism for migrants from the
United States [5]; the introduction of fines for
disrupting the announced self-deportation from
998 up to $1 million per day or confiscation of
property [31]; the termination of temporary
protected status for migrants from Venezuela [47],
then for Haiti and Cuba, and at the end of the
100-day period for Ukrainians. At the same time,
President D. Trump exerted tariff pressure on
Mexico and Canada [22; 28; 33] and carried out
provocative actions in relation to Greenland.

On March 4, 2025, the BlackRock
consortium made a deal worth US $22.8 billion to
buy two large ports of the Panama Canal owned
by the Hong Kong conglomerate amid intense
pressure from US President D. Trump over alleged
Chinese interference on a critical trade route [12].
BlackRock acquired a 90% stake in current owner
CK Hutchison’s subsidiary, which operates the
two ports, bringing both ports under US jurisdiction.

A separate direction in world politics should
be considered the intention of President D. Trump
to stop hostilities between Hamas and Israel in
Gaza [38] and military actions between Ukraine
and Russia [3, p. 444; 17], and the threat of not
making a “deal” according to President D. Trump
should have led to punishment of Russia [54; 59].

The US president actively intervened in the
domestic politics of other states. So on February 3,
2025, he announced that he would cut aid to South
Africa due to the land reform carried out by the
government of President S. Ramaphosa [1].

On March 3, 2025, D. Trump signed a
memorandum in which he indicated that the
United States does not support the so-called
“Global Tax Deal” recommended by the OECD
countries, and as for the European Union, he
promised to introduce 25% duties on the export
of goods [56].
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On April 2, 2025, President Trump signed
an executive order to levy tariffs on imported
goods during an event in the Rose Garden of the
White House in Washington, announcing the
introduction of a 10 percent total duty on all
imports to the United States, with the exception
of Canada and Mexico, as well as targeted duties
for dozens of other countries [8]. The basis for
this was the International Emergency Economic
Powers Act of 1977 (IEEPA), which gives the
president broad powers to regulate various
economic operations after the declaration of a
national emergency [69].

Having caused shock among Western
trading partners and opponents among developing
countries, a week later, President D. Trump
imposed a 90-day pause on retaliatory duties on
foreign trading partners, with the exception of
China, to which they were set at 125% [65].
The introduction of the pause by Trump was
adopted in the spirit of his commercial ideas about
making deals, outlined by him in the book “The
Art of Making Deals” [71]. On April 9, 2025,
President D. Trump said that “the US is earning
“$2 billion a day” from tarifts” [41].

On April 25, 2025, D. Trump gave an
interview to “Time” magazine at the end of the
first 100 days of the second term’s presidency. In
terms of foreign policy, he confirmed that his
opinion about Canada joining the United States
as the 51% state is not trolling but an objective
necessity for Canada itself [46]. In the same place,
he said that the promise to end the war in Ukraine
within 24 hours was a “joke” [46].

Thus, summing up the first 100 days of
D. Trump’s presidency, it should be noted that the
foreign policy course in the regional dimension
was tougher than the course on the world stage.
Although he continued, on the one hand, to declare
American peacekeeping and, on the other hand,
to conduct military operations in violation of
international law.

So in February 2025, Trump ordered an air
attack on ISIS cave complexes in the semi-
autonomous Puntland region of Somalia with
fighters launched from the Harry S. Truman
aircraft carrier located in the Red Sea. An important
and visible result of the first 100 days of D. Trump’s
presidency was the cessation of immigrant lines’
movement on the US-Mexican border towards the
United States, which decreased by 95-99% [53].

LA. Sokov. AForeign Policy Strategy’s Formation by United States President Donald Trump in 2025

On April 28, 2025, in an interview with “The
Atlantic,” Donald Trump assessed the first
100 days of his second presidency: “The first time,
I had two things to do — run the country and
survive; | had all these crooked guys. And the
second time, I run the country and the world”
[66]. He gave the same high praise in an interview
on Meet the Press [52].

Forming US foreign policy doctrine
during the second 100 days
of D. Trump’s Presidency
(April 29 — August 6)

Immediately, we note that the second
100 days of D. Trump’s presidency have become
more saturated with foreign policy initiatives.
On May 8, 2025, President D. Trump announced
a trade agreement with Great Britain, noting that
it was “the first of many.” It included a 10 percent
tariff on imports from the UK, but supplied cars
will be taxed at a reduced rate [72].

From May 13 to 16, 2025, President D. Trump
undertook a tour of the Middle East’s monarchies
[6]: Saudi Arabia [27]; Qatar [18], where he noted
its mediation role in the Russian-Ukrainian conflict
[63]; and the UAE [60], where it was decided to
create an Al data center with the participation of
American companies [16]. The UAE has pledged
to invest a 10-year “investment contribution” in the
amount of USD 1.4 trillion in the United States [30].

The main expectations of this tour for
D. Trump were receiving billions of dollars in
investment for the United States; promoting the
“New US Policy in the Middle East” [42]; and
discussing the possibilities of a more active regional
policy of the monarchies at the regional level [27],
including in relations between Israel and Iran.

As for trade deals on tariffs, by June 3, 2025,
the presidential administration had only one real
deal with the UK, so the US trade representative
“sent this letter to all of our trading partners just
to give them a friendly reminder that the deadline
is coming up” (July 9, 2025) [51]. On June 27,
2025, US Treasury Secretary Scott Bessent
admitted that Donald Trump’s trade negotiations
are likely to continue until September [50], as many
countries are in no hurry to conclude trade
agreements with the United States [32].

The 51 G-7 summit was called “One
Against Six” in the American media and became
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important and indicative in relations between the
United States and its closest Western allies.

It took place from June 15 to June 17, 2025,
in the village of Kananaskis, Alberta, Canada.
The summit got its name due to the growing
contradictions between Western allies and the
United States in world politics. If D. Trump is
ready to put an end to the war in Ukraine, then
European countries are ready to provide military
assistance to Ukraine to the last Ukrainian to
defeat Russia.

At the summit, D. Trump suggested that
Russia be admitted again to the group. He also
said that the war in Ukraine would not have
happened if Moscow had remained in the club [75].

Anirritant for D. Trump was also Macron’s
demonstrative arrival at the summit in Canada via
Greenland. The United States has blocked a
proposed G-7 statement calling on Israel and Iran
to de-escalate the conflict, highlighting the distance
formed between President D. Trump and the
other block’s members [74]. The American
president left Kananaskis ahead of schedule, the
day before the end of the summit [37].

An important foreign policy event was the
participation of the United States in the Iranian-
Israeli conflict, which began on June 13, 2025,
with an unprecedented Israeli military operation
against Iran with strikes on nuclear facilities,
military bases, and command personnel. This
attack, dubbed “the Nation of Lions,” was a
response to a growing nuclear threat from Tehran,
according to Israeli authorities.

On the night of June 22, the United States
attacked three Iranian nuclear facilities — in
Isfahan, Fordo, and Natanz. As D. Trump himself
said, these bombings were supposed to fulfill two
goals: to eliminate nuclear facilities in Iran [4; 35]
and to stop the deadly exchange of missile strikes
for the population of both Israel and Iran [7].
But in opposing D. Trump, it can be argued that
the actions of the United States were illegitimate
[36; 70] and dangerous [55] and could have
consequences for the United States itself [56].

On May 15, 2025, the Department of
Homeland Security (DHS) requested 20,000
National Guard troops to assist the Trump
administration with immigration enforcement at
the US-Mexican border [45] and to expand the
repatriation of migrants. The administration also
began using the State Department’s $3 billion

“America’s First Opportunity Fund” to encourage
more countries to take back their citizens who
are residing illegally in the US [67].

Thus, summing up the second 100 days of
D. Trump’s presidency, we can say that the US
foreign policy strategy slowly but fully completed
its design with bomb attacks on Iranian territory
and thus confirmed continuity in foreign policy,
despite the change of administrations. Good
intentions to end conflicts in the Middle East and
Ukraine have failed. The unconditional support
of the United States for Israel and the increase in
spending by NATO countries to 5% of GDP
clearly speak of the militaristic nature of
D. Trump’s American administration.

As for the constant American threat to
impose trade duties with all countries, their
months-long process of introducing them has
clearly shown that the main issue for Trump is
the possibility of political pressure and the
ostentatious nature of American power in the
world, but not economic benefits.

The US foreign policy strategy
during D. Trump’s third 100 days
(August 7 — October 15)

“We will measure our success,” Mr. Trump
announced in his Inaugural Address, “not only by
the battles we win but also by the wars that we
end — and perhaps most importantly, the wars we
never get into” [73]. But by the 300" day of his
presidency, the United States had bombed Iran in
violation of international law, supplied weapons and
intelligence to Ukraine and Israel, and armed
European NATO members, effectively forcing
them to raise defense spending to 5% of GDP [49].

During the six months of D. Trump’s
presidency, the number of American troops abroad
has not decreased, except “to withdraw several
hundred soldiers from some vulnerable positions in
Syria” [73], neither American military bases, nor
military alliances, nor the number of weapons sold.

Deferred tariffs, which entered into force
on July 9 and others on August 1, 2025, became
an instrument of coercion and power not so much
in the economic sphere as in the political one [25;
15]. So, for India, import duties were established
in the amount of 50%, with 25% as secondary
duties for the purchase of oil from Russia [62;
46]. In addition, by his decree, President
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D. Trump imposed a special tariff of 40% on goods
supplied to the United States through other
countries [64]. The introduction of duties on
imports to the United States, incomplete for all
countries, reduced America’s trade deficit to
$60.2 billion, or 16.0%, in June 2025 [9].

Moreover, American tariffs have become
an instrument of interference in the internal affairs
of some Latin American states. So, the United
States established 50% duties on Brazil for the
trial of former Brazilian President J. Bolsonaro
[24; 40] and Colombia for the trial of former
President A. Uribe [43; 13]. Brazilian beef
exporters alone could face US $1 billion in lost
sales in the second half of 2025 [14].

The same situation for South Africa.
S. Ramaphosa tried to maintain a civilized
relationship with D. Trump. But the undisguised
interference of the American president in the
agricultural reform’s process in an African country
is interference in the internal affairs of a sovereign
state [61].

In his peacekeeping actions, US President
D. Trump uses double standards. If, in relation to
Israel, he admits the possibility of a humanitarian
catastrophe in Gaza (stopping the Arabs from
receiving humanitarian food aid), then on the part
of Russia, conducting its Special War Operation
(SWO) in Ukraine, there is the possibility of
ultimatum demands to end the conflict [58]. From
the beginning, the deadline for D. Trump’s
ultimatum to end hostilities in Ukraine was set
until September 2, which is almost a month, and
then reduced to 10 days until August 8, 2025 [76].
As an additional pressure on Russia, D. Trump
“directed two US nuclear submarines be positioned
in “appropriate regions” [29].

As a result, the following conclusions can
be drawn. During the third 100 days of D. Trump’s
presidency, approaches and mechanisms have
finally developed in the conduct of the American
foreign policy strategy. Like past strategies, it has
continuity, and its main goal is to maintain
American hegemony through force, including in
the use of military force against weak opponents.
A new and significant difference is the use of
economic mechanisms in this strategy, such as
trade duties, for conducting a foreign policy to
comply primarily with national interests among
both allies and opponents. The declared American
peacemaking has double standards and is
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conducted in the collective West’s interests.
As international experts rightly point out:
“The United States now has only one single
uncritical ally —Israel” [39, p. 100].

“US Foreign Policy Strategy 2025,”
as the theoretical basis of the second term
of the presidency of D. Trump
and the outcome of the first year in power

On December 5, 2025, the White House
released a new National Security Strategy [48].
The strategy proposes to actually return to the
Monroe Doctrine of 1823 — the idea of US
dominance in the Western Hemisphere, due to the
impossibility of ensuring global hegemony, which
was imposed by past administrations on America
and which went beyond the national interests.

Analysis of NSS 2025 certainly requires
separate consideration, but here we can say that
new and important provisions of the strategy were
the recognition of the Indo-Pacific region as a
key field of future geopolitical battles; identifying
China as an economic challenge to the US; the
need to prevent direct conflict between the United
States and China, including the situation around
Taiwan; the Middle East’s declining importance
in US foreign policy; and the priority of border
protection and the fight against mass migration,
which is called an existential threat to the United
States and Europe.

Results. The study showed that despite the
preparation of Project 2025, the formation of a
foreign policy strategy by US President D. Trump
in the first year of his second presidency was
chaotic and idiosyncratic. America faced new
challenges in world politics, the most difficult of
which were the conflicts between Israel and
Hamas, as well as between Russia and Ukraine.
The United States itself has added a tariff problem
to the international trading system.

An analysis of numerous sources showed
that in the United States, in three 100-day periods
of 2025, the final foreign policy strategy of the
new American administration was developed.
The strategy’s essence remained the same — the
preservation of American hegemony in the world.
The new foreign policy mechanisms were
geopolitical threats and trade duties, which
radically changed the international trading system.
The results of these changes are not yet obvious,
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but it should be assumed that in the future they
will have a negative impact not only on the
countries for which duties were imposed but also
on the United States itself.

As for international conflicts, the deep
causes of conflicts were not affected in their
resolution, and their ending is not enshrined in

in world politics comes across, if not as
misunderstanding, then in many cases as non-
acceptance, because it allows the United States
to change previously adopted agreements.
In addition, the American principle of obtaining
the desired result “through force” does not work
in many cases, especially in relations with China,

9, 66

international law. D. Trump’s “art of making deals” Russia, Iran, and other countries [44].
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3A ITIPEJEJIAMU AMEPUKAHCKOW 'ETEMOHUU:
KUTANCKO-POCCUUCKAS CETEBAS BE3BOITACHOCTD
U CTAHOBJIEHUE INIOBAJIBHOTI'O ITOPS KA APXHUITEJAXKHOI'O TUIIA

Pe3a /I:xaBanu

Terepanckuil yuusepcurert, I. Terepan, Upau

AHHOTaNUs. Beedenue. B naHHON cTaThe paccMaTpUBAETCs ceTeBast 6€30MaCHOCTb U COTPYIHMUYECTBO MEXKTY
Kuraem u Poccueii B ycnoBusx ¢opmupyromierocst hparMeHTHPOBAHHOIO MHPOBOTO ITOPSIIKA, B KOTOPOM aMepH-
KaHCKasi Ter€éMOHHMS HAXOAUTCS Ha IPaHH yrajKa. B 0ocHOBE 3TOro HOBOTO MOPSIKA JISKUT MHOTOIONISIPHAS! CTPYKTY-
pa, B paMKax KOTOPOH TPYIIIBI TOCYAAPCTB 00pa3yloT aBTOHOMHBIE, B3aUMOCBSI3aHHBIE «apXHUIIETAri», OCHOBaH-
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HBIE Ha OOLIMX CTPaTErniecKkux nHTepecax. Memoowv: u mamepuansl. VIcnone3ys TEOPHIO CETEBBIX KOMIUIEKCOB
6e3omacHoctH (Networked Security Complexes, NSC) B kauecTBe TeOpETHUECKON PAMKH, UCCIIEIOBAaHNE aHATIM3H-
pyeT, kakuMm obpa3om Kuraii n Poccust pearupyior Ha U3MEHSIOIINECS T€ONMOIUTHIECKHE KOH(PHUTYpAIUHY TTOCPE-
CTBOM CO3JJaHHMS B3aMMOCBSA3aHHBIX APXUTEKTYp 0€301acCHOCTH, OPOCAIONINX BBI30B TPAAUIIMOHHBIM COI03aM, JI0-
muanpyembM CoennaenabiMu LItatamu. VicenenoBanue HanmpaBiieHO Ha OTBET HA BOIIPOC O TOM, OYEMY M KaKUM
obpazom Kurait u Poccust 3HaYUTETHHO YCHITWIIA CBOE COTPYTHHUYECTBO B cdepe Oe30macHOCTH, CPOPMHUPOBAB
CTpaTErnyecKoe MapTHEPCTBO, a TAKXKE O TOM, KAKUM 00pa3oM JaHHOE MTApTHEPCTBO CIIOCOOCTBYET CTAHOBJICHUIO
HOBOT'O MHPOBOTO ITOPSI/IKa, OCHOBAHHOTO Ha IIPUHITHIIC «apXHUIIeTaroBy. [l oTBeTa Ha 3TOT BOMPOC B METOAOJIO-
TMYECKOM IUIAHE MCCIIEIOBAaHUE MCIOMB3YeT KaueCTBEHHBIN IMOAX0M, OOBEAUHSASN TUCKypC-aHAIN3 O(UIATbHBIX
JIOKYMEHTOB, COBMECTHBIX 3asBJICHUH U CTPATETMUECKNX MPOrPAaMMHBIX MaTEpPHAIOB C METOJOM process-tracing
KITFOUEBBIX TUTUIOMATHYECKIX ¥ BOCHHBIX B3anMoecTBIN Mexxy [lexrrom u Mocksoit B reprioz ¢ 2010 o 2024 rox.
Ananu3z u pezynbmamsi. B crarbe KUTAaHCKO-POCCUICKOE COTPYIHUYECTBO B COBPEMEHHON MUPOBOM MOJIMTUKE pac-
CMaTpHUBAETCS KaK CTPATErHueCKUi OTBET Ha IM00aIbHYIO (hparMeHTANNIO, IPEeIaraloui aJsTepHATHBHYIO MO-
JIeTTb PErnOHaIbHON CTaOMIIBHOCTH, KOTOpasi, B CBOIO OYEPE/Ib, ACNIACT aKLICHT Ha CyBEPECHUTETE, HEBMEIIATEIbCTBE
1 B3aMMHBIX TapaHTHAX 0€30I1aCHOCTH BMECTO OHOMOJISIPHOTO JIHIepCcTBa B chepe 6ezomacHocTH. B 3akmodeHne
WCCIIEI0OBAaHNE TIPHXOINT K BBEIBOLY, UTO BBIIIECYIOMSHYTask KHTaHCKO-POCCHICKast CETh 03HAYAET HE TOIBKO OCHAPH-
BaHME 3aI1aTHONEHTPHUYHOTO I7100aJIEHOTO YIPABIICHHUS, HO ¥ COTYIACOBAHHE C aBTOHOMHOM CTpaTernei bamancupo-
BaHMs O€30MACHOCTH, MOAYEPKUBAS POCT ITOIUIICHTPUUIECKON CUCTEMBI YIIPABIICHHUS 0€30MaCHOCTHIO KaK OIpere-
JIAIOIIEN XapaKTEPUCTUKU COBPEMEHHOW MEXIYHAPOIHON CUCTEMBI.

KiroueBsle cji0oBa: KUTAHCKO-POCCHIICKOE COTpYTHIMYECTBO, Kutaii, Poccus, MupoBoii mopsmaok, 6azupyro-
muiics Ha apxunenare, NSC.

Hutuposanmue. /xaBaau P. 3a npenenamu aMeprUKaHCKOM FereéMOHHH: KUTalcko-poccuiickas ceteBas 6e30-
MIACHOCTh M CTAHOBJIEHHE ITI00aIBHOTO MOPSIIKa apXHIeNakHoro Trma // Bectauk Bonrorpaackoro rocynapcrses-
Horo yauBepcurera. Cepus 4, Vcropus. Pernonosenenne. Mexaynaponasie oraomeHus. —2026. — T. 31, Ne 2. —
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Introduction. In recent decades, the liberal
international order dominated by the United States
has encountered significant challenges, gradually
giving rise to a fragmented global system marked
by regional powers asserting greater autonomy in
international affairs [14, p. 8]. This shift has
intensified as American hegemony has weakened,
notably following the financial crisis of 2008,
creating a geopolitical vacuum that allowed for the
emergence of multiple power centers [19, pp. 205-
206]. Within this multipolar reality, states have
begun aligning themselves into distinct clusters or
“archipelagos,” prioritizing cooperation based on
mutual interests and shared strategic goals rather
than adherence to overarching global norms
established during US predominance [1, p. 32].

At the forefront of this emerging structure,
China and Russia have notably deepened their
strategic partnership in East Asia, becoming principal
architects of what scholars now characterize as
“networked security.” This approach to international
security governance differs markedly from the US-
centric model, as it emphasizes bilateral and
multilateral coordination without a clear hegemonic
center [18, p. 18]. As American influence recedes,
Beijing and Moscow have consciously positioned

their relationship as a counterweight to Western
dominance, capitalizing on their complementary
strengths to address regional and global security
challenges collaboratively.

The paper sets the starting point of the study
from 2010 primarily because this period marked
a notable intensification in Sino-Russian relations,
especially following the global financial crisis of
2008-2009. Around this time, China and Russia
accelerated cooperation within frameworks like
the Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO)
and subsequently initiated coordinated responses
to events such as the Arab Spring (2011) and the
geopolitical tensions following the Ukraine crisis
(2014). Furthermore, China’s ascendance to the
world’s second-largest economy in 2010 solidified
its global influence and created a new environment
and perception of this state in the geopolitical
arena. During this period, China and Russia aligned
their interests in opposing U.S.-led security and
economic frameworks, establishing a solid
foundation for these two states to deepen their
involvement in developing stronger security
cooperation.

Addressing the strategic convergence
between Russia and China requires a theoretical
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lens capable of encapsulating today’s complex
world politics. The framework of Networked
Security Complexes (NSC) proposed by Barry
Buzan and Ole Waever provides such a lens,
explaining how security interdependencies
between states can outweigh traditional
boundaries, leading to the formation of clusters
of interlinked security relationships [7, p. 45]. This
theory explains not only the Sino-Russian mutual
interaction but also their broader engagement
within multilateral frameworks such as the SCO
and BRICS. Networked security thus implies a
layered structure of bilateral agreements and
multilateral engagements that collectively shape
a coherent security architecture resistant to
external hegemonic pressures [7, p. 47].

The recent evolution of Sino-Russian
relations underscores how discursive alignment
facilitates practical cooperation. A thorough
examination of official joint statements and
strategic policy papers reveals shared language
promoting multipolarity, sovereignty, and non-
interference. This common discourse explicitly
criticizes Western interventionism and
unilateralism, framing NATO expansion and US-
led alliances as destabilizing forces within the
international system [15]. For instance, the
pivotal joint declaration signed by President
Vladimir Putin and President Xi Jinping during
the Beijing Winter Olympics in February 2022
emphasized the rejection of “Cold War
mentality” and NATO’s eastward expansion,
underscoring a mutual commitment to reshape
international security governance according to
principles opposed to Western hegemonic
dominance [15].

Discursive convergence between Russia
and China translates into concrete diplomatic
alignment and military coordination. Diplomatic
cooperation has been notably visible in multilateral
forums such as the United Nations Security
Council, where both countries have consistently
coordinated their vetoes on critical issues ranging
from Syria to North Korea, effectively challenging
Western-backed resolutions aimed at regime
change or sanctions [3, p. 112]. These joint
positions reflect a strategic calculation aimed at
preserving sovereignty norms and preventing
precedents of external intervention, which both
nations view as existential threats to their internal
stability and international standing.

In tandem with diplomatic alignment, Sino-
Russian military cooperation has markedly
intensified, reinforcing their shared discourse.
Since the early 2010s, joint military exercises have
become much more common and complicated.
For example, the Vostok-2018 exercises were the
first time China took part in a large-scale strategic
military drill on Russian soil [34, p. 2, 8]. Further
demonstrations of military cohesion include joint
naval exercises across strategic waterways like
the South China Sea, East China Sea, Baltic Sea,
and the Mediterranean, deliberately aimed at
sending geopolitical signals to the United States
and its allies regarding Sino-Russian military
interoperability and mutual support [31; 34, p. 4].

Such activities are underpinned by extensive
arms trade and technological cooperation, with
notable transactions including China’s
procurement of advanced Russian defense
systems like the S-400 missile defense system
(2015-2020) and Su-35 fighter jets, indicating a
significant leap in bilateral trust and strategic
alignment [6, p. 6; 28].

The significance of Sino-Russian networked
security cooperation extends beyond mere bilateral
engagement; it signals a broader strategic
intention to reshape the global order into a
polycentric system of governance. This evolution,
marked by growing regional autonomy and
clusters of strategic cooperation, contrasts sharply
with the post-Cold War unipolar moment
characterized by US preeminence [19, p. 207].
Sino-Russian strategic alignment, therefore,
represents a deliberate response to perceived
deficiencies and threats within the Western-led
global order, promoting instead a multipolar
configuration based on decentralized, networked
interactions [18, p. 20].

Ultimately, analyzing Sino-Russian
cooperation within the fragmented global context
provides critical insights into how contemporary
powers adapt strategically to a world marked by
declining hegemony and increasing regionalization.
This analysis highlights not only how these states
coordinate to challenge Western dominance but
also how they proactively establish alternative
structures for global governance. By emphasizing
a multipolar world order that prioritizes sovereignty
and an “archipelago-based” order instead of a
hegemonic order, China and Russia offer an
attractive counter-narrative to states seeking
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alternatives to Western-led alliances and
governance mechanisms, effectively contributing
to the ongoing decentralization of global power
and reshaping contemporary international
relations [1, p. 115].

Methods and materials. As for the
methodology, the study has shed light on the
discourse analysis and process tracing of
diplomatic and military engagements between
China and Russia from 2010 and 2024.
In international relations, discourse analysis
focuses on examining how language and official
narratives shape political realities. For analyzing
Sino-Russian relations, the primary documents
include joint statements, official speeches,
strategic policy papers and doctrines, statements
within international forums (e.g., UN Security
Council). Here are the specific sources assessed
for the core of the study:

1. Joint Statement on International Relations
and Global Sustainable Development (2022):
Issued during the Xi-Putin summit in February
2022, this document clearly opposed U.S.-
dominated international governance and advocated
multipolarity, sovereignty, and non-interference.
Furthermore, the statement showed that Moscow
and Beijing were backing each other on issues
like Ukraine and Taiwan, reflecting an important
strategic alignment. On the other side of the ledger,
they criticized NATO expansion as destabilizing,
which highlighted a notable rhetorical coordination
between the two countries [15].

2. Russia’s Foreign Policy Concept (2023):
This document explicitly picks Beijing as Moscow’s
primary strategic partner for establishing a fair,
multipolar world order, highlighting the collective
efforts to pragmatically oppose the Western
hegemonic practices that hinders the collaborative
efforts among the nations [22].

3. China’s Global Security Initiative (2022):
Introduced by President Xi Jinping in April 2022
at the Boao Forum for Asia, this foreign policy
framework put forward the idea of “indivisible
security,” reflecting Russian views and directly
challenging the U.S.-led security order, which
empowered the ideological alignment between
Beijing and Moscow. At the same time, it
expressed its firm stance against bloc politics,
unilateralism, and “Cold War mentalities” [21].

4. United Nations Security Council Vetoes
and Statements (2011—present): During 2011—

2026, Russia and China’s concrete actions in the
UN, summarized in their repeated coordinated
vetoes on resolutions regarding Myanmar and the
Syrian civil war, further underline their
commitment to sovereignty and non-interference.
They have used their veto powers on important
international issues, specifically in conflict zones,
to show their shared opposition to the Western-
led interventions [32].

5. National Security Strategy of the United
States (2025): This document clearly confesses
to the wrong positioning of the U.S. during the
Cold War and endorses a multipolar world in which
the U.S. is no longer a hegemon [33, p. 1].

Process tracing of diplomatic and military
engagements is another tool to investigate and
explore the links between the two countries in
question. Process-tracing is a method that tracks
causal mechanisms through key events and
interactions, clearly revealing how and why actors
choose certain policy paths. Key examples of
diplomatic engagements between the two states
include the high-level summits and exchanges
(2014-2024) and SCO and BRICS summits
(2010—present). Regular meetings between Xi
Jinping and Vladimir Putin, notably post-Crimea
annexation in 2014, the Vladivostok summit (2019),
and the 2022 Beijing Winter Olympics, symbolized
consistent bilateral strategic solidarity, particularly
in opposition to Western sanctions and geopolitical
pressures [5]. In addition, SCO and Brics
summits, as multilateral platforms, have become
vehicles for articulating alternative economic and
security visions opposing Western-led governance.
Both nations leveraged these forums for
coordinated diplomatic messaging [27].

The two states’ responses to international
crises can also be categorized by shared interests
and engagements. Regarding the Ukraine crisis
(2014 — present), China abstained from
condemning Russia’s annexation of Crimea and
maintained diplomatic neutrality during Russia’s
invasion of Ukraine (2022), indirectly supporting
Russia’s diplomatic positions [17, pp. 233-252; 26,
p. 148]. Also, in the Syrian Civil War (2011 —
present), consistent joint vetoes against Western-
backed resolutions at the UN highlighted unified
diplomatic strategies protecting mutual interests
against regime change policies [9].

The two countries have also enjoyed joint
military exercises and military/technology
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cooperation. Vostok-2018 is the prominent
engagement between the two countries in which
China’s extensive participation in Russian
strategic military exercises demonstrated a
significant enhancement of military trust and
operational interoperability [30]. Additionally,
Zapad/Interaction-2021 military exercises,
conducted in northwestern China, notably tested
the strategic coordination and interoperability
between the two militaries, underscoring the depth
of their strategic partnership [29].

While direct arms sales from China are not
publicly acknowledged, exports of dual-use
technologies have gone under sharp increase
through complex intermediary networks [26,
p. 148]. Moreover, joint collaboration in missile
defense, cybersecurity, and early-warning systems
indicated mutual strategic trust and a shared
interest in countering perceived U.S. military
dominance [35, p. 107].

In the path to analyze the military and
security engagement of China and Russia, the
integration of discourse analysis and process-
tracing demonstrates mutual reinforcement
between ideological narratives and tangible
diplomatic and military cooperation. Joint
narratives of multipolarity and non-interference
legitimize security and diplomatic coordination,
indicating intentional Sino-Russian alignment
against U.S.-led security alliances. This
partnership illustrates pragmatic cooperation
driven by shared strategic objectives rather than
ideological convergence alone in a decentralized
global order.

Networked Security Complexes (NSC)
Theory. The study has utilized Buzan and Wiver’s
theory of Networked Security Complexes (NSCs)
as the theoretical framework of the study. This
theory is considered a comprehensive and
evolutionary version of their earlier Regional
Security Complex Theory (RSCT). The difference
between these two is that, while RSCT
concentrated on geographically connected clusters
of states with interlinked security concerns [7,
pp. 44-47], NSC theory goes beyond this narrow
emphasis and extends this logic to embrace the
multi-layered and transregional networks of security
interdependencies that move beyond the rigid
regional geographical boundaries [8, pp. 28-33].

Furthermore, NSC theory argues both state
and non-state actors are participating in

overlapping, and multifaceted security
arrangements in a network-based world in the
post-Cold War era. These networks reflect the
complexity and fragmentation of contemporary
global politics, characterized by:

1. The emergence and rise of non-
hegemonic, multipolar, or polycentric orders in
which the power is distributed across multiple
centers.

2. The formation of security coalitions and
partnerships that are issue-specific, flexible, and
often informal, rather than strictly territorial.

3. The intertwining of regional and global
security concerns, producing cross-cutting
networks that challenge traditional state-centric
paradigms [8, pp. 139-142].

This conceptual shift is critical in
understanding the emerging Sino-Russian security
partnership, which defies the classic notion of a
security complex confined to geography alone.
Instead, the Sino-Russian relationship is best
analyzed as a networked security complex,
wherein both states coordinate across multiple
military, energy, cyber, and diplomatic domains to
counterbalance U.S. hegemony and shape a new
order. This partnership illustrates how networked
security dynamics foster polycentric governance,
where multiple centers of authority interact
horizontally and vertically, fragmenting the
formerly U.S.-dominated international system [2,
pp- 67-69; &, pp. 145-150; 12, pp. 39-41].

NSC theory offers a practical framework for
understanding how Sino-Russian security
collaboration contributes to the undermining of U.S.
dominance while fostering an archipelago-based
world order marked by distributed but
interconnected centers of governance. This
approach highlights the significance of transregional
networks and non-hierarchical security
arrangements in shaping today’s international
relations [10, pp. 81-83; 16, pp. 352-355].

Analysis. In analyzing Sino-Russian
networked security cooperation within an
archipelago-based world order, several key
insights pop up; this will be discussed in detail.
The central puzzle is related to understanding why
and how China and Russia, despite a historical
legacy of competition and mutual suspicion, have
substantially deepened their security cooperation,
forming a strategic partnership that endures
despite divergent long-term geopolitical
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objectives, and how this partnership contributes
to the emerging archipelago-based world order.

A central finding of this research is that the
Sino-Russian partnership reflects not merely a
reactionary alignment against the West but
represents a sophisticated strategic calculus aimed
at mutual reinforcement of each nation’s
international standing and security. As the US-
led global order weakens, China and Russia
increasingly view security interdependence as a
pathway to safeguarding sovereignty and regional
influence [18, p. 42]. Indeed, the emergence of
networked security between these two states is
grounded in shared perceptions of threat, primarily
the expansive nature of U.S.-led alliances and
institutions such as NATO and the Quadrilateral
Security Dialogue (Quad), and secondarily in fears
related to regime security and domestic stability
influenced by external interference [3, p. 119].
China and Russia share a common strategic
objective: “to ensure a balance of power among
major countries and to prevent the formation of a
unipolar international system. Establishing a
balance against the pressures exerted by the
West, led by the United States, and promoting a
multipolar system are among the key external
factors driving the development of relations
between these two nations” [26, p. 151].

One striking aspect of Sino-Russian
networked security is its comprehensive nature,
spanning diplomatic coordination, military
interoperability, economic integration, and
ideological synchronization. Looking from the
military perspective, both of the nations have
increased their involvement in joint exercises and
arms exchanges since the mid-2010s. Operations
such as Vostok-2018, Tsentr-2019, and Zapad/
Interaction-2021 demonstrate not only the growing
level of mutual military trust but also function as
strategic signals aimed at countering Western
influence [34, p. 2].

According to a report by the Stockholm
International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI),
China ranks as the fifth-largest exporter of major
arms globally for the 2021-2025 period. Chinese
weapons and armaments are now considered
more advanced, and Beijing has been the main
contributor to Moscow’s defense industry by
exporting dual-use items, electronic components,
and raw materials used in Russian drone
production, according to Center for European

Policy Analysis (CEPA). Back in April 2024, US
Secretary of State Antony Blinken was at pains
to reiterate that “China is currently the main
contributor to Russia’s defense industrial base.
We observe China providing machine tools,
semiconductors, and other dual-use items that
have assisted Russia in rebuilding its defense
industry, which sanctions and export controls had
severely undermined” [25, p. 9]. On the other side
of the ledger, Russia is also exporting arms to
China, serving as the main foreign supplier to
Beijing. Russia’ share of Chinese total arms
imports between 2000 and recent years stands at
around 77 percent. Chinese imports of Russian
military hardware in 2025 were estimated at
approximately 25 million trend-indicator values
(TIV). Even prior to that, following the collapse
of the Soviet Union, around 25 of the total value
of trade between Russia and China was related
to sales of Russian arms to Beijing [26, p. 156].

The expansion of joint naval exercises,
notably the Joint Sea series initiated in 2012,
further underscores this cooperation. This
maritime cooperation has progressed into tangible
military alignment, encompassing the sharing of
strategic operational doctrines and increasing
interoperability between the Russian Navy and
China’s People’s Liberation Army Navy
(PLAN) [11, p. 71].

Delving more into the defense collaboration
between the two states, between 2012 and 2014,
Beijing and Moscow conducted nine joint military
exercises, according to the data provided by the
Center for Strategic and International Studies.
A decade later, from 2022 until August 2024, they
held fifteen according to the graph below.

The military-technical cooperation between
Russia and China has equally significant
implications for global power dynamics. China’s
assistance to Russia’s defense sector
encompasses sensitive technologies, navigation
systems for helicopters, parts for fighter jets,
jamming equipment, radar and optics, components
for drones, excavators for trench construction, as
well as electronics, microchips, machinery,
vehicles, and a variety of essential metals and
chemicals for the defense industry [26, p. 156].
These arms deals not only reinforce mutual
security interests but also help both nations
counterbalance technological and military
advancements within U.S.-led alliances,
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particularly those involving U.S. deployments in
the Indo-Pacific region [6, p. 11].

Diplomatic coordination has mirrored
military cooperation. The two states’ coordination
at the UNSC further illustrates a shared
commitment to a vision of global governance that
respects state sovereignty and non-intervention,
directly challenging Western liberal narratives that
justify humanitarian interventions or regime-
change operations [4].

Economically, Sino-Russian relations have
significantly deepened, providing a material
underpinning for security cooperation. Russia’s
strategic pivot to Asia after 2014, prompted by
Western sanctions following the annexation of
Crimea, accelerated its economic integration with
China, leading to increased bilateral trade,
substantial Chinese investments in Russia’s energy
and infrastructure sectors, and collaborative
ventures within the Belt and Road Initiative
(BRI) [13]. Economic interdependence has thus
created structural incentives for continued
cooperation, binding both states together through
shared strategic infrastructure projects and energy
supply chains, which reinforce their geopolitical
alignment [13].

Ideological synchronization is another critical
element driving Sino-Russian networked security.
Both countries articulate a shared discourse
emphasizing multipolarity, sovereignty, and

opposition to Western universalism. Joint
statements repeatedly criticize the Western
“double standards” in global governance and
human rights discourse, thus providing a normative
framework that legitimizes their bilateral
cooperation and appeals to other states
disenchanted with Western liberal hegemony.
China’s position in the international system has
evolved from that of a “detached spectator” who
used to “accept and learn” the international rules
to an active participant in the development of new
rules that will “break the Western moral
advantage” [24]. Accordingly, the East Asian
country, along with Russia, has always opposed
the Western block. For instance, the 2022 Joint
Statement during Putin and Xi’s meeting explicitly
framed NATO’s expansion and Western unilateral
sanctions as principal threats to international
security, underscoring ideological alignment
between Moscow and Beijing [15].

Yet, despite significant alignment, Sino-
Russian cooperation is characterized by certain
complexities and limitations. Historical mistrust
and long-term strategic divergences persist
beneath their public unity. For example, Russia
remains wary of China’s growing economic and
military influence in Central Asia, traditionally
considered Moscow’s sphere of influence [20,
p. 74]. Similarly, China carefully avoids explicit
endorsements of Russian military actions in
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Ukraine, maintaining a diplomatic balance to
protect its global economic interests [36, p. 33].
These nuances highlight that their networked
security partnership is pragmatic rather than
ideological, driven by mutual interest rather than
shared long-term visions.

Addressing the central puzzle — why this
cooperation thrives despite underlying tensions —
the findings suggest that the fragmentation of the
global order creates a context where mutual
strategic threats outweigh bilateral competition.
The uncertainty stemming from declining U.S.
hegemony incentivizes both China and Russia to
manage their differences pragmatically, fostering
cooperation that enhances their collective
leverage against external pressures [2, p. 112].
In other words, the threat posed by a fragmented
yet still assertive Western alliance structure,
particularly NATO’s posture towards Russia and
U.S. Indo-Pacific policies targeting China, binds
Beijing and Moscow into closer cooperation than
historical rivalry might predict [2, p. 117].

Regarding the decline of the unipolar world,
the 2025 U.S. National Security Strategy explicitly
acknowledges the limits of American global
dominance, noting that “After the end of the Cold
War, American foreign policy elites convinced
themselves that permanent American domination
of the entire world was in the best interests of
our country.” It also continues that “[the US] elites
badly miscalculated America’s willingness to
shoulder forever global burdens to which the
American people saw no connection to the national
interest” [33, p. 1]. The document further asserts
that “the days of the United States propping up
the entire world order like Atlas are over” [33,
p. 13], signaling a formal recognition of declining
unipolarity.

These statements provide a context for
understanding the emergence of multipolar
security networks, as states such as China and
Russia increasingly pursue autonomous and
interconnected strategies in response to the
diminishing certainty of U.S.-led security. The
NSS also emphasizes that U.S. alliances must now
be transactional and interest-driven. It observes
that American elites “overestimated America’s
ability to fund, simultaneously, a massive welfare-
regulatory-administrative state alongside a
massive military, diplomatic, intelligence, and
foreign aid complex” [33, p. 1] and that partners

have “offload[ed] the cost of their defense onto
the American people” [33, p. 1]. This focus on
regional priorities and shared responsibility
underscores the structural space for alternative
security arrangements, such as the Sino-Russian
networked security cooperation, which aligns with
the rise of polycentric, archipelago-based
governance systems.

In a nutshell, the Sino-Russian partnership
represents a strategic adaptation to an evolving
international order characterized by fragmentation
and multiple centers of power. The aforementioned
partnership cannot be classified as a traditional
alliance nor as a purely transactional relationship;
instead, it functions as an adaptive, networked
security complex, following the archipelago-based
world order and responding to shifts in the global
distribution of power. Future research on this
relationship should continue to consider the broader
geopolitical context, assessing whether the
partnership can sustain its cohesion amid the
ongoing and unpredictable evolution of global power
dynamics.

Results. Amidst shifting global power
structures characterized by declining American
dominance and the simultaneous rise of regional
power centers, the strategic partnership between
Beijing and Moscow emerges as a compelling
example of pragmatic realignment shaped by
shared vulnerabilities and mutual strategic
advantages. The emergence of this networked
security cooperation and partnership between the
states (such as China and Russia or other states in
the East and West) creates an archipelago-based
world order, in which the states are benefiting their
mutual connection inside the archipelago.
Afterwards, there can be witnessed several
archipelagos (composed of different countries that
share strategic interests) that are located in different
parts of the world and might be for or against each
other, based on their collective interests [23].

The Sino-Russian alignment, grounded in
historical challenges and external pressures,
strongly appeals to the domestic nation, which
views the bilateral cooperation as an affirmation
of national dignity and authority. The leadership
systems of China and Russia have successfully
constructed narratives about their mutual
cooperation that value the collective memories
and speak directly to cultural perceptions of
resilience against external domination.

Science Journal of VolSU. History. Area Studies. International Relations. 2026. Vol. 31. No. 2 47




I'TOBAJIBHBIE CTPATETI'NH

According to the Chinese discourse, from
Beijing’s perspective, closer ties with Russia
symbolize a strategic stance against perceived
threats from U.S.-led military and economic
containment, particularly in the Indo-Pacific. While
China’s growing economic and military capabilities
are considerable, they do not fully eliminate its
susceptibility to coordinated Western pressure.
Hence, in this context, the partnership with Russia
offers essential diplomatic leverage and
opportunities for military and technical cooperation,
improving China’s ability to manage these strategic
challenges. At the same time, this alignment sends
significant symbolic messages to the domestic
Chinese people, emboldening the legitimacy of Xi’s
leadership and fostering nationalist sentiments that
depict China as a rising global power, capable of
contributing to the reshaping of the international
order by the help of Russians.

On the other side of the ledger, Russia’s
tendency to consider China as its principal strategic
partner reflects Moscow’s calculated reaction to
sustained Western isolation and economic sanctions
following its special military operations in Ukraine.
Russia’s “pivot east,” which was followed very
cautiously by Moscow previously, has now become
a cornerstone of Moscow’s foreign policy, aimed
at countering NATO’s eastward expansion and
Western time-to-time intervention into its political
affairs. The Russian policymakers see China’s
support not just as diplomatic backing but as crucial
to maintaining their country’s global influence and
strategic independence. Beyond symbolism, the
partnership offers tangible benefits such as
economic alternatives, access to advanced
technologies, and military cooperation that
strengthen both Russia’s international position and
its domestic political credibility.

After all, the current strategic alignment
between China and Russia remains a significant
geopolitical reality contributing to the shaping of

global order. By articulating a vision of international
relations grounded in multipolarity, sovereignty, and
non-interference, Beijing and Moscow present an
alternative paradigm to Western liberal hegemony.
This approach resonates with numerous states in
Asia, Africa, and Latin America that share similar
historical experiences of colonialism and external
domination, fostering an informal network of like-
minded actors disenchanted with the status quo.
As such, Sino-Russian cooperation extends its
influence far beyond bilateral interests, shaping
broader geopolitical alignments and contributing
to the ongoing fragmentation and reconfiguration
of the global order.

By contributing to the elements of a world
order rooted in multipolarity and non-interference,
Beijing and Moscow are on the path of offering
an alternative to Western-dominated liberal norms.
This approach resonates particularly with countries
in Asia, Africa, and Latin America, many of which
have histories of colonialism or foreign domination
and are skeptical of the current international order.
Over time, this cooperation has begun to create a
loose network of like-minded states, extending
influence well beyond bilateral ties and nudging
global alignments in new directions, contributing
to the archipelago-based international system.

The study shows just how adaptable and
pragmatic states can be when navigating today’s
complex international relations arena. Both China
and Russia seem keenly aware of what their
partnership can and cannot achieve, approaching it
with a practical, rather than ideological, mindset. They
don’t aim for full alignment in worldview or policy,
but they share a clear recognition of their mutual
vulnerabilities and overlapping strategic interests in
an increasingly unpredictable world. Watching how
these two manage their relationship offers a window
into how states negotiate uncertainty in practice,
revealing both the possibilities and the limits of
cooperation in an archipelago-based world order.
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Abstract. Introduction. The Central Asian region has attracted the attention of international terrorist
organizations since the end of the 20" century. These organizations gain the support of the local population,
increase the number of participants, and put pressure on legitimate political institutions. The radical changes they
propose are supported by the youth community. Methods and materials. The methodological basis of the study is the
theory of social constructivism and the theory of securitization, which ensured the consideration of Islamist terrorism
as a socio-political construct that poses a threat to destabilize the region. The political-historical approach and the
theory of R. Putnam contributed to consideration of the geopolitical situation in the analysis of the growing influence
of terrorist organizations. Analysis and results. The authors note the following as factors of sustainability of the
ideology of terrorism: religious and educational conditions contribute to increasing incompetence in matters of
religion and belief in the words of spiritual leaders without sufficient grounds and, as a consequence, receptiveness
to radical ideas. Nation-building processes based on cultural revival reinforce the secular nature of religious-state
relations and freedom of conscience. This leads to the growth of diverse religious organizations and public
dissatisfaction with the declining influence of Islam, the traditional religion in the region. The quest for control over
religious organizations leads to contradictory and unconstructive political decisions. The misalignment of geographic
and state borders contributes to the emergence of ethnic enclaves and ethno-religious conflicts. The results of this
investigation will allow optimizing counterterrorism measures and developing effective management solutions in the
state-religious sphere. Authors’ contribution. D.N. Gergilev developed the theoretical and methodological framework
for the study and interpreted the data obtained on the activities of international terrorist organizations. T. V. Izluchenko
analyzed the dominant trends in ensuring the security of states of Central Asia, revealed the established approaches
in scientific discourse, and identified factors of sustainability of the spread of Islamist ideas.
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AnHotanus. Beeoenue. C xonna XX B. [leHTpanbHO- A3HaTCKHI PETHOH MIPHUBIIEKACT BHUMAaHHUE MEKTyHa-
POIHBIX TEPPOPUCTHUECKHUX OpraHu3anuii. OHM NOMyYaloT MOAAEPIKKY HACEIECHHS, YBEINYNBAIOT KOTMYECTBO y4a-
CTHHKOB M OKa3bIBAIOT AABJICHUE HA JISTHTHMHBIC IOJTUTHYECKIE NHCTUTYTHI. [IpeanaraemMple UMU paiuKaIbHBIC
M3MEHEHHS HAXOIST COINCUCTBUE B MOJNONCKHOU cpeme. Memoodwvt u mamepuanvl. MeTOOOTOTHIECKONH OCHOBOM
WCCIIEAOBAHUS CTATU COLMATIbHBIA KOHCTPYKTUBU3M U TEOPHS CEKbIopuTH3almu. MciaaMucTckuii TeppopusM pac-
CMaTpHUBAETCS COLMATBHO-TTOIUTHIECKAM KOHCTPYKTOM, KOTOPBII MO3UIIMOHUPYETCS YTPO30ii OE30I1acHOCTH pe-
ruoHa. [Tonuruko-uctoprueckuit moxxox u reopus P. ITatHama criocoOcTBOBaIN yUeTy reonOIUTHIECKOr0 OoKe-
HUS [TPY aHAJIN3€ HETIPEKPaIIaioerocs BIMSHUS TEPPOPUCTHUECKUX OpPTraHn3ali. Anaiuz u pezynrbmamul. B ka-
4yecTBe (PaKTOPOB YCTOMIMBOCTH HJICOJIOTHH TEPPOPHU3MA aBTOPAMHU OTMedaeTcs cienyromiee. [lepBoe, penurnos-
HO-00pa30BaTeNIbHbIC YCIOBHS CIIOCOOCTBYIOT YCHIICHHIO HEKOMIIETEHTHOCTH B BOIIPOCAX BEPOUCIIOBEJAHMS U yOeK-
JICHHOCTH B CJIOBAX AyXOBHBIX JINIEPOB 0€3 JOCTATOYHOTO OCHOBAHUSI 1, KaK CJIEACTBHE, BOCIIPUUMYHBOCTH K pajIH-
KaJIBHBIM nzaesiM. [Iporeccsl HanOHAIEHOTO CTPOUTEILCTBA HA OCHOBE KYJIBTYPHOTO BO3POXK/ICHUS 3aKPETUISIIOT
CBETCKHUI XapakTep PEeIUTNO3HO-TOCYIaPCTBEHHBIX OTHOIIEHHUH 1 CBOOOTY COBECTH. DTO IPUBOIUT K POCTY Pa3HO-
00pa3HBIX PETTUTHO3HBIX OPraHU3aNNH 1 HEJJOBOIBCTBY HACEIEHHS CHIDKCHHEM BIIMSHUS TPAIHUIIOHHOM ISl peTH-
oHa penurun ucnaM. CTpeMiieHne K KOHTPOIIO HaJl pEITUTHO3HBIMA OPTaHU3aLMsIMHU IPUBOIUT K IIPOTHBOPEUUBBIM
1 MaJIOKOHCTPYKTHBHBIM MOINTHYECKUM perreHnsiM. HecoBnanenne reorpauuecKux ¥ ToCyiapCTBEHHBIX I'PAHHI
CHOCOOCTBYET BO3HUKHOBEHHIO STHUUECKHMX aHKJIABOB M 3THOPEIIMTHO3HBIX KOH(IUKTOB. [omydeHHbIe pe3yiIbTaThl
TIO3BOJISAIT ONTUMHU3HUPOBATh aHTUTEPPOPUCTHIECKUE MEPBI M pa3paboTath 3(h(heKTHBHBIE YIIpaBICHYECKUE pele-
HUS B TOCYIapCTBEHHO-PENUTHO3HOM cdepe. Briao asmopos. JI.H. I'eprunes pazpaborain TeOpETHKO-METOIOIOTH-
YecKyro 0a3y NCCIIEA0BAHUS, HHTEPIIPETUPOBAJ OJTyIEeHHBIE TAaHHBIC 10 ACSTEINBHOCTH MEXTyHAPOAHBIX TEPPOPH-
crrgeckux opranuzanuii. T.B. M3mydeHko nmpoaHamTu3upoBaia JOMHUHUPYIOIIIE TCHICHIINN B o0ecieueHnn 0e30-
MIACHOCTH TocyaapcTB LleHTpanbHOi A3nH, BRISIBIIIA CIOKUBIINECS B HAYYHOM JANCKYPCE TTOXO/IBI M OIpeenuia
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Introduction. International terrorism is a
key issue addressed in contemporary research on
societal and state security. It poses a threat to
socio-political stability, civil liberties, and ethno-
religious identity [21]. Various international
agreements (Shanghai Cooperation Organization
Convention against Terrorism, 2009; Decision of
the Committee of Secretaries of the Security
Councils of the Collective Security Treaty

Organization, 2016) and national legislative acts
(National Security Strategy of the Russian
Federation, 2021; Law of Republic of Tajikistan
on Combating Terrorism, 1999) are devoted to
countering it. International terrorist organizations
are particularly active in Central Asia. Radical
ideas and terrorist ideology have remained
persistently widespread among Central Asian
youth for three decades.
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The geographical location of Central Asia
determines its strategic importance as a space
where global players implement their geopolitical
and geocultural projects. By launching relevant
socio-political initiatives, it is possible to influence
the nature of interactions between Central Asian
countries and their neighbors in the international
arena. Thus, some states vying for political control
in the region (the United States, Great Britain, and
France) are using [slam, the traditional religion of
the local population, as a tool of political pressure:
exacerbating political crises, growing cultural
nationalism, and fueling ethnoreligious conflicts.
This has resulted in the emergence of Islamist
terrorist organizations and their attempts to establish
quasi-religious states with medieval customs.

Many researchers identify factors that are
generally associated with the collapse of the USSR
and the emergence of new independent states in
the region as the basis for the ongoing growth of
terrorist tensions in Central Asia [6, pp. 86-87].
First, the socioeconomic situation of the population,
characterized by a low standard of living, economic
stagnation, unemployment, and, consequently, social
tension. Second, the ideological vacuum that arose
after the rejection of Soviet ideology and atheistic
positions. Third, the proximity of states such as
Afghanistan, Pakistan, and Syria, where various
Islamist terrorist organizations operate, makes
Central Asia a transit territory for the spread of
terrorist ideology to Russia, Europe, and the Middle
East. However, the sustainability of Islamist terrorist
ideas as a tool of political intervention and control
remains poorly understood. The need for
constructive proposals has been emphasized by the
UN Regional Centre for Preventive Diplomacy for
Central Asia (Ashgabat). The goal of our study is
to identify the factors that ensure the persistence
of the perception and dissemination of Islamist
terrorist ideas among the local population.
The findings will contribute to the development of
optimal management solutions in countering
terrorism at the international and national levels,
taking into account regional specifics.

Methods and materials. Within the
framework of social constructivism, Islamist
terrorism is viewed as a phenomenon of social
reality, jointly constructed by the international
community, experts and researchers, the general
public, religious organizations, and the participants
themselves. Perceptions of this phenomenon are
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historically shaped by the communications system
and reflect the needs and interests of specific
social groups in Central Asia. Barry Buzan’s
securitization theory contributed to the
understanding of Islamist terrorist organizations
as a security threat, designated as such by the
states of the region but insufficiently perceived
by the population. The influence of geopolitical
factors on the spread of Islamist sentiments among
regional communities, influenced by global
economic processes and glocalization trends, was
examined through a political-historical approach.
Robert D. Putnam’s political theory allowed for
an analysis of the socio-religious dynamics of the
region, identifying structural and functional
changes and the political transformation of state
institutions.

Analysis. After the collapse of the USSR,
the territory of Central Asia became accessible
to international research. Western specialists are
particularly interested not so much in economic
factors as in cultural specifics and the relationship
between religious tradition and contemporary
social trends. Liu Y. Morgan demonstrates the
formation of ideological principles (idioms) and
ethnic identity under the influence of urban space.
This is manifested in architecture, language,
communications, and behavioral patterns. Islamic
revival is positioned as a restoration of pre-Soviet
ancestral values in the process of nation-building.
This results in the creation of communities of trust
between people of different social statuses united
by their affiliation with a common faith.
Relationships between government and citizens
are based on trust and symbolic capital [22,
p- 267]. Martha B. Olcott emphasizes the role of
Islam as a key factor that allows states in the
region to structure domestic policies, organize
international cooperation, and strengthen public
authority. Containing an Islamic revival among
young people is more difficult than combating the
secular opposition [23, p. 63].

Western researchers’ focus on cultural
specifics stems from their intention to identify
conflict zones and established patterns of
ethnoreligious interaction. This data is necessary
to enhance the effectiveness of international
institutions and the nonviolent promotion of the
political interests of third countries in the region.
These initiatives are being implemented in a
practice-oriented manner through the establishment
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of educational institutions specializing in the social
sciences and humanities and the training of local
intellectual elites. For example, the mission of the
American University of Central Asia (Bishkek) is
to promote critical thinking and education in the
traditions of the humanities and civic engagement
with the goal of educating a new generation of
citizens [2]. Westminster International University
(Tashkent) publishes the journal “Silk Road:
A Journal of Eurasian Development.” It advances
research in the fields of social science and public
policy, making the countries of the Great Silk Road
an area of particular interest.

The activities of international terrorist
organizations are studied in the context of the
interrelationships between violence and religion.
Mark Jurgensmeyer notes the absence of
precedents free from violence of religious
traditions. He argues that violence is not directly
generated by religion but is used as a performative
event, carrying the perpetrators’ symbolic
statement. Religious tradition, in turn, provides the
ideology of terrorism with the meaning of cosmic
warfare, incorporating violence into a system of
rules and sacred history. Thus, a “culture of
violence” 1s formed, which is based on alternative
interpretations of religious concepts, in particular
jihad [17, p. 35]. Earthly conflicts are interpreted
as a reflection of the confrontation between good
and evil, truth and lies, and the struggle of
supernatural actors — God (Allah) and the devil
(Dajjal). Shukhrat G. Gaiibnazarov emphasizes the
artificiality of the term “Islamist terrorism,” created
by Western researchers. They note that this
phenomenon is an essential distortion of the tenets
of Islam, “so that while maintaining external
similarities... the internal meaning is changed
beyond recognition” [11, p. 420].

In connection with the above and the
references to sacred texts, as well as the
justification by religious doctrine, it is correct to
speak of the phenomenon of religious terrorism,
specifically Islamist or Islamic terrorism. Jacob
Rogozinsky advocates the use of the latter term.
Noting the artificiality of the term “Islamism” in
the West, he argues that “the tiny ‘-ism’
supposedly allows us to separate the wheat from
the chaff and distinguish Islam from this horrific
Islamism... Alas, in the Muslim world such a
distinction is hardly applicable” [26, pp. 24-26].
Leonid R. Syukiyaynen also justifies the use of

the term “Islamic extremism.” He emphasizes that
Islamic concepts form the core of the ideological
justification and that members of Islamist terrorist
organizations are guided by Islamic tenets and
legal concepts [27, p. 477].

Igor P. Dobaev takes the opposite position
regarding references to Islamic tradition.
He defines Islamism as a political phenomenon that
includes an ideological doctrine and socio-political
practice. In this context, “true Islam” is contrasted
with the so-called “infidels,” both external and
internal. As a result, systems of values and
principles are formed that become the basis for
ideological, political, and military confrontation [7,
p- 132]. Noa Gur-Arie points out that in Russia the
term “Islamism” is used primarily for political
movements based on the principles of Islamic
fundamentalism, and the term “Wahhabism™ is used
for ideas that are not of the Hanafi madhhab [13,
p. 178]. Leonid E. Grinin and Andrei Korotaev
propose a definition of Islamism as a political trend
and ideology based on the superiority of Islam and
the need to apply its principles in everyday life.
“Islamism is not something superficial, but the
deepest and most comprehensive substance of
Islamic societies” [12, pp. 84-85, 91].

Among Western researchers, the term
“jihadism” predominates to describe radical
manifestations and the ideology of terrorism that
refers to Islam. It emphasizes an extremely radical
interpretation of Islamic tenets, which is embodied
in acts of violence around the world. According
to Colin Clark and Assaf Moghadam, jihadism has
a common narrative for all participants. It shapes
the perception of an ongoing clash between
Islamic society and military, political, cultural, and
religious attacks by numerous usurpers (crusaders,
Zionists, and apostates). The ideology of jihad
enjoins every “true Muslim” to defend Islam
within the framework of armed jihad, which in
the modern era has acquired an offensive, pre-
emptive character [5, p. 348]. Tor Benjaminsen
and Ba Boubacar point out the importance of
taking into account local political and
environmental contexts, which determine the basis
for popular support for the idea of social justice
promoted by terrorists [4].

In our view, identifying the religious affiliation
of members of terrorist organizations seems to
be a feasible and methodologically effective action
for the researcher. First, it emphasizes the intrinsic
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side of expressing the interests and needs of
religious terrorists. Second, it points out Islam as
a religion whose doctrine is “debased” through a
return to archaism and violence. Third, it reveals
the desacralization of sacrifice and how terrorists
frame themselves as victims. Fourth, it exposes
the manipulation of religious concepts to justify
violence. Islam, like other religions, has the
resources to justify deeds, bolster the moral
convictions of followers, and legitimize their
actions. Terrorist organizations are taking
advantage of these resources. They motivate and
integrate the participants by exercising social
control over them, as well as performing
behavioral acts, positioning their activities as part
of sacred historical narrative.

The selection of appropriate terminology to
describe this phenomenon (Islamist, Islamism,
Islamic, jihadist, fundamentalist) should be context-
dependent. The chosen term must accurately
reflect the researcher’s conceptual understanding
of the relationship between political and religious
factors and align with their academic tradition.
Thus, in our research, the term “Islamist” highlights
two key aspects: a) the political dimension of
religious movements in the Central Asian region;
b) the transformation of Islamic tradition in
accordance with promoted sociopolitical projects,
such as the establishment of a global caliphate.
When examining the religious foundations of
terrorism, one should not overlook nonreligious
factors, whose significant influence is particularly
evident at the regional level.

One particular topic in discussing Islamist
terrorism in Central Asia is the causes of its spread.
Albert Beloglazov identifies the following factors:
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first, political conditions that include, on the one
hand, the exploitation of Islam as a policy instrument
to create a new national identity and build sovereign
states, and, on the other hand, Islam serving as the
basis for opposition activities, with governments
accused of departing from established traditions;
second, socioeconomic conditions determined by
oppositional attitudes and the desire for social
mobility among young people; and third, cultural
and ideological conditions that allow Islam to
function as a new unifying force in the region [3,
pp. 20-22]. Many researchers identify the political
factor as a key driver for spreading the Islamist
ideas, linking this trend to the process of state-
building and political system formation in newly
independent states of the region following the
USSR collapse. Konstantin Polyakov emphasizes
the growing influence of international terrorist
organizations such as “Hizb ut-Tahrir al-Islami”*.
This is due to the weak political power in the region
and the incorporation of Islam into the political
opposition as a basis for accusing the government
of deviating from ancestral traditions. For example,
the terrorist organization “Islamic Movement of
Turkestan”** proclaims its goal to be the forcible
overthrow of the “apostate” rulers [24, p. 9].
Andrey Suleimenov conducted a SWOT analysis
of the opposing spatial strategies of terrorist
organizations “Al-Qaeda”*** and “Islamic
State”**. The political division of the region has
been identified as an opportunity for their realization.
It is precisely this that enables the establishment of
an umbrella organization for ethno-religious terrorist
groups united by anti-Western ideas and the project
of a global caliphate [28, p. 121]. Fachri Aidulsyah
characterizes the appeal of radical Islam,

* Decision of the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation dated February 14, 2003, No. GKPI 03116 —
to designate Hizb ut-Tahrir al-Islami (Party of Islamic Liberation) as a terrorist organization and to prohibit its
activities on the territory of the Russian Federation. URL: https://web.archive.org/web/20160108040711/http://nac.
gov.ru/content/3934.html

** Decision of the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation dated February 14, 2003, No. GKPI 03116 —
to designate the Islamic Party of Turkestan (formerly the Islamic Movement of Uzbekistan) as a terrorist organization
and to prohibit its activities on the territory of the Russian Federation. URL: https://web.archive.org/web/
20160108040711/http://nac.gov.ru/content/3934.html

*** Decision of the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation dated February 14, 2003, No. GKPI 03116 —
to designate Al-Qaeda as a terrorist organization and to prohibit its activities on the territory of the Russian
Federation. URL: https://web.archive.org/web/20160108040711/http://nac.gov.ru/content/3934.html

4* Decision of the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation of December 29, 2014, No. AKP114-1424S —
to designate the international organization the Islamic State as a terrorist organization and to prohibit its activities
on the territory of the Russian Federation. URL: https://www.consultant.ru/cons/cgi/online.cgi?
req=doc&base=ARB&n=417350#5vAqWIVolleDBN8w1
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particularly “urban Salafism.” He notes that it
facilitates the blending of urban youth groups’ pop
culture with the Islamic tradition of Arabism, as
well as the organizing of mass campaigns that
promote Islamic narratives and cultural values in a
hybrid style [1, p. 257].

However, the positions considered above do
not fully explain the sustainability of the acceptance
of Islamist ideas and the involvement of Central
Asian youth in the activities of Islamist terrorist
organizations. The demand and attractiveness of
the project to create an Islamic theocratic state
(a world caliphate) remain open, which leads to
violations of state sovereignty, territorial integrity,
and the commission of criminal acts. To achieve
this goal, young people are ready to radically
change their patterns of thinking and behavior and
organize their daily lives in accordance with
medieval norms. This occurs against the backdrop
of the global fight against terrorism, which
significantly worsens their political and economic
situation and complicates their social lives.

Results. Solving the problem of Islamist
terrorism is for the states of Central Asia not only
an item on the political agenda but also a necessary
condition for sustainable development, formation
of civic identity, reduction of ethno-religious
tensions, and separatist sentiments. Numerous
terrorist organizations justify and legitimize their
violent activities by appealing to Islamic tradition,
which is deeply rooted in the local culture.
The socio-political projects they promote —such as
the establishment of a global caliphate — entail a
fundamental repainting of the political map, which
is already fragmented and contested in many
regions. The terrorist acts (Andizhan, 2005;
Bishkek and Osh, 2002—-2003) attest to the struggle
between terrorist organizations for control over this
territory. This conflict exacerbates the complex
situation and prompts political institutions to make
ambiguous decisions in the state-religious sphere.

We highlight the following groups of factors
that contribute to the acceptance, relevance, and
popularity of Islamist ideas among Central Asian
youth. Note that these factors have not previously
been considered in terms of the sustainability of
the ideology of terrorism and the activities of
Islamist terrorist organizations in this region over
the last three decades.

Religious and educational conditions
represent the first group. In the Central Asian

region, there is a limited number of official religious
education institutions. Thus, the MiriArab madrasa
in Bukhara — established in 1946 and enrolling
only 40 students by 1961 — and the Tashkent
Islamic Institute, named after Imam al-Bukhari
and founded in 1971 [10, pp. 42-43], could not
satisfy the religious expectations of the local
population and prepare qualified personnel in the
necessary number to develop a civilized traditional
version of Islam. It would raise the general level
of religious education, thereby reducing the appeal
of terrorist ideology in the long run.

The demand for religious education provokes
the growth of illegal educational institutions (khujr),
which deal with Islamic upbringing and spiritual
training for all interested individuals. This tradition
of home-based religious education — particularly
at the primary level (maktab) — is widespread
among communities with Arab-Muslim cultural
heritage. This tradition functions under the
authority of a spiritual leader without formal
confirmation of his professional training. For
centuries, maktabs have been established in
mosques and private houses. They were
respected by the masses, supported by donations
and income from wagqf lands. According to
Muslim cultural norms, education in such
institutions was traditionally conducted separately.
Girls were taught by the imam’s wife, a qadi, or a
woman proficient in Arabic and experienced in
teaching, while boys were taught by the imam, a
qadi, or the most capable of his students [9,
p. 943]. In this context, neither state authorities
nor community bodies can ensure proper
monitoring of educational program content or
qualification of teaching staff.

At the end of the 20" century, these institutions
became places where Central Asian youth were
extensively exposed to radical Islam and Islamism
and recruited into international Islamist terrorist
organizations. The older generation of believers
lacked sufficient experience and expertise in
theological matters to effectively counter such
extremist indoctrination, while the official Islamic
clergy had limited authority among young people,
who viewed them as accomplices of political regimes
and supporters of the status quo. Under these
conditions, it was impossible to discern the distinction
between historically familiar local interpretations of
the union of political and spiritual authority
(exemplified by the Emirate of Bukhara and the
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Khanate of Khiva) and the project of a global
caliphate propagated by Islamists.

The second set of factors includes nation-
building processes and the development of civil
society. The state promotes the belonging of
individuals or groups to a political and/or socio-
cultural community in order to democratize and
institutionalize rights and duties at different
political levels. Civil society provides a space for
constructive dialogue and consultation. However,
this space may be restricted because of security
threats posed by terrorism [25, p. 146]. As Rustam
Haydarov notes, national unity is a supreme value
that indicates the importance of each nation,
political independence, and protection against the
subversive influence of religious-political
extremism [14, p. 115]. While agreeing with this
view, it is crucial to recognize that strong national
identity and intercultural dialogue within a
multiethnic society also ensure religious identity.
Currently, religious identity is growing among
Central Asian youth, despite living in a multicultural
environment that has been shaped by modern
Western European values. These values
encourage multiple identities — a context that
contrasts with traditional Islamic norms. Young
people emphasize that their practice of Islam is
their personal choice, made as a reflection of
religious beliefs. They acknowledge the cultural
tension between their religious identity and
dominant individualistic values [8, p. 34].

Soviet atheist propaganda in Central Asia
has led to a lack of basic knowledge among the
local population about Islam, their own culture,
and the traditions of other peoples who have lived
together for many centuries. This situation has
created a crisis of religious identity, manifested in
a) the search for religious truths among adherents
of Islam and leaders of Muslim movements in
Egypt and Saudi Arabia and b) the rise of cultural
nationalism. The crisis was exacerbated by
secular governments’ attempts to construct a civic
identity, ignoring the population’s historical
religiosity but emphasizing ethnic cultural identity.
However, young people seek clear behavioral
models that are reinforced by religious values.
Thus, the goal of the concept for the development
of civil identity “Kyrgyz Zharany” in the Kyrgyz
Republic for 2021-2026 is defined as fostering a
cohesive civic community of citizens, transcending
ethnic, cultural, and religious differences, united
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by the desire to strengthen the sovereignty of the
country and its welfare [20]. At the same time,
Kyrgyzstan declares over two thousand years of
statehood, continuity of democracy from the
steppe peoples, and the key role in shaping the
nation of the epic “Manas.” Local researcher
Misirali Koldoshev emphasizes that some elements
of the epic reflect ethnic customs and values that
modern youth should strive to follow in their lives
and draw moral lessons from them [19, p. 67].

After the collapse of the USSR, the newly
independent states of Central Asia declared a
political course for the revival of ethnic, religious,
and spiritual historical values. It has been
accompanied by a reevaluation of historical
narratives, notably regarding the region’s
incorporation into the Russian Empire and its role
within the Soviet state. Thus, in Uzbekistan, the
educational course “The Idea of National
Independence: Basic Concepts and Principles” was
introduced in 2001. Its objectives are defined as
follows: (1) To unite the population with a common
vision for national development, (2) To foster pride
in the nation’s ancestral heritage, enduring spiritual
values, and time-honored traditions, (3) To cultivate
civic responsibility and devotion to the homeland
[15, pp. 6-7]. In2012, a decree was issued “On the
Establishment of a Commission for the
Development of Historical Science under the
President of the Kyrgyz Republic and the Creation
of the Fund for the Historical and Cultural Heritage
of the People of Kyrgyzstan ‘Muras.”” In 2016,
this commission held a commemorative event titled
“1916-2016: The National Liberation Uprising and
the Great Urkun,” marking the centenary of the
1916 Central Asian uprising, with a particular focus
on Kyrgyzstan and the tragedy of the Great Urkun.

The third group of factors encompasses
contradictory decisions by governments in Central
Asian states regarding state-religion relations.
On the one hand, Tajikistan, Kyrgyzstan, and
Uzbekistan have proclaimed policies of religious
tolerance and affirmed the secular status of the
state. On the other hand, these governments have
tightened regulatory control over religious
organizations, including measures such as
censorship of religious literature and bans on the
registration of new religious groups. These policies
generate public discontent, impede the
development of religious literacy, and render
citizens more vulnerable to Islamist propaganda.
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In 2010, the Committee on Religious Regulation
of Traditions, Celebrations, and Rituals under the
Government of the Republic of Tajikistan was
established. Its responsibilities include coordination
of the election of imam-khatibs and imams of
mosques, as well as overseeing the regulation of
traditions, celebrations, and rituals. Even the
ambivalent state support for religious organizations
exercising the right to freedom of conscience —
particularly those perceived by the population as
challenging Islamic traditions — is often interpreted
as undermining ancestral culture and departure
from historical roots in favor of foreign influences
(notably Russia, the USA, and Iran). For example,
citizens of Tajikistan demonstrate misunderstanding
regarding the active work of Zoroastrians, in
particular Abdulkadir Talbakov’s attempts to
register the relevant organization.

The fourth set of factors is the geography
of the region. Geographical conditions historically
determine the specifics of economic activity,
ethnic-based settlement patterns, and the nature
of interethnic interaction. In the context of modern
geopolitical realities, they have begun to contribute
to the emergence of ethnic enclaves and
interethnic conflicts. The Fergana Valley exhibits
a mosaic type of ethnogeographical configuration.
Within the context of acute socioeconomic
challenges, this spatial arrangement significantly
amplifies the region’s conflict potential. Some
ethnic groups are not territorially organized and
segregated. However, they harbor strong social
cohesion and separatist tendencies. Others, while
possessing a titular state, nonetheless maintain
significant populations in neighboring countries [18,
p- 55]. In 2010, the Osh conflict erupted in the
city of Osh, Kyrgyz Republic. This event has
clearly demonstrated that the mismatch of
traditional economic activities of the local Uzbek
population and natural boundaries of the Ferghana

valley with state borders can exacerbate
nationalist sentiments.

The sustainability of Islamist ideologies in
Central Asia is also facilitated by the following
factors: (a) The geographical proximity of states
where active terrorist activities are carried out and
theocratic social-political projects (creation of a
global caliphate), (b) Opening to the local population
the training centers of major international Islamist
terrorist organizations. In the 1990s, combatants
from the Tajik Civil War (1992-1997) were
ideologically supported and redirected into terrorist
organizations based in Afghanistan and Pakistan.
However, over the past decade, the primary source
of such influence has shifted to the Syrian Arab
Republic. Within its borders, numerous international
terrorist organizations, such as the “Jebhat al-
Nusra”*, the “Islamic State”** and the “Hayat
Tahrir al-Sham”*** which unite ethnic groups of
people from Central Asian countries, operate. Strict
anti-terrorism measures prevent Islamist terrorism
from openly interfering with public policy. However,
these measures are not able to limit the growth of
illegal activities, the functioning of informal
madrassas and mosques, or participation of citizens
along ethnic lines in international terrorist
organizations based abroad [16, p. 296].

Conclusion. In summary, it is worth noting
the complexity of the problem of the spread and
resilience of Islamist ideas in Central Asia. This is
largely due to the historical events of the late
20t and early 21% centuries and the specific nature
of nation-state formation in complex ethnoreligious
conditions. Nation-building measures do not always
take into account the need of young people for
religious identity and social activism. Gaps in state
youth policy are being exploited by Islamist terrorist
organizations, whose calls for a radical change in
social reality and proposed behaviors and mindsets
resonate with a large share of young people. Their

* Decision of the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation of December 29, 2014, No. AKPI14-1424S —
to designate the international organization Jabhat al-Nusra as a terrorist organization and to prohibit its activities
on the territory of the Russian Federation. URL: https://www.consultant.ru/cons/cgi/online.cgi? req=doc&base=

ARB&n=417350#5vAqWIVolleDBN8w1

** Decision of the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation of December 29, 2014, No. AKPI14-1424S —
to designate the international organization the Islamic State as a terrorist organization and to prohibit its activities
on the territory of the Russian Federation. URL: https://www.consultant.ru/cons/cgi/online.cgi?req=doc&

base=ARB&n=417350#5vAqWIVolleDBN8w1

*** Decision of the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation of June 4, 2020, No. AKPI20-275S —to designate
the organization Hayat Tahrir al-Sham as a terrorist organization and to prohibit its activities on the territory of the
Russian Federation. URL: http://www.fsb.ru/fsb/npd/terror.htm
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sociopolitical projects — such as the creation of a
global caliphate — substitute concrete proposals for
social justice and improvement of living conditions
with abstract assertions and violent methods.
The violent activities of Islamist terrorists are
accompanied by the incitement of interethnic
conflicts and the violation of state sovereignty.
The use of familiar narratives about a just state
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and the heroic deeds of ancestors, as well as low
levels of religious education, ensures support and
approval of Islamist ideas among young people.

The presented results highlight the need for
more specialized research and underscore the
necessity of developing effective counterterrorism
programs targeting religiously inclined youth and
fostering a competitive worldview.
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Abstract. Introduction. This article examines the issues of Kazakhstan’s multi-vector foreign policy in the
context of a global hybrid war, which is deployed and implemented through various methods of political-diplomatic,
financial-economic, information-psychological, and information-technical pressure on the country from such
superpowers as the USA, Russia, and China. The peculiarity of such a hybrid war is that all countries are involved
in it through their inclusion in the global information space. Kazakhstan has been in such a difficult situation since
February 24, 2022, to the present. Prompt response to external threats will allow Kazakhstan to build a proactive
foreign policy. Methods and materials. The authors conducted a systematic analysis of three dominant vectors of
Kazakhstan’s foreign policy in the context of a global hybrid war based on the concept of Kazakhstan’s foreign
policy outlined by Zh.-K. Tokayev and official documents of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of
Kazakhstan published after February 24, 2022. Analysis and results. In this article, three dominant vectors in
Kazakhstan’s foreign policy were chosen as the main focus for the study: 1) Western (USA, Western countries,
EU); 2) Russian (Russian Federation); 3) Chinese. Based on the main provisions of the concept of balance of power
and the presence of international organizations and alliances reflecting the interests of all actors in the system of
international relations, priority partners in Kazakhstan’s foreign policy were identified: the USA, EU countries,
Russia, and China, and their spheres of influence and interests were highlighted. A comprehensive assessment of
the implementation of the multi-vector course of Kazakhstan’s foreign policy confirmed that in the context of global
destabilization, this is the only acceptable strategy of the country’s foreign policy, ensuring its sovereignty.
Authors’ contribution. The research of methodology development, source selection, and collection of empirical
data were carried out by S.Yu. Petrenko The analysis of Kazakhstan’s foreign policy across its main foreign policy
vectors, as well as the preparation of analytical conclusions, was conducted by I.P. Ivanov.
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ULIT Heanos, C.FO. [lempenro. MHOTOBeKTOpHAsI reornonuTrka KasaxcraHa B yCITOBHSIX ITI00ATEHON THOPHTHON BOHHD] —————

Ceersana IOpbeBHa IleTpenko

AxaneMus KBaHTOBBIX IICHXOTEXHOIOTHH, T. AnMathl, Pecryormka Kasaxcran

AHHoOTanus. Beeoerue. B cTaThe MPOBOMUTCS CHCTEMHBIN aHAIM3 MHOTOBEKTOPHOW BHEIIHEH MOMUTHKH Ka-
3axcTaHa B YCIOBHAX INI00aIbHOM T’MOPHTHON BOIHBI, KOTOpasi pa3BEpHYTa U PEATN3YESTCS Yepe3 pa3InIHbIC METO-
JIbI TIOJIUTHKO-IUTITIOMATHY €CKOTO, (PMHAHCOBO-3KOHOMHUYECKOT0, MH()OPMaOHHO-TICHXOIOTHYECKOTO U HH(OP-
MAIMOHHO-TEXHIYECKOT0 JABJICHUS HA CTPaHy CO CTOPOHBI TaKKX cymnepaepxas, kak CIIIA, Poccns n Kuraii. Oco-
OEHHOCTBIO TaKOH TMOPHUIHOIN BOWHBI SBISETCS TO, YTO BCE CTPAHBI BTSHYTHI B HEE IIOCPEICTBOM BKJIIOUYEHHS B
m100anpHOE WH(OPMAIIMOHHOE MPOCTPAHCTBO. B Tako# croxkHO# cutyarmy Haxonutcs u Kazaxcran ¢ 24 ¢eBpans
2022 1. mo Hacrosmiee BpeMs. OnepaTuBHOE pearnpoBaHye Ha BHEIIHHIE Yrpo3bl TO3BOINUT KazaxcTaHy BEICTPOUTH
MIPOAKTUBHYIO BHEIITHIOIO TIOJIUTHKY. Memoosl u mamepuaisl. ABTOpaMH IIPOBEIEH CUCTEMHBIN aHAJIN3 TPEX JOMH-
HUPYIOUINX BEKTOPOB BHeITHeH monuTtuku PK B yemoBusax rimodansHONM THOPHIHON BOWHBI 11O KOHIICTIIIIHA BHEIITHEH
nonmutraku PK, m3noxennoit XK.-K. TokaeBpiM, 1 opUIIHATBHEIM TOKYMEHTaM MUHICTEPCTBA HHOCTPaHHEIX nen PK,
oIyOIMKOBaHHEIM Tiocite 24 despans 2022 rona. Ananus u pe3ynsmamel. B JaHHOH cTaThe OCHOBHBIM (DOKYCOM TSI
HCCIe0BaHMs ObUTH BBIOPAHBI TPH JOMUHHPYIOLINX BEKTOpa BO BHemHeH nonmTrke Kazaxcrana: 1) 3amanusiit
(CIIA, 3ananusie crpansl, EC); 2) poccniickuii (Poccuiickas ®@enepanns n apyrue crpanst CHID); 3) kuraiicknit
(KHP). Ommpasich Ha OCHOBHBIE TTOJIO’KEHHSI KOHLIETIIIMY OajlaHca CHIT M HAJTMYHSI MEXTyHapOIHBIX OpTaHU3aIni 1
AJBSHCOB, OTPAYKAIOIIMX MHTEPECHI BCEX AKTOPOB CUCTEMBI MEXTyHAPOAHBIX OTHOIICHHNH, OBLIN ONIPEAEIEHBI IIPH-
OpHTETHBIE MapTHEPHI Bo BHemHeH nomutuke Kazaxcrana: CIA, crpanst EC, Poccnst u Kurait, Beinenens! cdepbl nx
BIIMSTHUA 1 nHTEpecoB. KoMIuekcHas olieHKa peann3alii MHOTOBEKTOPHOTO Kypca BHeITHeH nonutuky Kasaxcra-
Ha MIOATBEPANIIA TO, YTO B YCIIOBUSIX NIO0AIEHON JIecTaOMIIN3aIMY 3TO SANHCTBEHHO PHEMIIEMast CTPATErnsl BHEIL-
HETIOJIMTHYECKOTO Kypca CTpaHbl, oOecrieunBaronas el CyBepeHuTeT. Bxriad aemopos. Pa3paborka METOq0I0ruN
HCCIIEA0BaHUs, TONO0p NCTOYHNKOB U cOOp aMIupHyeckoro Matepuana ocymectsieHsl C.10. Ilerpenko. Anamus
BHelTHeH nomtrky Kazaxcrana o ocHOBHBIM BHEITHETIOUTHIECKUM BEKTOPaM, a TAKXKE MTOATOTOBKA aHAJINTHIEC-
KHX BBIBOJIOB BEITOJIHEHEI M.IT1. UBaHOBEIM.

KiroueBble ci10Ba: MHOTOBEKTOpHAs BHEITHsIA nonuTrka Ka3zaxcrana, miobansHas rubpuanas BoviHa, Kuraii,
Poccus, CIIIA.

Iutuposanue. Meanos 1. I1., ITerpenko C. FO. MHorosekropHas reononutrka Kazaxcrana B ycioBHsIX Iio0asb-
HOM ruOpuHOi BoiiHbI // BecTHrK Bonrorpazackoro rocynapersensoro yansepeurera. Cepusi 4, Mictopust. Pernonose-
nenne. Mexynaponasie orHomenus. —2026. — T. 31, Ne 2. — C. 62—74.—DOI: https://doi.org/10.15688/jvolsu4.2026.2.6

— poccuiickuii (Poccuiickas ®eneparus);

— kuraiickuii (KHP).

[moGanbHbIe UTPOKH, HAXOMAIINECS B CO-
CTOSTHUY THOPUIHOM BOWHEI APYT C APYT'OM, yYCH-
nMBarT naBieHue Ha Kaszaxcran. 3amanHble

BBenenne. BHemHenonuTH4eCKui Kypc
CTpaHbl BbIpabaThIBACTCA UCXOAS M3 MMEIOIIUX-
Csl pecypcoB, HEOOXOIMMOCTH UX 3alMIIATh U
npeyMHoXkaTh. [103TOMy ele Ha 3ape He3aBHUCH-
MOCTH Obljla BBIOpaHa MHOTOBEKTOPHOCTh BHEIII-

Heil momutukn KazaxcTana, Koropas 1mo3BoIsia
BBICTPanBaTh COTPYAHHUYECTBO C Pa3HBIMU aKTO-
paMu MUPOBOTO MOJIUTHUYECKOro Iponecca. Pyc-
TeM KypMaHTY)KUH OTMEYaeT, 4To «...caMa MHO-
TOBEKTOPHOCTh Ka3aXCTAaHCKOW BHEIITHEH ITONINTH-
K# ObITa, KaK U3BECTHO, MPEIONPENENIeHa COBPe-
MEHHBIM T'eOTOIMTHYECKUM OKPYKEHHEM He3aBU-
cumoro Kazaxcrana. OmHaKo CrieuaaucTaM mpu-
XOIMIIOCh TAKXKE YYHUTHIBATH M MCTOPHYCCKHUI
OITBIT COOBITHI, CBSI3aHHBIX B TOM YHCJIE C ITEPUO-
JIOM TIpaBIICHUS Ka3aXCKUX XaHOBY [6, c. 50].

Takum 00pa3oM, OCHOBHEIM (DOKYCOM JIJIst
WCCIIEIOBaHUS OBLIN BHIOPAHBI TPU TPaTUIINOH-
HO JOMHUHUPYIOIINX BEKTOPa BO BHEIIHEH MOIN-
tuke Kazaxcrana:

— zanaubi (CLLA, 3amagssie crpansl, EC);

CTpaHBbI CTPEMSITCS YCIOKHUTH B3aUMOICHCTBHE
Kazaxcrana c Poccueir u Kurtaem, yrpoxas B
TOM 4Hcie 1 caHkiusimu. Kuraii n Poccust B cBoro
odepelb CTpeMsITCS YCHIUTh BiausHue Ha Kazax-
crad. Ha aTom ¢oHe ActaHa BceMH CHUIIaMH CTpe-
MUTCSI COXPaHHUTh CTaTyC BIHUATEIBHOTO PETHO-
HaJIbHOIO UTPOKA, PABHOYAJIEHHOT'O OT KPU3UCOB
n koH(ukroB. § aBrycra 2024 r. Kacsim-XKo-
MapT TokaeB omyOianKoBan craTbio «PeHeccaHc
LenTpanbHON A3nK: Ha ITyTH K YCTOMUMBOMY pa3-
BUTHIO U nipouBerannio» (cM.: Tokaes K.-)K. Pe-
HeccaHc LleHTpanbHON A3uu: HAa TyTH K YCTOH-
YMBOMY Pa3BUTHUIO U IporBeTanuio // Kazaxcran-
ckas mpaBnpa. 2024. 8 asr. URL: https://
kazpravda.kz/n/renessans-tsentralnoy-azii-na-
puti-k-ustoychivomu-razvitiyu-i-protsvetaniyu/), B
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KOTOPOM OTMETHJI NMEPCIEKTUBBl PErMOHa K UH-
terpauuu (manee o tekcty — TokaeB K.-2K. Pe-
Heccanc LlenTpansHoii A3uu...). beuna BeicKa-
3aHa UJes K YCHWJICHHUIO COTPYIHUYECTBA CTPaH
peruoHa apyr ¢ apyrom. [Ipesunent Kazaxcra-
Ha orMmerui: «Bektop paszsutusa LlenTpanbHoit
A3UM — IPUBEPKEHHOCT TPAAULOHHBIM [IEHHO-
CTSIM BKYIIE CO CTPEMIICHHEM K MOJAECpPHU3AIUU
U TIEPEOBBIM 3HAHUAM. JTO JIENaeT Hall Peru-
OH CaMOJOCTATOYHBIM U BIUSTEIbHBIM Y4YacT-
HUKOM OOHOBIISIOIIEHCS MEXAYHAPOTHON CHUCTE-
MbI. CeroiHsg Mbl HallEIEHbI Ha YKPEIUJICHUE CBO-
el ponu Kak eBpa3uiCKOro SMULICHTPA MEXKIY-
HapOJHBIX T€ONOTUTUYECKUX U TEOIKOHOMUYEC-
KHX mpeobpazoBanuii» (cm.: TokaeB K.-XK. Pe-
Heccanc LleHTpanbHOl A3nn...). O4eBUIHO, YTO
WHUIUATHBEI 110 00BhETMHEHUIO YCHUITHN C FOXKHBI-
MU COCEHSIMHU IOJKHBI 1o3BoauTh KazaxcTtany
YCHJINTB CBOU MEPErOBOPHBIE MO3ULIMH C KITHOUe-
BBIMHU MEXAYHAapOOHBIMU NapTHepamu. Vcxons
W3 3TOU TPOOJIEMATHKU BO3HUKAET BOIPOC: CO-
xpanuT 11 KazaxcraH MHOrOBEKTOPHYIO IMOJH-
THKY B YCJIOBHSX II00aJIbHOM THOPUIHON BOMHBI?

MeTtoasl 1 MaTepuagabl. B padote unc-
MOJIb30BAHBl CUCTEMHBIM aHANN3 TPEX IIABHBIX
BeKTOpOB BHelHel nonutuku PK 1 ocHOBHEIE ITO-
JIO)KEHHUSI TEOPUU pealii3Ma B MEXIYHAPOIHBIX
OTHOUICHUSX, B YACTHOCTH, IBA MHCTPYMEHTA, KO-
TOpbIe OBLTM TpemIokeHbl ['ancom MopreHTay,
Y MOTYT 00ECIIEYUTh NII00aTBHYI0 CTA0MIBHOCTh
Y CHU3UTb YPOBEHb HACHIMS B MEXKIYHAPOAHOM
coobmiecte. [lepBhIM sBNIsIeTCS KOHIIENIUs Oa-
JIaHCA CUJI, BTOPOM — HATMYKe MEXAYHAPOIHBIX
OpraHMu3alui U albIHCOB, OTPAXKAIOIIUX HHTEPE-
CBI BCEX aKTOPOB CUCTEMBI MEXKIYHAPOIHBIX OT-
HomeHwui [17]. A Taxke KOHIIeIHs THOPUAHOM
BOWHBI, IpeuIokeHHass Maprtuaom JInbuiiku, ko-
TOPBIH SIBIIIETCS OMHUM M3 Pa3pabOTYHKOB CITO-
CO0OB MTpUMEHEeHHsI HHPOPMAIIMOHHBIX TEXHOJIO-
TUH B CHUCTEME HaIlMOHAIHHOW 0€30MacHOCTH
CHIA [11].

1. Teopusa peanusma WNCNIONB3YyeTCs A
OOBSCHEHHUSI BHEIIHETTOTUTHYECKUX PEIICHUM
Kazaxcrana ¢ Touku 3peHuUs HAITMOHAIBHBIX UH-
TEPECOB, CUJIbI U BBIXKUBAHUS TOCYIapCTBa B yC-
JIOBUSX TIT00ATbHON HeonpenenenHocTy. Corac-
HO MopreHnTay rocynapctBa ACHCTBYIOT B MEX-
JYHAapOIHBIX OTHOIICHUAX UCXOAS U3 MPUHIIUIA
OamaHca CHJI M PaIlOHAJIBLHOTO BHIOOpaA. DTOT
MOXOMA TIOMOTaeT MpoaHalu3upoBaTh, kak Ka-
3aXCTaH aNanTUpyeTcs K BhI30BaM THOPUIHOMN

BOMHBI, paclpeAensisi CBOM PECYPChl U BBICTPaU-
Basl AUIJIOMATUYECKUE CTPATErHH.

2. Konyenyus cubpuonou eotinsr (M. Jln-
OWIIKYM) TIpUMEHSETCS sl 00BSICHEHUS U3MEH -
FOIMXCS YCIOBUN MEXTYHAPOAHOTO B3aUMOJEN -
CTBHS, B KOTOPBIX TPaIUIINOHHEIE M HETPa U~
OHHBIE (OPMBI KOHDIUKTA (IKOHOMUIECKOE JIaB-
neHue, kubepataku, HHPOPMAMOHHBIC BOWHBI)
BO3JCHCTBYIOT Ha MOJIUTUKY CTpaH. ITO MO3BO-
JII€T paccMOTpeTh, Kak Ka3zaxcraH oTBeyaeT Ha
BBI30BEI THOPHIHOM BOWHBI, COXPaHSsi MHOTOBEK-
TOPHOCTb CBOCH BHELTHEH TOTUTUKH.

[IpuMeneHne 3TUX HUHCTPYMEHTOB Ha TpaK-
THKE ITO3BOJISET AaTh 0ObEKTUBHYIO OIIEHKY CIIO-
JKUBIIETOCS OanaHca CHII M Pa3mIsieTh MOTEH-
uuanbHble yrpo3sl il KazaxcraHa B peanusa-
LMY BHEIIHENOIUTHYECKOr0 Kypca cTpaHsbl. JlaH-
HBI TEOPETUUECKUI TOAXO AAET BO3MO)KHOCTh
c(hOKyCcHpOBATHCS Ha OPENENICHUN BIVSIHUS KOH-
TEKCTa THOPHTHOW BOIHBI HA BHEIIHIOO TTOJTUTH-
ky Kazaxcrana u Giaromaps 3ToMy OIpeneuTh
WU3MEHEHUS MO OTICNIBHO B3ATHIM HAMpaBIICHU-
sMm (BekTopam). B Hammem cirydae paccMarpu-
BarOTCA 3aIlaHbIN, POCCUHACKUI M KUTalICKHUI BEK-
TOphl. B pe3ynprate 3THX MOAXOAOB U CHUCTEM-
HOTO aHayn3a OBUIO BBISIBICHO KITFOYEBOE Mpe-
HMMYIIECTBO MHOTOBEKTOPHOM nonutuku Kazax-
CTaHa, MPOSIBUBIICECS B YCIOBUSIX COBPEMEHHOM
TUOPUIHON BOWHBI. B MTOre 3amomHsercs mpo-
0en B akaJIeMUYECKOM JTMCKYPCE O BIMSIHAH THO-
PUAHOI BOWHBI HA BHEIITHIOK NOMUTHKY Pecmy0-
nuku Kazaxcran.

Buemmnss nonutuka Kazaxcrana Ha coBpe-
MEHHOM 3Tarle SIBISIETCS MPEIMETOM HCCIEI0BA-
HUSI U3BECTHBIX Ka3aXCTAHCKUX DKCIEPTOB IO
MEXKIYHAPOJIHBIM OTHOIIEHUsM. Cpeu HUX clie-
JyeT BBIACTUTD TPYIbl BEAYIIUX CICLIUATUCTOB B
obrmactu BHemrHel monuTuku Kazaxcrana, BHe-
CIIMX 3HAYHUTENLHBIN BKIIA]] B Pa3BUTHE aKaIeMHU-
YECKOTr0 AVCKYpCa, IOCBAILIEHHOIO aHAN3Y BHEII-
Heit nonmutuku Peciyonuku Kasaxcran: M. T. Jla-
ymynusa [10], B.K. Cynranosa [21-23], P. Kyp-
ManryxuHa [6] u E.B. TykymoBa [26].

Cpenu poCCHICKMX YUYEHBIX, HCCIENOBAB-
LIMX MHOTOBEKTOPHYIO NoIUTHKY Kazaxcrana Ha
COBPEMEHHOM 3Tame, clefyeT OTMETUTh pado-
THI npuknagHoro xapakrepa M.IO. Kyuepoga,
N.B. Boxmunnesa, U.JI. KpaBuyka, B KOTOpBIX
M3Y4YaloTCs BHEITHETIONUTHIECKIE TpedepeHITnu
Kazaxcrana ¢ 2022 r. ¢ moMoIIBI0 KOHTEHT-aHA-
JM3a U Ipyrux MeTomuoB [7].
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Cpenu 3anagHbIX HCCIIEAOBATENEH, 3aHU-
Maromuxcs peruonom LlentpansHoit Azuu, u, B
YaCTHOCTH, MHOTOBEKTOpOI monutukoil Kazax-
CTaHa, MO’)KHO Ha3BaTh CIEQYIOIIHNX aBTOPOB:
npodeccop OKIaXOMCKOr0 TOCYIapCTBEHHOTO
HCCIEN0BATENbCKOTO YHHUBEpCUTETa Pysn
P. Xonkc [4], FOcyd Hebu bactac (Hopse-
rus) [1], nupekrop UncTutyTa LleHTpansHoi
Azun n Kaskasa C. ®penepuk Crapp [20], HO B
ux paborax 0003HaYAIOTCS JIUIIb OCHOBHBIE Ha-
npaBiieHus BHEIIHeW nonuTuku PK, orcyrcTy-
€T aHaJIu3 KakJ0ro BEKTopa.

Marepuanamu, Ha KOTOPBIX OCHOBBIBAET-
Cs MCCIEAOBaHME, SBIAIOTCA aKaJeMUUYECKUE
nyONMKauuy, aHATUTHIECKUE MaTepuabl, odu-
LHAJIbHBIE JOKYMEHTHl M CTATUCTHYECKUE JaH-
HBIE TI0 BOMPOCAaM BHEIIHEN MOTUTUKH, T€OMO-
JIUTUKY U peTHOHAIbHON OezonacHocTy. Mcmomb-
30BaHbI MOJIOKEHHSI BHELIHEH MOJTUTHKH Pecry0-
nuku KazaxcraH, usnoxenusle Ilpesunen-
toMm PK K.-2K. TokaeBbIM, a Takke opUIIHAI-
HBIE TOKyMEHTHl MUHUCTEpCTBAa HHOCTPAHHBIX
nen PK, omybnukoBanHbIe mocie 24 ¢eBpans
2022 r. [26]. Kpome Toro, uCIonb3yroTcs MaTe-
pHabl OQUIHATBHBIX HHTEPHET-PECYPCOB TOCy-
JIapcTBEHHBIX opranoB Peciyonuku Kasaxcran,
Kurtas u MexIyHapoOHBIX aHaJIHUTHUYECKUX
naatdopm [14-16].

Ananu3. Konmexcm 2ubpuonoii 6oiinbl.
Ha coBpeMeHHOM 3Tame BcA cUCTEMa MEXKIY-
HApPOAHBIX OTHOIICHUH OCPEACTBOM IT100aTbHOM
ruOpUIHON BOMHBI MPEBPAIIAETCS B CIOKHYIO
MHOTONOJIAPHYIO XPYIKYIO THHAMHYECKYIO CHC-
TeMy, KOTopas MOpPOXKAAET HEONPEAETIEHHOE KO-
JIMYECTBO «YEPHBIX Jedeneii» (B TepMUHOIOTUU
BbIatomierocs ¢uiocoda coppemenHoctu Hac-
cuma Taneba), TPyIHOIPOrHO3UPYEMBIX COLH-
aNbHO-TIOIMTUYECKUX U SKOHOMUYECKUX KaTacT-
pod [24]. Cunraercs, 4yTo TepMHUH «THOpHIHASL
BoitHa» (anr. hydric warfare) mosiBuncst B CLIIA
B KoHIIE 1990-X I'T. U B COBPEMEHHOI HayKe HET
€IMHOT0 MHEHHS O CYIIIHOCTH TMOPUAHOMN BOMHBEI.
TakuMm o0pa3om, cozfaercsi 0OBEKTUBHBIH (OH
JUT1 MHOTOBEKTOPHOW BHEITHEH MOJUTHUKHU COBpE-
MeHHoro Kaszaxcrana.

B naHHO# cTaThe Moa THOPHUIHONW BOWHOM
ITOHMMAETCS BCSI COBOKYITHOCTh METOJIOB IMOJIU-
THUKO-IUIUIOMaTHYECKOro, (PrHaHCOBOT0-3KOHO-
MHYECKOT0, HH(POPMALIHOHHO-TICHXOJIOTHYECKOr0
1 UH(QOPMALIIOHHO-TEXHUYECKOT'0 AaBJICHHUS, OCY-
LIECTBIAEMBIX 10 €IMHOMY IUIaHY BBICIIMMH
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OopraHaMy YTIpaBlIeHHs OZHOIO rocygapcTBa B
OTHOIIIEHUHU CTPaHbI-MHUILICHHU [2].

Eme B 2001 . B cBoeil cratbe MapTun
JInbunku (Martin C. Libicki) nucan: «Ecnu un-
(hopMaLnOHHBIE TEXHOIOTHH ITOTHOCTHIO MPeoo-
pa3uiv TpaskJaHCKUI MUp, HE IOJKHO JIX UX BITHU-
SHUE B BOGHHOM cdepe OBITh CTONb ke Try0o-
KUM? OfHaKO MPUHECET JH 3TO MONb3Y WIH HET,
MOJKET 3aBHUCETh OT TOTO, KTO MEPBBIM PacIO3-
HaeT ¥ UCMONb3yeT HOBBIN noreHuuam» [11].

Baxwnoii yactbio 3Toro ona saeusercs 00o-
CTpeHHE OTHOUIEHUH cTpaH 3anana ¢ Kutaem u
nonbITKH CHIA opraHu3oBBIBaTh CKOOPAUHHUPO-
BaHHBIEC Mepbl Bo3nercTBus Ha [lexuH (cm.: To-
kaeB K.-)K. Peneccanc LlenTpanpHoii A3un...).
Hapsiny ¢ npuBbsraHbIME HHPOPMALITOHHBIMH aTa-
kamu Ha Kuraii cTpassl 3amaia UCIOAb3YIOT 3KO-
HOMMYECKHE OTPAaHUYEHNS H YCUIICHUE BOEHHO-
CTpPaTErn4eckoro JaBJIECHUs MOCPEACTBOM CO-
3IaHUS HOBBIX BOeHHBIX anmbiHCcoB (AUKUS) u
pacummpenust ¢pyHkuuonana crapeix (NATO).
B centa6pe 2023 1. cocTosiics BUSUT MUHHCTPa
MHOCTpaHHBIX Aen Kurtas B MockBy, Iie OH po-
Ben psa Berped. Cekperapp CoBera Oe3omac-
Hoctu Poccun Huxonaii [Tatpymes u rmasa M/
Kuras Ban U otmerunu, uro «...cozmanaue CIITA
OJIOKOB | pa3nenuTenbHbIX TuHui B ATP 1 ycu-
nenue npucyrcrsud HATO B TuxoM okeaHe mof-
pBIBaeT 6e30macHOCTh B pernoHe» [18].

®opmatr AUKUS sBagercs cBoero pona
nponommkenueM (opmara NATO mis KOHTpons
BOEHHO-CHJIOBOTO TIpOCTpaHcTBa THXOro okeaHa.
Jmutpuit MocsiKOB B OOHOM M3 CBOMX PadoT MH-
meT: «MHOTMe aHaIUTHKK Cpa3y >K€ OTMETUIIN
eme ogHy ocobenHocth AUKUS — ornuume ot
CEATO ! u AH3IOK 2. Jleno B TOM, 4TO HU OffHA
cTpaHa, cOOCTBEHHO, U3 perroHa bonbimoii Boc-
TOYHOW A3MHM HE 3aX0TeNa U He cTajla IpUHUMAaTh
B 3TOM Os10Ke yuactue. [lomyunscs uncto 3amnaz-
HBIH, @ TOYHEE aHITIOCAKCOHCKUI BOCHHO-TIOTUTH-
YECKHUH COI03, KOTOPBI HAMEPEH CaMbIM AKTUB-
HBIM 00pa3oM AeiicTBOBaTh B A3MM MCXOAS IPHU
9TOM SIKOOBI M3 MTHTEPECOB rocynapcts Azum» [15].

VYcuneHne reocTpaTern4eckoro MpoTUBO-
CTOSTHUS IPUBOJUT K BAXKHBIM «T€KTOHHUYECKUM
CIBUTamM» B IMI00aJIbHOM OaaHce CHJl, KOTOpBIE
CTaBAT MOJ COMHEHME YCTOSBIIYIOCS C Hadaja
1990-x IT. cucteMy MeXAyHapOIHBIX OTHOIIIE-
Huil. HeoOxonumo oOpaTuTh BHUMaHHE HA BO3-
POCIIYIO pOJIb B MEXAYHAPOIHBIX OTHOIIEHMSIX
¢opmara BPUKC, koTophIii IpOTHBOMOCTABIIS-
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ercst 6onee npuBbIYHOMY popmaty G7, a Takke
BO3pacTaHue PONK CTpaH riodanpHoro Ora.

Ha mpowenmenm B 2023 1. cammure G20
CTpaHbl 3amaja mpoAEMOHCTPUPOBAIU PEIIU-
MOCTb Pa3BUBaTh TOPrOBOE COTPYIHUYECTBO CO
ctpaHaMu lOra u MOCTpOUTH HOBBIA TOPTOBBIN
KOpUJO0p, KOTOPBIM O3BONUT COSTUHUTHL VTHIMIO
¢ EBpornoii, HecMOTps Ha mpeacTosAne GruHaAH-
COBBIE 3aTpaThl. K JKOHOMUYECKHH kopruaop UH-
1ust — bivoxawuii Boctok — EBpona (IMEC), ipo-
JBUTAEMBIM KaK MHOTOHALIMOHATBHBIH Kelle3HO-
JOPOXKHBIA U MOPCKOM MPOEKT, KOTOPBII COENH-
HUT UH0-TUXOOKEaHCKUU peruoH ¢ birxHuM
Bocrokom u EBpornoii, cTaBUTCS 107 COMHEHHE
M3-32 €ro CTOUMOCTH U TOT'O, YTO OH COCTOUT U3
CYXOIYTHOTO U MOPCKOTO Y4acTKOB» [3].

3anaonuvlii 6eKmMop éHewtHel nOJTUMUKU
Kazaxcmana. 2022 1. cran HOBOH TOYKOH OT-
CYeTa B IPOTUBOCTOSHUU MEXK]TY YCIOBHBIM POC-
CUHCKO-KUTANCKUM alIbIHCOM U CTpaHaMu 3ara-
na. 30HBI CTOJIKHOBEHUS 3TOTO KOH(IIUKTA, KO-
TOpBbIE MO)KHO 0003HAUUThH KaK JIMHUIO 0OEBOTO
CONPUKOCHOBEHUS, pa30pOCaHbI IO BCEMY MUDY.
B MecTax 3TUX CTOTKHOBEHHY 00U TIEPEXOIAT U3
MJIOCKOCTH TOPTOBBIX BOWH B TOPSUYIO (pa3y Ha-
POIHBIX MPOTECTOB, NJIsl MOJABIEHUS KOTOPBIX
BJIACTU MPUMEHSIOT CUJIOBOM pecypc. Kpome
TOr0, IPOUCXOISAT BOCHHBIC NICHCTBUA B paMKax
rpakAaHCKUX BOWH U OTKPBITBIX MEXTOCyAap-
CTBEHHBIX BOOPYKEHHBIX KOH(IIUKTOB. C ydeTom
OITBITa STHBAPCKUX cOOBITHH 2022 T. pyKOBOACTBO
Ka3zaxcrana momxHO chenaTh BCE BO3MOXKHOE
JUTSL TOTO, YTOOBI HE MPEBPATUTH TEPPUTOPHIO
CTpaHbl B OJHY U3 TOYEK TAKOTO «TOPSUETO»
CTOJIKHOBEHHS .

C navana 2024 r. KazaxcraH cTan no3uuu-
OHHMPOBaTh ce0S B KAaU4eCTBE «CPEIOHEH aepxka-
BB». JTOT cTaTyc ObuT 03ByueH «DoHIOM Ha-
yku 1 nomuTHKH» (Stiftung Wissenschaft und
Politik / SWP), omybnukoBaBIIMM aHaIUTHYEC-
kuii cOopHUK «CpeaHue iepKaBbl — BAXKHBIE aK-
TOpBI B MEKIYHAPOIHON NONUTHKE», Tae Kazax-
CTaH BIIEPBBIC BKIIOUEH B CIHUCOK MHUPOBBIX
«CpemHuX JepxkaBy. [laHHas myOauKaIus oka3a-
J1a BIMSIHAE HA CAMOTIO3UITMOHNpoBaHue Pecry0-
nuku KazaxcTaH B cucTeMe COBPEMEHHBIX MEX-
JTYHAapOIHBIX OTHOLIEHHH [12].

BaxHO moHHMaTh, 4TO reorpaduvecKu
AcraHa 3aBHCHMMAa OT XOPOIIMX OTHOLIEHUU ¢
Mockagoii u [1ekiHOM OOIBIIIE, 9Y€M OHH OT XOpO-
mwux oTHomeHui ¢ Acranoit. [Ipu aTom Pecrry6-

nuka KazaxcTan HaXOIUTCS B FEONOIUTUIECKOM
OKPY>KEHUH TOCYJapCTB, 3aHUMAIOIINX LIEHTPaNIb-
HOE MECTO B CHCTEME CTPATErMYECKHX BBI30BOB
n yrpo3 ais CIA, K 4ucity KOTOpBIX OTHOCSTCS
Kurait, Poccus, Upan u Adpranucran. Hanpsoxe-
HHE B OTHOLIEHMAX BammHrrona ¢ Mocksoi,
ITexunom, KaOynom n Terepanom Bce eme He
crazaer.

B 2021 r. amepukaHIIbl paKTHUECKH IPOUT-
panu adraHcKylo BOHHY IBMKeHUIO TanmuOaH.
Takum 00pazoM, HaXOISAIIUICS TOA KOHTPOIEM
Taan00B AQraHucTaH cTan 4acTbiO TeONOIUTH-
YECKOro packiaga, B KOTOPOM AcTaHa JOMKHA
MaHEBpPUPOBATh MEXy Pa3BUTHEM OTHOIIECHUI
¢ KaOysnom 1 coxpaneHreM XOpOLINX OTHOLICHHUH
¢ BammHrronom.

Mo’HO NO-pa3sHOMY OTHOCHTBCA K BHEII-
Heii nonutuke Upana popmara BPUKC, Ho daxr,
4TO BalIMHITOH CTalKMBAaeTCsl C CHIIBHBIM CO-
MIPOTUBIIEHHEM CO CTOPOHBI MpaHa, MOXKHO cUn-
TaTh OeccriopHbIM. J[0CTaTOYHO BCIOMHUTD, KaK
Wpan HaHeC pakeTHBIE yAAPHI 10 aMEPUKAHCKUM
BOSHHBIM 0a3aM B Mpake 4 B Hauane 2020 r., ox-
Hako BamumHrTOH mposiBUia €aboCTh U OTCYT-
CTBHE PEIIMMOCTH M HE NMPEANPHHSIT OTBETHBIX
BOEHHBIX Mep. [Ipsmble BOCHHBIE CTOIKHOBEHUS
¢ Upanom B 2025 1. u Hauane 2026 1. HE IpHUHEC-
mu CoenuHeHHBIM 11ITaTaM skemaHHOrO peneHus
BONPOCA [0 YCTPAHEHUIO PETMOHATIBHOTO KOHKY-
peHTa.

I'eononutrka Kazaxcrana Ha amepukaHc-
KOM M B LIEJIOM 3aIllaJIHOM BEKTOpE MCXOOUT HC-
KIIIOUUTEIBHO U3 3THX OOLIEMHUPOBBIX 00CTOS-
tenscTB. [losTomy npesunent PecniyOnuku Ka-
3axctaH KacsiM-)Komapt TokaeB BBICKa3bIBaeT-
Cs1 3@ TIOMCK AMINIOMaTHYECKHUX PEIIEHNI B KOH-
(MKTaxX ¥ OTMEHY B3aUMHBIX caHKuui: «Kazax-
CTaH MPOTHUB CaHKIIMOHHOTO NMPOTHBOCTOSHHS,
ITOCKOJIBKY MOTMTHYECKH MOTUBU POBAHHBIE OI'pa-
HUYEHHS OTPABISIOT OOIIyI0 aTMochepy Mex-
IOYHApPOAHBIX OTHOIIEHWH M HE CHOCOOCTBYIOT
Pa3BUTHIO TOPrOBO-PKOHOMUYECKOTO COTPYIHH-
4ecTBa MEXAy rocyaapcTBaMu. B To xke Bpems
MBI BBIHYK/I€HBl YUUTHIBATh CAHKIIMOHHBIE OT-
paHUYEeHNA B PErMOHAIbHON nonuTuke. Cuura-
€M, UTO MPHIILIO BpeMsI KOHCTPYKTUBHOW THIIIIO-
MaTHH AJIS TIOMCKA B3aUMOIIpreMIIeMoii popmy-
JIBl MUpa U COTPYIHUYECTBA» [8].

CeromHs y)Xe CTajl0 OYEBUIHBIM, 4TO IJIO-
OasipbHOE MpoTUBOCTOsIHME BocToka m 3amana
00NbHO OBET MO TOPTOBBIM CBS35M, CTaBs MOJ
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BONPOC MPHOBLIL OT TPAHCIIOPTHPOBKH Ka3ax-
CTaHCKUX dHepropecypcos B Espomy u CIIIA.
[TosToMy akTyanmu3upyercs paboTa 1o CO3AaHUI0
HOBOI1 IOTHCTUKH, KOTOpasi CMOXET 00eCTIeunTh
OBICTPYIO U 0€30MacHyIO MOCTABKY Ka3aXCTaHC-
KoH He()TH B CTpaHBI 3a11aIHOTO MUPA.

MoskHO cenaTh BBIBOJ, YTO BHELTHE OJIN-
TUYecKas cTpaTeruss ACTaHBl Ha 3alaJHOM Ha-
MpaBJICHUHU AOJKHA BKIIOYATh B C€OSl MOMCKH
BapUaHTOB MaKCUMaJIbHON IUBEepCH(UKALIN TOP-
TOBBIX TIOTOKOB. OCOOYIO POITh 3/1€Ch HEOOXOIU-
MO 0TBecTH AsepOaiiKaHy, 4epe3 TEPPUTOPHIO
koToporo KazaxcTaH MOXKET TpaHCIIOPTUPOBATh
HepTh B 00xon Tepputopun Poccun. Ocoben-
HOCTh CTpPaTErMYeCKOMY 3HaueHHIo A3zepOaiin-
’KaHa IPUIACT MOJHOLEHHOE ()YHKIIMOHUPOBAHHE
3aHre3ypcKoro KOpuaopa. «3aHre3ypckuil Kopu-
nop craHeT BTopo# (mocne “baky — ToOumucu —
Kapc™) TpancnopTHO#l apTepueil rmodanbHBIX
Ipy30NEepEBO30K B HampaBieHnn “BocTok — 3a-
nan” yepe3 KOxuspiii KaBkas. [IpsmMbie BeITOab!
OT ero 3arrycka noiydat Poccus, AzepOaiimxkaH,
Apwmenns, Upan n Typuus, a Takxke 1100bIe BHE-
pEeTHOHATIbHBIE UTPOKH, KOTOPBIM MOTpedyeTcs
OBICTPO M HAASKHO IOCTaBUTH TOBAPHI C BOC-
tounoro Oepera Kacnus B EBpocoto3 u B oOpat-
HOM HampasieHun» [19].

CorpynHHUYECTBO ¢ BamMHITOHOM MOXKET
MIPOXOAUTH IO BCEMY IIMPOKOMY CHEKTPY B3au-
moneiicTBust. 20 centsaops 2023 . B pamkax ¢op-
Mata C5+1 mponuta BcTpeua npesuaenra CIIA
Jlxozeda baiinena c iuaepamu crpan LlenTpainb-
HOM Aznu. [oOBopuIy OHY IPaKTHYECKH 000 BCEM,
3asBJIsAs O HEOOXOAMMOCTH YKPEIUISTh CTpaTeru-
YecKoe NapTHEPCTBO U B SKOHOMHUKE, U B obecrie-
YeHnH Oe3onmacHoCcTH. BaxkHo otmeTHTsh, uTo Ka-
3aXCTaH TaK )K€, Kak ¥ BCe CTpaHbl pETMOHa, 3a-
MHTEPECOBaH B AMEPUKAHCKUX MHBECTULIHAX. Kpo-
Me TOro, HeOOXOAUMO W Jajibllie pa3BUBATh CO-
TPYAHHYECTBO B r'yMaHuTapHOH cdepe. Eme Ka-
3aXCTaH 3aMHTEPECOBAH B MOMIEPIKKE CO CTOPO-
Hbl CIITA MMHIKEBBIX TPOEKTOB, TAKUX KaK CO-
3IaHue B TopoJe AnNMaTel PernoHanbsHOro 1eHT-
pa OOH 1no nensM ycTOMYHMBOTO pa3BUTHS VIS
HenTpanbHoil A3uu 1 AQraHucTasa.

B cBoro ouepens AcraHa paccmaTrpuBaia
otHomeHus ¢ CoequuennbivMu ltatamu n Es-
POCOI030M B KaU€CTBE CTPATErNYECKOro Halpas-
JICHUs CBOEH BHEIIHEW TOJMTHKH, He 3a0bIBast
UTpaTh «COOCTBEHHYIO UTPY» B OTHOILCHHUSX C
Bammnarronom. Mypat JlaymynuH 1o sTomMy Imo-
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Boay oTMmedan: «KasaxcraH pacronarai HEKO-
TOPBIM PECYPCOM JUISl TTOTUTHYECKOTO MaHEBPA
B cBoux otHomeHusx ¢ CIIIA. Dtot pecype emy
JlaBajo HAJIM4YUE COBETCKOTO SJIEPHOTO OpYXKHS
Ha Ka3aXCTaHCKOU TEPPUTOPUH, B YHUUTOKEHUU
KOTOpOro KpoBHO ObTH 3anHTepecoBanbl CLIIA.
Tak, Ha Kacnuit npumen “IlleBpon”, a 3aTemM
JIpyTye 3anaHble U TPaHCHAIIMOHAIbHBIE KOM-
MaHUU. DTH COOBITHS UMEIH CEphEe3HBIC TeOIo-
nuTuyeckue nocaeactsus» [10].

Hcxonst U3 CIIOXKHOIO B3aUMOAEHCTBUS
Kazaxcrana co crpaHamu 3amaJHOro mMupa B
HEMPOCTHIX YCIOBUSAX MOXHO BBIICTUTD Psif Ha-
MpaBJICHUHN UX BHELIHEH MOMUTUKYU B OTHOLICHHU-
sx ¢ Kasaxcranom. Espona n CIIA nyxnart-
csl B Ka3aXCTaHCKUX pecypcax, Mo3ToMy OyayT
MOJ/ICPKUBATh JUBEPCH(PHUKALNIO UX TTOCTABOK.
[Ipuoputerom 3anaiHOMN MOIUTUKU B OTHOILIEHUT
AcTaHbl OyzeT oCTaBaThCsl MOMBITKA CIIOCO0-
CTBOBAaTh pa3pbIBy BCEX BHUJIOB COTPYAHHUYECTBA
Acranbl ¢ MockBoit u [IekuHOM.

Js peanu3anyy 9TOM e 3anaHble MapT-
HEpBl JOJDKHBI OYIyT MPEIIOKUThH PaCIINpeHne
coTpynHudecTBa ¢ KaszaxcraHoM M MOOKpENUTh
CBOE BH/JICHUE YBEITMUEHNEM HHBECTUIINN B Ka3ax-
CTaHCKYIO 9KOHOMHUKY. Pa3BHTHE MHOTOCTOPOHHETO
corpyaaunuectBa ¢ Kazaxcranom, 6e3ycioBHO,
norpedyeT HHPOPMALIMOHHOTO COITPOBOXKICHHS CO
CTOpOHBI U3BeCTHBIX 3amanubix CMU, kotopsie
nponomkar paborarb Haa (OpPMHUPOBAHUEM He-
ratuBHOro obpasza Poccun u Kuras.

[Tocne unayrypanuu lonansna Tpawmia,
KOTOpbIA BHOBb cTan IIpe3uneHToMm Amepuku,
BO3MO)KHO JIUIIIb CMEIIEHNE aKI[EHTOB AMEPUKaH-
CKOI IIONMTHKH B OTHOLIEHUH pernoHa. Hampu-
Mep, OCHOBHOM LIENIbI0 HH(POPMALIIOHHOM BOHHBI
MOXeT cTaTh nonutuka Kutas B LlenTpanbHoit
Asuu. HoBas agMuHucTpauus, Opuiiequas B
Benbrit nom yxe B ¢gespane 2025 r., npoaeMoH-
CTpHpOBajia TOTOBHOCTb 00Cyk1aTh ¢ Poccueit
KpYT BOIPOCOB °, CBA3AHHBIX C TIIOOAILHOMN Oe-
30MacHOCTEI0. OHAKO TOBOPUTH O 3aBEPILIEHUU
rUOPHTHON BOWHEI HA TaHHBI MOMEHT ITPEKICB-
PEMEHHO B CHJIy CTPEMJIEHUS 3alafHbIX JJIUT
3aKpenuTh 3a co00i r1o0ajIbHOE JOMHHHPOBA-
Hue. Ha mpakTuke 310 03Hadaer, 4To AcTaHa
OyZleT W Jajblle COXPaHSITh MHOTOBEKTOPHBIN
KypC BHEIIHEH MMOTUTHKH.

Poccuiickuit éexmop éneuineii noaumu-
ku Kazaxcmana. Bropoi npesnnent Kazaxcra-
Ha B cBoeM Tpyae «Jumniomarus PecrmyOnuku

6] ——
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Kazaxcrany, uzganaoM B 2001 1., mogBoast HTo-
TU MEPBOMY JECATHIETUIO PA3BUTHUS JUIIIOMA-
THYEeCKUX OTHOImeHHH ¢ Poccueii, oTMeuaer:
«bnaronaps KpomoTIMBOM IUIIOMATUYECKOM
paboTe, MOMKpEIUIeHHOH BCTpeYaMH M KOHTaK-
TaMM BBICIIUX pykoBoauTeinel, Kazaxcran u
Poccust cozmanu GecripenieieHTHBIN MTOTEHIIAAT
B3aMMOBBITOTHOT'O COTPYIHUYECTBA U BOLUIM B
XXI Bek CTpaTeru4ecKuMU COIO3HUKAaMU, KOTO-
pBie O0OBEMUHEHBI y3aMH BEYHOU APYXKObI. ITO
B BBICIIICH CTEIEHW Ba)KHO JUIsI OYIyIIEro cocy-
[IECTBOBaHMUS HAPOIOB JIBYX TrocynapcTs» [25].

CorpynanyectBo Kaszaxcrana ¢ Poccueit
ABIIsiETC OOBEKTUBHONW HEOOXOIUMOCTBIO. ITO
COTPYAHUYECTBO MHOTOIPAHHO U IPOXOIUT B pa3-
HBIX oOnactsax. B uncne mpuoputeTHBIX cdep
COTPYIHHYECTBA MOXKHO BBIJCIHUTH BE OCHOB-
HBIC, KOTOPBIC SIBISIIOTCS MEPBOCTEHCHHBIMU, U
oT 3¢ (EKTHBHOCTH U Ka4eCTBa COTPYAHHUYECTBA
B ATUX c(epax BO MHOTOM 3aBHUCUT KaueCTBO
YCTOMYMBOIO U OCTyHaTeNbHOro pa3putus Ka-
3axcTaHa.

K takoBbsIM oTHOCSATCS:

1. CorpynHHYeCTBO B 3KOHOMUYECKOI1 Che-
pe, BKITtodarolee B ce0s camble pa3HbIe HalpaB-
neHns. BaxkHyI0 ponb UTpaeT pocT TOBapoobo-
poTa MeXIy CTpaHaMu, a Takxe To, uTo Kazax-
CTaH UCIIONB3yeT HHPPACTPYKTYPY, PACTIOIOKEH-
Hyt0 Ha Tepputopun Poccuiickoit @eneparuu ais
TpaH3uTa 3Hepropecypcos B EBpony. Poccus
oTkpbiBaeT s KazaxcTaHa BO3MOXHOCTb HC-
MOJIL30BaTh TPYOOIIPOBOJ M TOPTHI ISl peav-
3aIiH SKCIIOPTHOTO TToTeHnnana. «O0ommuii ToBa-
poobopot ¢ Poccueit 3a nsaTh MecseB 2023 T
noctur $10,5 mipn ($9,59 B aHamoruyHbIi epu-
ox 2022 r.). Honst Poccun B ToBapoobopore Ka-
3axctaHa Beipocna ¢ 18,6 no 18,8 %. B uenom B
sHBape — Mae 2023 r. ToBapoodopot Kazaxcra-
Ha co ctpanamMu EADC Bripoc Ha 10,5 % nmo
$11,43 mupx ($10,34 miapa 3a maTh MecsueB
2022 r.)» [9].

2. Cdepa obecrieueHus 0€30MaCHOCTH
BKJIFOYAET B Cce0sl COTPYINHUYECTBO KaK MO JIH-
Huu OJIKDb, Tak 1 ABYCTOPOHHEE B3aUMOJIEHCTBHE
Ha YPOBHE MUHUCTEPCTB 00OPOHBI M CIIEIHAITb-
HBIX CiIy0. HecMOTpst Ha CIOXHYIO MEXTyHa-
poaHyto 06cTaHOBKY, MOCKBa OCTaeTCs BAaXKHBIM
¥ BO MHOT'OM HE 3aMEHUMBIM napTHepoM. «IIpe-
sugeHt K.-JK. Tokaes, emie Ao 3aHSATHS MOCTa
npesunenta Kaszaxcrana 3assisii, yto Kazax-
ctad u Poccust gBnsitoTcst coro3HUKamm» [23].

[Tocne coObrTHii 2014 1., CBSI3aHHBIX C IPH-
coequHenueM KpsiMa x Poccum u ¢ teM, 4ro
Hayajauch OoeBbIe AcicTBUA Ha JloHOacce, OT-
HoweHus rpaxkaad Kasaxcrana k Poccun crano
MeHAThea. B 2022 1., mociie Havaina O0eBBIX IeH-
CTBUH Ha TEPPUTOPUHN YKpPaHHBI, IOTUTUYECKOE
pykoBozacTBo KazaxcTaHa oka3alloch B OYEHBb
CIOKHOU reonoauTuyecko cutyauuu. C ogHoH
CTOPOHBI, ACTaHa CBA3aHa MHTErPAllMOHHBIMU
nporeccaMu ¢ MOCKBOM, ¢ Ipyrol CTOPOHHI,
(akrryecku HayaBIasics ruOpuaHas BoriHa Poc-
cun 1 Kuras npotus riodansHoro 3anasa B CHILY
OOBEKTHBHBIX NMPUYUH HECET CEPhE3HbIC PUCKU
mia Kazaxcrana.

CoBpeMeHHBIE T€ONONUTHYECKUE PEATUU
TAKOBBI, YTO BHEIIHIOIO MOIUTUKY Poccuu B oOT-
HOIIIEHNH CTPaH, PaCIOJIOKEHHBIX HA €BPa3HHCKOM
KOHTHHEHTE, HeOOX0ANMO paccMaTpUBATh B KOH-
TekcTe 0OpbObI ¢ KOJUIeKTUBHBIM 3anagoM. Oco-
OEHHO OCTpO 3Ta crienr(UKa cTana IPOosSBIATHCS
rocye 3HaMeHUTol «MIOHXeHCKOH peun» Brnaau-
mupa IlytnHa, KoTOpas comepkana BBI30OB MpO-
aMepHUKaHCKOMY MUPONOpsAKY. 1I3BeCTHBIN Ka3zax-
cranckuid nomutonor b.K. CynranoB B onHOM U3
CBOMWX ITyOnmuKkanuii ormedaer: «Tak, TormanrHmit
rocyaapctBeHHbIN cekperaps CIIA X. KnunToH
3asBUJIA O TOM, YTO aMEPUKAHCKHE BIIACTH HaMe-
PEHBI IOMEIIATh CO3aHUIO HOBOM Bepcuu CoBeT-
ckoro Coro3a u HaayT 3 PEeKTUBHBIHN CII0CO0 IS
3aMeUIEHHs] HITH IPEIOTBPALIIEHHS 3TOr0 IpoLec-
ca. HeynuBuTenbHO 4TO 3amaiHbIE SKCIIEPTHI CTa-
JI pacCMaTpHUBaTh €BPa3MHCKUN MPOEKT KaK I0-
MBITKY PECOBETH3AIMM Ha MPOCTPAHCTBE HOBBIX
HE3aBUCUMBIX TocynapcTs» [23].

[IporuBoaeiicTBue corpyaandecTBy Kaszax-
crana ¢ Poccueil Hanbomnee ocTpo MpOSBIISAETCS
B mH(popmanmoHHoM mone. B kazaxcranckom
JTUCKYpCe MOSBIIINCEH SIPKO BBIPAYKCHHBIE aHTH-
poccuiickue HappaTHBBL, KOTOPBIE MACCOBO pac-
MIPOCTPAHSIOTCS B COLMAIBHBIX CETAX U TEM Ca-
MBIM CO3/al0T pblYar AaBJICHUS Ha MOJIUTHYEC-
KO€ PYKOBOJICTBO CTPaHBbI € LIENbIO 3aTOPMO3UTh
WM BOBCE MEPECMOTPETH PEANH3aIUI0 BEKTOpa
BHEILIHEH MOIUTHUKY Ha poccuiickoM Tpeke. Kpo-
M€ TOro, Ka3aXxCTaHCKO€ PYKOBOACTBO PUCKYET
CTOJIKHYTbCS C NIPUMEHEHHUEM SKOHOMUYECKUX
caHKIMH B oTHolIeHNH Kazaxcrana 3a cam (axt
pasButTus corpygHuuectBa ¢ Poccueii. OObek-
TUBHAsI peabHOCTh [F100aTbHON THOPHIHOM BOM-
HBI 3acTaBisieT ACTaHy BCTaTh MEPE]] CIOKHBIM
BHEILIHETOMUTHYECKUM BEIOOPOM.
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Ecnu nenate 3TOT BBHIOOp MCXOOS MCKIIIO-
YUTENbHO M3 SKOHOMHYECKUX MOTpeOHOCTEH M
noTpeOHOCTH B obecrieueHHH 0e30M1acCHOCTH, TO
3TOT BBIOOP KAXKETCS HE TAKUM YK U CIIOKHBIM.
Kazaxcran nmeer camyro NpOTSHKEHHYIO B MUpE
cyxonyTHyto rpanuny ¢ Poccuiickoit denepanu-
eit. ['mnorernueckuii kondmukr ¢ Poccueit mo-
xeT HaHecTH KazaxcraHy 3HAaUUTENbHBIN yIIEPO,
Jia’ke eCIIi 3TO OyAeT KOH(IMKT YUCTO IKOHOMHU-
YecKui, 0€3 NCIONb30BaHUS BOCHHON CHIIBI.

CeronHst HU OJIHAa CTpaHa HeE CIIOCOOHA
MPEAIOKUTh ACTaHe peallbHYI0 aJIbTEPHATHBY
9KOHOMHUYECKOMY COTpYIHUYECTBY ¢ MOCKBOI.
«Jlna Kazaxcrana u Poccun — eIMHCTBEHHBIX B
MHUpE CTpaH, y KOTOPBIX COBMECTHas T'paHHIA
COCTaBJISIET MOYTH CEMb THICAY KHJIOMETPOB,
WHTErpaLys Hallljla OTpaskeHue B HOpMUPOBaHUHT
TpaH3UTHOTO Kopuaopa Espomna — 3anmannsrit Ku-
Taif, mpoxonsmero ot Cankr-IlerepOypra yepes
Kazanp, OpenOypr, AKTIOOMHCK U ANMathbl 10
rpanun ¢ KHP, u cepbe3Ho ykperisieT He TOIbKO
TpaHCIOPTHYIO HHPpacTpykTypy Poccun u Ka-
3axCcTaHa, HO M o0ecrieuuBaer Oojee BBHITOTHBIC
MapIIpyTsl MeXOy A3uaTcKo-THXOOKeaHCKUM
pernoHom u EBponoi» [28].

Jlaxxe ¢ y4eToM Bcel CIIOXKHOCTH COBpe-
MEHHBIX MEKAYHAPOIHBIX OTHOIIEHHH, TOTyIIe-
HUS O BBIXOZIE U3 COBMECTHBIX ¢ MOCKBOH HH-
TerpalMoHHbBIX (POPMATOB OCTABIISIIOT O3 OTBE-
Ta BOIIPOCKI O MYTSX TPAHCIIOPTUPOBKH HE(TH U3
Kaszaxcrana B crpansl EBponeiickoro corosa u
BONpoc oOecriedueHrs 0e30MacHOCTH CTPaHBI.
[Toromy 4TO pH BceX CBOMX HEAOCTATKAX, UJIEH-
cTBO AcTanbl B EBpa3uiickoM 3KOHOMHYECKOM
COI03€ CLIOCOOCTBYET IKOHOMHUUECKOMY Pa3BUTHIO
Kazaxcrana, a corwos3nuku no ¢opmary OLKb
CBITPANX ITIABHYIO PONb B CTAOMNIM3aluK BHYT-
puUnonuTHYECKON cuTyaruy B Kazaxcrane Bo Bpe-
M STHBapcKuXx coobituii 2022 roga.

Jnst hopMupoBaHHs TPAH3UTHBIX KOPUIO-
POB, KOTOpbIE€ MOIJIM OBl CTaTh aJbTEPHATHBOI
pOCCHIICKOMY TPaH3UTY, HEOOXOIUMO OyIeT Io-
TPAaTUTh BPEMsI U BIOXKUTH B 3TH MPOEKTHI (Pu-
HaHCOBBIE pecypchl. OIHAKO yXyAIIEHUE TE00-
JUTHYECKOH OOCTAaHOBKU B COBPEMEHHBIX YCIIO-
BUSX ATOMY SIBHO He crocoOctByer. Hecmorpst
Ha To uTo B 2023 1. A3epOaiimkan cMor BoccTa-
HOBHUTH CBOIO TEPPHUTOPHAIBHYIO LIETOCTHOCTD,
BOTIPOCHl obecnieueHus Oe3zomacHocTH Ha Kas-
Ka3e elle OCTATCs akTyalbHbIMU. CyXOIMyTHBIE
TOPrOBBIE MapUIPYTHl B PETHOHE BCE €IIE HE
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(hYHKIITMOHUPYIOT B IOJIHOM 00BhEME B CHITY He-
YperynupoBaHHOCTH oTHOIIeHUM baky ¢ EpeBa-
HoM. Mcnionb30oBaHuEe TpaH3UTA Y€pe3 TEPPUTO-
puto Mpana Toxe He sBisieTcsi O€30MacHbIM B
CHJIYy TOro, 4To Terepan HaXOOUTCS MOA MEXTY-
HApOJHBIM JAaBJICHUEM U Ha TAHHBIA MOMEHT
BPEMEHH HEIb3s UCKII0YaTh BapHaHT JlecTabu-
mu3anuu Mpana. Y UpaHa oueHs MHOTO Bparos,
KOTOpbIE HE CKPBIBAIOT CBOMX HAMEPEHUU IO
Jectadbunn3anuy 00OCTAaHOBKM B ITOW CTpaHe.
Kpome Toro, Henmb3s1 UCKIIOYaTh BOGHHOTO KOH-
¢mmkTa ¢ yuactuem Upana. Hecmorps Ha TI10-
OalbHBIA KOHTEKCT, MOCKBa BCe CIlle OCTaeTCs
MEPBOOYEPETHBIM U KIIFOUEBBIM CTPATETHUECKUM
napTHepoM Uit ActaHbl. TpaH3UT 3HEpropecyp-
COB 4Y€pe3 POCCUHCKYIO TEPPUTOPHUIO BCE €lIe
ocTaercs MPUOBLTEHBIM.

[TonBoAs UTOT ONHUCAHUIO COTPYAHUYECTBA
Kazaxcrana ¢ Poccuei, He0OXOOUMO OTMETUTH
00BEKTHBHBIE 0OCTOATEIHCTBA, CTUMYIUPYIO-
e JBYCTOPOHHUE OTHOUICHUA. UIEHCTBO B
EBpaszuiickoM 5KOHOMHUYECKOM coro3e U OpraHu-
3anmu J{oroBopa o KOJUTEKTHBHOM 0€301MacHOCTH,
BO3MIaBiIsieMol Poccueld, mokas3bIBaeT, 4YTo reo-
MOJIUTUYECKAsi OpUEHTALUSI ACTaHbI IPEKPACHO
KOpPENUPYET C €€ TEOMONUTUIECKUM TOT0KEHHU-
em [27]. [IpakTuyeckasa peann3anus BHELIHEH
nonutuku Kazaxcrana nmoka3piBaeT 3aBUCUMOCTh
SKOHOMMKH CTPaHBI OT XOPOLINX SKOHOMHUYECKUX
oTHomeHn ¢ Poccuelt. Ha tekymmuii MOMEHT
OTCYTCTBYIOT CE€PhE3HBIE OCHOBAaHUS MJIs TOrO,
YTOOBI MMOIBEPTHYTh COMHEHHSIM CIIOKHBIIIHECS
B MPEIBIIYIIME TOAbl NapTHEPCKUE OTHOLICHUS
MeXAy cTpaHaMu. [laxke mpuHUMasi BO BHUMAa-
HHE CAHKLIUOHHYIO MOJUTUKY CTpaH 3anaja, Ha-
MpaBJIEHHYIO NpoTUB Poccuu, ecth Bce OCHOBA-
HHUSI YTBEPKAATh, YTO MAPTHEPCKUE OTHOLICHUS
Mexnay Acranoil 1 MOCKBOM KaKk MUHUMYM CO-
XpaHsTCA, a KaKk MAaKCUMyM OyIyT pa3BUBATHC
B MO3UTUBHOM KIIIOYE.

Ha naHHBEI MOMEHT BpEMEHHM OTCYTCTBY-
10T Kakue-1i00 OCHOBaHUS JIJISt TOTO, YTOOBI Ka-
3aXCTaHCKO-POCCUHCKHE OTHOIICHUS JErpagupo-
Basii. BHe 3aBUCUMOCTH OT TOro, KOMY KOHKPET-
HO Oy#eT mpuHaJyIekKaTh BIacTh B Kazaxcrane,
Bceraa OyayT COXpaHSATHCS JBa OOBEKTHBHBIX
(hakTopa, BRICTYIAIOIINX B Ka4eCTBE KaTaym3a-
Topa corpyaHuuecTBa. llepBrlii akTop — 3TO
MPOTsHKEHHAs 00111as rpaHuIia. IToT (pakTop CTh-
MYJIHpPYEeT COTPYIHUYECTBO JBYX CTpaH B cepe
0€30ITaCHOCTH ¥ TIOTHOMACIITA0HOr0 TPUTPAHUY-
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HOTO cOTpygHuYecTBa. Bropoii ¢axTop — 310
(haKkTop SKOHOMHYECKOH B3aMMO3aBHCHMOCTH,
BBICTYNAIOLINI KaTau3aTOpOM B Pa3BUTHH CO-
TpyAHUYECTBA ABYX cTpaH. Takum oOpa3om, mpu
J0OBIX BHEITHUX F€OMOTUTHYECKUX U TE03KOHO-
MUYECKHX MTOTPSICEHUSIX, CTOPOHBI HAXOIAT IMyTH
U MEXaHU3MBIl IS peaau3aluy MapTHEPCKOro
B3aUMOJICHCTBHA.

Kumaiickuit éexmop énewneni noaumu-
ku Kazaxcmana. Kazaxcran 3aHUMAaeT KIIIOYe-
BOE€ MecTO B reononutnke Kuras, moromy 4To
OTKPBIBAET BOCTOYHOMY COCEAY BBIXOX Ha
TpaHCIOPTHBIE KOpUAOPEI uepe3 Kacnmiickuii pe-
ruoH. Kpome toro, reppuropus Kazaxcrana 6o-
raTta 3HepropecypcaMu. Pa3BuBasi TOproBeie oT-
HomeHus ¢ Kazaxcranom, Kurail ykpemmnser
CBOIO DHEPreTHYECKyl0 0e30HacHOCTh Ha TOT
CIIy4ai, €CJIi B COBPEMEHHBIX I€OMOIUTHIECKAX
peanusax foctaBka rpy3oB B Kurail mo Mopro oka-
JKETCS MOl BOIPOCOM.

18 oxrs16ps 2023 1. Kacemm-XKomapt Toxa-
€B MPHUHSI y4acTHE B LIEPEMOHUH OTKPBITHUS
III ®opyma MexAyHAPOAHOIO COTPYIHUUYECTBA
«OnuH nosic, OMH MyTh». B cBOEM BBICTYIIIIEHUT
K.-)K. TokaeB moguepkHyI, 4TO «...celdac OKOI0
85 NMpOLIEHTOB BCEX HA3EMHBIX TPAH3UTHBIX ITEpe-
B030K 13 Kuras B EBporty npuxogurcs Ha Kazax-
crad. [IpunaBas OomnblIoe 3HaYCHHE PA3BUTHIO
TPaH3UTHO-TPAHCIIOPTHOM OTPACIIH, 32 ITOCIICTHIE
15 neT MBI HanPaBWIIM HA 9TH LIETH CBBIIIE 35 MUII-
JUapJOB JTOJIApOB. 3aMyIIEHbl TaKUE KPYTHBIE
WHPPACTPYKTYpHBIE POEKTHI, KaK Ka3aXCKO-KH-
TalCKUM JTOTUCTUYECKUH LIEHTp B JITHBIOHBraHe,
cyxol mopt “Xoproc”, TpaH3UTHasE MarucTpaib
3anagnas EBpona — 3ananseiii Kutai, sxenezno-
JopokHBIN Kopuaop n3 Kuras B Upan» [19].

KazaxcTaHy >kr3HEHHO HEOOXOIMMO Pa3BU-
BaThb TOProBOE€ COTpyAHHMUYecTBO ¢ Kurtaem, mo-
TOMY 4YTO IJIaBHBIM MTOIOM 3TOT0 COTPYIHHYE-
CTBa SBJIAETCSA YKOHOMUYECKHM pocT. B sHBape
2023 r. Ha caiite [loconscTBa PecmyOnuku Ka-
3axcran B Kuralickoit Haponuoit PecryOmuke
OIyOITMKOBaHO KOPOTKOE COOOLIeHUE ¢ Huppamu
pocta ToBapoobopora ¢ Kuraem 3a 2022 ron.
B coobmennn oTmeuyaercs Takke, 4TO «...IIO
utoram roga tosapoodopotr mexay PK n KHP
JOCTUT peKopaHbIX 31,2 mupa nomnapos. Beico-
Kasg JUHAMHKa pocTa B3aMMHOH TOPrOBIIH B
23,6 % B rogoBOM HCUYHCICHUN B OCHOBHOM JI0-
CTUTHYTA 3a CUET yBEIMUYEHM MocTaBok Ka3ax-
cTaHoM B KuTa cenbcKoxo3siicTBEHHON TPOIyK-

uuu Ha 133,7 %, CBIpbEBBIX DHEPTETHYECKHUX PO-
OYKTOB — 58 %, XUMHUYECKOU MPONYKIUU —
25,2 %. B cBoto ouepenp, Kazaxcran yBenuuuin
Ha 45 % umnopt u3 Kuras miactMaccsl U Kay-
yyKa, Ha 23,4 % TeKCTWIS U TeKCTUJIbHBIX U3/E-
nnii v Ha 21,4 % mamuH u o0opynoBanusy [16].

Ecnu k atum nudpam no06aBUTH TpaH3UT-
HBII IOTEHIN A U PECYPCHBIE BO3MOKHOCTH Ka-
3aXCTaHa, TO MOKHO KOHCTaTHpOBaTh, YTO Ac-
TaHa ABIAETCS NIaBHBIM I'€ONOIMTHYECKUM NapT-
HepoMm Kutas B LleHTpansHoil A3un. JTO KOC-
BEHHO MOJTBEPKAAETCS CHMBOJIMYHBIM LIEPEMO-
Huanom III dopyma MexIyHApPOAHOIO COTPYA-
HudecTBa «OnuH nosic, OOUH MyTh», rae [Ipesn-
neHty Kazaxcrana oTBoAMiachk OAHA U3 IIEHT-
panbHBIX POJIEH.

Ja Kazaxcrana Kuraii ssBnsieTca npuopu-
TETHBIM TOPTOBBIM NapTHEPOM IO CaMBIM pa3-
HbIM npuurHaM. CoBpemenHbI Kurail — nepe-
JoBas AeprkaBa, 00Jafaonasi BBICOKMM IOTEH-
LMAJIOM B HayKe, TPAHCIOpTe, HHQPACTPYKTYp-
HOM Pa3BUTHH U pa3BUTHU HH(POPMALIOHHBIX TEX-
Honoruii. MHaycTpransHas Mok BTOPOH (110
HEKOTOPBIM MOKa3aTelsiM U TIEpBOii) SKOHOMUKHI
Mupa nosponser [leknHy koHKypupoBaTh ¢ Ba-
LIMHTTOHOM 32 IIPaBO BO3ITIABUTH ITI00aJIN3AIIHIO.
W corpyaanuectBo ¢ KutaeM mmeer HE TOIBKO
0O0MbIIOE KOJTMYECTBO IJIFOCOB, HO M OTPOMHBIN
MOTEHIM AN U1 AATBHENIIEro pa3BUTHSL.

[TorennmansHOE pa3BUTHE KPU3HCA BOKPYT
Wspaunns, xkoTopelii o0oCcTpuics B OKTIOpe
2023 ., CTaBUT MOA YIpo3y CTaOUIBHOCTH LIEH
Ha DHEPropecypcsl U 0e30MacHOCTh JOCTaBKH
rpy3oB U3 ctpaH bmmxnero Bocroka B Kurtail.
OTH PUCKH CITyKaT AONOTHUTENBHON MOTHBALU-
el A1 KUTalCKOro pyKOBOJICTBA pa3BUBATh CO-
TpyaHudecTBO ¢ KazaxcraHom, TeppUTOpHS KO-
TOPOro MO-TPEKHEMY OCTaeTcs Oe30ImacHbBIM
MECTOM 151 TOOBIYH PECYpPCOB, TPAHCIIOPTUPOB-
KU TPYy30B U BeJeHUs On3Heca.

[lexnH oxa3piBaeT AcCTaHE MOAIEPXKKY,
BBIXOJAINYIO 32 PaMKH TOPrOBOIO COTPYIHUYE-
CTBa MEXIY COCENSIMHU, CIIOCOOCTBYSI MPOJABH-
KEHHIO HHTEPecOB ACTaHbI Ha IF100aTbHOM YPOB-
He. Kak oTMedaeT monuTosor U Kutaeseq Anib
KayxenoB: «HOBBIM J0Ka3aTeNnbCTBOM BBICOKO-
IO YPOBHS MOJUTHYECKOrO AOBEPUS MEXKIy Ha-
MMM TOCyJapcTBaMHy cTaslo nmpemioxkenue Ile-
KHMHA BBIJIBUHYTH KazaxcTaH B YMCIIO IONMHOLIEH-
HBIX WIEHOB, YYaCTBYIOIINX B paboTe OAHOTO U3
KpynHeHmumx MupoBbeIx o0bennHennit BPUKCH,
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Kyla BXOIAT MATh cTpaH — bpasunus, Poccus,
Nunus, Kurait, FOAP. 310 Becbma cepbe3Hast
3as1BKa, BelIb JAHHYIO0 OPTaHU3alMI0 HA3bIBAIOT
JIOCTOMHBIM KOHKYPEHTOM TaKHX TJI00albHBIX
K1y00B, kak G7 u G20, HO yXe ¢ y4eTOM HOBBIX
pacTyLIUX SKOHOMUK U HOBOM PacCTaHOBKH CHII
Ha MUpPOBOH apeHe. A To, yro KasaxcraH BbIA-
BUTAETCs MPU MOAAEPKKE BTOPOH IKOHOMUKHU
Mupa, npugaer ero yqactuto B bBPUKC+ Beco-
MBIH KpenuT JoBepusd [S].

PyxoBoacTBo Kutast BeicTpauBaeT aoBe-
pUTENbHBIE TAPTHEPCKUE OTHOLLICHUS B paMKaX
peanu3auuu MHUUHATUBH «OAUH MOSIC, OOUH
nyTb». OT peann3aluy JaHHOW UHUIUATUBBI U
OT KOJIMYECTBA YYACTHUKOB 3aBUCUT (PUHAHCO-
Basi IPUOBLIb KUTAHCKUX KOMIAHUNA U KOJIYe-
CTBO IOXOJOB B KHTaWckuii OromkeT. JIroOas
KOH(GpOHTaus ¢ ydactueM Kurtas MOXET 1o-
CTaBUTbH MOJl COMHEHUE PEMYTALNI0 CTPAHBI U
3¢ (HEKTUBHOCTH peaTH3aINK 3TOH HHUIIHATHBEI.
CnenoBatenbHo, KuTaili He 3aMHTEpECOBaH B
MPOSIBIICHUY arpecCHy U YYaCTHH B JIF000H KOH-
(bpOHTAINH C COCENIMH, IOTOMY UTO MPHUIETCS
Tepnerh YObITKH. KnTaiil 3anHTEpECcCOBaH B pas-
BUTUU PABHOINPABHOIO U B3aUMOBBITOJJHOTO
MapTHEPCTBA, KOTOPOE OYJIET CIy>KUTh TyUIITHM
rapaHToM 0e30MacHOCTH MHUpa U CTaOMIBHOC-
TH B LleHTpansHOl A3um.

[TosTomy Ilekun MOXET paccMaTpUBATh-
csa KazaxcTaHoM TOIBKO B Ka4eCTBE HAJSKHOTO
MapTHEPa, COTPYAHUUYECTBO C KOTOPHIM MPHUHO-
CUT (PMHAHCOBYIO MPHUOBLI. JTa TOUKA 3PEHUS
MPOSIBIISIETCS B aKaJeMUUYecKuX paborax u odu-
nuaabHoM mo3unuu Kuras. Psag nccienoBareneit
OTMEYaloT, YTO KUTaNWCKO-Ka3aXCTaHCKOE CO-
TPYIHUYECTBO Pa3BUBAETCS MPEUMYLIECTBEHHO
Ha OCHOBE IParMaTUYHOr0 U B3aUMOBBITOTHOT'O
naptHepcTBa. Kak noguepkusatot ['yans JIum u
Huxonait Mypamkun, Kazaxcrany ygmaercst co-
XpaHATh COOCTBEHHBII CyBEpEHUTET 1 MHOTOBEK-
TOPHBIA BHEIIHENOJIUTUYECKAN KypC HECMOTPSI Ha
AKTUBHOE YKOHOMHYECKOE B3aMMOJICHCTBUE C
KHP [13]. Janubslil mogxoa HaXOOUT MOATBEPK-
neHue U B opunuansHoi nosurmu [leknna. B xone
TOCYITapCTBEHHOTO BH3UTa B ACTaHy B CEHTSO-
pe 2022 r. Ilpencenarens KHP Cu 1I3unbnun
3asBuIL, yTo Kurtail mognep>xuBaer rocyapcrsa
LentpanbHOi A31H B 00eCIIEYEHUH ITOIUTHYEC-
KoM 0€30IMaCHOCTH 1 COIHATbHOM CTaOMITIBHOCTH,
a TaKXKe BBICTYMAET 3a YKPEIJIEHUE PEruOHalb-
HOTO COTPYIHHYECTBA U COBMECTHOE MPOTHUBO-
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JECTBHE BHEIIHEMY BMEIIATEIBCTBY BO BHYT-
pEHHME Aena cTpaH peruona [ 14].

Bo Bpems cBoero Busuta B KazaxcrtaH B
utone 2024 r. Cu LI3uHBOUH MOAYEPKHYA, YTO
JBYCTOPOHHHE OTHOILLEHUS MPOJOIDKAIOT YCTOM-
YHMBO Pa3BUBAThHCS, 0a3UPYSICh HA OCHOBHBIX BaX-
HBIX IPUHLUIIAX: B3AaUMHOTO YBa)KEHUS, 0Opo-
COCEIICTBA, B3aNMOBBIPYYKH U OOOIOTHOH BBITO-
1pl. OCHOBHBIMH NEPCIIEKTUBAMH OyIyILETO COo-
TPYAHHYECTBA SBIAETCS cpepa BBICOKHX TEXHO-
JIOTHIA: HOBBIE HCTOUHHUKH SHEPTUH, I (PPOBAst IKO-
HomuKa, W, TpaHCrpaHnYHas 3IEKTPOHHAs KOM-
Mepius, aBuanus u kocmoc [16].

Ecny roBOpUTE O MOMTUTHYECKOM BEKTOPE,
To Kutaii octaercs BepeH CBOEH MHOrOJIETHEN
CTpaTerny MyJnbTHIIaTepalii3Ma, TO €CTh Opra-
HU3ALUH MEKIYHAPOIHBIX BHEITHEIKOHOMUYEC-
KUX OTHOILIEHWH, OCHOBaHHBIX Ha MEXaHU3MaX, I10-
3BOJISIFOIIMX Ka)KIOW CTpaHe MOJIb30BaThCsA MpU-
BWJICTHSMH B OTHOILLIEHHUSX CO BCEMHU MapTHEpa-
MU. B 3TOH cBA3M cieayeT roBOpUTh O CTpaTe-
rudeckoM naptaepctse Kazaxcrana u Kuras, ko-
TOpBIE CTPEMSATCA IPOABUraTh PAaBHOIPABHYIO U
YIOPSAAOYEHHYIO MHOTOIIOJSIPHOCTD Mupa. Kurtait
BBICTYIIAeT B Ka4eCTBE JINJEpa 3TOrO Mpolecca,
a KazaxcraH kak «cpemssist nep>kaBay MOAIEp-
KUBAECT JAHHYIO TEHAECHLHIO IO MOCTPOEHHIO
HOBOr0 Muponopsiaka [20].

Pesyabrarsl. Mcxonss u3 npoBeIEeHHOTO
aHaJIM3a MOXXHO KOHCTaTHpOBATh, YTO B COBpE-
MEHHBIX T'€ONOJUTHYECKHX YCIOBHSIX MMEHHO
KOHTEKCT TI100anbHOM ruOpUAHON BOIMHBI oIpe-
JeNsieT BHEWHIO nonuTuky Kazaxcrana, He
MEHS €€ MHOIOBEKTOPHYIO CyIIHOCTh. CTpax
Mepesi CAaHKIUAMU CTUMYIHPYET TEPETOBOPHBII
MIPOLIECC IO CO3IaHHIO HOBBIX MEXaHU3MOB TOP-
TOBJIM C COCEISIMH M TIOMCKY OoJiee COBEpILEH-
HBIX MEXaHU3MOB O0OecredeHUs! 0e30MacHOCTH.
Kazaxcranckast nuniomatusi 1 OM3HEC IpUCIO-
cabnuBaroTCs Mo HOBbIE peaiuu. OTHAKO MOX-
HO KOHCTaTHUpPOBaTh M TO, YTO KypC MHOTOBEK-
TOPHOW BHEIIHEW OMUTHKH OCTAETCS TPEKHUM.

MBI IpuXOAVM K ITTaBHOMY BBIBOZY O TOM,
YTO KOHLIEMIIVSI MHOTOBEKTOPHOM MmonuTHKy Kazax-
cTaHa ocTaercs akTyaabHo. KoHTekeT rmobass-
HOU rUOpUIHOI BOWHBI HE BIHSET Ha reorpadurio.
JU1 moHMMaHM peanii BHEIIHEH nomTHKN Ka-
3axcTaHa HEeOOXOOMMO MCXOOUTH U3 €ro reorpa-
(buUecKoro pacronoXeH:uss U HAJIMYUS Y CTPaHBI
TeX WIM MHBIX pecypcoB. Kazaxcran oOmagaer
GobILION TeppuTopHed (2,724,900 kM?) IpH cpaB-
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HUTENbHO HEOONBIION YMCICHHOCTH HaceNeHUs
(19921 425 yenoBek Mo AaHHBIM Ha | aBrycra
2023 1) ©. DT EQPBI TOBOPST 0 HETOCTATOYHOM
MOOHJIN3aLIMOHHOM ITOTEHIHANIE IS pearipoBaHuUs
Ha BECh KOMIUIEKC TMIIOTETHYECKUX Yrpo3 He3a-
BHCHUMOCTH U TE€PPUTOPUAIBHON LIETOCTHOCTH.
JUI ycuieHus CBOMX NEpEroBOPHBIX MO3U-
WA C pa3TUYHBIMH [IEHTPAMH CHITBI ACTaHa aK-
TUBHO TIOACPKUBACT Pa3INuHbIe HOPMATHI Tie-
peroBopoB 1o Gopmyie «C+y». Kak ormernn To-
KaeB B cBoeH crathe: «K HacrosieMy BpeMeHH
COCTOSUTOCH JIEBSTH CAMMHUTOB M BCTPEY HA BBIC-
1IeM ypoBHE B JaHHOM (opmare. 3a mocneqHue
JIBa TOAa MPOBEICHBI MepBble caMMUTHI “TIA —
P®” (Acrana), “IIA — KHP” (Cuansp), “lIA —
CIIIA” (Hsio-Hopk), “IIA — ®PI™ (bepinun), 1Be
BcTpeun miaB rocyaapcts LA u EBponelickoro
coto3a (Actana, YonmoH-ATa), IEpBBI CAMMUT
“IA — CCAI'3” (JIxumma), a Takxe “LIA — WH-
s’ (B onnmaiiH-popmare)» (cm.: TokaeB K.-2K.
Peneccanc LlentpansHoil A3uu...).
[IpenmymiecTBO MHOTOBEKTOPHOTO Kypca
BHEIIHEN nmonuTuky Ka3axcraHa Ha COBpEMEH-
HOM JTare B TOM, YTO OH IO3BOJISIET aAalTHPO-
BaTbCs K YCIOBUSAM TiepeopMaTUPOBAHUS MHU-
poBOro mopsiika, ocTapisad 3a KazaxcraHoM u
CTaTycC KIKOUEBOM TPAH3UTHON TOUKH B PETHOHE,

U BO3MOXXHOCTh YCHJIMBATh CBOE BJIUSHHUE HA
0e3omacHOCTh pernoHa. ActaHa OyJeT W Jalb-
LI€ COXPaHSITh MHOTOBEKTOPHBIN KypC BHEIIHEN
MOJIUTUKY, TOTOMY YTO 3TO MOJIHOCTHIO OTBEYA-
eT HaI[MOHANbHBIM MHTepecaM Ka3zaxcraHa.

IIPUMEYAHUA

! Southeast Asia Collective Defense Treaty. Bo-
SHHO-TIOIATHIECKUH OIOK cTpaH A3narcko-TuXooke-
AHCKOTO PErHoHa, CyIecTBOBaBIIHi B 1955-1977 romax.

2 Australia, New Zealand, United Kingdom.
brok ctpan, cymecrsoBasmmii B 1971-1975 T B A3n-
aTCKO-TUXOOKEaHCKOM PETHOHE.

* CoObITnst Havana sieBapsi 2022 T., Koraa nporec-
161 B Kazaxcrane nepepociy B MaccoBbIe OECIIOPSIIKHL.

4 VpaH HaHEC yaapsl [0 IBYM BOCHHBIM Oa3am,
[JI€ pa3MeIIaeTCsl BOCHHBIA U KOAJIMIMOHHBIHN 1EpCo-
nay CIIIA B Acazne u OpOune, 8 suBaps 2020 1. B oTBET
Ha yomiicTBO B barmane komaHIyromero cremmoapas-
nenenneM «Anb-Kyne» renepana Kacema Cyneiimann.

5 18 peBpaitst 2025 1. B CaynoBckoii ApaBuu Ipo-
IIJTH TIEPBBIE 33 HECKOIBKO JIET IeperoBopbl Poccnu
CIA Ha BBICOKOM ypOBHE.

¢ Odunmanpueiii cailT Bropo HalMOHAILHON
CTaTUCTUKN ATEHTCTBA 10 CTPATErNYE€CKOMY IUIaHU-
poBanmio 1 pepopmam Pecrryonmkn Kazaxcran. URL:
https://stat.gov.kz/ru
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PARTICIPATION OF KAZAKHSTAN YOUTH
IN HUMANITARIAN COOPERATION PROJECTS
WITHIN THE FRAMEWORK OF THE EAEU

Aigerim Zh. Kuspanova

West Kazakhstan University named after M. Utemisov, Uralsk, Republic of Kazakhstan;
Volgograd State University, Volgograd, Russian Federation

Abstract. Introduction. The relevance of the topic is determined by the need to assess how youth initiatives are
included in the humanitarian dimension of Eurasian integration and what place Kazakhstan occupies in these practices.
The scientific novelty of this study lies in the development of a Kazakhstan-centric analytical framework for classifying
these institutions based on their function, degree of institutionalization, format of participation, and verifiable outcomes.
Methods and materials. The research is based on structural-functional analysis, comparative analysis, and case studies.
The cases were selected according to four criteria: connection with the EAEU or the CIS-EAEU agenda, documented
participation of Kazakhstan, availability of open sources, and humanitarian or youth orientation. The comparison was
carried out by institutional status, target group, scale of Kazakhstani participation, continuity of the project, and
presence of post-project support. The source base consists of regulatory documents from the EAEU and the CIS,
materials from the Eurasian Economic Commission, reports from the organizers, and publicly available statistics. For the
critical analysis of these sources, the views of researchers as reflected in the academic literature were also taken into
account, including critical works on issues of Eurasian integration. Analysis. The article distinguishes institutional,
forum, educational, media-cultural, and volunteer formats of cooperation. The participation of Kazakhstani youth is
considered not a background element of the general EAEU agenda but three dimensions: representation, initiative, and
infrastructure. Results. The study shows that Kazakhstan is regularly represented in key youth formats, but its participation
is uneven and often quantitatively limited. The measurable effects of the initiatives are most reliably recorded at the level
of contacts, project proposals, and institutional discussion, while claims about the formation of Eurasian identity or a
stable community of leaders require additional sociological verification. The main problems are limited institutionalization,
fragmented information support, barriers to academic mobility, and insufficient post-project support.
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9THX NMPAKTUKaX 3aHMMaeT Pecirydnnka Kasaxcran. Hayunast HoBU3Ha McClieJOBaHMS COCTOUT B pa3paboTKe Ka3ax-
CTaHOLEHTPUYHOH aHATNTHIECKOM PaMKH HX KJIAaCCU(PHKAINH 110 (PyHKIINH, CTETICHN HHCTUTYLIMOHAIN3ALNH, (Op-
MaTy y4acTHs ¥ BepUPHUIIUPYEMBIM pe3ynbTataM. Memoos: u mamepuaisi. ViccienoBanie OCHOBAHO Ha CTPYKTYp-
HO-(pYHKIIMOHAJIEHOM, CPABHUTEIBHOM U Kec-MeTozie. Kelchl 0TOMpaich 1Mo 4eThIpeM KPUTEPHSM: CBSI3b C TIOBE-
ctroit EADC nnu conpspxennsivu popmatamu CHI' — EADC, nokymenTrpoBanHoe ydactre Kazaxcrana, Hammdne
OTKPBITHIX HCTOYHUKOB U MOJIOAEKHO-TYMaHUTAPHAS HallpaBJIeHHOCTh. COMOCTaBIEHHE OCYLIECTBIISIIOCH 10 HH-
CTUTYIMOHAJILHOMY CTaTycCy, LIEJICBOM TPYyIIe, MacITaly Ka3aXCTaHCKOTO y4acTHs, TPOIOIKUTEIHOCTH MPOEKTa
1 HAJIMYHIO TTIOCTIIPOEKTHOM Moaep KKu. MictouHnkoByro 6a3y cocraBmin HopMaTuBHbIE 10KyMeHThl EADC u CHI,
Marepuaiibl EBpa3uiickoil 5KOHOMHUYECKONH KOMUCCHU, OTYETHI OPraHU3aTOPOB, OTKPBITasi CTaTUCTUKA. ISl KpUTH-
YECKOT0 aHAJIN3a HCTOYHUKOB TAKXKE YUUTHIBATIOCH MHEHHUE HCCIIEIOBATENEH, OTpaskeHHOE B AKaAEMHYECKOM JINTe-
parype, BKJIIodasi KpUTHYECKHE padoThl 1o pobieMaM eBpa3uiCKON MHTerpaln. Anaau3. B ctaTbe BhIAEIECHBI
WHCTUTYIIMOHANIbHBIE, (hOPYMHBIE, 00pa30BaTeIbHbIC, MEANHHO-KYIBTYPHBIE W BOJIOHTEPCKHE (popMaThl COTpYI-
HHUYECTBA. YYacTHe Ka3aXxCTaHCKON MOJIOIEKH paccMaTpHBaeTCs He Kak ()OHOBBIHN 3ieMeHT oomeit mopectkn EADC,
a yepe3 TPU U3MEPEHHS: IPEACTAaBUTEIbCTBO, MHUIIMATUBHOCTh M MH(PPACTPYKTYPHBIN MOTCHIMAT. Pe3ynbmamsi.
INokazano, uto KazaxcraH perysipHO IpecTaBieH B KIIOUEBBIX MOIOASKHBIX (hOpMaTax, OAHAKO YIaCTHE OCTACTC
HEpaBHOMEPHBIM U 4acTO KOIMYECTBEHHO OrpaHnueHHbIM. Hanbonee HanexxHo pukcupyemblie 3¢ eKTs HHUIHA-
THUB TPOSIBJISIIOTCS HA YPOBHE KOHTAKTOB, IIPOSKTHBIX MPEUIOKEHUH 1 HHCTUTYLIMOHATIBHOTO O0CYKIECHHS, TOT/ja KaK
BBIBOJIBI O ()OPMHUPOBAHUH €BPA3NIHCKON HACHTUYHOCTH WM YCTOHYMBOTO COOOIIECTBA JTUACPOB TPEOYIOT 1OMOI-
HUTEJIFHOH COLMONIOrnaecKoi mpoBepkr. OCHOBHBIMH IPOOIEMaMH OCTAIOTCS OTpAaHNUCHHAS MHCTUTYIIHOHAIN3A-
s, parMeHTapHOE HH(POPMAIIIOHHOE COIIPOBOXKACHHE, Oaphephl akaAeMHUIECKOW MOOMIBHOCTH U HEJJOCTATOY-
Has IIOCTIPOEKTHAS TTIOJIEPKKa.

Karouessie cinoBa: EADC, Kazaxcran, MosonekHas IOIUTHKA, TYMaHUTAPHOE COTPYAHNYECTBO, MEXIyHa-
POAHBIE MOJIOAEKHBIE TIPOCKTHI, MHTETPALHS, MOJIOACKHBIE (OPYMBI, aKaJeMIIecKas MOOMIIBHOCTb.
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Introduction. Youth cooperation in the
humanities within the framework of the Eurasian
Economic Union (EAEU) should be viewed as one
of the channels for public and educational
interaction that complements economic integration
but does not replace its institutional and legal
mechanisms. For Kazakhstan, this topic has
practical significance: youth forums, academic
mobility, project competitions, and media and
cultural platforms create opportunities for cross-
border contacts; however, their scale, sustainability,
and actual effects require separate analytical
examination.

In recent years, humanitarian cooperation
among youth in the EAEU has become more
prominent on the official agenda. The Union’s
strategic documents emphasize the need to
involve citizens, public organizations, and
business associations of member states in
determining the future directions of Eurasian
integration [3; 4; 12]. In December 2020, the
Eurasian Intergovernmental Council approved
the Strategic Directions for the Development
of Eurasian Economic Integration until 2025,

which outlines the expansion of cooperation in
the fields of education, healthcare, tourism, and
sports [32]. For Kazakhstan, as one of the founding
states of the EAEU, youth cooperation forms part
of its policy on human capital development and
international humanitarian engagement. At the same
time, the mere existence of such initiatives does
not in itself prove their integrative effect; therefore,
this article distinguishes between participation,
institutional outcomes, and the anticipated impact
on the youth community.

With the establishment of the EEC Youth
Council in 2019, the first sustainable mechanisms
for advancing the youth agenda emerged at the
supranational level. These were aligned with
EAEU policy documents, primarily with the
Strategic Directions for the Development of
Eurasian Economic Integration until 2025 [19].
In this article, these mechanisms are analyzed not
as self-evident proof of the effectiveness of
humanitarian integration but as institutional
conditions that can facilitate youth participation
provided there is funding, transparent selection
procedures, and post-project support.
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The aim of this study is to identify the
specific characteristics and limitations of
Kazakhstani youth participation in youth
humanitarian cooperation projects within the
framework of the EAEU and related CIS-EAEU
formats. The research question is formulated as
follows: what exactly constitutes the Kazakhstani
component of these initiatives, what is its scope,
and what results can be considered verifiable
through open sources? The objectives include:
1) to clarify the conceptual framework and criteria
for classifying initiatives; 2) to characterize the
institutional and regulatory foundations of youth
cooperation in the EAEU; 3) to compare key
initiatives involving Kazakhstani youth in terms
of scale, functions, and results; 4) to identify
problem areas and constraints affecting
Kazakhstan’s participation.

The study covers the period from 2019 to
2025. The lower limit is determined by the
establishment of the EEC Youth Council (2019)
as the first permanent institutional mechanism for
the youth agenda in the EAEU, while the upper
limit is set by the documentation of current
practices and results by the end of 2025, including
the holding of the 3™ CIS and EAEU Youth Forum
(Minsk, October 1-3, 2025) and the development
of key educational, media, and project platforms
in 2023-2024. The regulatory and programmatic
context of the earlier period (the 2014 EAEU
Treaty, the 2018 Declaration, and strategic
documents through 2025) is considered as a
preliminary background. To address terminological
inconsistencies, the following working definitions
are used. Humanitarian cooperation refers to
educational, cultural, scientific, media, and
volunteer practices aimed at developing inter-
community ties. Youth integration is interpreted
as the inclusion of young citizens in such practices
through forums, academic mobility, project
competitions, and networking initiatives. Eurasian
identity is not treated in this article as a proven
outcome of participation but is understood as a
potential subject for future sociological research.
Public diplomacy refers to informal and semi-
formal channels of interaction among youth,
universities, NGOs, and expert platforms.

The Kazakhstan-centric analytical
framework comprises three dimensions:
representation (the proportion and regularity of
Kazakhstani delegations’ participation), initiative
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(the presence of proposals, projects, and
organizational impetus from Kazakhstan), and
infrastructural capacity (the role of Kazakhstani
universities, technology hubs, and regional youth
organizations in supporting cooperation). This
framework allows us to avoid a mere retelling of
the pan-Eurasian agenda and to highlight the
specific features of the Kazakhstani case.

Methods and materials. The study
employed a range of methods: structural-
functional analysis, comparative analysis, and
case studies. Structural-functional analysis was
used to identify the functions of youth initiatives:
institutional-communicative, educational,
project-entrepreneurial, media, and volunteer.
Comparative analysis was used to compare
projects using a unified matrix of parameters:
organizer and institutional status, target group,
format of Kazakhstan’s participation, number
or proportion of participants (where data is
available), documented results, post-project
support, and limitations. Case studies were
applied to those initiatives for which open
sources are available and Kazakhstan’s
participation is documented.

The author uses the materials, which include
regulatory documents of the Eurasian Economic
Union (EAEU) and the Commonwealth of
Independent States (CIS) that define the
institutional and programmatic foundations of
youth cooperation; informational and analytical
materials from the Eurasian Economic
Commission and the CIS Executive Committee;
reports and communications from the organizers
of youth forums, summits, and competitive
projects; and open statistical data on educational
mobility.

Academic studies on Eurasian integration,
humanitarian cooperation, and issues in higher
education help to represent all the critical points
of view considering the integration process.
The conceptual framework for research on
Eurasian integration is provided by the monograph
by E.Y. Vinokurov and A.M. Libman, which
proposes an approach to Eurasian regionalism and
identifies the factors influencing the sustainability
of integration [2]. The post-Soviet legal
architecture — from the CIS to the EAEU — is
systematically described by Zh.M. Kembaev; his
work allows for an account of the evolution of
norms and institutions [12]. The study by
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R. Dragneva and K. Volchuk is important for a
critical analysis of the relationship between
political agreements and formal rules in the
EAEU [10].

The humanitarian dimension is explored in
the works of G.I. Osadchaya: a monograph on
the formation of the EAEU combines ideological
foundations and institutional practice [25], while
a later study focuses on human capital,
demographics, and cooperation in education and
culture [26]. M. V. Roslavtseva writes specifically
about the value- and identity-based foundations
of cooperation among young people, proposing
operational indicators of social memory [33].
These works show that conclusions about identity
require not a description of activities, but specific
measurement procedures.

Youth policy within the EAEU framework
is specifically addressed by A.V. Palamarchuk,
who examines the role of Eurasian youth
associations as a channel for public diplomacy
[30], and by E.V. Kuznetsova, who considers
forums, schools, and academic mobility as
resources for humanitarian cooperation [13; 14].
For a critical assessment of the educational
dimension, the works of T.V. Lebedeva,
M.O. Govorchenko, G.I. Osadchaya, and
T.N. Yudina are drawn upon, which identify
barriers to the recognition of qualifications,
inconsistencies in educational standards, limited
funding, and low mobility [6; 16; 27].

Thus, the research materials are based on
a combination of official documents, statistics,
and academic literature. Official reports are
used to document the facts regarding the
conduct of events and the composition of
participants, while scholarly works are used to
interpret limitations, asymmetries, and
conditions for effectiveness. This allows for
maintaining analytical distance and prevents the
study from merely reproducing the institutional
rhetoric of the EAEU.

Analysis. The EEC Youth Council,
established in 2019, is a fundamental institutional
component of the EAEU’s youth agenda. Its role
is not only to provide informational support for
integration but also to facilitate communication
among young professionals, national youth
organizations, and supranational bodies. For the
Kazakhstani case, the Council’s significance lies
in the fact that representatives from Kazakhstan

are included in a permanent mechanism for
discussing youth initiatives; however, mere
participation in the Council does not automatically
translate into influence over the country’s youth
community; such influence must be assessed
based on the number of supported projects, the
sustainability of communication, and the
subsequent implementation of proposals.

The CIS and EAEU youth forums have
become key practical platforms. The first forum
took place on August 25-26, 2022, in Cholpon-
Ata and brought together more than
250 participants from EAEU member states and
Uzbekistan [29; 34]. For Kazakhstan, the forum
is important as a platform for presenting
proposals in the fields of education, youth
entrepreneurship, tourism, volunteering, and the
digital economy [7]. From an analytical
perspective, its outcome should be assessed not
through rhetoric of support but through the
presence of subsequent institutional follow-up:
the adoption of the Cholpon-Ata Action Plan,
discussion of the mechanism for accepting youth
initiatives, and the launch of specific educational
projects [20].

The 2™ CIS and EAEU Youth Forum, held
in June 2023 in Sochi, confirmed the regularity of
this format. The Kazakh delegation participated
in discussions on digital cooperation, startup
initiatives, and academic and project mobility.
At the same time, publicly available materials
allow for the reliable documentation of, first and
foremost, the fact of participation and the topics
of proposals, whereas the degree of their
subsequent implementation varies and requires
separate monitoring. Therefore, the forum is
viewed as a mechanism for placing initiatives on
the agenda, rather than as a comprehensive tool
for solving youth issues.

The 3™ CIS and EAEU Youth Forum took
place in Minsk on October 1-3, 2025, and was
organized into tracks related to the media sphere,
education and science, youth initiatives, and
innovative entrepreneurship [2]. Holding it
following the meeting of the Eurasian
Intergovernmental Council strengthened the link
between the youth agenda and the
intergovernmental level; however, the forum’s
reach remained limited compared to the scale of
youth groups in the EAEU states. Consequently,
the forum’s significance lies primarily in the
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institutional signal it sends and the selection of
project ideas, rather than in the mass engagement
of youth.

One of the most significant areas of
cooperation in the humanities is education and
science. EAEU strategic documents provide for
the use of network-based approaches to
implementing educational programs and the
harmonization of qualification requirements [5].
For Kazakhstan, this area has a dual nature: on
the one hand, the country is actively engaged in
educational ties with Russia and other states in
the Eurasian region; on the other hand, these ties
are marked by significant asymmetry and are not
always formalized as actual EAEU programs.
Therefore, academic mobility is viewed as an
important context for Kazakhstan’s participation
but is not equated with the outcomes of EAEU
youth projects.

The 2023-2024 EAEU Global University
Summit serves as a specialized educational
platform bringing together students, young
researchers, and representatives of universities,
business, and integration institutions. In 2023, the
summit addressed science, careers, student self-
governance, and youth policy; in 2024, the
increase in the number of applications indicated
growing interest in the format [24]. However, the
summit is not a representative indicator of overall
academic mobility. It is more accurate to analyze
it as a case of networked educational cooperation
and as a mechanism for selecting motivated
participants, rather than as a mass exchange
program [28].

The data in the table reveal a marked
imbalance in educational exchange between
Kazakhstan and Russia. Even though some of
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the figures are rounded, it is clear that the flow
of citizens from the Republic of Kazakhstan to
Russian universities significantly exceeds the
corresponding flow of citizens from the Russian
Federation to Kazakhstani universities. This
imbalance is significant for the research topic:
Kazakhstan has a substantial youth contingent
already integrated into the Russian educational
sphere; however, this contingent does not
automatically become participants in EAEU
humanitarian projects. To transition from
educational migration to integration-oriented
participation, special programs, clear
information channels, and post-project support
are necessary.

Kazakhstan’s potential is linked not only to
the scale of outbound educational mobility but also
to its national infrastructure: universities, youth
organizations, technology hubs, and regional
initiatives. However, the impact of these tools
specifically on intra-Union youth interaction
requires documentary confirmation. Therefore, in
this study, they are considered Kazakhstan’s
infrastructural capabilities rather than a proven
integration outcome.

Joint research and educational projects —
ranging from schools for young scientists to
student startup incubators — receive support at
the EAEU level [7]. Their value lies in fostering
professional networks and project skills, but their
effectiveness must be assessed using measurable
indicators: the number of participants, the
proportion of Kazakhstani involvement, the
continuation of projects after the event, the
availability of grant or mentoring support, and
the incorporation of results into educational
programs [31].

Table 1. Trends in educational mobility between Kazakhstan and Russia for the period 2022-2025

Year/ | The number of Kazakh citizens The number of Russian citizens Flow ratios (KZ to
period | studying at universities in Russia | studying at universities in Kazakhstan RU/RU to K7)
2022 | =67 000 1 247 ~53,7: 1

2023 | =79 000 1 298 ~60,9: 1

2024 | =83 000 ~2100-2200 ~37,7-39,5: 1
2025 | =85 000 2426 ~35:1

Notes. Compiled by the author based on materials from [11; 15]. Data on citizens of the Republic of Kazakhstan
attending universities in the Russian Federation are presented as rounded estimates from open sources; data on
citizens of the Russian Federation attending universities in the Republic of Kazakhstan are used as reported in
available statistics. The ratio of student flows was calculated by the author as the ratio of the corresponding
figures and is provided for reference purposes only.
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Academic literature and publicly available
materials point to persistent limitations on academic
mobility within the EAEU: uneven recognition of
disciplines and qualifications, differences in
accreditation requirements, administrative barriers
in arranging internships, and insufficient institutional
support for exchanges. G.I. Osadchaya and
T.N. Yudina note the fragmentation of practices and
the inconsistency of educational standards [27];
T.V. Lebedeva links low mobility to differences in
professional standards and legal regimes governing
educational migration [17], while M.O. Govorchenko
highlights limited funding and restricted student-
faculty mobility [6]. These factors directly limit
the participation of Kazakhstani youth in EAEU
projects [16].

Cultural, volunteer, and media initiatives
expand the scope of youth cooperation beyond
university mobility. The “100 Ideas for the CIS”
project is relevant to this topic as a collaborative
platform involving young people from EAEU
member states, including Kazakhstan [18].
Kazakhstani projects presented in the competition
finals demonstrate the presence of initiative
potential; however, publicly available materials more
often document competition recognition rather than
subsequent sustainable implementation. Therefore,
it is advisable to view such projects as a stage for
testing ideas and establishing contacts, rather than
as completed integration products.

The “CIS Youth Capital” project creates
additional infrastructure for youth engagement
within the Commonwealth. It is significant for this
study to the extent that Kazakhstan has proposed
to substantively strengthen this format by holding
international youth forums, thereby creating a link
between the agendas of the CIS and the EAEU.
At the same time, quantitative data on the number
of participants are used only when source
transparency is available; in other cases, the
analysis is limited to documenting the project’s
institutional role and the participation of delegations.

A comparison of publicly available
information on competitions, forums, and
educational projects reveals common areas of
concern. Following competition finals, sustained
post-project support is not always guaranteed:
acceleration programs, mentoring, pilot
implementation, and co-funding are not available
in all formats. Access to information also remains
uneven: announcements and application procedures

are scattered across various resources, and a unified
digital platform featuring a calendar of opportunities
and a “one-stop shop” approach to participation
has not yet become a standard tool for all projects.

Media and educational projects have emerged
specifically within the EAEU framework. In 2024,
the Gorchakov Fund organized the international
media school “EAEU-Media,” the in-person phase
of which took place June 30 — July 4, 2024, at the
“Mashuk” Knowledge Center in Pyatigorsk [9].
Participants included students from journalism and
international relations departments, young bloggers,
and student media staff aged 18-27, selected
through a competitive process [22]. For
Kazakhstan, this format could be useful as a
channel for introducing young people to integration-
related topics in a professional context; however,
its effectiveness should be measured by subsequent
media products, online connections, and continued
professional collaboration, rather than by the mere
fact that the school was held [1].

The “Eurasian Dialogue” forums are a
scientific, educational, and expert discussion platform
dedicated to exploring humanitarian cooperation,
historical and cultural heritage, and integration
processes [23]. Kazakhstani participants were
represented at these events; however, in the absence
of comparable lists and final reports, it is advisable
to record the qualitative fact of participation rather
than derive precise estimates of Kazakhstan’s share.
The analytical significance of the format lies in
supporting expert communication and discussing the
humanitarian agenda, rather than in demonstrating
a broad public impact.

The volunteer sector remains less
institutionalized. At the CIS level, the Concept for
the Development of Cooperation in Support of
the Youth Volunteer Movement (2021-2030) has
been adopted, and within the framework of EAEU
youth forums, the idea of supporting volunteerism
in an integration format has been discussed. For
Kazakhstan, this area may hold promise thanks
to the experience of youth organizations and
regional initiatives; however, the creation of a
Eurasian volunteer network should still be viewed
as a recommendation rather than an already
established mechanism.

A separate group consists of civil society
youth initiatives that emerge with the support of
grants and regional organizations. For example,
the “Eurasian Express: Russia — Kazakhstan —
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Tajikistan” project included a youth roundtable in
Kostanay attended by students from Kazakhstan
and the Chelyabinsk Region of the Russian
Federation [21]. Such formats complement official
events by fostering interpersonal and regional
contacts, but their contribution to Eurasian
integration should be assessed cautiously as the
establishment of communication links rather than
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as an automatically measurable institutional
outcome [8].

Below it is a summary table of the main
initiatives involving Kazakhstani youth. The table is
organized according to analytical parameters: type of
initiative, period and location of implementation, form
of Kazakhstan’s participation, nature of the outcome,
and degree of verifiability of quantitative data.

Table 2. Key Youth Humanitarian Cooperation Projects Involving Kazakhstan within the EAEU
and Related Formats (2019-2024)

Project / Date, location Overview Kazakhstan’s Participation
Initiative and Kazakhstan’s Participation and the Degree of Data Verifiability
Youth Coun- | Founded in | A permanent consultative and | Representatives from Kazakhstan partici-
cil of the| 2019, Moscow |communication body for youth | pate in the Council’s work on a permanent
Eurasian within the EAEU; the Council’s | basis. Quantifying their contribution re-
Economic membership and activities include | quires an analysis of the minutes, the com-
Commission representatives from the Union’s | position of the working groups, and the list
member states, including Kazakh- | of supported initiatives
stan
“Made in the | September A youth simulation program de- | According to publicly available infor-
EAEU” 2020, online/in- | signed to promote an inclusive | mation, teams from Kazakhstan participat-
Business person agenda and foster project-based | ed in the competition. The exact number of
Game thinking applications and teams that passed the se-
lection process requires further documen-
tary confirmation; therefore, this figure is
provided for reference only
The “Our | 2020, CIS | A commemorative and patriotic ini- | There is no officially comparable data on
Heroes” Pro- | countries /| tiative involving young people from | participants from all countries. Kazakh-
ject (Marking | Eurasianregion | various countries; Kazakhstani vol- | stan’s participation is recorded qualitative-
the unteers and students participated in | ly, without any precise statistical conclu-
75" Annivers joint commemorative events, online | sions
ary of Victo- activities, and creative projects
ry)
CIS and | 1* Forum — Au- | Forum platforms for discussing ini- | Cholpon-Ata 2022: approximately 20-25
EAEU Youth | gust 25-26, | tiatives in the fields of education, | delegates from Kazakhstan out of a total of
Forums 2022, Cholpon- | entrepreneurship, tourism, digital | over 250 (about 8-10%). Sochi 2023: ap-
(Iand IT) Ata; 2™ Forum — | cooperation, and community pro- | proximately 20-30 delegates out of a total
June 7-9, 2023, | jects. The Kazakh delegation partic- | of ~ about 150  (about  13-20%).
Sochi ipated in both forums and presented | Thedatashowstablebutlimitedrepresentation
proposals
Eurasian May 2023, | An educational and expert discus- | 2023: An estimated 25-40 participants
Economic Moscow; sion platform for universities, stu- | from Kazakhstan out of a total on-site con-
Union Global | November dents, and young researchers from | tingent of over 300 (8-13%). 2024: An es-
University 2024, Moscow | EAEU countries; in 2023, discus- | timated 30—50 participants out of 350-400
Summit sions focused on a networked mas- | on-site participants (8—14%). This estimate
ter’s program and a university con- | reflects a percentage rather than exact sta-
sortium tistics
“EurasianDia | 2023 — Brest; | A forum for academic, educational, | Representatives from Kazakhstan participated
logue” 2024 — Minsk | and expert discussion on humanitar- | in the forums. In the absence of comparable
Forum ian cooperation, integration pro- | lists of participants, it is more appropriate to
cesses, and the historical and cultur- | note their substantive participation rather than
al sphere provide a strict quantitative assessment
“EAEU- June — July | A two-phase educational project for | A few representatives from Kazakhstan
Media” 2024, young journalists, bloggers, and | participated in the in-person session, an es-
MediaSchool | Pyatigorsk student media staff from EAEU | timated 3—4 people out of 25-30 in-person
countries. Kazakhstani participants | participants. The online participation by
were selected through a competitive | country requires further confirmation
process
Youth  Ex-| On an ongoing | Student exchanges, camps, expedi- | In 2024, approximately 83,000 Kazakhstani
changes And | basis, including | tions, festivals, grant programs, and | citizens were enrolled in Russian universi-
Movements | between Russia | educational initiatives that reflect | ties, illustrating the scale of educational
and Kazakhstan | the broader landscape of youth mo- | mobility. For short-term exchanges, only
bility qualitative estimates are available, as there
are no comprehensive aggregate statistics

Science Journal of VolSU. History. Area Studies. International Relations. 2026. Vol. 31. No. 2

8] ———



The data presented show that Kazakhstan’s
participation in EAEU youth humanitarian initiatives
and related Eurasian formats is consistent but, in a
number of areas, limited in scope. The most reliably
documented platforms are major institutional and
forum-based initiatives — the EEC Youth Council,
the CIS and EAEU youth forums, and the EAEU
Global University Summit. These formats reveal
that the share of Kazakhstani participants typically
accounts for less than one-fifth of the total number
and more often falls within the range of 8-14%,
suggesting not a dominant but a stable
representation. In cases where official comparable
statistics are unavailable, it is more appropriate to
use qualitative descriptions or a disclaimer regarding
the approximate nature of the assessment to avoid
excessive categorization.

It is important to note that participation in youth
humanitarian initiatives involves not only
representatives from Astana and Almaty but also
young people from the regions of Kazakhstan. This
broadens the social base of integration efforts,
reduces the concentration of opportunities
exclusively in the capital cities, and contributes to
the formation of a broader network of horizontal ties
among young professionals from different regions.

Fig. shows the approximate ratio of
participants from Kazakhstan to those from other
countries in projects for which at least comparable
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numerical data are available from open sources.
These figures are used to illustrate the scale of
representation and do not replace representative
statistics on youth participation.

Source: Compiled by the author based on
publicly available data from project organizers and
the estimates provided in Table 2. Note: For
projects with incomplete statistics, the median
values of the published ranges were used; the
figures are approximate.

Fig. 1 shows that the share of Kazakhstani
participants in most of the formats examined
remains limited. This allows us to refine the
conclusion: Kazakhstan is present in key initiatives
and, in some cases, puts forward proposals;
however, this does not involve the mass
engagement of youth, but rather targeted forms
of participation focused on delegations, activists,
students, and young professionals.

In terms of substance, Kazakhstan’s
participation takes several forms: delegation
representation at forums, the participation of
students and young researchers in educational
platforms, the presentation of project ideas, and
the inclusion of individual representatives in media
and expert formats. This structure encompasses
different categories of youth but remains dependent
on competitive selection, quotas, funding, and the
availability of information for regional participants.

B Kazakhstan
total: 250 [ Other countries
250 A .
n
€ 200+
(1]
£
'é total: 150
@ 150 1
“—
o
g 100
E
Z
totad: 55 total: 50
50 4 BB
total: 26
{} -
Business Game Forum | Forum Il Eurasian Media School
(2020) Cholpon-Ata Sochi Dialogue (2024)
(2022) (2023) (2023)

Fig. Estimated ratio of participants from Kazakhstan and other countries in key youth humanitarian cooperation

projects within the EAEU (2019-2024)

Notes. Compiled by the author based on publicly available data from project organizers and the estimates
provided in Table 2. For projects with incomplete statistics, the median values of the published ranges were used,;

the figures are approximate.
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At the same time, the analysis reveals some
bottlenecks. Kazakhstan’s representation at major
forums and summits typically does not exceed one-
fifth of the total number of participants, and the
share is even lower when it comes to media
coverage. There is a gap between large-scale
educational flows (tens of thousands of
Kazakhstani students in Russian universities) and
the relatively low levels of participation in EAEU
offline activities. This gap is exacerbated by
delegation quotas, limited funding, and weak post-
project support.

The analysis identified key systemic problem
areas: asymmetry in educational mobility,
insufficient institutionalization of certain youth
formats, limited transparency of statistics, a
fragmented information ecosystem, and the
absence of a sustainable mechanism for supporting
initiatives after forums and competitions. These
issues are particularly significant for Kazakhstan,
as the country possesses considerable youth
potential, yet its involvement in EAEU projects
remains largely sporadic.

Operational constraints on mobility after
2022 deserve special attention: changes in
transport routes, more complex calculations, rising
transaction costs, and administrative procedures.

Based on an analysis of regulatory
documents, academic literature, publicly available
statistics, and case studies involving Kazakhstan,
recommendations have been formulated to
improve youth humanitarian cooperation within the
EAEU.

First, a systematic program for academic
and project mobility is needed, backed by
sustainable funding: scholarships, microgrants,
travel quotas, and transparent selection criteria.
Such a program would link Kazakhstan’s large-
scale educational mobility with specific EAEU
integration projects.

Second, a unified digital platform for youth
opportunities is needed under the auspices of
relevant EAEU bodies: an events calendar, a “one-
stop shop” for applications, localized materials,
feedback, and open publication of final data. This
is particularly important for young people in
Kazakhstan’s regions, who have less access to
information channels in the capital.

Third, post-project support for competition
winners and finalists should be developed:
mentoring, acceleration, pilot implementations,
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internships, and partnerships with universities,
businesses, and technology hubs. Without such
support, forums and competitions remain primarily
event-based formats.

Fourth, procedural standards for academic
mobility must be harmonized: recognition of disciplines
and qualifications, internship regulations, academic
calendars, and documentation requirements.
Additionally, it is advisable to institutionalize volunteer
programs and media support, including media literacy
training and the bilingual presentation of materials.

Results. The analysis conducted showed
that the humanitarian component of youth
cooperation within the EAEU has gradually been
institutionalized; however, it remains less developed
than the economic and regulatory aspects of
integration. The EEC Youth Council, CIS-EAEU
forums, university summits, media schools, and
project competitions form a set of interconnected
but not yet fully synchronized tools.

The cooperation infrastructure encompasses
the institutional level (EEC Youth Council), the
event level (youth forums), and the educational
level (summits, networking programs, and
academic mobility), as well as media-cultural and
volunteer formats. Its strength lies in the regularity
of individual events and the opportunity for direct
dialogue between young people and
representatives of integration structures; its
weakness lies in limited reach, incomplete
statistical transparency, and insufficient linkage
between events and subsequent project outcomes.

For Kazakhstan, participation in these
projects has three distinctive features. First, it is
consistently represented in key formats, but its
scope is limited. Second, Kazakhstan acts not only
as a participant but also as a source of specific
proposals related to academic mobility, youth
tourism, digital platforms, and project initiatives.
Third, Kazakhstan’s national educational and
technological infrastructure has the capacity to
support Eurasian youth projects, though this
potential is currently being realized only in a
piecemeal fashion.

Verifiable results of the initiatives are
primarily evident in the organizational and
communication spheres: the holding of regular
forums, the emergence of project proposals,
support for specific grant initiatives, and the
expansion of contacts between universities, youth
organizations, and expert platforms.
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Kazakh participants gain experience in
international communication, project work, and
expert discussions. However, the scope of this
experience is limited by delegation and competition
formats. Therefore, the main practical conclusion
is the need to transition from one-off events to
ongoing programs: internships, online courses,
microgrants, acceleration, and tracking participants’
trajectories after the project concludes.

The direct participation of representatives
from the executive branches of EAEU member
states elevates the status of youth forums and
allows proposals to be incorporated into the
institutional agenda more quickly. At the same
time, the mere existence of such dialogue does
not in itself equate to program effectiveness.
Effectiveness should be assessed based on which
initiatives were selected for further development,
which received funding, which were implemented,
and which effects persisted after the event
concluded.

The following challenges have been
identified: differences in educational systems and
procedures for recognizing qualifications, a lack
of sustainable funding, bureaucratic barriers to
internships and mobility, fragmented information
support, limited delegation quotas, weak post-

project support, and insufficient institutionalization
of volunteer programs. These challenges indicate
that youth cooperation within the EAEU is still in
its formative stage and requires stricter
coordination and measurement of results.

Thus, humanitarian projects involving youth
can be viewed as a promising but not yet sufficiently
institutionalized tool for Eurasian cooperation. They
create the conditions for interpersonal contacts,
professional networks, and joint initiatives;
however, conclusions regarding the formation of a
Eurasian identity, a sustainable community of
leaders, or the high effectiveness of humanitarian
diplomacy require representative surveys,
interviews using transparent methodologies, content
analysis of media products, and long-term
monitoring of participants.

The Kazakhstani case shows that the
potential for participation is not limited to Astana
and Almaty: regional universities, youth
organizations, and local initiatives are capable of
expanding the social base of cooperation.
However, to confirm the regional impact, it is
necessary to collect comparable data on the
geography of participants, types of organizations,
duration of participation, and subsequent project
outcomes.
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Abstract. Introduction. This article is devoted to identifying the specific features of Tiirkiye’s humanitarian
policy in Latin America and the Caribbean. Despite the fact that Tiirkiye’s humanitarian policy in LAC is insignificant,
it has been growing in recent years. The growing presence of Tiirkiye in Latin America and the Caribbean fits into
the model of the country’s multi-vector foreign policy. Methods. The authors determine the dynamics of official
development assistance of Tiirkiye in Latin America and the Caribbean and Mexico in the period 2015-2021
and construct a matrix of the activities of the main institutions of the humanitarian influence of Tiirkiye in Latin
America and the Caribbean (Argentina, Mexico, Colombia, and Venezuela). Analysis. The authors conclude that the
specificity of Tiirkiye’s humanitarian policy in Latin America and the Caribbean is the combination of cultural and
humanitarian instruments (work with Muslim minorities and the promotion of Turkish culture and language) with
socio-economic (primarily socially oriented and infrastructure) projects. The Turkish Cooperation and Coordination
Agency (TIKA) is the key executor of humanitarian projects in Latin American countries, while other institutions
of the humanitarian policy operate in the background of its activities. The main target audience in LAC is the most
vulnerable categories of the population (children, women, elderly people, and people with disabilities); victims
of natural disasters; and categories of people associated with Ottoman and Turkish culture, as well as Muslim
minorities of various ethnic origins. Tiirkiye’s humanitarian policy in Latin America and the Caribbean is based on
aid and support to communities that have, first of all, cultural and religious affinity, as well as a need for assistance.
Authors’contribution. Yu.A. Belous developed the theoretical and methodological basis and methodological design
of the study; identified the basic characteristics of the phenomenon of Turkish humanitarian policy and development
assistance policy; analyzed the Turkish understanding of humanitarian policy; summarized the results of the work;
and formulated conclusions. E.Yu. Kosevich participated in the refinement of the general methodology and design
of the study and revealed the key specifics of relations between Latin American countries and Tiirkiye in the context
of development assistance. N.S. Kuliyeva collected and analyzed empirical and statistical data on Tiirkiye’s official
development assistance to the countries of Latin America and the Caribbean; worked with Turkish-language sources;
compiled the matrix of the activities of Turkish humanitarian institutions in the region; and contributed to the
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CHELIU®UKATYMAHUTAPHOI'O ACIIEKTA BHEITHEHN NOJIUTUKHU TYPLIUA
B CTPAHAX JJATUHCKOM AMEPUKHU U KAPUBCKOI'O BACCEMHA

HOnnsa AnexcanaposHa besoyc

HanmonaneHbli HccneaoBareIbCKuil yHUBEPCUTET «BbICIias 1Koaa SKOHOMUKW», I. MockBa, Poccuiickas @enepariys

Exarepuna IOpseBna KoceBnu

HanmonanbsHblil nccnenoBaTenbcKuid YHUBEPCUTET « BbIcIas 11kosia 5kKOHOMUKW», I. MockBa, Poccuiickas denepanus;
Wucrutyt Jlatunckoit Amepuxku PAH, . Mocksa, Poccuiickas ®enepanus

Hy6apa Canman kbi3bl KyineBa

HanmonaneHbli HccneaoBarelIbcKuil yHUBepeUTET «BhIcIias Kosa SKOHOMUKW», I. Mocksa, Poccuiickas @enepariys

AnHotanust. Beeoenue. CTaTbs TOCBSIIECHA BBISBJICHUIO 0COOCHHOCTEH IyMaHUTapHOH MoaUTHKK Typunu,
peanuzyeMoit AHKapoii Ha COBpEMEHHOM JTarie B ctpaHax Jlaruackoit Amepuku u Kapubckoro 6accelina. ABTO-
PBI OTMEYAIOT, YTO HECMOTPS Ha TO YTO I'yMaHUTapHOE NpucyTcTBUe Typuuu B cTpaHax JlatuHckoil AMepuku u
Kapubckoro 6acceliHa He3HAUUTENBHO, B TOCIIETHHUE FOJbI OHO BCE K€ PACTET, YTO BIMCHIBACTCS B MOJIEIIb MHOTO-
BEKTOPHOM BHEIIHEH MOJIUTHKH CTPaHbl. Menmoovl. ABTOPBI ONIPEACISIOT JUHAMHUKY O(QHINAIBLHOM TOMOIIN pa3-
ButHio Typrmu B cTpanax Jlarunckoit Amepuku u Kapubekoro 6acceitna u Mekcuku B niepuon 2015-2021 rr. u
COCTAaBJISIIOT MaTPHUILY AEATEILHOCTH OCHOBHBIX HHCTUTYTOB I'yMaHUTApHOIO BiusiHUA Typuuu B crpaHax JlaTuHckoi
Awmepuku u Kapnbekoro 6acceiina (Ha npuMepax ApreHTiHsl, Mekcuku, KorymOun, Benecyanbt). Ananusz. ABTOpb
MIPUXOAAT K BBIBOJLY O TOM, 4TO CIelM(HKa T'yMaHUTapHOH noiutiku Typunu B ctpanax JlaruHckoit AMepuky U
Kapubckoro baccelina 3aKkiodaeTcsi B KOMOMHAIMY KYJIBTYPHO-TYMaHUTapHBIX HHCTPYMEHTOB (padoTa ¢ MycCyiib-
MaHCKUM MEHBIIHMHCTBOM, TIPOJIBUKEHHE TYPEIKOW KYJIBTYPBI H 513bIKa) C COLHAIBHO-IKOHOMUYECKUMH (TIpexie
BCETO COLMATIbHO-OPHEHTHPOBAHHBIE U MH(PPACTPYKTYPHBIE TPOEKTHI ). KiTIoueBbIM HCIIOIHUTEIEM TyMaHUTapHBIX
IIPOEKTOB B JIATHHOAMEPUKAHCKHUX CTpaHax crajio Typerkoe areHTcTBO 1o coTpyaHudectBy 1 koopauHanuu (TIKA).
[Tpu 3TOM OCTaNbHBIE HHCTUTYTHI T'YMaHUTAPHOU ITOJUTUKU (PYHKIMOHUPYIOT «Ha (hoHe» ero nesitenbHocTH. Oc-
HOBHas IieJieBast ayJJUTOPUS B JJATHHOAMEPHKAHCKUX CTpaHaX — HauboJee ySA3BUMble KaTerOpuy HaceleHus (1eTH,
YKEHILMHBI, TOXKHJIBIE JIFOIH, JIFOAM C OTPaHMYCHHBIMHI BO3MOKHOCTSIMU 37I0POBbS), 5KEPTBBI CTUXUITHBIX O€/ICTBHH,
KaTErOpHH JIULL, CBI3aHHBIE C OCMAHCKON U TypeLKOH KYJIBTYPOH, a TakiKe MyCYJIbMaHCKHE MEHBIINHCTBA Pa3INUYHOIO
9THUYECKOTO POUCXOKAeHHs. Takum oOpazomM, rymaHnTapHas nonuTuka Typuun B crpaHax JlarnHckoit AMepuKH
n KapuOckoro 6acceiiHa oCHOBaHa Ha MOMOIIN ¥ HOJIEPKKE COOOIIECTB, MMEIOIIUX B MIEPBYIO OYepe/b KyJIbTyp-
HYIO U PEIIMTHO3HYIO OJIM30CTh, a TAKXKE HEOOXOMUMOCTh B ITOMOINHU. Briaod asmopos. FO.A. benoyc pazpadorana
TEOPETHKO-METOI0JIOTHYECKYO 0a3y M METOMUYECCKUI IN3aiiH UCCIIeI0BaHMs, BbIIe/INIIA 0A30BbIE XapaKTEPUCTUKU
(eHOMEHA TYpEeLKOil TyMaHUTapHOH MOJIMTHUKY 1 TOTUTUKY TIOMOIIH Pa3BUTHIO; IIPOAHAIM3HPOBaIa TypELKOe Mo~
HUMaHHe TyMaHUTapHOH MOJUTUKK; 00001IHIa pe3yabTaTsl padoThl U chopmyaupoBaia BeiBobl. E.FO. KoceBuu
MIPUHsIIA y4acTHe B 1opaboTke o0ield MEeTOAONIONHH U pa3padoTKe An3aiiHa NCCIIeIOBaHNUS, BHISIBUIIA OCHOBHYIO
crnietduKy oTHomeHui crpan Jlarnuckoit Amepuku n Typrun B koHTekcte oMoy passurtust. H.C. Kynuesa 3a-
HUMaJIach COOPOM M aHAJIM30M AMITUPUYECKUX M CTATUCTUYECKUX AaHHBIX O O(UIMAIBHON TTOMOIY Pa3BUTHIO
Typuun crpanam Jlarunckoit Amepuku u KapuOckoro 6acceiina, paboTaia ¢ HICTOUHHKaMH Ha TYPEIKOM SI3bIKE,
COCTaBMJIa MAaTPHIly JAEATEIbHOCTH TYypPEeILKUX I'YMAaHUTapHBIX MHCTUTYTOB B PETHOHE, a TaKXe BHEC/a BKJIAJ B
HMHTEPIPETAIHIO OITY4YEHHBIX PE3yIbTaTOB. ABTOPBI COBMECTHO MOATOTOBUIIM COAEPIKAHUE U PE3YNIBTAThI UCCIIENO0-
BaHus. Punancuposanue. ViccnenoBaHue BBINOIHEHO 3a cueT rpanTa Poccuiickoro Hayunoro gona Ne 22-78-10014
(https://rscf.ru/project/22-78-10014/).

KiroueBblie c10Ba: BHEIIHAS MOJIUTUKA, TyMaHUTApHAas MOJUTHUKA, OMOIIbL pa3BUTHIO, Typuus, CTpaHb
Jlatunckoit Amepuku u Kapubckoro 6acceiina.
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Introduction. Traditionally the countries
of Latin America and the Caribbean (LAC) have
occupied only a peripheral place in Tirkiye’s
foreign policy [20, p. 237], and relations were
limited to rare diplomatic contacts. At the end of
the 20" and the beginning of the 21 centuries,
Tirkiye’s interaction with the region began
to intensify in three directions — economic,
political, and humanitarian — while 2006 was
symbolically declared the year of Latin America
and the Caribbean. Therefore, we consider
Tiirkiye’s humanitarian policy in the LAC as an
extra-regional player.

This article identifies the peculiarities of the
humanitarian aspect of the Republic of Tlirkiye’s
foreign policy towards Latin America and the
Caribbean while the Justice and Development
Party (AKP) was in power. To achieve this goal,
the main recipients of Turkish humanitarian aid
in the region are identified, the main mechanisms
of its implementation are examined, the unique
features inherent in the Turkish approach are
substantiated, and the most striking cases are
discussed. Among the methods used are auxiliary
methods of statistical analysis (e.g., the dynamics
of official development assistance of Tiirkiye
in the LAC). A matrix of activities of the main
institutions of Tiirkiye’s humanitarian influence
in Latin America and the Caribbean (using the
examples of Argentina, Mexico, Colombia, and
Venezuela) is made.

The growth of the Turkish humanitarian
presence in the LAC is driven by two main
factors. Firstly, AKP’s rise to power in 2002
and, as a consequence, the implementation of
a new multidimensional foreign policy model.
Secondly, Tiirkiye considers the strengthening of
its presence in certain regions as a way to enhance
its foreign policy autonomy.

Turkish understanding of humanitarian
policy has its own specificity, which distinguishes
the Turkish approach from the interpretation of
Western authors [6, p. 119]. In a broad sense at
the state level, Tiirkiye’s humanitarian policy is
interpreted as a policy that is people-centered and
contributes to the improvement of their living
conditions primarily in terms of security [4, p. 105].
In a narrow sense, Tiirkiye’s humanitarian policy
includes humanitarian assistance designed for a
rapid response in times of need and development
assistance, which is permanent and structural.
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Davutoglu equated the humanitarian aspect
of Tiirkiye’s foreign policy with “humanitarian
diplomacy,” defining it as something more than
just humanitarian aid [9]. In this case, humanitarian
diplomacy has three main dimensions: 1) the policy
aimed at facilitating the lives of Turkish citizens
and representatives of kinship communities
ethnically close to Tiirkiye inside and outside
the country [4, p. 102]; 2) Ankara’s policy
towards crisis regions of the world and providing
them with humanitarian assistance with a
focus on helping victims of natural disasters
and conflicts [28, p. 163]; 3) the realization of
international humanitarian responsibilities within
the framework of multilateral mechanisms and
promotion of the interests of populations in need
of assistance [25, p. 184].

The current doctrinal basis of the foreign
policy course of Tiirkiye was laid down in the
concept of “strategic depth” by former Prime
Minister Davutoglu [9, p. 125]. According to
this concept, Tiirkiye’s foreign policy should
be based on the use of humanitarian or “soft
power”! instruments. This implies broadening
the foreign policy instruments and strengthening
its humanitarian dimension. In the later period,
the concept of the “proactive and humanitarian”
foreign policy [31, p. 125] of the Turkish Foreign
Ministry is becoming more popular, according
to which humanitarian foreign policy is foreign
policy in general, and humanitarian diplomacy is
emphasized as an instrument of soft power on a
par with cultural diplomacy.

Tirkiye’s ambitions were successfully
“imposed” with the sharp change in the ideological
landscape of LAC states, which since the late
1990s has been altered by the “left turn.” In this
context, LAC sought to form new models of
foreign policy and maximize the diversification
of their foreign relations through rapprochement
with extra-regional powers, including Tiirkiye.

In its cooperation with LAC countries,
due to Tiirkiye’s more modest economic and
military-political resources, it is not perceived
as a potential hegemon or threat compared to,
for example, the US. In such conditions, the
entry barrier for Turkish companies or actors in
education, culture, science, and so on is relatively
lower than that of other extra-regional actors.

Today, Tirkiye’s humanitarian policy is
the most effective and successful direction of
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its foreign policies. The success of the Turkish
humanitarian policy model is linked to its
complex nature, which includes complementary
elements of cultural, educational, and religious
policy on the one hand and official development
assistance and international development
assistance on the other.

The basis of Tiirkiye’s humanitarian
policy is a combination of work with Turkic-
speaking people (educational and religious
politics, tourism, the unification of the “Turkic
world”), support of Islam, and the promotion
of Turkish culture. The provision of economic
and humanitarian assistance to partner countries
through various channels plays a great role: in
recent years, Tlrkiye has maintained one of the
leading positions in the world in terms of the
ratio of humanitarian assistance to GNP (0.96%
as 0f 2021) and its absolute volume ($8.4 billion
in 2021) [40].

Until recently, in Russian academic literature
no significant attention has been paid to Tiirkiye’s
activities as an extra-regional actor in Latin
America and the Caribbean. There are few
works on Tiirkiye’s policy in this region, and
all of them describe it fragmentarily. Materials
about the characteristics and instruments of the
humanitarian component of Tiirkiye’s foreign
policy in Latin America are rare in the literature.

In the 2010s, there was an increase in the
number of publications on Tiirkiye’s relations
with Latin America. However, there have been
only a few studies by foreign researchers that
examine the nature of Tiirkiye’s relations with
the LAC, for instance, at the level of diplomatic
contacts. The intensification of contacts and
activities in the LAC of Turkish foreign policy
was seen as part of Tiirkiye’s increasing attention
to the countries of the Global South [29, p. 194].

A special place within the framework of
Turkish-LAC cooperation was given to economic
cooperation (South-South line) as a driver
of Turkish policy in the region [11, p. 102].
In general, Tirkiye’s policy towards LAC has
been characterized as a tool to strengthen Tiirkiye’s
international status, which seeks to implement an
autonomous multidimensional foreign policy
during the term of the AKP. At the present stage,
the formation of an institutional foundation for
cooperation with countries in the region (opening
of diplomatic missions, the coordination offices

of specialized state institutions, and the launch of
their projects) [43, p. 169].

Nowadays, there is increasing interest
in the socio-economic, military, political,
and humanitarian aspects of the interaction
between Tiirkiye and the LAC. The literature
in Turkish includes works on the issue of
Tiirkiye’s humanitarian diplomacy in the region.
The forming of a sustainable model of interaction
with LAC used to be focused on economic and
political relations [32, p. 125], while today,
humanitarian diplomacy is one of the most
important foreign policy instruments to strengthen
Tiirkiye’s position in the region.

The role of TIKA as the leader in a group
of institutions that carry out humanitarian
activities in the region. The several groups can
be identified as the main target audience of
Turkish humanitarian diplomacy: 1) structures
and institutions representing Ottoman and Turkish
culture; 2) victims of natural disasters; 3) people in
need (children, women, elderly people, and people
with disabilities); 4) Muslim minorities of different
ethnic origin. Thus, Tiirkiye’s humanitarian
diplomacy activities in the region are based on
helping those in need, nourished by historical
roots, as well as those in difficult life situations.

The activity of TIKA as the main one among
the institutions responsible for the realization
of the humanitarian aspect of Tiirkiye’s foreign
policy has become a separate subject of study [5;
28]. There are numerous articles devoted to the
most illustrative country and regional examples,
including Afghanistan [27], African countries [3;
10], and Turkic republics [26]. Despite the fact
that the authors emphasize the provision of official
development assistance as the main function of
TIKA, its area of responsibility is not limited to this
and also includes elements of public diplomacy [9]
and, in a broader sense, soft power [7].

One of the unique elements of Turkish
humanitarian policy in the region is the religious
dimension. This direction is one of the most
promising foreign policy tools, given the growing
Muslim population in the LAC and the lack of
support from other Muslim countries [21, p. 226].

Some authors also focus on country studies
on bilateral interaction between Tiirkiye and
particular LAC states, including Mexico [23],
Venezuela [15], Cuba [2], and Brazil [17]. Among
the factors of interaction between Tiirkiye and
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Venezuela, economic ones (economic crises,
sanctions) [24, p. 132] are highlighted. Among
the factors that helped in the development of
economic ties, for example, between Tiirkiye and
Cuba, the authors highlighted the contribution
of institutions and organizations working in the
field of public and/or people’s diplomacy [22,
p. 14]. The general interaction of LAC with extra-
regional players, including the Turkish case, has
also been studied [16].

In recent years, the focus has been mainly
on the political and trade-economic aspects of
Tiirkiye’s bilateral interaction with LAC, while
the humanitarian aspects of this interaction did not
attract significant attention. This study fills this
gap in the understanding of the specific features
of the humanitarian aspect of Tiirkiye’s foreign
policy during the AKP rule in LAC.

Methods and materials. This article
analyzes statistical data that identify the dynamics
of changes in the volume of Tiirkiye’s assistance
to LAC countries from 2015 to 2021 on the basis
of quantitative indicators (the volume of official
development assistance). A matrix of the activities
of the main institutions of Tiirkiye’s humanitarian
influence in LAC (Argentina, Mexico, Colombia,
and Venezuela) is made. The main actors and target
audience of Tiirkiye’s humanitarian policy in LAC
are identified. Sources used: 1) official documents
of the Turkish foreign policy agencies; 2) statistical
data of Turkish foreign policy institutions (e.g.,
TIK A reports); 3) secondary sources devoted to the
analysis of Tiirkiye’s relations with LAC countries.

Analysis. The volume and scale of official
development assistance from Tiirkiye to Latin
American and Caribbean countries.

The regional distribution of official bilateral
development assistance from Tiirkiye to the
American region, comprising North, Central, and
South America, is small compared to other regions
(about 0.3% in 2021). Moreover, the countries of
Latin America and the Caribbean are not among
the top 20 recipients of Turkish bilateral aid.

Nevertheless, after 2021, there was a slight
but overall increase in the amount of aid provided
by Tiirkiye to countries in the region (Argentina,
Ecuador, Haiti, and Mexico) (Table 1). Factors
that influenced the increase in aid were economic
crises (Argentina and Venezuela), sanctions
pressure (Venezuela), and the COVID-19
pandemic (in all cases).
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At the same time, it is worth highlighting
a number of features in the definition of official
development assistance to Tiirkiye. Bartenev
and Glazunova [30, p. 162] note that Tiirkiye
is an OECD member with an observer status in
the Development Assistance Committee (DAC).
In other words, such countries are guided by the
OECD DAC and rely on the model of “traditional”
donors when forming national development
assistance systems.

Tiirkiye reports to DAC according to its
methodology, so the data in Table 1 and Figure 1
are similar to those provided by the OECD [18;
19]. The categories of aid that can be taken into
account in reporting vary from minor supplies
(stationery for children, medical masks, etc.)
and equipment to larger infrastructure projects
(construction of schools, hospitals, etc.) [35, p. 3].

Depending on the specifics of the country
and individual territory where the project
is being implemented, the scale may vary.
For example, the construction of a school for
100 people or a mosque for 250 people does not
always require large sums of money. The highest
costs are observed in countries where the actual
presence of TIKA is established in the form of
coordination offices (Mexico and Colombia),
which have larger-scale projects, including
construction projects.

The main actors of Tiirkiye’s humanitarian
policy in Latin America and the Caribbean.

The Turkish humanitarian policy is based on
a wide network of organizations, among which the
main ones are the Turkish Agency for Cooperation
and Coordination (TIKA), the Yunis Emre
Institute, and the Maarif Foundation (Table 2).
However, in all of Tiirkiye’s involvement in
humanitarian projects, TIKA has become the key
organization providing development assistance
in LAC.

For example, since 2014, TIKA has
implemented 172 projects in such areas as
education (support for schools), health (supply
of medical equipment, and construction of health
centers), agriculture (construction of farms and
supply of equipment), infrastructure (construction
of new schools), and women’s employment
and entrepreneurship (small and medium-sized
enterprises) in LAC [34]. To accelerate its
activities, TIKA has had coordination offices in
LAC since 2014.
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Table 1. Official development assistance of Tiirkiye to South America, Central America, the
Caribbean, and Mexico * for the period 2015-2021 ?, million USD

2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

Belize - 0,02 - - - - - 0,006
Cuba 0,25 | 0,05 | 0,06 | 0,02 | 0,09 | 0,02 | 0,01 | 0,236
Dominican Republic - 0,03 | 0,07 - 0,04 | 0,02 | 0,01 | 0,002
Haiti - 0,32 | 0,52 - 0,16 | 0,14 | 0,55 | 0,036
Jamaica - - 0,02 - 0,01 - 0,01 | 0,003
Saint Lucia - - - - - - 0,001 | 0,002
Saint Vincent and the Grenadines - 0,01 — - - - 0,02 -

Costa Rica - 0,01 | 0,04 - 0,01 | 0,04 | 0,04 | 0,145
El Salvador - - 0,02 - 0,01 | 0,51 | 0,02 | 0,199
Guatemala - 0,01 | 0,09 - - 0,08 | 0,01 | 0,107
Honduras - 0,03 | 0,08 - 0,01 | 0,03 | 0,01 | 0,007
Mexico 0,09 | 0,56 | 0,55 | 091 1,57 | 0,45 | 0,63 | 0,612
Panama 0,13 - - — - - - 0,104
Nicaragua - - - - - 0,03 - 0,007
Argentina 0,02 | 0,01 0,09 | 0,04 | 0,10 | 0,21 | 0,063
Bolivia 0,01 | 0,07 0,02 | 0,06 | 0,03 | 0,042
Brazil 0,15 | 0,23 | 0,38 | 0,13 | 0,03 | 0,06 | 0,03 | 0,084
Chile 0,4 0,04 | 1,02 - - - - -

Colombia 0,34 | 1,14 | 2,62 | 0,61 1,12 | 1,45 | 1,30 | 0,566
Ecuador 0,05 | 0,33 | 0,08 | 0,02 | 0,12 | 0,09 | 0,21 | 0,111
Guyana - - - 0,05 - 0,06 | 0,02 | 0,016
Paraguay - 0,05 | 0,04 | 0,08 | 0,15 | 0,30 | 0,05 | 0,077
Peru 0,12 | 0,09 | 0,34 - 0,03 | 0,26 | 0,17 | 0,183
Uruguay - 0,01 | 0,02 - - - - -

Suriname 0,3 - 0,03 - 0,01 - 0,01 | 0,020
Venezuela - 0,06 | 0,14 0,6 0,08 | 0,67 | 0,30 | 0,254
Dominica - - - - - - - 0,002
Bahamas — - - - — - - -

Saint Kitts and Nevis - - - - - - - -

Antigua and Barbuda - - - - - - - -

Grenada - - - - - - - -

Trinidad and Tobago - - - - - - - -

Total 1,85 | 3,01 | 6,19 | 2,51 3,5 4,37 | 3,641 | 2,884

Note. Source: Compiled by the authors based on TIKA annual reports*=.
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Official flows
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Fig 1. Structure of Turkish development assistance as of 2023, million USD
Note. Source: Compiled by the authors based on the TIKA report °.

Table 2. Activities of the main institutions of humanitarian influence of Tiirkiye in Latin America

and the Caribbean
TIKA Coordination Offices Cultural Centers of the Yunis Activities of the Maarif
Emre Institute Foundation
Argentina Cultural center
- in Buenos Aires (2021) B
Mexico Mexico City Coordination Cultural Center
Center (2014) in Mexico City (2018) -
Colombia Coordination Center
in Bogota (2015) B -
Venezuela — - 9 educational institutions (2021)

Note. Source: Compiled by the authors based on reports by TIKA, Yunis Emre Institute, and Maarif Foundation 7.

Among the projects of TIKA and its
coordination offices in LAC are the construction
ofaschool in 2018 in Antioquia, Colombia [8]; the
delivery of medical equipment and ambulances to
Colombia; the opening of a neonatal intensive
care unit at the hospital of Tijuana in Mexico;
the construction of a health center in the city
of El Espinal, Oaxaca, Mexico [34]; support
to the Association of Women on the Road to
Development (ACWYV) in the poultry industry in
Linares, Chile; the supply of textile equipment for
women entrepreneurs in Pueblo Nuevo and Opeon
in Medellin, Colombia; the supply of equipment
for the Association of Quinoa Producers, created
by local residents to help the indigenous Quechua
and Aymara peoples in Bolivia in 2018 [34]; the
construction of an alpaca farm called “Friendship
Ranch Peru-Tiirkiye” in Peru in 2024; and

participation in the reconstruction of a historical
school in Brazil in 2024 (equipping additional
facilities — laboratory, library, cafeteria, and
outdoor recreation areas) [35].

TIKA does not have regulations on
the procedure and principles concerning the
definition, implementation, completion, and
follow-up of projects implemented by the
institute. Nevertheless, the development of such
a regulation is among the strategic objectives of
the TIKA development until 2028 [36].

TIKA does not provide publicly available
information on the cost of projects and the
conditions under which they are implemented.
TIKA’s reporting documents for the Latin
American region provide information on the
total amount of aid and the amount allocated for
development assistance.
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TIKA’s activities are usually financed from
the organization’s budget. However, this does
not exclude cooperation with local partners, such
as the Alpaca Producers Association in Peru or
individual organizations and agencies in Tiirkiye,
such as the Disaster and Emergency Management
Authority (AFAD).

Cooperation is mainly implemented at the
level of local government and through international
organizations. The intensity of cooperation at the
level of local government is higher than at the
level of international organizations.

The assistance provided by Tiirkiye to
countries in LAC [32] is directed, first of
all, at the most vulnerable groups (women,
children, elderly people, and people with
disabilities). For example, representatives of
Turkish humanitarian organizations provided
food aid to victims of the earthquake in Haiti
and helped women who lost their jobs after the
COVID-19 pandemic in Colombia [32].

TIKA also has educational initiatives aimed
at increasing the literacy level of the population
of developing countries in the region. Among
the TIKA projects are the organization of digital
literacy courses for students in rural areas of
Argentina and the creation of carpentry training
centers for unemployed youth. TIKA projects
in LAC countries also support sustainable
development goals, particularly environmental
ones. For example, at the Amazon Rescue Center
in Peru, a veterinary clinic to care for endangered
animals has been set up [40].

In addition to TIKA, the Yunus Emre
Institute and the Maarif Foundation are also active
in LAC. Although the Institute has been focusing
on countries in the Middle East and North Africa,
as well as the Balkan states, for many years, there
are also two offices in Mexico and Argentina.
Representatives of the Yunis Emre Institute
and cultural centers conduct activities aimed at
spreading the Turkish language and culture in
the region.

The projects implemented by the institute
in Latin America and the Caribbean are mainly
educational and allow the local population to learn
about Turkish culture (events for the International
Day of Turkish Coftee, a “Let’s get acquainted”
meeting within the framework of Turkish
language courses, and the exhibition “Traces of
Turkish Culture” in Buenos Aires) [44].

Since 2016, the Maarif Foundation has
carried out the promotion of Turkish education
abroad. The Maarif Foundation operates in
67 countries, including 9 secular educational
institutions in Venezuela, where education is
conducted in English, Turkish, and Spanish [41].
Asnoted in one of the speeches of the Foundation’s
representative in Venezuela, Maarif provides
education to more than 700 students in the
country [42]. The main tasks of the foundation
included opening educational institutions and
dormitories and realizing all activities related
to education outside Tiirkiye, working closely
with Turkish embassies and other institutions
to promote Turkish education abroad [1, p. 64].

The activities of the Presidency for Turks
Abroad and Related Communities (YTB), which
aims to strengthen ties between Tirkiye, its
diaspora, and related communities abroad, with a
focus on the younger part of the community, are
also worth mentioning.

In 2022, YTB announced the launch of the
Academic Research Support Program “El Turco
Migration to Latin America.” El Turco are
descendants of Ottoman natives who migrated
to LAC at the turn of the 19" and 20" centuries,
mostly from the Arab territories of the Ottoman
Empire (present-day Lebanon, Palestine, Egypt,
and Syria). The representatives of this population
category are not only or not so much ethnic
Turks (mainly Arabs) or Muslims (mainly
representatives of various Christian movements,
including Maronites).

According to YTB, the program supports
projects that meet such objectives as restoring the
El Turco community’s ties to Tlirkiye, strengthening
the individual and collective memory of the
El Turco community, identifying the historical,
social, cultural, demographic, and political ties of
the El Turco community to its historical homeland
and roots and creating success stories of individuals/
families of the El Turco community and their ties
to their historical homeland and roots. Other tasks
include determining the El Turco community’s
attitudes towards Turks/Ottomans, including in
literary and artistic works, and mapping El Turco
community areas.

It is mandatory for the projects supported by
YTB to carry out field research in LAC, including
work with local archives and interviewing
representatives of the El Turco community.
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Recently, more and more information has
been published about the El Turco affiliation
of famous representatives of LAC countries,
including politicians (e.g., President of El Salvador
Nayib Bukele, former President of Paraguay
Mario Abdo Benitez, and President of the
Dominican Republic Luis Abinader).

Another Turkish institute of humanitarian
policy in the region is the Turkish Office for
Religious Affairs (Diyanet Isleri Baskanlig1), as
well as the Turkish Religious Foundation (Ttirkiye
Diyanet Vakfi). These institutions ensure the
maintenance of relations with the Muslim population
of LAC. The fund provides food aid to the Muslim
population of the region, including organizing
iftars during the Muslim holy month of Ramadan
and food distribution on the occasion of the Eid al-
Adha holiday. The fund also provides assistance to
the Muslim population in disaster-affected areas.

A number of the Foundation’s activities,
such as distribution of food and aid to children,
are carried out with a high level of consistency.
The countries of the region became participants of
the large-scale social assistance project “Erenler
Sofrasi” organized by TIKA [33], which provides
food aid during the Muslim holy month of
Ramadan to the needy in 87 countries (including
Argentina, Chile, and Colombia).

More narrowly focused and specialized
projects on Latin American countries are
implemented infrequently and spontaneously
and do not have a systemic nature. Among them,
we can note such projects as, for example, the
construction of a school in 2010 in Haiti for
children deprived of the opportunity to receive an
education after the earthquake or sending several
students to Turkish universities to obtain higher
education [12].

In 2014, the presidency supported the
Summit of Muslim Religious Leaders of Latin
America in Istanbul, which was attended by
representatives of 40 countries (including
Brazil, Argentina, Venezuela, Colombia, Belize,
and Barbados). The event identified the main
problems faced by the Muslim minority in the
countries of the region, which, according to
the special report of the Foundation on South
America, include 1) providing ritual services and
organizing cemeteries in accordance with Islamic
regulations; 2) insufficient number of mosques
outside the areas of compact Muslim settlement;
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3) religious educational institutions; 4) religious
literature in Spanish and Portuguese; 5) religious
leaders who speak Spanish and Portuguese.

A fundamental element of Turkish religious
policy is the construction of mosques. Thus, in
2016, Diyanet built the Bukman Bukhara Mosque
in Haiti, the first mosque in the country with
a minaret with a capacity of 250 people [13].
In 20162018, TIKA helped rebuild the Al-Salam
Mosque in the capital of Chile in 2016 [39]. For
other countries in the region, intentions to build
a mosque in Cuba [38] and Venezuela [37] have
been discussed since 2014.

Target audience of the humanitarian policy
of Tiirkiye in Latin America and the Caribbean.

Turkish humanitarian policy in Latin America
and the Caribbean targets several categories of
population: firstly, the most vulnerable segments
of society (children, women, the elderly, and
people with disabilities) and victims of natural
disasters and emergencies [14]; secondly, foreign
students and people who want to learn the Turkish
language and culture and, in the future, visit and/or
move to study, work, and live in Tiirkiye; thirdly,
members of the Muslim minority of different
ethnic origin in the region, migrants from countries
with a Muslim majority, or representatives of
local ethnic groups converted to Islam; fourthly,
so-called “El Turcos” [10] (this category fits into
a group of related communities, which refers to
representatives of peoples, not always of Turkic
origin, who have a historical, cultural, ethnic, or
linguistic connection with Tiirkiye or the Ottoman
Empire); and finally, in the countries of Latin
America and the Caribbean, these are, although
to a lesser extent, representatives of the Turkish
diaspora, consisting of Turkish expats permanently
residing in the countries of the region and having
local citizenship, as well as Turkish citizens
temporarily staying in the region.

Results. Thus, over the past decade, Tiirkiye
has established an extensive network of aid and
development institutions in Latin America and
the Caribbean. Aid and development institutions
are increasingly playing a key role in the foreign
policy of various regional centers that lack
resources comparable to the world’s largest
economies. The most obvious example has been
Tiirkiye, which has rapidly expanded its official
development assistance efforts around the world.
Turkish organizations are among the world’s top
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ten providers of development cooperation, an
integral aspect of its foreign policy.

A distinctive feature is that Tiirkiye is
optimizing and systematizing its humanitarian
policy in Latin America. In particular, since 2014
Tiirkiye has consistently opened a number of
TIKA coordination offices, cultural centers of the
Yunus Emre Institute, and educational institutions
of the Maarif Foundation in Latin America
and the Caribbean. The comprehensive nature
of Tirkiye’s humanitarian initiatives in Latin
American countries fits into Tiirkiye’s model of
multi-vector foreign policy.

NOTES

! This term is deliberately used in quotation
marks, since the original interpretation proposed by
Joseph S. Nye is rather misleading regarding the
tools of the Turkish policy of humanitarian influence.
In practice, it is more correct to talk specifically about
a comprehensive humanitarian policy, understood as an
integral instrument of foreign policy and inextricably
combining both cultural-humanitarian (ideological)
and social-humanitarian (aid) components.

2 According to TIKA reports, the term “American
region” includes 2 groups of countries — North and
Central America and South America — but the reports
also use the definition of Latin America and the
Caribbean. For a number of countries in the region, data
are presented only for some years or not presented at all
(Bahamas, St. Kitts and Nevis, Antigua and Barbuda,
Grenada, and Trinidad and Tobago).

3 The chosen time period is due to the availability
of publicly available TIKA data.

4 Turkish Cooperation and Coordination
Agency (TiKA) is a subordinate/ministry-affiliated
institution that is responsible for organizing Turkish
official development assistance and is subordinate
to the Ministry of Culture and Tourism and has a
dedicated budget (Turkish Presidential Decree No. 4
dated 15.07.2018 on the Structure of Institutions and
Organizations Subordinate, Related, and Affiliated to
Ministries and Other Institutions and Organizations).
URL: https://tika.gov.tr/kurumumuz/mevzuat/teskilat-
kanunu/

5 Compiled by the authors based on: Tiirkiye
Kalkinma Yardimlar1 Raporlar1. Tiirk Isbirligi ve
Koordinasyon Ajanst Baskanligi. URL: https://
tika.gov.tr/basin-odasi/yayinlar/turkiye-kalkinma-
yardimlari-raporlari/

¢ Compiled by the authors based on: 2023 Yili
Tiirkiye Toplam Kalkinma Yardimlari. Tiirk Isbirligi
ve Koordinasyon Ajanst Baskanligi. URL: https://tika.
gov.tr/wp-content/uploads/2024/12/TR-Kalkinma-
Yardimlari-Istatistikleri-Ozet-Tablo-2023.pdf

7 Compiled by the authors based on: Tiirkiye
Kalkinma Yardimlari Raporu 2015. Tiirk Isbirligi ve
Koordinasyon Ajanst Baskanligi. URL: https://tika.gov.
tr/wp-content/uploads/2017/YAYINLAR/TKYR%20
2015/TKYR 2015%20(1).pdf; Yunus Emre Enstitiisii
2021 Faaliyet Raporu. Yunus Emre Enstitiisii. URL: https://
www.yee.org.tr/tr/yayin/2021-yillik-faaliyet-raporu
Yunus Emre Enstitiisii 2018 Faaliyet Raporu. Yunus Emre
Enstitiisii. URL: https://www.yee.org.tr/tr/yayin/2018-
faaliyet-raporu; Diinyada Maarif. Tiirkiye Maarif
Vakfi. URL: https://turkiyemaarif.org/dunyada-maarif
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Abstract. Introduction. Today, the world is undergoing “revolutionary changes, and the formation of a more
equitable, multipolar” world order continues. Against the background of globalization, the changing balance of power,
and growing competition between different players, the issue of world order and the role of various states in it,
especially regional leaders such as Brazil, remains relevant. Methods and materials. The author’s objective is to
determine Brazil’s positioning in the post-bipolar world and whether its own vision differs from that of other actors in
international relations. This is done through the analysis of a vast body of literature and sources, including theories
and concepts that became widespread during the period under study and describe Brazil’s place and role in the world
order and the foreign policy strategies of Brazil and its regional neighbors, the United States, the EU, the Russian
Federation, and China, as well as the statements of political elites and the opinions of civil society representatives.
The selection of materials is based on the context in which Brazil is mentioned, and the selection of countries is
determined by the political and economic interests of the Brazilian state: South America is within Brazil’s direct sphere
of influence, China, the US, and the EU are the country’s key trade and economic partners, and Russia (like China) is
its strategic partner within the dynamically developing BRICS interstate association. The author focuses on sources
and literature from the early 2 1* century, linking this to a new milestone in Brazil’s foreign policy after Luiz Inacio Lula
da Silva came to the presidency, as well as the emergence of new centers of power on the world stage, which caused
the active spread of theories about a multipolar world order. Analysis and results. The author searched for contextual
and thematic references to Brazil and its characteristics in an extensive list of sources and literature. It was found that
the issue of world order continues to be on the agenda in Brazil and elsewhere. Despite the South American republic’s
desire to position itself as a power with global interests, most experts agree that it is a regional leader, and its
neighboring states do not see it as such, which is reflected in their foreign policy doctrines. The dissonance between
the perception of Brazil by other participants in international relations and its own positioning is a consequence of
a) the lack of consensus within the republic itself on this issue, b) the negative impact of domestic political crises on
the country’s image, and ¢) the diverging priorities of Brazilian and foreign administrations.
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BPA3HNJIUMU B XXI BEKE

KOaua Anapeesna Tumodeena
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AHHoOTAIIMS. Beeoenue. Ceroaus B MUPE NPOUCXOOAT «PCBOTIOIMMOHHBLIC IICPEMEHDI, U IIPOJAOJIKACTCA (bOp-
MHPOBAHUEC bonee CIIpaBE€AJIMBOI0, MHOT'OIIOJIAPHOI'0» MUPOIIOpAAKA. Ha (bOHe rno6ann3aunn, U3MeHeHus OajaH-
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10.4. Tumogpeesa. I1pobiaeMbl BHEITHETIONMUTHIECKOTO MTO3UIIMOHUpoBanust bpaszunuu B XXI Beke

ca CHJI ¥ pacTylel KOHKYPEHIIUH MEeXTY pa3IUYHBIMU UTPOKAMHU aKTyaJIbHBIM OCTAeTCsl BOIIPOC MUPOYCTPONHCTBA
Y POJIU B HEM Pa3INYHbBIX TOCYIAPCTB, 0COOEHHO PETHOHAIBHBIX JIIEPOB, TAaKUX Kak bpazuims. Memoowt u mamepu-
anel. 3aja4a aBTopa CTaThH — ONPEISIUTH IIO3MIMOHUPOBaHNE bpa3uiiny B MOCTOUIIONSPHOM MHPE U YCTaHOBHTH,
OTJIIMYAETCS JIM BUICHUE CAMOM CTpaHbl OT €€ BOCIIPUATHUS APYTUMHU YIaCTHUKAMHU MEXTyHAPOAHBIX OTHOIIEHUH.
DTO OCYIIECTBIISIETCSI HA OCHOBE aHaJIM3a OOIIMPHOTO IUIACTa JTUTEPATypbl U ICTOYHUKOB, BKITIOUAsi TEOPUH M KOH-
LENINY, TOMyIUBIINE PAaCIPOCTPaHEHUE B MCCIIEAYEMbIi EPUOI U ONMUCHIBAIOIINE MECTO U poiib bpasunuu B
MHUpPONOpsIKE, BHEUTHETIONUTHYECKUE cTpaTeruu bpasunmu u ee coceneit no peruony, CIIA, EC, Poccuiickoii
®enepauny u Kuras, a Taxke BbICKa3bIBaHHs HOTMTHYECKUX JITUT U MHEHHE TPEACTaBUTENEH IPaskIaHCKOro 001IIe-
crBa. Kputepuem orbopa MarepralioB OCITYKHIJI KOHTEKCT, B KOTOPOM YIIOMUHAaeTcs bpas3uius, a BEIOOpKa cTpaH
00yCIIOBJIEHa TTOIMTUYECKUMH U 9KOHOMHYECKUMH MHTEepecaMu Opasuiibckoro rocynapersa: FOxxnas AMeprka
BXOJIUT B 30HY HerlocpeacTBeHHoro BinusHus bpazunuu, Kurait, CHIA u EC saBastoTCs KI1I04€BBIMU TOPTOBO-3KOHO-
MHUYECKHMH IapTHEpaMHu cTpaHbl, a Poccust (kak 1 Kuraif) — ee ctpaTernueckuM napTHEpOM B paMKax TUHAMUYHO
paszBuBaromierocst oobeauHenust BPUKC. ABTop KOHIIEHTpUPYETCsl Ha HICTOYHUKAX U IuTeparype ¢ Hadana X XI B.,
CBSI3BIBAsl 3TO C HOBOM BeXoi BO BHelIHel nonuTrke bpasuinuu nocie npuxona k Bnactu Jlynca Muacuy Jlyne! na
CunBbl, a TaKKe ¢ NOSBICHUEM Ha MUPOBOM apeHe HOBBIX IIEHTPOB CUJIBI, YTO MOCIYKUIJIO IPUUUHON aKTUBHOTO
pacrpocTpaHeHus TEOPHiA 0 MHOTOMOJIIPHOM MHUPOYCTPOHUCTBE. AHAIU3 U pe3yabimanmbl. ABTOPOM OBLT OCYIIECTB-
JIeH MOMCK KOHTEKCTHBIX M TEMaTHYEeCKUX YIIOMHUHaHW bpaznnmu u ee XxapakTepuCTHK B OOIIMPHOM CITUCKE UCTOY-
HUKOB U IUTEPATYyphl. BbTO YCTaHOBIEHO, YTO BOIPOC MUPOYCTPOMCTBA IPOJOIKAET OCTABaThCs Ha MOBECTKE JTH
B bpasunum u npyrux crpanax. HecMorps Ha crpeMIieHHe F0)KHOaMEPUKaHCKOM PeCcITyOlIMKH MO3UIMOHUPOBATh
ce0st KaK JeprKaBy ¢ TNI00ATLHBIMU HHTEPECaMH, OOBIIMHCTBO KCIIEPTOB CXOIUTCSI BO MHEHUH, YTO OHA SIBIISIETCS
PErHOHATBHBIM JIUIEPOM, IPUYEM COCEICTBYIOIINE C HEl rocyiapcTBa He CUMTAIOT €€ TAKOBOM, 4TO OTpa)kaeTcs B
MX BHEUTHENOIUTHUECKHUX JOKTpUHaX. JIuccOHaHC MeXTy BOCTIpHSATHEM bpa3unun ApyruMu ydacTHUKaMU MEXTy-
HApOJHBIX OTHOIIEHUH 1 €e COOCTBEHHBIM MTO3UIIMOHUPOBAHUEM — TO CIIEACTBHE, BO-TIEPBBIX, OTCYTCTBUS KOHCEH-
cyca BHYTPH caMO# peciyOJIMKH M0 JAHHOMY BOIIPOCY, BO-BTOPBIX, HETATHBHOTO BIMSHHS KPU3UCHBIX BHYTPHIIO-
JIUTUYECKUX CUTYalluil Ha UMHIDK CTPaHbI, B-TPEThHX, HECOBIAJAFOIIIX TPHUOPUTETOB OPa3MIIbCKHX 1 3apyOeKHBIX
aIMUHHUCTpAIIUH.

KaroueBsble cjioBa: MHOTONOISPHOCTD, JIMIEPCTBO, aBTOHOMMSI, JMBEPCU(BHKAIHS, BHEIIHETIOIUTHIECKOE
MIO3ULIMOHUpPOBaHUeE, bpazunus.
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Beenenue. Ceromas B MHpPE IPOUCXOMIST
«PEBOITIOITMOHHBIC TIEPEMEHBI, W MPOIOJKAETCS

EC, Poccuiickoit ®eneparuu u Kutas, a Taxke
BBICKA3bIBAaHHUSA MOJIUTHYECKUX DJIAT U MHEHHUE

(dhopmupoBaH#Ue OoJIee CIIPaBeIMBOr0, MHOIOIT0-
JsipHOro» Muponopsaka [37]. Ha dhone rimobdanu-
3alMK, M3MEHEHUsI OallaHca CUJT U PACTyIIel KOH-
KYPEHLIMU MEXYy Pa3IMYHbIMA UTPOKAMH AKTY-
aJbHBIM OCTAeTCs BOIMPOC MHPOYCTPOMCTBA U
pONK B HEM Pa3JIMYHBIX TOCYIAPCTB, OCOOCHHO
PETrUOHAJIBHBIX JIUACPOB, TAKHUX KakK BpaSI/IJ]I/IH.

MeTtoabl 1 MaTepuaibl. 3ajada aBTOpa
CTaTbu — ONPEACIIUTL MTO3UIIMOHUPOBAHHNE Epa-
3WJIIMH B IOCTOUTIONSIPHOM MHUPE U YCTAHOBUTD,
OTJIN4YacTCA JIU BUACHUC camMon CTpaHbl OT €€
BOCHPUATUS IPYTUMH YYaCTHUKAMU MEXIyHa-
POJHBIX OTHOIICHHH. JTO OCYLIECTBISETCS HA
OCHOBE aHaJIM3a OOLIMPHOTO TUIacTa JTUTEPaTy-
PBI 1 HICTOYHHUKOB, BKIIKOYas TCOPUH U KOHICIIIINH,
MOJIYYHUBIINE PACTIPOCTPAHEHHE B UCCIIEY MBI
MIEPHOJT U ONMHKCHIBAIOIINE MECTO U pojib bpasu-
JIMW B MUPOIIOPAAKE, BHCHIHCITOIUTHYICCKUE CTpa-
teruu bpasununu u ee coceneit o peruony, CILIA,

npezcTaBuTeNei rpaxkjaHckoro oomecrsa. Kpu-
TepreM 0TOOpa MaTepPHAIOB MOCTYXKHIT KOHTEKCT,
B KOTOPOM yroMmuHaercs bpaswnms, a BeiOopka
cTpaH 00yCIIOBJICHA TOIMTHYECKUMH U YKOHOMHU-
YEeCKMMH WHTEpecaMu Opa3uiIbCcKOro rocyiap-
ctBa: FOxHas AMepuKa BXOAWMT B 30HY HeEMOC-
penctBenHoro Biusiaus bpazmmmn, Kurait, CILIA
u EC sBnstoTCS KITIOUEBBIME TOPTOBO-9KOHOMH-
YeCKHMH MapTHepaMu cTpaHsbl, a Poccus (kak u
Kuraif) — ee crpareruueckuM nmapTHEPOM B paM-
Kax JIMHAMHYHO Pa3BUBAIONIErOcs OO bETUHEHUS
BPUKC. ABTOp KOHIIEHTpUpPYETCS Ha MCTOYHHU-
Kax W juteparype ¢ Hadanma XXI B., CBA3bIBas
3TO C HOBOM BEXOl BO BHEIHEHN nonuTuke bpasu-
MK nocie npuxona K Buactu Jlynca Muacuy
JIynel na CunBel, a TakKe ¢ TOSBICHUEM Ha MH-
POBO# apeHe HOBBIX IIEHTPOB CHUJIBI, YTO MOCITY-
KUJIO MPUYMHON aKTHBHOTO PaclpoOCTpaHEeHHs
TEOpUH O MHOTOIOJSIPHOM MUPOYCTPOMCTBE.
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Bpa3unus B mupe
[Ia3aMH HAY4YHOI0 coo0liecTBa

Ananu3. Pacrag OUMoOnsipHON CHUCTEMBI
MOPOANIT TUCKYCCHU OTHOCHUTENBHO OymyIero
ycrpoiictBa Mupa. [Ipex e Bcero oHu ObUTH CBSI-
3aHbl ¢ MecToM U poibio CIIIA. bonpmioe pac-
MPOCTpaHEeHHE MOTYYMIN KOHIIETIIIUH, OTPaXKaB-
mue npesocxoAcTBo CoeqnHeHHbIX LlTaTtoB U
nmodeny audepaibHOM geMokpatuu [11;26; 78].
[Tocne Toro kak ObUT TOJOpPBaH aBTOpUTET Ba-
IIMHTTOHA KaK €JUHOJIMYHOTO JOMHHAHTA T10C-
ne Tparuueckux cobertuii 11 centsiops 2001 r.,
U B CBS3U C JIMHAMUYHBIM 3KOHOMHYECKUM PO-
CTOM CTpaH-TUraHTOB — bpasunuu, Poccuun,
Kuras u IHInu, Havanm akTHBHO pacrpocTpa-
HATBCSA TEOPUH O MHOTOMOJsIpHOCTH [38; 75].
3amMeTuM, YTO TepBbIC KOHIICMIIUH TOSBUINCH
elre B MPOILIOM JECSITUIIETUH, Hanpumep, cdop-
MYJIUPOBaHHAs OBIBIIMM MUHUCTPOM WHOCTpPaH-
veIX nen Poccum E.M. IlpumakoBeim (1996—
1998) unes o muoromomsipaoM mupe. ['ocymap-
CTBEHHBIN JesaTenb oTMedas, uro bpa3zunug
OyZer OHUM 13 HOBBIX IIEHTPOB CUITBI, CIIOCO0-
HBIX BIIMATH Ha TII00abHbIe porecchl. OH BbII-
BUHYII HJIEI0 «TPEYTOIIBHUKA», TO €CTh BBICTpa-
HMBaHUs TECHOro coTpynHudectBa Poccun, NH-
nun 1 Kurtas, KOTOpBIN MO3MHEE MEepepoc B
BPUKC, a coBcem HemaBHO — «BPUKC
wioc» [57, p. 209]. B menom oTedecTBEHHBIE
JIATHHOaMEPHUKAHUCTHI U CTIeUaIUCTHI 1o bpa-
3WJIMK Hadalld UCCIIe0BATh Pa3IMYHbIE acleK-
THI CTAHOBJIEHUS bpa3unuu u ee poib B TpaHC-
(b opmupylomemMcs MUpOBOM Topsiake [27; 48].

Ha 3amane amepukaHCKHIl MOJUTOIOT
T. bapHerT npencraBui UAEK O ToM, 4To bpa-
3UINA 3aHUMAaJIa CpeJUHHOE MOJT0KEHNE TaK Ha-
3BIBAEMOTO «IIBA» MEXNY «(DYHKIIMOHATBHBIM
sapom» (Oe3omacHbie CTPaHbI C yCTOWYHBBIMU
MPaBUTEIHCTBAMH ) I «<HEUHTErPUPYIOIIIMCS ITPO-
Basiom» (OeHBIE TOCYapCTBa C PENPECCHBHBI-
MU pSKAMaMH M HEMpeKpanaromuMics KoHp-
suktaMu) [8]. CX0KyI0 ponb «Ioayrnepudepuny
orBoaw1 bpazunuu M. BamnepcraiiH B cBOEH
MHUP-CUCTEMHON TEOPHH, KOTOpas JeNuia Bech
MHUp Ha YeTbIpe KaTErOpUHU — (SIAPO», «IIOIyIIe-
pudepuio», «nepudeprio» U «ocTaabHBIE CTPa-
HbI» [75]. bpasumnus, mo ero MHEHHUIO, IPEICTaB-
Jisi1a co0O0M KIacCUYECKUI MPUMEP 3aHUMAFOIIIC-
IO CPEMHHOE MOI0KEHNE TOCyNapCcTBa, CTPEeMs-
HIerocs MepeiTH B KaTeropuio CTpaH «IIEHTPay.

Beuin BEISBIEHBI ¥ OOJIEE ITO3UTUBHBIE OLICH-
KM MecTa U posd bpaswinu B Mupe. B yactHo-
cTH, poccuiickuii monutonor T.A. [llaknenna or-
HOCHJIA F0O)KHOAMEPHKAHCKYIO pecyONInKy K Be-
JIUKUM JIepXKaBaM, XOTb U CJIA0BIM, B CHITY «MO-
JIOZIOCTI Ha TIIO0AIEHOW TTONMUTHYECKOH CIIeHE,
HE TIOJTHOCTHIO PaCKPBITOTO BOGHHOTO IMTOTEHIIHA-
JIa ¥ OTCTaBaHUs B HAYYHOU M 00pa3oBaTeNbHON
chepax [64, p. 32]. A rpynna MEKIYHAPOIHBIX
JKCIIEPTOB, KOTOpasi Opaja 3a OCHOBY KpUTEPHii
BOBJICUCHHOCTH CTPaHbI B pabOTy MEXIyHAPOI-
HBIX OpFaHPI3aHI/Iﬁ " B ICJI0 YPEryJIMpOBaHUA MEK-
JTyHapOIHOrO MUpa U O€30IaCHOCTH, OTHOCHIIA
Bpa31/m1/110 K aKTUBHBIM Y4YaCTHHUKaM HOBOI'O
MHUpOycTpoiicTBa [49].

CraTyc peruoHaJIbHON JepKaBbl IPUCBAH-
Bayicsl bpaswiny y4yeHBIMU NPAKTUYECKUA €IUHO-
racHo. B ux 4ncie ObuTn 3ana Hble OITUTOIOTH
. Honte [50, p. 893], b. by3an u O. Beiinep.
[TocnenHue mocTyIupoBaIy, YTO MHOTHE JIATEHT-
Hble KoOH(UKTHI B JlaTiHCcKoH AMeprke XX B. HE
MPOSIBIJIMCH UITH HE TIEPEPOCITH B KPYITHOMACIITA0-
HYIO BOWHY U3-3a posiM bpasuinun Kak rereMoHa-
crabmim3aTopa, KOTOPBIH BBICTYIAeT 3a coXpa-
HCHUC CTAaTyC-KBO, NPEANOUUTACT AUILIIOMAaTH-
YEeCKUI MyTh pelieHrs KOH(INKTOB U 3auHTepe-
COBaH B perHOHANBHOM cTabmmsHOCTH [13, p. 313].

B camoii bpasunuu Bonpoc o ee Mecte u
pOJM B MHpE BCErJa CTOSI Ha MOBECTKE JHS.
Ve B Hadasie XX B., IPM MUHUCTPE UHOCTPAH-
HbIX 1en1 Puo bpanko, oHa mo3unnonupoaa ceds
KaK pPEerMOHAIBHOTO JIUAEpa U CBA3YIOIIEE 3BEHO
Mexy Jlarunckoit Amepuxoii u CHIA. ITozaaee
9Ta UAed IoAIUThIBAJIaCh KOH]_[eH]_[I/IeI‘/’I (GKHUBBIX
rpasuy [65, p. 88], mIaHaMu CTPOUTENHCTBA
«Benukoit Bpasununy» u Teopueit «OpazunuaHu-
aanc» B roabl NpaBJICHUSA BOCHHOI'O PCXHUMaA
(1964-1985 rr.) [53, p. 20]. ['oBOpst HEMOCPEn-
CTBEHHO 00 HCCIeIyeMOoM TIepHoJIe, CIEeIyeT OT-
MeTuTh padory yuensix C. Bemacko u Kpyca u
P. Cenneca. MccnemosaTenu moxaraim, 4To JUIst
OTIpe/IeNICHHs] BHEITHEMOINTHYECKOM CTpaTeruu
Bpaszwminu, KoTopyro OHH KBaTU(QHUIIMPOBAIH KaK
«CPEMHIO0 CTPaHy», HEOOXOIUMO OBLIO YYUTHI-
BaTh TpH ¢akTopa: muaepctBo CLLIA, ocobeHHo
B BOCHHOI cepe, pacTylnyro Molib Kutast u yk-
perutenne monutuaeckux rmosuiuit EC [73, p. 33].
Onu pa3paboTany HECKOIBKO CIIEHapHeB pa3BU-
THSI COOBITHI B MUPE U TOJIaralii, 4TO, BEPOsIT-
Hee BCEro, MPOM30UIeT KOHPIUKTHBIH TIepexo K
MHOTOITOJIAPHOCTHU, CHU3UTCA 3KOHOMUYCCKOEC 1
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nonuTHdeckoe nperocxoactso CILIA, Bozpacter
BOEHHas 1 YKOHOMHYEecKas Molb Kurtas u ykpe-
msaTcs noautuyeckue nounyu EC, Maauu u Poc-
cun. Ilepexos K MHOTOIONIOCHOH cucteme Oy-
JIeT HOCUTh KOH(JIMKTHBIA M KOHKYPEHTHBIN Xa-
pakrep, HO OJaroNpUSTHBIN Ui BCTpanBaHUS
Bpasunuu B MUPOBOI TOPSAJIOK U YKPEIIEHUS €€
JUIEPCKUX (PYHKIIMIH B JIEIE FXKHOAMEPUKAHCKON
uHTerpanuu. [Ipu coctaBieHUU cleHapUEB
C. Benacko u Kpyc u P. Cennec onupanuch Ha
niporuo3 «bpazumnus Ha Tpex stanax: 2007, 2015,
2022y, omyonmkoBaHHBIN B 2004 . aHanuTHYEC-
KUM LIEHTPOM NpHU MPE3UICHTE pecHyOIuKu
«Sapo cTpaTerndeckux ucciaenoBanuii». OH ria-
cm, uto K 2022 1. bpasunus nomkHa yKpenuThb-
cs Kak aunaep B FOxHoi AMepuke co CTpOruMHU
00s13aTeIbCTBAMU B 00JaCTH MOIHUTHUKH, YKOHO-
MUKH U O0e30macHoCcTH [58].

B Gornee mo3aHUX HCCIIENOBAHUSAX KITHOUE-
BBIMH TIepEMEHHBIMH T'€OIOTUTUIECKOTO YpaBHe-
Hus npopoikanu ocraBathes CIIA u Kurtaid,
OZIHAKO MPHU3HABAJIOCH HAJIMYUE APYTUX 3HAUHU-
MBIX TOCYNapcTB, BKItodas bpasunuro [68, p. 6].
B ycioBusix Hen30e:)KHOTO KHTalCKO-aMeprKaH-
CKOT'O CONEPHHYECTBA aHAIUTHKHA COBETOBAIIH
OpasnIIbCKUM BJIACTSIM PEOPTaHU30BATH BHEII-
HEMOJIUTHYECKYIO CTPATETHIO U ONPENENNTh, KaK
MMEHHO OHH XOTST YKPETIATh OTHOILIEHHUS C a3U-
aTCKUM KOHTHMHEHTOM. BmecTe ¢ TeM ucKiIoua-
J1aCh BO3MOXXHOCTh aBTOMaTHYECKOI'0 paBHEHUS
Ha Kakyro-nmubo aepxasy [31, p. 10].

B noxnane bpa3unbckoro meHTpa Mexmay-
Hapoaubix otHomeHuit (CEBRI) paccmarpuBa-
JI0OCh COBPEMEHHOE MUPOYCTPOMCTBO MO/ Ha3Ba-
HHUEM «MHOTOMEpHAasi MHOTOMOJISIPHOCTHY, MPHU
KOTOpOM He ToJbKO [lexknH u BammmHrton numerot
BeC. YKa3bIBaJIOCh, 4YTO bpa3unus, He IpeTeH-
Iysl Ha POJIb BOGHHOI! JiepKaBbl, OKa3bIBaeT 3Ha-
YUTEIHHOE BIMSHNE B SKOHOMHUYECKOHN U TUTIIIO-
MaTudecko cepax [25, p. 8]. Dta uges comna-
JlaeT ¢ TOYKOH 3pEeHHs yBakaeMoro Opas3uiibc-
koro aumuiomara P. Pukynepo, cortacHo koTopo-
My HCTOpHUYECKas MpeapacroiiokeHHocTh bpa-
3WJINU K MATKOHM CHIIE ABJISIETCS OTpakeHUEM ee
OrpaHUYEHHON CIIOCOOHOCTH JIOOMBATHCS YCTY-
TIOK C MTOMOIIBI0 BOCHHBIX aehicTBuii [61, p. §].

WnuTepecHol mpeacTaBisercsl KOHIIETIIIH
«pa3BUBAIOIETOCS JIOHOPA» Opa3MIIbCKUX y4e-
HbIX M. Xepct, M.P. Coaper ne Jlumst u JI. [1u-
Heiipo. Kak u gpyrue crpansl co cpeiHUM ypOB-
HEM JI0X0/1a, UTPaloIIre 3aMETHYIO POITb B (op-

10.4. Tumogpeesa. I1pobiaeMbl BHEITHETIONMUTHIECKOTO MTO3UIIMOHUpoBanust bpaszunuu B XXI Beke

MHUPOBaHUH HOBOW MTOBECTKH JIHS 110 TUHUU FOr —
IOr, Bpasunust crpeMuTcst cTaTh BIUATEIBHBIM
3BEHOM B IPOIECCE TEXHHUECKOTO COTPYAHHYE-
CTBa C Pa3BUBAIOIINMCSI MUPOM ¥ TIOMOTaeT Hau-
MEHee Pa3BUTHIM CTpaHaM H30eXaTh MPOOo-
BOJILCTBEHHOTO Kpu3uca [28, p. 35]. B camom
nene, bpasuibckoe areHTCTBO MO COTPYAHUYC-
ctBy (ABC) peann3oBanao COTHH yCIENTHBIX MPO-
€KTOB B 00J1aCTH TEXHUYECKOTO ¥ T'yMaHUTapHO-
T'O COTpyJHHYECTBA Ha appuKaHCKOM [67, p. 3] 1
IO)KHOaMEPUKAaHCKOM KOHTHHEHTax [9, c. 35].

Heonenumsiil Bknaa bpasunuu B neno pe-
THOHAILHOW WMHTETPallid U MOCPEIHUYECTBO B
peleHn KOH(IUKTOB MOPOJAMIN KOHIISTIIIHIO
«KOHCEHCYCHOM TereMOHHI», pa3paboTaHHYIO B
2008 . monuronorom Lllonom bepmxecom [12].
OH npupaBHUBAI rereMOHa K JHJIEPY, KOTOPBIH
BBINOMHACT PYyHKINH (POPMYIUPOBAHHUS, OPTaHU-
3alli{ B yIPaBICHUS KOHCEHCYCHBIM MOPSIIKOM,
CO3/1aeT OIIYIICHNE HHKITFO3UBHOCTH U 3aIIUIIECH-
HOCTH MHTEPECOB OCTAIBHBIX YYaCTHHUKOB CHC-
Tembl. [loaxon «KOHCEHCYCHOM TereMOHHHN» HE
paccMaTpuBall MPOSKT PErMOHATBLHON MHTETpa-
nuu, npexae scero MEPKOCYP, kak gopmy
JOMUHHUPOBAHUS CO CTOPOHBI bpazunuu, y Koro-
poii, kak cumtan III. Bepmxec, HeT mus 3TOrO
JIOCTaTOYHOM BJIACTH U PECYPCOB.

Bpa3l/l.]'ll/lﬂ B MHP€ riI1asaMu
APYIrux MEKAYHApPOAHbLIX UT'POKOB

Ha pasHbIX HCTOpHYECKHX 3Tanax cocel-
HUE TOCYAapCTBa OCIIapUBAIIN PETHOHATHHOE JIH-
JnepctBo bpazunuu. fpue Bcero 3To MpOsBIIS-
JIOCh B OTCYTCTBHH HX TOIJICPKKH Opa3uiIbCKO-
T'0 MMPABUTEIHCTBA B CTPEMJICHUH TOIYIHUThH T10-
crossHHOe MecTo B CoBere be3zonacnoctu OOH,
yTO ABisercsa Juis bpa3zunma BakHOW BHENIHE-
MO THYECKON 1enbio. JlaBHUIM KOHKYpEeHT Ap-
TEeHTHUHA HEOJHOKPATHO YCTaMHU CBOUX JTOJIKHO-
CTHBIX JIMI[ BBICKAa3bIBajach MPOTHB pehOpMbI
CoB0Oe3a B moJsib3y bpasunuu, TO €cTh MPOTHUB
YBEIUYCHUS YUCJIA TMOCTOSHHBIX UJICHOB ATOTO
opraHa, Jja>ke KOrja y BIacTH B 00eHX CTpaHax
HaXOJIWUJINCh MPEACTaBUTEIN JICBBIX cuil [7].
B nexabpe 2004 r. mpe3uaeHT ApPTeHTHHBI
H. Kupuraep nmoamnucan COBMECTHYIO HOTY € ITpe-
suneHToM [lakucrana I1. Mymappadom, otMme-
qasi, 9TO «YBEIMYCHUE YHCIIa HEMOCTOSHHBIX
MECT — 3TO €IMHCTBEHHAs peajbHas ajbTepHa-
thBa ycremHoi pepopmer CoBera» [6]. Apren-
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TUHY nojepxanu KomymOust 1 Mekcuka 1 ¢ Tex
TI0p HE MEHSUTH CBOO To3uITHio [30].

B crpaterndeckrx BHEIIHENOIUTHYECKUX
JOKYMEHTaX COCEIHHUX rocynapct bpazmnus
MpeACTaBIUIACh CIEAYIONUM 00pa3oM: Jepika-
Ba BTOPOT'O 3IIENOHA, CIOCOOHAS 00BEAMHATHCS
¢ cebe MomOOHBIMH I BHIPAOOTKH COBMECT-
HOM cTpaTeruu [39] u cTpaTerudyeckuii mapTHep
(Aprentuna) [40], Bocxonsiast S5KoHOMUKA (DK-
Bazop) [54], BaXKHBIN COCEl CO CXOKUM BUACHU-
em Oynymero HOxuoit Amepuku (Ilepy) [42].
B benoii kaure Yunu orHoleHuaM ¢ bpazunueit
OBLI MOCBSIIEH IENbIM ab3all, HO He JaBajach
xapakTepucTuka nocienHer [41]. Hu B ogHom
13 IOKyMeHTOB bpa3unnu He nmpucBanBaics cra-
TyC PETHOHAIBHOTO HMIU TJI00aBLHOTO JIHJepa.

Kpachoii HuThI0 9epe3 Bcio uctopuio bpa-
3unuu npoxoast orHomenust ¢ CHIA, xoropsie
JydIlle BCEro ompenenser GopMmysa «COTpyIHH-
YeCTBO U CONIEPHUYECTBOY». B3rsiapl amepukan-
CKMX aJMHUHHCTpAllMi Ha MECTO U poyib bpa3u-
JIUU B MUPE OTPa’KEHBI B CTPATETUAX HAI[MOHAb-
Hoit 6e3omacuoctr (CHB). B Hux oHa npezcra-
BaJla KaK CTpaHa, pa3zienstorias oomue ¢ CLIA
npuopuTtersl (2002) [69], pernoHaNbHbIN U TI10-
OanbHBIH aBurarens pocra (2006) [70]. Hanbo-
Jiee TO3UTHUBHO poiib bpasuuu onuceiBana CHB,
npunsras npu b. O6ame B 2010 1., roe nmpuser-
CTBOBAJIOCH JIUJIEPCTBO 3TOM «BIUATEILHON Ha-
LIUK», KOTOPO# BIEPBBIC OBLI MOCBSIICH 1ETBIH
ao3ar [71]. [Tocnennee ynmomuHanue o bpasu-
muu coxepxanock B CHB 2015 1. B xoHTeKkcTE
HEOOXOMMMOCTH YKPETIJICHHS IBYyCTOPOHHHX 3KO-
HOMHUYECKHUX OTHOITICHHH [72].

B 90-x rr., B MOMCKax HOBBIX PHIHKOB U pac-
MpOCTpaHEHHUsI EBPOMNEHCKUX IIEHHOCTEH, cBoe
BHUMaHHe Ha JlaTHHCKYI0O AMepuky oOpaTui
EBpomneiickuii coto3 [62, p. 104]. B 2003 1. BcTy-
nwia B cuny EBporelickas crparerus no 6e3o-
nacHoctd. B Hell bpaszuinus ynoMuHanachk Kak
oauH u3 naptHepoB EC ¢ Bo3pocuieit 3Hadammoc-
Th10 [24]. [1o3nHEe eBpormeiickas cTpaTerus mo
YKPETUIEHHIO OTHOIIEHUH ¢ OBICTPOpa3BUBAOIIH-
MHCS TOCYAapCcTBaMH yBEHUAJaCh 3aKIJIIOUYEHHU-
€M CTpaTernyecKkoro napraepersa ¢ bpasunuei
BHE pamok MEPKOCYVYP B 2007 1., rae oHa xa-
pakKTepusyercsi Kak Bce Oornee 3HAYMMBIN TIIO0-
OaNbHBIN UTPOK, PErMOHATBHBIH JTUJIEP, KPYITHBIH
JIATUHOAMEPUKAHCKUM DKOHOMUYECKUH aKTOp U
3aIIUTHUK HMHTEPECOB pPa3BHBAIOIMINXCS
ctpas [20]. dakTH4ecKu eBpOIEHCKHUE BIACTH

MIPUTIIaCUIIN bpa3uinio K BCTYIUIEHHIO B 3aKPBI-
THIH KITy0 CBOUX CTPAaTErMUYEeCKUX MapTHEPOB U
BBIBEJIM OTHOLICHHS C MEXPErHOHAILHOTO Ha JIBY-
cropoHHUH ypoBeHb [62, p. 110]. [mobanbHas
ctpaterus EC mo BHeNIHelH TOTUTHKE U TIOJTUTH-
ke O0esonacuoctu 2016 r., mpuHsTas B pasrap
BHYTPUIIOIUTHYECKOTO KpU3HCa B I0XKHOAMEPHU-
KaHCKOH pecIyOiKe, He COACPKUT YIIOMUHAHUS
o Heil. B o6oponHoii koHUenwn «CTparernyec-
kuit kommac» ot 2019 r. TaTHHOAMEPUKAHCKOMY
KOHTHUHEHTY B IEJIOM OBIJ TOCBSIIEH OIUH ab-
3a11, a B Bepcuu 2022 r. B KauecTBe MPUOPUTET-
Heix naptHepoB EC Beigensumch KonymOus u
Y [66].

Poccus, ctparernueckuit naptaep bpasu-
JINW, CETOHS BBHICOKO OLIEHMWBAET POJIb IMOCIe-
JTHEl B MHpeE, HO Tak ObLUIO He Bcerna. B Hadane
90-x rr. XX B. JlarmHCKass AMepuka He ObuTa
MPUOPUTETHBIM JIsI MOCKBBI HaIlpaBICHHEM.
B Konnenmusx BaemHei momutuku 2000 1. [33]
u 2008 1. [34] 3TOT KOHTHHEHT 3aHUMAJI MTOCJIe-
JTHEe MECTO Ha IIKajJe POCCHMCKUX BHEIIHEIO-
nuTHYeckux npuopureroB. Uzmanusa 2013 r. [35]
u 2016 . [36] npuuncnsinu bpasumuio k «Bemy-
LM TOCYapCTBAM MHpay, a B paseie peruo-
HaJbHBIX MpHUopHuTeTOB JlaTHHCKas AMepuka mo-
MeHsIach MecTaMu ¢ Adpukoii. B nefictByrorieit
Konnenuuu saemneii nonutku Poccuiickoii @e-
neparuu 2023 1. B pasaene «JlarnHckas AMepu-
ka u KapuOckuii 6acceiin» — rocymapcTs, o0na-
JTAIOIINX «MHOTOIIJIAHOBBIM MTOTEHLIMATIOM», bpa-
3WIHS BBIAEIsIeTCs 0co0o Hapsmy ¢ Kyboi, Hu-
kaparya u Benecyanoii [37]. Hakonemn, peBosmto-
LMOHHBIMH, HO BIIOJTHE €CTECTBEHHBIMH, MOXKHO
CUMTATh U3MEHEHHUS B PErHOHATBHBIX TPUOPUTE-
tax P®: EBponeiickuii pernon, CLIIA u npyrue
AHTJIOCAKCOHCKHE TOCYyAapCcTBa clenyroT 3a Jla-
THHCKOW AMepukoit 1 Kapubckum GacceifHoM.

B xoHeyHOM HTOTE HE MIPECTABIIIETCS BO3-
MOYKHBIM 000MTH cTOpoHOM KuTaii, KoTopbIi yxe
Ooree AecATH JIET SBISIETCS TIIAaBHBIM TOPTOBBIM
napraepom bpasmnuu. B 2011 r. npencenatens
KHP Cu L[3uabnuH B35J1 Kypc Ha BO3POXKICHHE
CIUTHHOM 1 TIPOITBETATOIIEH KUTAMCKOM HAIHH 83,
p. 13]. YacThio 3TOi cTpaTEruu CTajo aKTHBHOE
OCBOEHHE I’KHOAMEPHUKAHCKOTO PBIHKA U COTPY/-
HudecTBo ¢ bpasumnueii B pamkax BPUKC, I'pym-
nel gBaguatu, BTO. BHemHenoauTuueckue
B3rsiAbl Kutas usnoxkens! B benbix kHUrax u
Crparerusix HallOHAILHOH 000poHbI. [TocnemHsst
Bepcus benoit kauru or 2019 r. moctynupyer, 4To
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Kuraii ctpeMuTCs K pa3BUTHIO «BCEOOHEMITIONIE-
rO apTHEepPCTBa» co cTpaHamu JlaTuHckoi Ame-
pHKH Oe3 KOHKpeTHOro yriomuHanus bpazumiu [77,
p- 46]. bpa3unus B ocHOBHOM (UTYpUPYET B KH-
TalCKUX JOKTPUHAX JIN0O0 HAPSILY C OCTATEHBIMU
JaTUHOAMEPUKAHCKUMH cTpaHamu [15; 17; 76],
00 kak mapTHep [lekrHa M0 BOCHHOW U TEXHO-
JIOTUYECKOU JINHUU B MUPE, KOTOPBINA CEroiHA Mpe-
TepIeBaeT «HEeBUIAHHBIE B TPEIbIIYIIHE CTO JIET
Tpanchopmanum» [16; 18; 19].

Bonee xonkpeTHbIe POPMYITUPOBKH B OTHO-
meHnu bpasuinn MOXXKHO BCTPETHTH B 3asiBie-
HUAX KuTalckoro juaepa. Ha Bcrpeue ¢ Bulle-
npesuneHToM bpasunuu XKepangy ATKMUHOM
7 utons 2024 1. Cu LI3uHbnuH 3as8BUJI, 4TO 00
CTpaHBl — 3TO «I00pBIC APY3bsi-CIMHOMBIIIICH-
Hukm» [80]. Y3 npyrux ero BeICTYIIJICHUH CIe10-
BaJlo, 4T0 bpasumus — «kpymnHenas pa3BHBaio-
Ifasicsi CTpaHa B 3anajgHoM nonymapuu» [79] u
«cTparermdeckuii maptaep» Kuras [82], koro-
past IpUAEP>KUBAETCS HE3aBUCHMOTO M MU POJTIO-
OWBOTO ITyTH Pa3BUTHS U UTPAET BAXKHYIO POJIb B
pPErMOHANIBHBIX U MEXIYHapOIHBIX Aenax [81].
Brpouem, HecMOTpsi Ha OOIIYIO TTO3UTHBHYIO
PUTOPUKY B OTHOIIEeHUH bpasmnuu, Kutaii siBis-
ercs OfHUM M3 CaMbIX SIPhIX NMPOTUBHUKOB pe-

¢opmer Cb OOH [25, p. 16].

Bmle}me Bpa3n.11nn HaAaMOHAJBbHBIMH
NOJIUTHYCCKHUMHU JCATCIAMU

HanpnonanbHbIe MO THYECKUE JTU/IEPHI TPa-
JMIIMOHHO OTBOAMIIM Bpasuiinu BaxkHYIO POJIb Ha
MeKIyHapoqHoi apeHe. CerogHs 3T0 HaXOIUT
OTpaKCHUE B TPUAJIe BHEITHEITOTUTUYECKUX JI0-
KyMeHTOB — CTpaTeriuu HallHOHAIBHON 000POHEI,
[Tonutrke HalMOHATLHOM 000POHBI U beroit kaure
HAI[MOHAJILHOM OOOPOHBI.

B 2005 . agmuaucTpanueit Jlynca Mnacny
JIynst na Cunser (2003-2010 rr, 2023 . — H.B.)
Obua mpuHsTa [lonmuTrka HaIMOHAILHOH 000pO-
HBI [55]. B paznene o MexxayHapoIqHON 00CTaHOB-
Ke TOBOPHJIOCH, YTO 110 CPABHEHUIO C ATIOXOH OU-
MOJIIPHOCTH, COBPEMEHHBIIH MHP CTaJI 00JIee CIT0XK-
HBIM U ITOPOJIFIT HOBBIE BBI30BEL. OTMEYaoch, 4TO
Bpasunus crpeMuTCs UTpaTh MEpBOCTEIICHHYIO
POJIb Ha MEXKYHAPOIHOM apeHe, HO He JJ001BaeT-
Csl yCTaHOBJICHUSI TereMOHHUH.

B Crpaterun HaumoHaibHON OOOpOHBI
2008 1. moguepKUBaIOCh 0c000¢ mosiokeHue bpa-
3UJIMH B CTPEMIICHHE UTPATh OONBINYIO POIb Ha

10.4. Tumogpeesa. I1pobiaeMbl BHEITHETIONMUTHIECKOTO MTO3UIIMOHUpoBanust bpaszunuu B XXI Beke

MeXIyHapoaHoi cuiere [23]. JlokymeHT riracu,
YTO, €CIIH OHA XOUeT 3aHATh JOCTOMHOE MECTO
Cpelu BENUKUX JepiKaB, HEOOXOAMMO YICISThH
JOJDKHOE BHUMaHUE BOCHHOW cdepe, YTOOHI
OBITh CIIOCOOHOM 3alIUTUTH ce0s1 OT MOTEHIIM-
ANBHBIX Yrpo3. HBIME clioBaMu, JOKTPHUHBI OT-
paxanu crpemiienne bpasminu crath BETUKOM
Jiep>KaBOW M HE TOABEpPrajii COMHEHHIO €€ BO3-
POCIIYIO POJIb B MHUPE.

[IpotuBopeurBas BHEIIHSS KOHBIOHKTYpa
oTpasmiachk Ha npuHATONH B 2012 I. mpaBHUTENb-
crBoM Juimer Pyccedpd (2011-2016 1) benoii
kuure [44]. B Hell mpu3HaBaINCh HEONPEAEIeH-
HOCTh Oyayiero u ToT (akt, uro bpazumus mon-
*Ha OBITh TOTOBA K Pa3IMYHOMY BapHaHTy pas-
BHTHS COOBITHH U K 00JIee aKTUBHOM POJIU B CTPO-
WTENbCTBE MHOTOYPOBHEBOI'O MHPOBOTO MOPSII-
Ka, T7Ie B BOCHHOU c(epe eAUHOTUYHBIN NP —
CILIA, B cdepe sxonomuku — CIIA u Kuraii, a
MHOTOIIOJIIPHOCTD MPOSIBIISIETCS JIUIIH B QUHAH-
COBBIX M HHBIX BOITPOCAX, KOT/ia CTpaHbl B3auMO-
JNEHCTBYIOT B paMKax Takux (GopymoB, Kak
BPUKC, bompmras aeanmnarka, UBAC u np. [e-
(akto bpa3uius, kak aKTUBHBIA Y9aCTHUK MHO-
rOCTOPOHHEro opmMaTa B3aUMOJCHCTBUS,
BCTpanBaia ceOsi B TPETUH ypOBEHb.

[Nonutuka u Ctpaterus HalMOHAIBLHOM 000-
poubl 2016 r., mpuHATEIE Tpe3uaAeHTOM Muiie-
som Temepom (20162018 rr.), akcOMaTU3UPO-
BaJI, YTO B IOCJIEHME TO/ABI HA MEPBBIA IJIaH
BBIIILIA 00ph0a 32 MUPOBOE IOCIOACTBO Ha (hOHE
BUTAIOIIETO BOCHHOTO KOH(IUKTa MEXKIY BEILy-
IKMMH Jiep>)kaBaMu. B cBsizu ¢ 3TuM bpasunus
JIOJDKHA UMETh BO3MOXKHOCTH B IOJIHOM Mepe pe-
aJIM30BaTh CBOM MOTEHLIMAJ CAEPKMBAHHUS, IO-
CKOJIbBKY HUCTOPHS YYUT TOMY, YTO CHJIa UTpaeT
BaYKHYIO POJIb B MEKTOCYIaPCTBEHHBIX OTHOIIIE-
Huax [56]. Hamen cBoe orpaxenue B Ctpate-
TUH ¥ KPU3UCHBIN NTEpUOJ]: pEKOMEHI0BAIOCH I1e-
peHanpaBUTh YaCTh YCUIIUH C BHEILIHEH HA BHYT-
PEHHIOIO TTOJTUTHKY.

Anvunuctpanus XKavpa bonconapy (2019—
2022 rT.) o6HoBMITa Benmyto KHUTY HallMOHATLHON
o6oponsl B 2020 rogy. OTHOCHTETHHO MUPOBOTO
yCTpOICTBa MOSBUIIOCH HOBOE MOJIO)KEeHUE. Bme-
CTO TPEXypPOBHEBOI'O MHPOBOTO MOPSIKA PEYb
IJ1a 0 MHOTOIIOJISIPHOM MUPE, B YKpEIlJIEHHE KO-
Toporo bpa3uiuga mojikHa BHECTHU CBOU
BKuan [45]. U3 atoro cnenyer BoiBoz, uto CIIIA
u Kutaii morepsiiy rocrocTBo B BOGHHON U 9KO-
HOMHUYECKOH cepax.
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BOJIBIIUE AMBUIINU PETUOHAJIBHBIX JIMUJAEPOB

B nexaOpe 2024 r. cMmerianHas KOMHCCHS
Cenara 0700puia MPOESKT OOHOBJICHHON BHEIII-
HenonuThaecko Tpuaast bpaswinu — [lonutukn
u CTpareruu HallMOHAIBHON 000poHHI U benoit
KHUTH. B HIX HEBYCMBICIIEHHO JENaeTCsl aKIEHT
Ha HEOOXOMMOCTH MOAKPENUTh JUILIOMATAYeC-
KYIO COCTaBJISIONIYIO BHEIIHEH MOTUTHKN BOCH-
HOH ¥ HApAaCTUTh BOCHHBINM IIOTEHIIM AN, KOTOPBIA
JIOJKEH OBITh MPOMOPIIMOHAJICH MTOTUTHYECKOMY
U CTPaTEerm4eckoMy Becy TOCylapcTBa B MHpE
Ha (OHE YCUITUBAIOIEHCS CTPaTErHueCKO KOH-
KypEHIIMY MEXy BEIHKHMH Jep>KaBaMu u 00-
el TeHJACHIIMY Ha 3HAYUTENbHBIM POCT pacxo-
J0B Ha obopowny [60, p. 4, 6]. OTMeuaercs, yTo,
XOTS MUD BCTYNHJI B 30Xy MHOTOIOMSPHOCTH,
«YCHJIEHHE CTPATErHuecKOro COMepHUYECTBa
MEX]y Aep>KaBaMH PUCKYET TiepepacTH B HOBYIO
(dhopMy OHUIIONISIPHOCTHY, TIOATOMY bpaszunuu He-
00XOMMO YKPEIUISTh CBOH ITO3UIIHH B PETMOHE U
B mupe [60, p. 41].

[ToMHnMO BHEIIHEMTOMTUTHYECKUX TOKTPHH, O
MMO3ULIMOHNPOBaHNM bpazuiu B Mupe kpacHope-
YHBO CBUAETENCTBYIOT BHICKAa3bIBAHUA €€ BBIC-
IIMX JOMKHOCTHBIX JHIL. Beictynas nepen Konr-
peccom B ssHBape 2003 1., Jlyna ga CuBa 3asi-
BWJI, YTO BEPHUT B BeNuKoe Oyaymiee bpazuniu, u
YAETHJI MHOTO BHUMAaHUS BHELTHEW TTOIUTHKE Ha
pasnuuHbIX HampasiieHuax [59]. Kpome Toro,
cTaya pacxoxeit ero gpasa o TomM, uto «XIX Bek
obu1 BekoMm EBponer, XX — Bekom CIIA, a XXI
ctaHer BekoM bpazumumn» [22]. Munuctp uHoOCT-
pauHbIx nen Cency AMOpUM MOTYEPKUBAI, YTO
Opa3niIbCKre MHTEPECHl HOCAT IMI00aNbHBIN Xa-
pakrep [5, p. 7].

JeiicTBUTENBHO, IPUXO/ K BIACTA KOMaH/IbI
JIynel na CuiBBI 03HaMEHOBAJI COOOM HOBBIH 3TaIl
BHEIITHEN OMTUTUKU F0)KHOAMEPUKAHCKOM peciTy0-
sukd. [Ipe3naenT mpoBoariI HATIOPUCTYIO M AKTUB-
HYIO BHEIIHIOIO MOJUTHKY, KOTOPYIO B HAyYHBIX
Kpyrax OKpeCTHJIH «aBTOHOMHMEH uepe3 JHUBEepPCH-
dukaiuio» [74] u «I1epexo0oM OT parMaTHYHON
VMHCTUTYLIMOHAJIBHOM [TapaurMbl K aBTOHOMHOM
[63, p. 14]. Ha nemne Takas mo3uIus BIpakaaach
B HenpuATHUM bpasunuell npoekra BammHrrona
AJIKA — o BceamepukaHCKO#l 30He CBOOOIHOM
TOPTOBIIH, B co3gannu Coro3a 10KHOAMEpHUKaHC-
kux Hanui (YHACYP) u CoobiiectBa cTpan
Jlarunckoit Amepuku u KapuOckoro Gacceiina
(CEJIAK) mis co3manus mpoTHBOBeca Barmmar-
TOHY, XJIOIKOBOM M CaxapHOM CIIOpax MpOTHB
CIIA u EC B BTO u mp.

[Ipu mpaBeIX B MOIUTHYECKOM JAHMCKYypCe
MOSIBUJIACh KPUTHKA HJEONOTH3AIlMU BHEIIHEH
MOJTIUTHKU. 3aHSB MOCT MPE3UCHTA B YCIOBUAX
CHJIbHEHIIIEro BHY TPUIIONUTHYECKOTO U SKOHOMH-
YEeCKOro Kpusuca nocie umnuumenta [I. Pyc-
cedd, M. Temep ctan yaensTh MEHbIIC BHUMA-
HUS BHEIIHEW NoJUTHKE. B ero mepBoi peuu B
KadyecTBE IIaBbl TOCYNapCcTBa OH CHENall eIHH-
CTBEHHYIO OTCBHUIKY K I100abHOM ponu bpaszu-
JINH B KOHTEKCTE MpoBeaeHus OMMMITUHACKUX UTP
2016 roma [29].

K. bonconapy BO Bpemsi WHayTrypaii B
staBape 2019 1. BEICOKOMapHO, HO OYEHH KPATKO
roBopui o ponu bpazunuu B Mupe. BHemneit no-
JUTHKE OH TMOCBSITWI JINIIG (pa3y: «bpazmmus
BHOBb CTaHET CTPaHOM, CBOOOJHOI OT HIeoo-
TUYECKUX OKOB» [1]. DTa HEMHOTOCIOBHOCTH
yKa3bIBajia Ha HEBBICOKYIO BOBJIEYEHHOCTh bpa-
3UITMH B MEKIYHAPOHBIE MPOIECCHI B OMKaki-
meM OyyIieM, 4To B UTOTE M IIPOU30IILIO, BKIIO-
Yasi 0cj1a0JICHEe PErMOHATBHBIX TIO3UIIUH.

Tem He MeHee BHEIIHEOIUTHYECKUI KypC
K. bonconapy npetepren U3MeHEHHS BO BTOPOit
MIOJIOBHHE €ro MPe3uJeHTCKOT0 MaHara, 4YTo B
TIEPBYIO OYEpeNb BHIPA3UIOCh B CMEHE MUHHCTPA
MHOCTPaHHBIX el DpHECTY Apayxky Ha Oonee
nparmatugHoro Kapmoca @pancy. Berymas B
JOJDKHOCTB, HOBBII MUHHCTpP 00O3HAYMI BaK-
HOCTH OTHOIIEHHH C COCETHUMHU TOCYAapCTBaMHU
u MEPKOCYP nns Bpasunuu, 94T0 pe3ko KOH-
TPACTHUPOBAJIO C MPUOPUTETAMHU MPEKHETO TIIa-
BBl Opasunbckoro MU Jla — Uramaparu [21],
KOTOPBII HETaTHBHO OTHOCHJICS K COCETHUM IIpa-
BHUTEIHCTBAM JIEBOT'O TOJKA M BHICTYIAJ IPOTHB
MEPKOCYP kak TakoBOTO B CHITy CBOMX aHTH-
IJ100aMMCTCKUX B3MIA0B [4, p. 33].

B cBoem BrIcTymenun Ha ['eHepaibHOMI
Accambnee OOH B Hos16pe 2023 1. [51], a Tak-
e B IOOSTHOM pedH rmocie BhIOopoB B 2022 T. [3]
Jlyna na Cunga 3asBui: «bpa3wivs BepHYIach!».
[IpousHoCs TOp>KECTBEHHYIO peub Nepes WieHa-
mu Konrpecca B stuBape 2023 1., ipe3uIeHT M0oA-
YEepKHYJI, 4TO MHUP XK JET, KOT/1a pecyOIiKa BHOBb
CTaHEeT JIMJICPOM B CollMaibHON chepe u 00pbde
C U3MEHEHMSIMH Knumarta [2].

OnHako «BepHYThCA» bpasunun okazanoch
He Tak mpocto. C Tex mop, kak Jlyma ma Cuisa
MOKUHYIN 1ocT mpe3uaenta B 2010 r., MHOTOE U3-
MEHHJIOCh B MHPE, KOTOPBIH CEroHs IMepexnBa-
€T KpPU3KUC MHOTOCTOPOHHOCTH. PernonanbHbie
WHTETPallMOHHbBIE HHCTUTYTHI, KOTOPBIE paccMat-
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pHUBAIHCH Opa3HIBLCKHUMH BIACTAMH Kak TIall-
JapM sl BBIXO/Ia Ha TIIOOANbHBIC TOPU30HTEHI,
CTarHUpPYIOT. bpasunus He nMeeT NpexHel KO-
HOMHYECKOH MOIIIH, 3HAYNTETBHO Ocliabuiia cBOM
aBTOPHUTET cpeau cocenert [47], MoOMUTHUECKH
MOJISIPU30BaHa M PACKOIOTa Kak HUKorma [52,
c. 21], a moaneprkka HBIHENTHETO IPE3UACHTA HE
CPaBHUTCS C PEHTHHTOM €ro 0JJOOPCHHUS B KOHIIE
BTOporo maHzaata. B 6oprOe 3a MexIyHapO.I-
Hoe BHUMaHue Jlyna na CunBa akTUBHO BBICKa-
3BIBAETCS UJIN BBIIBUTAET MHUIIMATHUBEI 110 MPO-
OremaTHKe KOH(PIUKTOB B pETHOHAX, KOTOPBIC HE
BXOJISIT B HEMOCPEICTBEHHYIO 30HY Opa3uiibCKo-
ro BaMsHUsA: Mexay M3pawiem u IlanectrHoit
(ocyxnas npeiictBus M3pauns), Poccueit u V-
paunoit (coBMecTHbI ¢ Kutaem mman «Jlpy3ps
MHpay), HO TI0Ka 0e3 BUIUMBIX yciexoB. B Ta-
KOM aKTHUBHOW N0o3uLMU bpa3unuu no u3paunsc-
KO-TTAJIECTUHCKOMY KOH(JIMKTY HEKOTOpbIe Opa-
3WJIBCKHE yUEHbIE JaKe BUIAT Pa3phIB C TPaau-
LIMOHHOM MOJIUTHKON paBHOynajieHHOCTH [14,
p. 64], a aHATUTHKU OPHUTAHCKOTO XypHaia
The Economist oxapaKTEpU30Ball MMOJUTUKY
Opa3nIIbCKOTo JIniepa KaK HAUBHYIO M aMOUIIH-
o3nyto [10].

JemokpaTtraeckass KoHcomuaanust 90-X IT.
OTKpbLJIa IIPOCTPAHCTBO AJIS PA3BUTHSA PA3TUUHBIX
TEUEHHUH MBICIIH, TO3TOMY HapsAy C MOTUTUKAMU
o ponu u Mecte bpazuinu B Mupe AnCKyTHPOBAIN
MPEeCTaBUTENN T'PakIaHCKOro oburecTBa [63,
p. 12]. Oana mkona cuuTana, 4To HEOOXOIUMO
KOHIIEHTPHPOBATHCSI HA YKOHOMUYECKON TTOBECT-
K€ C aKI[eHTOM Ha PEerHOHAJIBHYIO MOJUTUKY U
O4YeHb OIPAaHMYEHHO BMEIIMBATHCS B JEIO MEXK-
TyHapoaHoU O6e3onacHocty. [To MHEHUIO APYTOH,
Oonee THOEpaTbHOM KON, Bpa3unuu HeT cMbIc-
J1a KOHIIEHTPUPOBATHCS Ha KaKOH-TO OHOH ce-
pe, Tak KaK OHa crocoOHa JISHCTBOBATh BO BCEX
obnacrsax. B yacTHOCTH, 3TOH TOCIAEIHEH TOYKU
3pEHUS PUACPKUBACTCS H3BECTHBIN Opa3HiIbCKUi
muriomat Autonny Iarpuora, st koroporo bpa-
3WJIHS — 3TO CTPaHa, «CIIOCOOHAs UTPaTh Ha BCEX
HHCTpYMeHTax» [68, p. 9].

Jiist nepeBojia BHENTHEN OJUTUKH B chepy
JeMoKpaTudeckux auckyccuit B 2003 r. mpu noa-
nepxxke EC B Bpasunuu 0bu1 co3nan CoBer 3ko-
HOMUYECKOT0 U COITMAIBHOTO pa3BuTHs [32, . 51].
B 2013 r., mo nHMIIMAaTHBE aBTOHOMHOM TPYTIIHI
aHaIM3a MeXTyHapoIHbIX oTHoteHu# (GR-RI),
B (henepanbHoM yHUBepcutere ABC Obuta opra-
HU30BaHa HarmonanbHast KoH(pepeHIIus 10 HOBOM
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BHEIITHEH MOTUTUKE U BBIIBUHYTa HHUITHATHBA O
co3nanuu HanuonanbHOro coBeTa 10 BHEIIHEH
nonutuke (CONPEB). [Ipennonaranocs, 4To oH
OyzeT cllenuTh 3a MPOBEICHUEM BHEIIHEH MMOITH-
THUKH (heiepanbHON HCIIOTHUTENLHON BIACTHIO U
BHOCHTBH CBOH BKJIAJl B ONpEJENiCHuE ee 00X
HaIlpaBJIEHUH, MHCTUTYLIMOHAIBHO yKpenuT Mra-
MapaTH B OTHOIICHHUSIX C JIPYTUMHU TIPABUTEIb-
CTBEHHBIMU CTPYKTYPAMH U YCUJIUT €T0 IIEPETo-
BOPHBIN MOTEHIMAI 3a pyoexkom [43, p. 7]. Tem
He meHee CONPEB Ttak u He Obu1 co3naH. Pe-
aKIus npeacraBuTeneil ctapoil mkonsl Mrama-
patu Obla HE CIHMIIKOM TO3UTHUBHOMW, TaK Kak
BEPOSITHBIM CJICACTBUEM IOSIBJIEHHS 3TOTO Opra-
Ha CTaJo Obl pa3JielieHue MOJIHOMOYHH 10 Bee-
HHIO BHEIIHEH MMOJIMTUKY MEXIY pPacllupEeHHON
TPYIION 3aMHTEPECOBAHHBIX CTOPOH [46, p. 174].

Jpyrumu nmpuMmepaMyd TMapTHUCHIIATUBHBIX
BHEIIHEMOMUTHISCKUX KOH(pEPEHIINH ObLITN cepust
Jlnanoros o BHEIIHEN IMOIUTHUKE IIPU MOAJIEPIKKE
¢donma Anerranape ae ['y)kMao v HalfOHATBHBIC
KoH(EpEeHIINY 110 KyJbType. Ha ux monsx obcyx-
JAJIUCh HE TOJIBKO MecTo bpasunuu B MeHso-
LIEMCSI MUPOBOM HOPSJIKE, HO U BOIIPOCHI PETHO-
HAJIbHOM MHTErpallii U TOPTOBOM MOJIMTUKH, A
TAKKE CIIOCOOBI MPOABHIKSHUS Opa3uIbCKON MsT-
KO CHJIBI.

Pesyabrarbl. [lyreM aHanu3a KOHTEKCT-
HBIX M TEMAaTUUYECKUX YIIOMUHAaHUI bpa3uinu n
€€ XapaKTEpUCTHUK B TEOPETUUECKON U HCTOUYHU-
KOBOW 0aze mccienoBaHus ObLIO BBISBICHO OT-
CYTCTBME €IMHOTO MHEHMS KaK CPEAU HENOCPE-
CTBEHHBIX coceneil bpaswinu, Tak U cTpaH, He
HMMEIOIIUX C HEel 00I1ei rpaHuIlbl, OTHOCUTEIBHO
CTaTyca 3TOM CTPaHbl B IMHAMUYHO MEHSIOLIEM-
cst MHoromossipaoM mupe. Onaako npeobnana-
IOIIasi TOYKA 3PEHHS 3aKIH4Yalach B TOM, YTO
Bpazuins BeicTynaeT B Ka4ueCTBE pErMOHAIbHOU
JIepKaBbl, UTPAaeT OCOOYI0 PONIb CPeAN CTpaH
IOra u pacnonaraer 10CTaTOYHBIM KOITHYECTBOM
PECYpCOB ISl TOTO, YTOOBI OKa3bIBAThH BIIHSHHE
Ha MEXJYHAPOJHYIO IIOBECTKY JIHS.

Ha npakruke mpo0Giiema BHEIIHENOIUTH-
YeCKOr0 IMO3UIMOHNpoBanus bpasumin MHOrogax-
TOpPHA U BKIIIOYAET B ce0sl HECKONBKO BaYKHBIX
COCTaBJISIIOLMX. Bo-niepBBIX, B cCaMOil CTpaHe
HaOIIOMaeTCsl OTCYTCTBHE KOHCEHCYCA IO MOBO-
Jly €€ IIPUOPUTETOB HAa MEXIYHAPOIHOM apeHe.
OTo sABIEHUE 3aTparvBaer KaK MOTHUTHYECKUM
HCTEOMUIIMEHT C €r0 MEHSIONIUMHCS B3IJIsIIa-
MU M WHTEpecaMH, Tak M TpakJaHcKoe oOre-
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CTBO. Brnactu crtapatorcsi BOBJE€Ub pa3jIMuHbIE
IPYIIBI HACEJICHUS B IIPOLIECC BHIPAOOTKH BHEIII-
HETIOJIUTUYCCKOU CTPATEruy M MPUHSITHSI BHEIII-
HETTOTUTUICCKUX PEIICHUM, OMHAKO HEIOCTATOY-
HO MpopabaThIBaIOT MEXaHU3MBI, TIO3BOJISIONINE
rpakjJlaHaM aKTHBHO y4aCTBOBAaTh B DTOM BaXK-
HOM IIpOLECCE.

Bo-BTOpBIX, TpaHCAUPYEMBII TOIUTUKAMU
00pa3 bpa3uiiny Kak pernoHaIbHOTO U T100aJTb-
HOTO JIMJEpa HEPEIKO HE COBHIAAAET C TEM, Kak
€€ BOCIIPUHUMAIOT APYrUe CyObEKThI MEKIYHA-
pOIHBIX OTHOLIEHUW. HekoTopbie U3 HUX cuuTa-
0T, YTO BHEIIIHSSI TTOJIUTUKA CTPAHBI HE COOTBET-
CTBYET €€ IOIUTUYECKOMY BECY, BOCIIPHHUMAIOT
KaK KOHKypEHTa MWW UMEIOT OTIMYHBIE OT bpa-

3WINH BHEIIHENOJUTHYECKUE LIEIU U IPUOPUTE-
TBI, ¥ 110 ATOM IPUYMHE HE BCErNA MOAJCPKUBA-
IOT BBIJIBUTAEMBbIE €11 THULIUATHUBBL.

Haxonen, quccoHaHc MEXIy BOCIIPUSITHEM
Bpasunuu apyruMu yyacTHUKaMU MEXTyHAPO-
HBIX OTHOIIICHUH U e COOCTBEHHBIM ITO3UIIHOHHU-
POBaHHEM — ATO BEPOATHOE CIIEACTBUE HETATHB-
HOTO BIIMSIHUS KPU3UCHBIX BHYTPHITOIMTUYECKUX
Y BHYTPUIKOHOMMYECKUX cUTyanuil. [lononHu-
TENBHYIO CJI0KHOCTh B (DOPMHPOBAHUU OOBEK-
THBHOM OLICHKH POJIM U MeCTa bpa3uium Ha MexX-
JTyHapOIHOM apeHe co3aeT ToT (akT, 4To B psae
cirydaeB oUIIMAIbHAS PUTOPUKA HHOCTPAHHBIX
MOJINTHKOB HE COOTBETCTBYET MX PEaJIbHbIM Ha-
MEPEHUSIM U UHTEpECaM.
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This paper aims to explore this puzzle through the lens of hierarchy theory, which offers a compelling framework
for analyzing the behavior of great powers during revolutionary crises in allied states. This study seeks to
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supporting an autocratic ruler (B) who is being challenged by opposition forces (C) in a subordinate polity.
Analysis and results. It argues that when the autocratic ruler’s survival and sovereignty appear unlikely, the
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UEPAPXHWS U PEBOJIIOIIMOHHBIN KPU3UC B 3ABUCUMOM I'OCYIAPCTBE:
KPYHIEHUE IIAXA U ITOJIUTUKA CIIHA

Myxappem Bbarup

Cenpuykckuii yausepeuret, Cenpuykity / Konbs, Typuus

Xamen Ilypxaccan

HeszaBucumslit uccnenosatens, I. bepnun, I'epmanus

AnHortanus. Beeoenue. [laneane Myxammena Pesbl [TaxnaBu (1axa) B Hagase 1979 r. mogHuMaeT BOIpo-
cbl 0 nonutuke CIIA B OTHOIIEHNH CMEHBI peXUMOB B CTpaHax-Coo3HUKaX. HecMoTps Ha oxujaHud miaxa,
yto CIIIA BMemarTces 1 NoAepkaT ero B 0opn0e ¢ pacrtyiieil onmno3uiueit, BanmHrTon npeanpyuHsI MAHU-
MaJIbHbIE YCUIINS JJIsI BOCCTAHOBJIEHHMS €0 BIACTH. DTO YIUBUTENIBHO, YUUTHIBAsI 3SHAYUTEIbHBIE 3a11achl COBpPE-
MEHHOH aMepUKaHCKON BOCHHOHN TeXHUKH y maxa. KimrodeBoil Bompoc 3axitouaercs B ToM, nouemy CHIA
JIOMTYCTHIIM KpaxX pexrMa 1axa 0e3 pelnTeNIbHbIX AeWCTBHI, 0COOEHHO KOT/]a BMEIIaTeIbCTBO Ka3aJ0Ch BO3-
MOXHBIM. [[enb NaHHOU pabOThI — U3YUUTH ITOT BOIIPOC Yepe3 MPU3MY TEOPUH UePapXUH, KOTopasi IpejiaraeTt
yOeIUTETBHYIO OCHOBY JUIS aHAJIN3a MOBEICHHS BEJIMKUX JIEPKaB BO BPEMsI PEBOTIOIMOHHBIX KPU3HCOB B COHO3-
HBIX TOCYIapcTBax. JTO UCCIIeI0BaHNE HAIPABIEHO Ha YrITyOJlIeHNne HAlIero NOHUMaHUsS JUHAMUKH, KOTOpast
MIPOUCXOMIUT, KOTJa JOMUHUPYIOIIee rocyaapcTBo (A) AOMKHO PEeLIUTh, IPOAOIKATH JIM NOAAEPKUBATH aBTO-
KpaTtuueckoro rnpasutens (B), koropomy OpocaroT BeI30B onmo3uiionHble cuiibl (C) B TOAYNHEHHOM ToCynap-
cTBe. Ananuz u pesynvmamul. Y TBEpKAaeTCA, YTO, KOTJAa BBLDKUBAHHUE U CyBEPEHUTET aBTOKPATUUYECKOT0 MPaBH-
TeJs KaXyTCsl MaJTOBEPOSITHBIMU, TOMUHHUPYIOIEE TOCYIapCTBO MOXKET OTKa3aThCs OT MOAJIEPIKKU U pacCMOT-
peTh aJbTepHATUBEI cpeau onno3unuu. CrenoBaTebHO, JOMUHUPYIOLIEE TOCYAapCTBO MPUHUMAET CAEepKaH-
HBIU MTOJIXO0/1, CTPEMSICH ITOBIIUSITh Ha CHUTYaIUIO0, YTOOBI COXPaHHUTD CBOIO BJIACTb U TIEPECTPOUTH IMTOJTUTHYECKYIO
HepapXHIo MOCPEACTBOM HOBBIX COIO30B MJIM COMIalIeHUN. B 11leHTpe BHUMAaHUS OKa3bIBae€TCs HE CTOJIBKO He-
MIOCPEICTBEHHOE BEIXKMBAHUE PEXKUMA, CKOJIBKO BOCCTAHOBIICHHUE €T0 BIHMSIHUS IOCPEACTBOM aJIbTEPHATUBHBIX
CyOBEKTOB, CIIOCOOHBIX MOJJIEPKUBATH CTAOMIBHOCTh M COOTBETCTBOBATH 00JIEE IIMPOKUM CTPAaTETHYECKUM
nHTepecaM. [IpuMeHss «TeopuIo HepapXuu», CTaThs IPOJIUBAET CBET Ha TO, Kak CIIIA oTmaBanu mpuopurter
pEeruoHaIbHON CTAOMIBHOCTH 1 BIIMSHUIO HAJl BEDKMBaHUEM pexkuMa maxa. Brxiao asmopos. Myxapem barup
MIPOaHAIU3UPOBAJ COLMATLHO-UCTOPHUECKYIO cuTyanuto onoxu [lexnesu B Upane. Xamen [Typxaccan paboran
HaJ| MOJIMTHKO-CUCTEMHOM 4acThIO CTaThi. BBIOOp Teopru 1 MeTo/1a MCCIIEIOBAHHUS, a TAK)Ke IOJIBEJACHUE UTO-
rOB pabOTHI OCYIIECTBIICHBI IPU YUYACTHUH ABYX aBTOPOB.

KuioueBble ciioBa: vuepapxus, BHemHssa nonutuka CLIA, max, Mpan, brmxanii Boctok.
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Introduction. At the Guadeloupe clashes. The monarchy was abolished, and the

Conference held from January 4 to 7, 1979,
Western allies concluded that the Shah of Iran
must leave the country immediately [33]. Just
eight days later, on January 16, Mohammad Reza
Pahlavi departed Iran in tears, appointing Shapour
Bakhtiar as prime minister in a final attempt to
maintain control. On February 1, 1979, Ayatollah
Khomeini returned to Tehran from exile, and
within ten days, the Islamic Revolution succeeded
through mass demonstrations, strikes, and street
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Islamic Republic was proclaimed. Remarkably,
just three days later, the Carter administration
recognized the nascent Islamic state. However,
in response to the Shah’s admittance into the
United States for medical treatment, on November
4, 1979, militant Iranian students seized the U.S.
Embassy in Tehran, taking 66 American diplomats
hostage [3; 17]. These events signified the
replacement of a pro-American regime with an
anti-American one, positioning Iran on the
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frontlines of the Cold War, adjacent to the Soviet
sphere of influence in the Middle East and Central
Asia. This geopolitical shift had profound
implications for U.S. foreign policy, extending well
into the post-Cold War era [5].

Methods. The Iranian Revolution has
prompted extensive scholarly debate, with analysts
seeking to unpack the complexity of the crisis.
However, one critical question has remained
largely unexamined within the framework of
hierarchical international relations: why did the
United States, despite its close alliance with the
Shah and its long-standing military and financial
support, fail to intervene decisively to preserve
his regime? This paper aims to explore this puzzle
through the lens of hierarchy theory, which offers
a compelling framework for analyzing the
behavior of great powers during revolutionary
crises in allied states. By situating the Iranian case
within this theoretical model, this study seeks to
advance our understanding of the dynamics at play
when a dominant state (A) must decide whether
to continue supporting an autocratic ruler (B) who
is being challenged by opposition forces (C) in a
subordinate polity.

Hierarchy theory is particularly well-suited
to this case due to the structured, dependent
relationship between the United States and the
Shah. For over three decades, the U.S. had
provided the Shah with military, economic, and
political support, most notably during the 1946
Soviet occupation crisis and the 1953 coup against
Prime Minister Mohammad Mosaddeq. In return,
the Shah aligned his regime with U.S. interests,
adopting secular and militaristic policies and
integrating Iran into American-led regional security
arrangements [4, p. 621]. This enduring
partnership exemplified the hierarchical pattern
of dominant-subordinate relations, with the United
States serving as the hegemon and Iran as a
dependent ally.

Contrary to the developments outlined above,
these hierarchical relations began to unravel in
late 1977, as the Shah was increasingly challenged
by a broad spectrum of intellectual and political
opposition forces. As mass demonstrations,
strikes, and civil resistance intensified, the Shah,
unable to contain the unrest, turned to the United
States for assistance in resolving the crisis. This
moment marked a turning point in the triangular
relationship between the U.S. (A), the Shah (B),

and opposition forces (C), presenting a critical
opportunity to test and refine hierarchy theory.
The interactions among these three actors during
the crisis provide a valuable model for
understanding how dominant states navigate
challenges to their allies and how they prioritize
strategic interests during periods of uncertainty.

Discussion. At the height of strategic
relations, the Carter administration found itself
entrapped in a profound dilemma stemming from
the Shah’s increasingly repressive autocratic rule
and the widespread protests, including both right-
and left-wing forces against his regime. Initially,
President Carter offered strong rhetorical support
for the Shah, calling Iran an “island of stability” in
the region, while simultaneously urging political
reforms. However, as the crisis escalated, the
administration found itself caught between its
strategic alliance with the Shah’s regime and
mounting international pressure to uphold human
rights and promote political liberalization. This
contradiction exposed the fragility of U.S. foreign
policy, which struggled to reconcile its geopolitical
objectives with its professed democratic values [41].

The Shah, confident in American support,
initially resisted his opponents. However, as the
unrest escalated, U.S. support began to quietly
recede — shifting from overt backing to behind-
the-scenes counsel. Ultimately, as strikes and
protests paralyzed the Shah’s regime, the United
States adopted a mediation strategy, attempting
to broker a resolution between the monarchy and
moderate opposition forces — a strategy that
eventually proved ineffective. When the Shah
requested U.S. approval to implement a more
forceful suppression strategy (commonly referred
to as the “Iron Fist Policy”), Washington declined
to provide the necessary political or material
support [18, p. 95]. Although the Shah had long
been considered a reliable ally, the U.S. refrained
from offering decisive assistance during his
regime’s final crisis. This raises a central
theoretical question: Why would a dominant power
allow its preferred ally in a subordinate polity to
collapse and instead accept an uncertain political
alternative with potentially severe geopolitical
consequences?

The Shah and President Carter emerged as
key actors during the Iranian crisis of 1978-79,
and their roles offer vital perspectives on U.S.
conduct. In a 1980 interview, the Shah was asked
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by a British journalist whether the U.S. and Britain
could have done more to support him. He
responded, “No, they couldn’t, but it was better
to stop giving advice” — an ironic reflection of the
perception that U.S. “tacit support” amounted to
negligible aid [39]. A persistent view among many
Iranians and analysts is that the United States
could and should have done more to uphold the
Shah’s regime.

President Carter echoed a nuanced stance
in later interviews. In a 2007 conversation with
Wolf Blitzer, Carter remarked, “The Shah was
not overthrown by the U.S.; he was overthrown
by his own people.” In another statement, he
added: “If the Shah had remained in power, it
would have been better for American politics.”
These remarks suggest that, while the U.S. did
not orchestrate the Shah’s downfall, his continued
rule was seen as favorable for U.S. strategic
interests.

While such political reflections are valuable,
they often carry inherent biases and tend to
obscure the deeper motivations underlying policy
decisions. Scholarly debates on the crisis have
typically fallen into two camps, as categorized by
Haw (2013): orthodox critics, who argue that
Carter’s foreign policy was ineffectual and overly
idealistic, and revisionists, who adopt a more
sympathetic or conservative view. Orthodox
critiques often label Carter’s strategy as
“amateurish,” “utopian,” or overly “ethical” [14;
21;26; 28; 34, 37, 44]. Other scholars emphasize
internal disarray within the administration, citing
“inconsistency and divergence among advisers,”
“policy confusion,” and “a lack of coordination”
as key failures [23; 25, p. 235; 34; 40]. Carter’s
“reluctance to make firm decisions,” “excessive
caution,” and inability to act decisively until it was
too late are frequently cited as contributing
factors [17; 20; 30].

The debate continues to intensify in both
academic and public spheres, particularly in three
contexts: the declassification of new archival
materials; the fluctuation in U.S. — Iran relations;
and the emergence of new conceptual
frameworks within international relations
scholarship.

Despite extensive historical work on the crisis,
relatively few international relations scholars have
sought to construct testable, generalizable
hypotheses that draw on the expanding empirical

Science Journal of VolSU. History. Area Studies. International Relations. 2026. Vol. 31. No. 2

M. Bagir, H. Pourhassan. Hierarchy and the Revolutionary Crisis in a Subordinate Polity

literature. Historians, in some cases, may fall into
the trap of retrospective bias, focusing on the
consequences of U.S. inaction rather than its
causes. In contrast, IR scholars tend to formulate
broader assumptions about state behavior that can
be evaluated across cases.

One notable example is the article
“The Logic of ‘Offstage’ Signaling: Domestic
Politics, Regime Type, and Major Power Protiigii
Relations” by Roseanne W. McManus and Keren
Yarhi-Milo. The authors argue that domestic
political constraints in both the U.S. and Iran
limited the ability of the Carter administration to
issue overt signals of support during the 1960s
and 1970s. While this approach offers an
important theoretical insight, it falls short of
systematically explaining the internal and external
dimensions of these “domestic constraints” in both
the patron and the client states.

This paper seeks to avoid moralistic
interpretations or partisan blame and instead offers
a testable hypothesis: When the survival and
exclusive sovereignty of a subordinate (B) become
unlikely, the dominant power (A) begins to
withdraw support and explore alternative
alignments among opposition actors (C). This
hypothesis will be examined through the case
study of the Carter administration’s policy choices
during the Iranian crisis of 1978—79, with the aim
of contributing to a broader understanding of
hierarchy theory as applied to revolutionary
transformations in allied regimes [46].

Hierarchy approach and revolutionary
crisis in subordinate polities. Hierarchy theory,
as introduced by David A. Lake (2009), challenges
the traditional realist view of international relations
as a domain of pure anarchy. Instead, it
conceptualizes the international system as one
characterized by varying degrees of political
authority and control, wherein stronger states
exercise legitimate authority over weaker ones.
At the heart of Lake’s formulation lies a relational
contract between dominant and subordinate states,
involving elements of submission, domination, the
partial transfer of sovereignty, and the provision
of political order in exchange for compliance. In
this framework, authority is defined as “a rightful
rule in which an authoritative ruler has the right
to command subordinates to perform certain
actions, and because the commands are rightful,
the ruled have a duty to comply” [27].
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However, Lake’s model represents only one
influential strand within the broader landscape of
hierarchy theories in international relations. Other
scholars have advanced alternative and critical
interpretations, challenging the emphasis on
voluntary contractualism. For instance, Mattern
(2005) argues that hierarchy is not solely grounded
in material capabilities or institutional
arrangements but is constituted through discursive
power — the representational practices and
narratives that socially construct and sustain
authority. Donnelly (2006) similarly critiques the
voluntarist assumption and draws attention to
normative justifications and historical continuities
of domination as key elements of global
hierarchies.

From a postcolonial perspective, Hobson
(2012) extends the critique further by asserting
that international hierarchies are frequently upheld
through racialized discourses and assumptions of
civilizational superiority, which tend to be
overlooked in rationalist and liberal accounts.
These insights underscore the significance of non-
material dimensions such as ideology, identity, and
normative legitimacy in the reproduction of
hierarchical orders [31].

By integrating both unit differentiation (how
states are categorized and perceived) and
stratification (their ranked positions), hierarchy
theory offers a powerful alternative to the anarchy/
order binary dominant in mainstream IR theory
[29]. Yet, as the scholarship shows, there is
considerable variation in how hierarchy is
conceptualized — ranging from liberal
institutionalist perspectives, which view hierarchy
as a means of fostering order and cooperation, to
critical and postcolonial approaches, which
emphasize its coercive, unequal, and often
exploitative foundations [10; 13; 24].

In hierarchical arrangements, it is commonly
assumed that the dominant state will safeguard
its preferred elite or institutional configuration
within the subordinate polity, particularly when that
polity faces internal or external threats [27].
However, such protection is neither automatic nor
unconditional. The failure to provide adequate
support during moments of revolutionary upheaval
exposes the contingent and strategic nature of
hierarchical relationships. Understanding the
conditions under which protection is withheld
necessitates attention to both the domestic political

dynamics of the subordinate state and the strategic
calculus of the dominant state during periods of
acute uncertainty.

Although this specific dilemma remains
underexplored in the literature, some scholars
have offered partial insights. McCormack (2012)
contends that great powers stabilize subordinate
states either by directly supporting preferred
regimes or by threatening those who challenge
the status quo. Similarly, Clapton and Hameiri [9,
p. 68] argue that in the post-Cold War period,
dominant states have embraced a form of risk
management, selectively engaging in state-building
efforts to mitigate de-territorialized security
threats. Yet, these frameworks often lack
specificity regarding how risk perceptions evolve
and how such perceptions shape decisions to
intervene or disengage.

Lake (2011) introduces an important
distinction between democratic and autocratic
subordinate states, proposing that democracies
benefit from more stable hierarchical relations
due to policy alignment, whereas in autocracies,
the benefits are concentrated within elite circles,
leading to narrower bases of legitimacy.
Nonetheless, this model downplays the potential
for political fluidity and contestation from below,
especially in volatile authoritarian contexts.
In response, McManus and Yarhi-Milo (2017)
introduce the concepts of “frontstage” and
“offstage” support, arguing that major powers
often navigate public opinion and regime type by
providing covert assistance to autocratic allies.
The preference for secrecy in these relationships
is typically driven by concerns over international
legitimacy and potential domestic backlash within
the dominant state.

While Lake’s hierarchy framework remains
largely anchored in inter-state dynamics, other
scholars have advocated for more expansive
approaches. Mattern and Zarakol [30, p. 631],
for instance, conceptualize global politics as a multi-
layered and fluid order, shaped by diverse actors
operating at multiple levels of authority. They
critique traditional, anarchy-based models for
assuming fixed and unitary state sovereignty,
instead emphasizing that sovereignty is
increasingly negotiable, fragmented, and shared
across supranational institutions, transnational
networks, and non-state entities. Their hierarchical
lens thus enables a more nuanced understanding
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of global order beyond rigid state-centric
frameworks.

Crucially, much of the existing hierarchy
literature reflects a Western epistemological bias,
often framing U.S. foreign policy through the lens
of strategic rationality, calculated risk assessment,
and system maintenance. By contrast, non-
Western perspectives, particularly those informed
by postcolonial and dependency theories, offer a
more critical reading of hierarchical power. From
this vantage point, U.S. involvement in Iran during
the crisis of 1978-79 is not simply a matter of
failed deterrence or calculated inaction but a
manifestation of neo-imperial control, wherein the
autonomy of the subordinate state is structurally
constrained, and domestic transformations are
preemptively suppressed.

Within this framework, the Shah’s regime is
not merely a client of the United States but a proxy
through which hierarchical domination was
exercised. The U.S. reluctance to intervene
decisively during the revolutionary crisis, therefore,
reflects not just a strategic miscalculation but a
crisis of imposed legitimacy. This unraveling
underscored the fragility of hierarchical systems
that rely on authoritarian subordinates lacking
broad-based domestic legitimacy.

Taken together, this paper contributes to
hierarchy theory by proposing the following
hypothesis: when the survival and exclusive
sovereignty of a subordinate state (B) becomes
increasingly untenable, the dominant power (A)
is likely to withdraw support and begin evaluating
alternative partners or political configurations (C).
The 1978-79 Iranian crisis under the Carter
administration offers a compelling case study
through which to examine this dynamic, illustrating
how hegemonic calculations, domestic unrest, and
concerns over international legitimacy intersect
to influence the dominant state’s strategic choices
in moments of acute political upheaval.

The Shah enforces, the US endorses:
A historical background. The Shah’s policies
toward opposition forces between 1945 and 1978,
along with the U.S. response to these policies,
are fundamental to understanding both the
configuration of political forces in Iran and the
broader dynamics that culminated in the
revolutionary crisis of 1978—79. This historical
context also provides crucial insights into the
nature and characteristics of hierarchical relations.
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To address this topic, it is first essential to examine
the modalities of U.S. relations with the Shah
throughout his reign. Second, to set the stage for
an informed exploration of the 1978-79 crisis, it
is important to analyze the nature of the opposition
forces and how both the Shah and the U.S.
responded to their challenges. The core argument
is that, as long as a pattern of command and
compliance was regularly practiced between the
Shah and successive U.S. administrations, the
relationship between the dominant power (the
United States) and the subordinate polity (Iran)
remained within the bounds of hierarchical norms.
Accordingly, in the broader confrontation between
the Shah and domestic opposition, U.S. policy
typically aligned with and supported the Shah’s
regime.

Historically, the relationship between U.S.
presidents and the Shah was marked by mutual
alignment and strategic congruence, shaped by
hierarchical dynamics akin to a patron-client
model in which authority flowed from the dominant
to the subordinate. In this context, the 1970s stand
out as a period during which the relationship
between the United States and Iran could best be
described as dependent but tense. While the U.S.
sought to use Iran as a “regional gendarme” against
Soviet expansionism, the Shah’s authoritarianism,
growing domestic opposition, and human rights
violations caused increasing discomfort in
Washington. Americans were therefore skeptical
of the Shah’s absolute monarchy, but the Shah
depended on the United States for protection from
the Soviet Union, financial aid to revive the
economy, and arms to strengthen his army.
Several American presidents advised him that the
best way to preserve his dynasty was through
economic reform and a broadening of his political
base [47]. Under the political and security order
provided by the United States, the Shah was able
to consolidate his rule and weather multiple
significant challenges such as the 1945 Anglo-
Soviet occupation and the 1953 oil nationalization
crisis. Hierarchical ties deepened through a range
of bilateral and multilateral agreements, including
the Baghdad Pact (1955), the Mutual Defense
Agreement (1959), and robust cooperation in
military, intelligence, and economic domains.

Following the 1953 coup and with full U.S.
backing, the Shah declared himself Shahanshah
(King of Kings) [4] and presided over an
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increasingly autocratic regime. This authoritarian
consolidation provoked growing intellectual and
political resistance, giving rise to a diverse
spectrum of ideologically distinct opposition forces.
These groups criticized both the Shah’s personal
rule and the political structure he had imposed.
However, from 1948 to 1978, the opposition had
not yet acquired the organizational capacity or
mass mobilization strength necessary to
fundamentally challenge the Shah’s authority.
Consequently, across multiple administrations, the
United States continued to endorse the Shah’s
strategies for managing domestic dissent.

Thus, it can be inferred that U.S. policy
toward the Shah and his opposition between 1953
and 1978 was characterized by consistent support
for the Shah —a commitment typical of a dominant
state backing its preferred actor within a
subordinate polity. Concurrently, American policy
toward opposition groups was guided by the
overarching goal of preserving the Shah’s rule and
maintaining political stability in Iran. While
successive U.S. administrations encouraged the
Shah to undertake limited political liberalization —
particularly to accommodate royalist secular
elites — they simultaneously endorsed his repressive
measures against communist forces. U.S. policy
toward nationalist actors, however, was marked
by ambiguity: while the United States played a
central role in orchestrating the overthrow of Prime
Minister Mohammad Mosaddeq, it later viewed
nationalist factions as a potential counterweight to
the Shah and as agents of possible democratic
reform. In contrast, American policy toward leftist
groups focused squarely on enhancing the Shah’s
capacity to suppress communist threats —arguably
the most explicit rationale for Washington’s
continued support for his regime. As for clerics
and religious leaders, they were not prioritized in
U.S. policy considerations, largely due to their lack
of governance experience and their perceived
irrelevance to U.S. strategic interests in Iran. This
overarching American approach bolstered the
Shah’s confidence, enabling him to rule with near-
total authority over Iran’s political forces
throughout his reign. The following sections
examine how this endorsement-enforcement
mechanism functioned with respect to nationalist,
socialist, and religious factions during the period
1945-78, within the framework of hierarchical
relations [42].

Throughout his rule, the Shah actively sought
to minimize the political influence of secular
nationalists. In contrast, during the early phase of
U.S. involvement in Iran, American policymakers
regarded nationalists as a useful counterbalance
to the Shah’s autocratic tendencies and as a
bulwark against the left. Yet this perspective
created a paradox within the hierarchical
relationship: the nationalists’ core values — anti-
imperialism and constitutionalism — conflicted with
U.S. authority in Iran, despite their secular and
democratic inclinations, which otherwise resonated
with American ideological preferences [25, p. 187].
In practice, the nationalist movement was seen as
a threat to U.S. influence. Rallying around
Mosaddeq, who became prime minister in 1951,
nationalist forces pushed for democratic reforms
and directly challenged the Shah’s power, especially
in the context of oil nationalization efforts [17,
p. 58]. Faced with Mosaddeq’s growing popular
support and the Shah’s diminished authority, the
U.S., in coordination with MI6, orchestrated the
1953 coup that deposed Mosaddeq. His removal
can be interpreted both as the consequence of
his defiance of U.S. interests and as a reward to
the Shah for his loyalty and compliance with
American authority. Notably, his initial reign had
been orchestrated by Britain, which had even
imposed his prime minister [18, pp. 125-128].
Following the coup, the Shah moved swiftly to
dismantle nationalist organizations and imprison
their leaders, a practice he maintained from 1953
until 1978 [17, p. 223; 18]. Despite these repressive
actions, the United States did not exert significant
pressure on the Shah, though it continued to view
the National Front as a potential balancing force —
a contingency option if the Shah became
untenable. Ultimately, because the Shah
successfully ensured domestic stability, U.S.
administrations were willing to tolerate his
suppression of secular nationalist groups.

Alongside the nationalists, leftist forces
represented a more immediate and significant
threat to both the Shah’s authority and American
geopolitical interests. Iran’s incorporation into the
U.S.-led hierarchy was driven, in large part, by
Cold War imperatives — particularly the
containment of Soviet influence. As such, the
Shah’s principal role within this strategic
framework was to eliminate socialist and pro-
Soviet elements. The Tudeh Party, Iran’s most
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prominent leftist organization, advocated for a
socialist political order and aligned closely with
the Soviet Union. This orientation stood in direct
opposition to both the U.S.-supported monarchical
system and American strategic objectives. In the
1940s, the Tudeh Party played an active role in
the Majlis and broader political discourse.
However, by 1949, the Shah began a systematic
campaign of suppression, confiscating party
assets, dissolving affiliated organizations such as
the Central Council, and arresting roughly 200
leaders and cadres [2]. Following the 1953 coup,
the Shah officially banned the party, initiating
widespread arrests, the dismantling of its
organizational infrastructure, and the execution of
40 to 50 senior figures, an act described as
effectively “destroying the Tudeh” [1, p. 92]. This
pattern of repression continued throughout his
reign and reflected strong U.S. approval. In this
regard, what the Shah enforced, the United States
endorsed.

The third, and politically lesser-known, force
opposing the Shah and U.S. authority in Iran
comprised religious intellectuals, clerics, and
militant Islamist-socialist groups. These actors
employed Islamic discourses to critique the Shah’s
rule, with the central objective of liberating Iran
from foreign domination and overthrowing what
they perceived as an anti-Islamic regime. The
Shah’s response to these groups followed the
familiar pattern of repression: arresting,
imprisoning, and exiling key figures [17, p. 34; 36].
Notably, a 1975 report by the State Department’s
Bureau of Intelligence and Research (INR)
highlighted the growing importance of religious
leaders and their ties to secular political currents
in Iran. However, this perspective was largely
dismissed by U.S. policymakers, particularly
Secretary of State Henry Kissinger [16, p. 14].
Believing that religious forces lacked both the
capacity and cohesion to mount a serious
challenge to the Shah, U.S. officials continued to
back the Shah’s modernization agenda, which
included limited liberalization and social reforms.

In sum, the Shah’s approach to opposition
forces throughout his reign was defined by the
elimination of communist factions, the containment
of nationalist movements, and the marginalization
and demonization of religious elements. These
efforts were enforced through SAVAK’s extensive
surveillance and repression apparatus. Meanwhile,

M. Bagir, H. Pourhassan. Hierarchy and the Revolutionary Crisis in a Subordinate Polity

the creation of symbolic political parties served only
to manufacture a facade of political pluralism.
Despite the Shah’s overtly autocratic governance,
the United States refrained from applying
meaningful pressure, as the Shah successfully
maintained internal order and safeguarded
American strategic interests in the region.
Nonetheless, mounting concerns, especially during
the Kennedy and Carter administrations, about the
regime’s long-term stability led to calls for political
liberalization. The Shah, however, emboldened by
decades of American support, delayed genuine
reforms until it was too late to avert collapse [6].

Thus, within the hierarchical relationship
between the U.S. (A) and Iran under the Shah
(B), the pattern of command and compliance was
evident: directives or expectations from the
dominant power were largely fulfilled by the
subordinate, while repressive measures executed
by the Shah were consistently endorsed by the
United States. This hierarchical dynamic remained
stable as long as the opposition remained
ideologically fragmented, leaderless, and
disorganized. American support for the Shah only
began to waver once his monopoly on political
authority faced an existential threat.

The alliance between the Shah and the
United States was solidified in the aftermath of
the 1953 coup against Prime Minister Mohammad
Mossadegh, after which Washington backed the
Zahedi government in consolidating power through
a combination of harsh repression and symbolic
judicial actions. This period witnessed the
systematic suppression of political opponents,
including the National Front, the Tudeh Party, and
tribal actors such as the Qashqai [21, pp. 85-86].
The United States actively assisted in the
construction of a more centralized and
authoritarian regime, believing this would foster
long-term stability and position Iran as a strategic
bulwark against Soviet expansion.

Indeed, the U.S. played a central role in
supporting Mohammad Reza Shah’s regime from
1941 until his overthrow in 1979. During the Cold
War, Iran was regarded as a critical ally in the
containment of Soviet influence across the Middle
East. The 1953 coup, orchestrated jointly by the
CIA and Britain’s MI6, was aimed at toppling
Mossadegh after his move to nationalize Iran’s
oil industry and challenge monarchical authority.
This intervention not only reinstated the Shah’s
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autocratic rule but also secured Western
dominance over Iran’s political and economic
trajectory [48].

Over time, this strategic alliance enhanced
Iran’s coercive capacity while anchoring the
country firmly within the U.S.-led global order.
The influx of American military aid and security
cooperation emboldened the Shah to pursue a
program of authoritarian modernization. This
included the expansion of state institutions into
nearly every facet of Iranian society, the
suppression of dissent, and the marginalization of
oppositional forces. What began as a Cold War
strategic partnership gradually evolved into a
hierarchical relationship: the Shah became
increasingly dependent on U.S. political, military,
and economic support, while Iran’s autonomy in
policy decisions was significantly constrained by
its subordinate position in the alliance.

The 1979 Islamic Revolution marked a
dramatic rupture in this alignment. The
revolutionary movement, led by Ayatollah
Khomeini and a coalition of clerical and secular
actors, was rooted in anti-imperialist and anti-
Western ideologies. From the perspective of the
revolutionaries, the United States was not merely
a foreign power but the chief enabler of the Shah’s
repressive apparatus. The revolution was thus
conceptualized not only as a domestic struggle
against tyranny but also as part of a broader
resistance to Western imperialism. Following the
revolution, Iran radically reoriented its foreign
policy in opposition to the U.S. and the Western-
dominated international order, casting itself as a
vanguard of global resistance [15, p. 64].

Nevertheless, despite this rupture, Iran’s
geopolitical significance to the United States
endured. During the Cold War, Iran had functioned
as a linchpin in America’s containment strategy.
After the revolution and the subsequent collapse
of the Shah’s regime, Iran transitioned from a
strategic ally to a central challenge to U.S. regional
interests. In the post-Cold War period, as the U.S.
emerged as a global hegemon in a unipolar world,
Washington adopted the policy of “dual
containment” to isolate both Iran and Iraq— two
states that asserted their sovereignty in ways that
defied American strategic objectives [4, pp. 275-
276; 35, pp. 131-135]. This shift underscores how
Iran, even as an adversary, remained central to
the U.S. vision of regional and global order.

Beyond the geopolitical and structuralist
analysis, several scholars have emphasized the
cultural and postcolonial dimensions of the 1979
Revolution. In Iran: A People Interrupted, Hamid
Dabashi situates the revolution within a larger, two-
century-long struggle between competing visions
of modernity — one shaped by Western colonial
legacies and the other emerging from postcolonial
resistance. Dabashi argues that the revolution
represented not merely a political or religious
uprising but a deep, multifaceted assertion of
cultural and intellectual sovereignty. It sought to
reclaim national identity from the legacy of
Western domination, particularly that imposed by
the United States and Europe. This interpretation
challenges reductionist portrayals of the revolution
as purely ideological or geopolitical, framing it
instead as a culturally rooted act of postcolonial
resistance [12].

Incremental strategies: The US leaves
the Shah alone. In late 1977 and early 1978, U.S.-
Iranian relations entered a period of crisis, primarily
due to the Shah’s increasingly autocratic rule.
A broad spectrum of intellectual and practical
opposition emerged to challenge the governance
system under the Shah. In response, the Shah
turned to his patron, the United States, seeking to
quell the growing unrest and reassert his authority
across the country. Although the Carter
administration maintained a relatively low profile
in the standoff between the Shah and the opposition
forces, it carefully attempted to preserve the
hierarchical relationship through a range of strategic
responses during the crisis. This period provides
fertile ground for the theoretical analysis of
hierarchy within a case study framework.

According to hierarchy theory, the primary
goal of any hierarchical relationship is the
preservation of political order, wherein persons,
property, and promises are protected within the
subordinate polity [28]. In such relationships, it is
assumed that the dominant actor (A) will come
to the aid of the subordinate actor (B) when B
faces internal challenges. However, this
assumption is not always accurate, as the decision
to provide support depends on several factors
related to the political dynamics within the
subordinate polity. Specifically, the dominant actor
closely monitors domestic developments, as any
significant change within the subordinate polity
could jeopardize the hierarchical relationship.
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Revolutionary movements are seen as a direct
threat to this hierarchy, as they can undermine
the authority of A within the subordinate polity.

When the preferred element in the
subordinate polity faces internal political
challenges, the dominant actor (A) typically adopts
incremental strategies to preserve order. In
examining U.S. behavior during the Shah’s
confrontation with opposition forces, this paper
explores the pattern of behavior that A follows
when confronted with a revolutionary crisis in the
subordinate polity. The question of whether the
United States could have saved the Shah is an
intriguing and multifaceted issue. However, the
gradual path toward the Shah’s downfall was
shaped by the strategies the U.S. adopted in
response to the crisis.

It is argued here that support is not
automatically extended by A to B when B’s
exclusive sovereignty fractures and its survival
become unlikely due to revolutionary forces. In such
cases, A evaluates alternative options aimed at
ensuring that developments take a course that
preserves its legitimate authority and retains the
hierarchical structure. Conversely, A is more likely
to offer support if the subordinate actor (B)
demonstrates the capacity to restore order and
maintain exclusive sovereignty and full authority
across the country. The strategies adopted by the
U.S. during the Shah’s crisis were inextricably linked
to the modalities of sovereignty and authority that
the Shah held during this critical period.

In the following, it is explicated how U.S.
strategies during the crisis were closely tied to
the Shah’s fluctuating levels of control and
legitimacy. Through this analysis, it becomes clear
that the support of the dominant actor is contingent
upon the perceived ability of the subordinate actor
to retain its grip on power and the broader
implications this has for the hierarchical
relationship.

The configuration of political alignments
among the various factions in early Iranian politics
during the initial stages of the crisis reveals that
order remained fully operational. Three key factors
indicate the functionality of this order. First, the
relationship between the dominant state (the
United States) and the subordinate polity (the
Shah’s regime) was functioning harmoniously.
Second, the Shah retained the capacity to exercise
full authority through governmental institutions,
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and his exclusive sovereignty had not yet been
significantly challenged. Third, opposition forces
were fragmented, lacking ideological unity and
coordinated efforts to overthrow the regime.

When these three conditions are present as
foundational principles of relations, it suggests that
the hierarchy operates in a regular and predictable
pattern. However, when these conditions are
transgressed, whether by the dominant state, the
element in power, or endogenous opposition
forces, it signals that the hierarchy is under threat.

In the early phase of the crisis, President
Carter offered unequivocal support to the Shah,
stating: “Under the Shah’s brilliant leadership, [ran
is an island of stability in one of the most troubled
regions of the world” [20, p. 57]. This statement
serves as prima facie evidence of the U.S.’s initial
approach to the impending crisis in Iran.
Examining the broader context, it becomes evident
that this support was not arbitrary. The Shah’s
sovereignty had not yet been dramatically
challenged, and his full authority over the country
remained intact. He was still capable of restoring
order, largely because opposition forces were
ideologically divided and had not yet consolidated
under strong leadership.

Moreover, opposition to the Shah, led
primarily by conservative clerics and communist-
oriented leftists, was equally antagonistic toward
U.S. influence in Iran. Nationalists, though secular
and democratic, were also viewed as a threat to
U.S.-Iran relations due to their anti-imperialist
stance. Although dissatisfaction with the Shah
was growing across the country, according to a
CIA report from late 1977, opposition forces were
still in the minority, demonstrations had not yet
spread widely, and the Shah retained the ability to
restore order [16]. Admittedly, political tensions
had heightened in the final three years of the
regime due to the formation of the Rastakhiz Party
and the significant increase in oil prices [2].

Aboveall, in line with all hierarchical relations,
the Shah was playing the game within the
boundaries set by the U.S., which included
restoring internal stability, Soviet containment, oil
policy, and regional stability. Although there were
several worrisome issues that could potentially
deteriorate relations, including Carter’s human
rights agenda, the Shah’s high oil price policy, and
U.S. arms sales to the Shah [16], these factors, by
all accounts, were not at a level that threatened
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dominant-subordinate relations, as the Shah was
appointed as the gendarme of the region and a loyal
ally to the U.S. in containing the Soviet Union.
Therefore, hierarchical politics were in a fully
fledged stage and functioning harmoniously [38].

Consequently, in an early challenge between
the Shah and the opposition forces, U.S. policy
was not caught in a multifaceted conundrum.
Insofar as the U.S. had to choose the best partner,
it would have been the Shah. Accordingly, it is
reasonable to argue that full support is provided
by A to B when B complies with A’s directives
and can exercise full authority over the country.
Likewise, mutual contentions are not at a level
that threatens hierarchical relations. The
opposition forces are equally hostile to the
authority of A in the subordinate polity. They are
divided in terms of ideologies and adopt various
strategies to fight against the autocrat. Additionally,
there is no coherent, planned course of action,
and the movements suffer from a lack of strong
leadership to guide them forward. Overall, the
element in the subordinate polity can sustain order.
Under these circumstances, A assures the autocrat
of complete support in performing reforms and
taking actions to restore order.

During the spring and early summer of 1978,
protests against the Shah escalated across various
cities, with Shia religious commemorations
serving as an opportunity to criticize his
regime [25]. The Shah responded with a heavy-
handed approach, violently suppressing unrest and
temporarily restoring order [32]. CIA reports from
early summer 1978 assessed the situation as
neither revolutionary nor pre-revolutionary [16],
and the U.S. maintained its silence, signaling tacit
approval of the Shah’s efforts to regain control.
However, despite this outward calm, there were
growing concerns within the Carter administration
about the Shah’s long-term survival and continued
sovereignty.

Looking at the background, indicators suggest
that although the political order was still in practice,
the Carter administration was increasingly
suspicious of the Shah’s ability to maintain exclusive
sovereignty and power. While relations between
the Shah and the U.S. were still in line with
hierarchy, the U.S. was closely monitoring the
dispute between opposition forces and the Shah
through the embassy in Tehran. In fact, Carter
pursued a dual policy toward the ruling regime in

Iran until its collapse. On one hand, he emphasized
reducing arms exports and enforcing human rights
regulations; on the other hand, he reviewed and
pursued supportive programs. Additionally, Carter
faced a political deadlock with the revolutionary
forces and supported a transitional government [8;
45]. The configuration of political standings and
the Carter administration’s emphasis on human
rights underscored the belief that the Shah’s survival
depended on liberalizing politics. Trapped between
the human rights doctrine and supporting its
repressive ally and witnessing the Shah’s
crackdown on opposition, the U.S. encouraged the
Shah to liberalize politics and carry out reforms.
This policy stemmed from a prevailing view in
Washington that the Shah would survive the crisis
through democratization [ 16]. Since the Shah could
restore full authority across the country by taking
necessary actions, the Carter administration kept
a low profile in Iran’s internal affairs during the
spring and early summer. Accordingly, it can be
inferred that as long as the autocrat can exercise
full authority over the polity and sovereignty is not
dramatically challenged, A maintains a low profile
in the crisis, offering advice aimed at salvaging the
element in the subordinate polity [42].

Mitigated for a short period during the spring,
a series of events unfolded in August and September,
such as the Rex Cinema fire and the Jaleh Square
massacre, which compelled the Shah to declare
martial law and resort to force in an attempt to
alleviate the situation [1]. As demonstrations
dramatically intensified, the U.S. Embassy
became involved in negotiations with moderate
and secular opposition groups, while concurrently
encouraging the Shah to continue his liberalization
efforts. Following U.S. directives regarding
political liberalization and reforms, the Shah
appointed Sharif Emami as prime minister to
liberalize politics and satisfy both the U.S. patron
and the opposition [16, p. 70].

In the background, it is evident that all political
actors had mobilized to steer developments in their
desired directions. The intuitive indicators suggest
that the hierarchy was seriously at stake. Although
opposition forces remained divided ideologically, the
moderate wing was open to negotiating with the
Shah, while radical factions gained popularity
among a broader segment of the population. The
Shah, as the central figure in the crisis, was losing
authority across the country and was equally
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suspicious of U.S. involvement in the protests, given
the U.S. embassy’s engagement with opposition
leaders. Relying on CIA reports that had assessed
the situation as still controllable, Carter contacted
the Shah in September, offering his support. This
prompted resentment from the opposition,
particularly the clergy, who blamed Carter for both
the unrest and the repression, as well as for the
Shah’s ability to cling to power. As Guerrero [22,
p. 57] argues, “Carter was held responsible for both
the unrest and the repression, as well as for the
Shah’s ability to cling to power.” On October 11,
Sullivan reported that moderate religious elements
within the opposition and the National Front were
open to negotiating with Emami’s government to
resolve the escalating unrest and strikes [20, p. 57].
However, as anti-American sentiment grew among
the opposition, Carter was viewed as a power
broker whose stance favored the Shah. Carter’s
support for the Shah and his engagement with
opposition leaders reflected a belief within the
Carter administration that the Shah could survive
the revolution by liberalizing politics and sharing
power with ideologically aligned opposition forces
[44]. Thus, it can be inferred that Carter continued
supporting the Shah based on the perception that
he could survive the crisis if he took democratic
steps to resolve the impasse.

Theoretically, it can be inferred that while
A contacts moderate opposition leaders to help
B maintain power, A urges B to implement
reforms through political liberalization when the
ruler’s authority is significantly challenged by
resolute dissident forces. Accordingly, A initiates
a series of mediations and conciliations (both
covert and overt), urging B to share power with
the ideologically closest political forces.
A assumes the role of a power broker in this
situation. The opposition leaders are contacted
by A, and diplomatic negotiations are conducted
to salvage the autocrat’s position. The autocrat
takes democratic gestures and opens up the
political sphere, inviting the ideologically closest
opposition leaders to participate in forming the
government. Although the opposition forces are
united in their goal of overthrowing the autocrat,
there remains a possibility of democratic power-
sharing within a constitutional monarchy
framework. Therefore, it is argued that if
survival and sovereignty are deemed to be
retained within the order through power-sharing
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by B, A will mediate between the autocrat and
the opposition.

As the democratic reforms and appeasement
policies failed and strikes escalated to a nationwide
level in the fall of 1978, Carter signaled support for
any measures the Shah needed to restore order,
while simultaneously encouraging him to persist
with the liberalization program [20]. This message
from Carter came at a time when divergent
opinions had emerged in Washington, following
Sullivan’s telegram. While strikes in the oil and
other sectors were intensifying and the opposition,
largely unified around Ayatollah Khomeini in
Neauphle-Chateau, gained momentum, Sullivan’s
telegram, titled “Thinking the Unthinkable: Iran
Without the Shah,” highlighted the possibility that
the Shah might not survive the revolution and
proposed three alternative courses of action [16;
34]. Sullivan’s telegram reflected a situation where
the political dynamics favored the opposition,
suggesting that change was imminent.

In response, varying perspectives emerged
among the embassy, the State Department, and
the National Security Council. While the embassy
and the State Department advocated for a
conciliatory approach involving further
liberalization, Brzezinski and the National
Security Council believed that the Shah should
be supported, even with military means, if
necessary. Consequently, the Carter
administration assured the Shah of its full support
for his decision to establish a military
government, viewing this as a temporary
measure to restore order while eventually paving
the way for liberalization. Accordingly, the Shah
opted to implement a military government,
explicitly acknowledging the reality of the
approaching revolution [16, p. 96]. Following
Carter’s advice, the Shah reached out to the
opposition to negotiate a deal in which he would
remain in a ceremonial role within a
constitutional democracy, but this proposal was
swiftly rejected by the leading opposition figure,
Ayatollah Khomeini [20, p. 116]. A close
examination suggests that when democratic
solutions falter and the survival of the preferred
regime diminishes, A continues to advise B to
restore order through more decisive measures.

By December, demonstrations and public
marches had reached a scale where, despite
differing ideological perspectives, the opposition
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forces were united in their goal to overthrow the
Shah. On December 26, amidst his dire
predicament, the Shah asked Sullivan for guidance
on what Carter wanted him to do. Sullivan
informed him that the U.S. supported his efforts
to restore order, but when the Shah inquired if
Carter would back a harsh policy, even at the risk
of widespread violence, Sullivan replied that he
could not hold Carter accountable for decisions
that were ultimately up to the Shah [20, p. 161].
While Carter, during his visit to Tehran in
December 1977, ignored the statements of
29 leaders of opposition groups and instead spoke
only about the Shah’s sincerity and popularity [11],
the worsening situation forced a shift in U.S. policy.
On December 28, 1979, Carter sent a message
to the Shah outlining three potential courses of
action to end the crisis. The options included the
following: if a new civilian government seemed unlikely,
supporting a “firm military government” to restore
order; if neither of these options was satisfactory to
the Shah, recommending the establishment of a
Regency Council, implicitly suggesting the Shah’s
abdication [20, p. 161]. The message clearly indicated
that the decision was now the Shah’s to make, and
his support from the U.S. was waning. This support
was insufficient and came too late to effectively
counter the widespread demonstrations. The Shah’s
authority over both the public and private sectors had
significantly diminished as protests, public marches,
civil resistance, and governmental strikes reached an
uncontrollable level. Ultimately, the Guadeloupe
Conference determined the Shah’s fate, with Carter
declaring that the Shah must leave the country
immediately [16, p. 100;43]. The U.S. concluded that
the Shah’s continued sovereignty was highly unlikely,
and that change was inevitable.

This shift in policy highlights the failure of
the Shah’s ability to restore order despite continued
support from the U.S. Initially, Washington’s
strategy was to back the Shah and encourage
reforms, believing that liberalization would help
preserve the monarchy. However, as the situation
worsened and the opposition gained strength,
Carter’s administration shifted to more pragmatic
and less supportive options, culminating in the
recognition that the Shah’s sovereignty was
unsustainable [44; 45].

In theoretical terms, it can be posited that
when A (the external power) does not strongly
advocate for B (the autocrat) to take extraordinary

measures against the opposition, it still exerts
pressure on the autocrat to abdicate if B hesitates
to act decisively and the opposition becomes
significantly united in its efforts to overthrow the
regime. In such scenarios, the opposition forces
become highly determined, with strong leadership
emerging and substantial popular support behind
them. The prevalence of protests, mass
demonstrations, civil resistance, and public strikes
diminishes the feasibility of maintaining order. Thus,
it is concluded that when the order is on the verge
of collapse, the autocrat is compelled to abdicate
and be succeeded by the closest opposition force.

During the last months of 1978, U.S.
policymakers were evaluating plausible courses
of action in which American interests could be
preserved without the Shah. This underscores the
notion that when harmonious functionality
between the subordinate element and the dominant
state is disrupted, the dominant state seeks
alternative strategies to reestablish its authority.
It endorses the assumption that when the
harmonic functionality between the element in the
subordinate polity and the dominant state is
disrupted, the dominant state pursues strategies
to reconstruct its authority through alternative
options. This reflects the belief that hierarchy could
be continued through different elements in
authority within the subordinate polity. Secular
nationalists, leftist groups, generals, Bakhtiar, and
religious leaders were all subjects of U.S. scrutiny.
At this point, Ayatollah Khomeini had emerged
as the preeminent leader of the opposition,
prompting the U.S. to engage with various
opposition factions to facilitate an orderly transition
in the post-Shah hierarchical structure.

During the early days of January, the political
landscape was dominated by a struggle between
generals loyal to the Shah, Bakhtiar (whose power
was precarious), and the opposition forces under
Ayatollah Khomeini’s leadership. The political
sphere at the time was drastically murky, with
conspiracy theories suggesting a possible coup
against Bakhtiar by generals in favor of the Shah.
For this reason, aiming to orient developments in
the desired direction, Carter sent General Huyser
to Iran with the mission of preventing the army
from resorting to any subversive action against
Bakhtiar. Later, his mission evolved to mediating
between the army and opposition forces [16,
p. 108]. The U.S. priority was supporting Bakhtiar
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to restore order and end the period of chaos, while
simultaneously positioning him as a democratizing
figure in Iranian politics. The United States feared
that if a radical individual were to assume
leadership of the military, they might contemplate
a coup. Therefore, one of General Haig’s key
objectives during his trip to Iran was to assist
General Gharabaghi in preventing a military coup
against Prime Minister Bakhtiar [7, pp. 75-78].

This complex scenario highlights the delicate
balancing act the U.S. faced in supporting the
Shah’s regime while trying to avoid further
instability. The focus on Bakhtiar, despite his weak
position, underscores a strategy of maintaining
some semblance of order in the face of an
increasingly likely regime change. It reflects a
practical approach where the U.S. sought to
preserve American interests while navigating the
political volatility in Iran.

Notwithstanding, as Bakhtiar failed to
appease the opposition and Khomeini rejected all
negotiation offers — viewing Bakhtiar as a Shah-
appointed figure lacking legitimacy — the United
States began evaluating alternative strategies,
including direct contact with Khomeini’s camp,
to manage a smooth transition. Consequently,
Huyser’s mission effectively neutralized the army
in favor of the opposition, facilitating a relatively
peaceful transfer of power. To allay concerns
regarding the potentially hostile posture of the
incoming revolutionary regime, the Carter
administration reached out to Khomeini’s
representatives to secure assurances that the
future Islamic Republic would not undermine U.S.
interests or authority in Iran [19].

Together, Huyser’s efforts to restrain the
military, U.S. engagement with Khomeini’s camp
to preserve strategic interests, and Bakhtiar’s
political weakness contributed to a transition from
monarchy to Islamic Republic that unfolded with
limited violence.

Theoretically, this process illustrates how a
dominant power (A) initiates intensive engagement
with rising opposition forces when the collapse of
a subordinate regime (B) appears imminent.
A seeks to ensure a smooth transition by
supporting actors with substantial popular
legitimacy while marginalizing proponents of the
former regime. During such periods of political
uncertainty and ambiguity, A’s strategy includes
securing commitments from likely successors to
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maintain continuity in strategic agreements,
particularly where the subordinate polity holds
significant military assets and plays a pivotal role
in regional oil and security dynamics.

In early January 1979, the United States
established communication with Ebrahim Yazdi,
Khomeini’s spokesperson, while Huyser
maintained contact with key military leaders to
prevent destabilizing actions. These efforts
reflected A’s intention to facilitate a peaceful
transfer of power while minimizing the risk of an
unpredictable or hostile regime change.
Simultaneously, the incoming revolutionary forces
remained cautious, suspecting potential subversion
or interference from the dominant power to
obstruct their ascension.

As a result, the dominant state, wary of the
adverse implications of a hostile regime, pursued
a strategy of accommodation. This included early
recognition of the new leadership, abstention from
antagonistic moves against former regime figures,
and swift efforts to establish diplomatic relations.
Interference or coercive measures were
considered only as contingency options, to be
employed if accommodation failed and the
hierarchical structure collapsed entirely. Thus,
following the revolution’s success on February 11,
President Carter moved swiftly to recognize the
new regime and sought to rebuild diplomatic
channels with the Islamic Republic.

Results. This paper has examined the
behavior of the United States during the 1978-79
crisis in Iran, culminating in the Islamic Revolution.
Employing a hierarchical framework, it sought to
explain why the United States, as the dominant
state (A), ultimately refrained from sustaining its
support for its preferred element within the
subordinate polity — the Shah (B) — in the face of
revolutionary pressures from internal political
forces (C). The primary objective was to advance
a theoretical understanding of the modalities
through which a dominant state calibrates its
support for a threatened ally in a subordinate polity
during a revolutionary crisis.

Methodologically, the paper identified three
key indicators to analyze the evolving political
dynamics: (1) the degree of harmonic functionality
between the dominant state and the preferred
element in the subordinate polity; (2) the extent
of authority exercised by the regime across the
country; and (3) the emergence of effective
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leadership and unity among opposition forces.
Together, these indicators reveal a triangular
configuration of relationships that shaped the
trajectory of U.S. policy.

The analysis demonstrates that the Carter
administration initially maintained its support for
the Shah as long as he retained considerable
authority and the opposition remained fragmented.
During this phase, the U.S. extended diplomatic
support and engaged with moderate opposition
elements to contain the crisis. However, as the
Shah’s grip on power weakened and a unified
opposition emerged under charismatic leadership,
the U.S. recalibrated its strategy. Support for the
Shah was withdrawn, and attention shifted toward
engaging opposition actors to preserve American
interests through a managed transition.

Theoretically, the paper posits that when the
continued rule of the incumbent (B) becomes
implausible, the dominant state (A) disengages and
begins evaluating alternative power centers among
opposition forces (C). This pattern reflects a
pragmatic adaptation to shifting political realities
in an effort to maintain hierarchical influence
through new actors.

This study opens several avenues for further
research. First, the theoretical framework proposed
here remains preliminary and warrants testing
across a broader set of case studies. Revolutions
in Eastern Europe and the Arab Spring provide
fertile ground to explore dominant state behavior
in similar hierarchical crises. Second, the question
of legitimacy regarding the dominant state’s support
for embattled regimes presents an important
normative and empirical puzzle. Third, the role of
U.S. embassies and diplomatic staff in subordinate
polities during crises offers a promising area for
investigating the policymaking process and the role
of on-the-ground intelligence in shaping responses.

Finally, this analysis underscores the
significance of reconfiguring bilateral relations in
the aftermath of revolutionary change. It highlights
the strategic flexibility of dominant states as they
seek to secure their interests amid geopolitical
upheaval. Future research might examine the
involvement of other global powers during this
period, the domestic political constraints shaping
U.S. foreign policy, and the long-term implications
of the 1979 Iranian Revolution for U.S.-Iran
relations and broader international dynamics.
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Abstract. Introduction. The paper examines the background, reasons, beginning, and course of Operation
Euphrates Shield, which Turkey conducted in northern Syria in 2016-2017. The immediate reason for the operation
was the terrorist threat in the territories bordering Turkey. Methods and materials. Due to the relative recency of the
events, their historiography is in its infancy. The main source base for this study is news and analytical materials
from American, British, Turkish, Arab, and Kurdish media, mainly published on the Internet. Analysis. The paper
reconstructs the chronology of events and actions of the opposing sides and their allies during Operation Euphrates
Shield. It also pays attention to the participation of Syrian rebel groups and the complex relationships between
all parties to the conflict, including the US-led coalition and Russia. Results. The civil war in Syria and the rapid
growth of the influence of terrorist groups gave Turkey the opportunity to extend its influence to the territory of
a neighboring state by military means. Operation Euphrates Shield not only struck a blow at ISIS * but also cut
through the territory of the Kurdish enclave, but Turkey failed to completely resolve the problem of the presence
of Kurdish armed groups in the region.
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BOEHHAS OIIEPALIUA «IITUT EBO®PATA» HA CEBEPE CUPHUH (2016-2017 rr.):
IMPUYUHBI, XO/ U TEOITIOJIMTHYECKHUE UTOT'!

Tero6 AxMeqoBu4 AXMeI0B

Texuudecknit HHCTUTYT — prmman CeBepo-BocTouHOTO (heepaabHOro YHUBEPCUTETA
nM. M.K. AMMocoBa, . Heprourpu, Poccutickas ®enepamms

AHHOTAnusA. Bsedenue. B pabote paccMaTpuBalOTCS MPEAIIOCHUTKH, IIPUYHHBI, HAYaJI0 U XOJ OICpaIliH
«Int EBdpara», kotopyto Typuus Bena Ha repputopuu ceBeproit Cupun B 2016-2017 rogsr. Hemmocpeacrsen-
HBIM TTOBOZIOM JIJISl TOTO CTalla TePPOPUCTHYCCKAsl Yrpo3a Ha MOTpaHUYHBIX ¢ Typuuelt reppuropusx. Memoosi
u mamepuanvl. BBUIy OTHOCUTEIFHOW HEABHOCTH COOBITUH OCHOBHON MCTOYHHKOBOW 0a30i JaHHOTO UCCIIe-
JIOBAaHUS SIBIITFOTCS HOBOCTHBIC M aHATUTHICCKUE MAaTePHAITBl aMEPUKAHCKHUX, OPUTAHCKUX, TYPEIIKAX, apaOCKUX
U KYPJACKHX CPEICTB MacCOBOWM MH(pOPMAIIHNH, TIABHBIM 00pa30oM OMyOIMKOBaHHEIC B ceTH MHTEepHET. Ananus.
B pabore pekoHCTpYyHpyeTCst XPOHOIOTHS COOBITHI M IEWCTBUN MTPOTUBOOOPCTBYIOIINX CTOPOH U UX COIO3HU-
k0B B xofe oneparnun «Illut EBdppaTtay. PaccMoTpeHO ydacTie CHPHIICKUX MMOBCTAHYCCKUX TPYIIT H CIIOKHBIC
B3aMMOOTHOMICHUS MEKIY BCEMH YYaCTHHKaMH KOH(IIUKTA, BKIFOYas koanuiuio Bo rase ¢ CIIIA u Poccuto.
Pezynomamur. 'paxkianckast BoliHa B CUpUM U CTPEMUTEIBHBIN POCT BAUSHUS TEPPOPUCTUUECKUX IPYIITUPOBOK

* A terrorist organization, whose activities are prohibited in the Russian Federation.
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Introduction. The paper examines the
background, causes, commencement, and progress
of Operation Euphrates Shield, conducted
by Turkey in northern Syria in 2016-2017.
The military intervention was prompted by a
terrorist threat: portions of the Syrian border
territories had been seized by the terrorist
organization ISIS, while more than half of the
areas along the Turkish-Syrian border were
controlled by the Kurdish paramilitary People’s
Protection Units (YPG), which Turkey considered
an affiliate of the Kurdistan Workers’ Party
(PKK), recognized as a terrorist organization by
the Turkish state.

The article also examines the role of the
Free Syrian Army and other Syrian rebel groups
in Operation Euphrates Shield, the relationships
between the Free Syrian Army (FSA) and the
Syrian Democratic Forces (SDF) during the
operation, and the impact of the operation on
relations between Turkey and the international
coalition against ISIS led by the United States, as
well as with Russia.

Methods and materials. Since the events
under study belong, in historical terms, to
contemporary history, this imposes certain
limitations both on the range of sources that can
be used for research and on research methods.

The main source base of this study consists
of news and analytical materials from mass media,
primarily published on the Internet. These materials
include reports from Russian, American, British,
Turkish, Arab, and Kurdish media. These reports
contain both official materials (excerpts from
press releases, official statements by statesmen,
and public officials) and journalistic work, as well
as publications and interpretations of social media

content, videos, and other materials. Many media
reports are currently unavailable via direct links,
but their copies are preserved on internet archiving
portals. Additionally, the paper utilizes a number
of previously published studies, including works
by A.L Aliyeva, A.N. Rybalkin, et al.

The study is based on the principles of
objectivity, a systemic approach, and historicism.
Due to the specific nature of the sources, the
primary research method used is the historical-
chronological method, which allows for the
reconstruction of the timeline of events and the
actions of the opposing sides and their allies
during Operation Euphrates Shield.

Analysis. In the second half of the twentieth
century, relations between Turkey and Syria
were tense. After the expulsion of PKK leader
Abdullah Ocalan from Syria, relations between
the two countries began to gradually improve
until the outbreak of the civil war in Syriain 2011.
Initially, Turkey, having accepted a large number
of Syrian refugees, exerted diplomatic pressure
on Bashar al-Assad to force concessions from the
opposition but eventually joined the coalition of
Assad regime opponents. In 2012, Turkey began
proposing the creation of a no-fly zone in northern
Syria, and the Grand National Assembly of
Turkey authorized military operations on Syrian
territory [3, pp. 793-795].

Turkey considered Kurdish autonomy in
northern Syria to be the primary threat to its
security. In 2011, B. al-Assad granted citizenship
to Syrian Kurds, and in 2012, he withdrew
government troops from Kurdish regions, enabling
the Kurds to organize self-governance [2, p. 45].
The Democratic Union Party (PYD), linked to the
PKK, and its armed wing, the People’s Protection

* TeppOpI/ICTI/I‘{eCKaﬂ Oopranusanus, 1eATCJIbHOCTb KOTOpOﬁ 3anpeuicHa Ha TCppUTOpUn Pod.
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Units (YPG), became the dominant political force
in the Kurdish areas. On November 12, 2013, the
creation of an autonomous Kurdish administration
in northeastern Syria was announced [42],
covering three isolated enclaves centered around
the cities of Afrin, Kobani, and Qamishli.

The war and instability in the region led to a
rapid increase in the influence of radical extremist
groups, the strongest of which, the Islamic State,
quickly took control over significant territories in
Iraq and Syria. In response to the terrorist threat,
U.S. President Barack Obama in September 2014
announced the goal of destroying ISIS [47].
By that time, it was already widely recognized
that the Kurdish YPG were among the most
effective forces fighting the Islamic State [11],
and thus their aerial support became a priority for
the coalition against ISIS.

In 2015, the YPG’s offensive in northern
Syria caused strong concern in Ankara. Turkish
President Recep Tayyip Erdogan stated that his
country would not allow the creation of a state
uniting northern Syria and southern Turkey
and accused Kurdish formations of expelling
local populations from occupied territories [15].
A month later, a terrorist attack in the Turkish city
of Surug triggered a chain of events that ended a
two-year ceasefire between Turkey and the PKK.

Simultaneously, relations between Turkey
and the United States were deteriorating. From
Ankara’s perspective, the U.S. was arming
and training a terrorist organization [67] that
threatened the territorial integrity of both Syria
and Turkey itself. In October 2015, with U.S.
support, the Syrian Democratic Forces (SDF)
military alliance was formed, with the YPG as its
primary fighting force. In the same month, Barack
Obama announced the deployment of U.S. troops
to Syria [46], whose main task was to train and
support the SDF units. On April 28, 2016, during
congressional hearings, U.S. Secretary of Defense
A. Carter confirmed «substantial ties» between
the YPG and the PKK, adding that the PKK is
designated as a terrorist organization not only by
Turkey but also by the United States [40].

On March 16, 2016, the creation of the
Democratic Federation of Rojava was announced.
This Kurdish political project aimed to unite the
entire north of Syria, including the lands between
Afrin and the Euphrates River occupied by ISIS.
Despite their mutual hostility, both Damascus and
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Ankara condemned the declaration of autonomy as
an infringement on Syria’s territorial integrity [48].

The U.S. administration’s focus in the
region, besides fighting ISIS, was directed toward
signing the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action
on Iran’s nuclear program. B. Obama was intent
on building a broad coalition to fight the Islamic
State, including Iran and Russia, Damascus’s
closest allies [61], while yielding to pressure
from Iran, which demanded the preservation of
Assad’s regime [17]. Turkey suspected the Obama
administration of intentions to eliminate the Syrian
opposition: the government newspaper Daily
Sabah in early 2016 described how the upcoming
YPG advance along the Turkish border, with the
support of Russian and American air forces, would
cut opposition forces off from Turkey, leaving
them without support in a circle of enemies [23].

Consequently, Turkey was categorically
opposed to the presence of Kurdish forces
on the west bank of the Euphrates, in lands
predominantly inhabited by Arabs and Turkmens,
and, citing the presence of the YPG, refused to
support the SDF offensive on Manbij [43]. After
its liberation from ISIS, Turkey demanded the
withdrawal of Kurdish armed units to the east
bank of the Euphrates.

The terrorist threat, repeatedly mentioned
by Turkish leadership, was not merely rhetorical.
In the first half of 2016 alone, the country suffered
more than ten terrorist attacks, with a total death
toll exceeding one hundred. For instance, on
19 August, in the city of Elazi1g, a car loaded with
explosives detonated near a police station, killing
six people; the PKK claimed responsibility [36].
On August 20, in the city of Gaziantep, an ISIS
suicide bomber detonated an explosive device at
a street wedding, killing 57 people, 34 of whom
were children [14].

In early August 2016, the Turkish leadership
began preparations for a military operation code-
named Euphrates Shield. The legal basis for its
implementation was Article 51 of the UN Charter,
which grants states the right to self-defense.
On August 25, after the operation had already
commenced, Turkish Defense Minister F. Isik
outlined its two primary objectives: to clear the
territory of ISIS and to prevent the unification of
Rojava’s western and eastern cantons [52].

To conduct the operation, the General Staff
of the Turkish Armed Forces deployed the 2™ Field
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Army under the command of Lieutenant General
.M. Temel — specifically, the 5" Armored Brigade,
which had been relocated closer to the conflict
zone in 2012, the 20" Mechanized Brigade, and
the Hakkari Mountain and Commando Brigade
of the 7" Army Corps, stationed in Turkey’s
Kurdish regions near the Syrian border [30].
Lieutenant General Z. Aksakalli was appointed
to command Operation Euphrates Shield on
Syrian territory. The operation was preceded
by extensive diplomatic preparation, including
negotiations with Iran and Russia. R. Erdogan
issued an apology for the 2015 downing of a
Russian aircraft and personally met with V. Putin
in Saint Petersburg on August 9 [34]. This was
also a demonstrative gesture toward Washington,
signaling that Ankara could also reach agreements
with Iran and Russia regardless of the interests of
its NATO allies.

Operation Euphrates Shield commenced
on August 24, 2016. Its first phase involved
the capture of the border town of Jarabulus,
toward which Turkey suspected YPG forces
were advancing from Manbij. Before launching
the offensive, the Turkish military shelled ISIS
positions with artillery, while the Turkish Air
Force struck at least 11 targets [22]. Subsequently,
Turkish armor crossed the Turkish-Syrian border
and linked up with FSA units. Within a few hours,
Jarabulus was captured. The following day,
the General Staff of the Turkish Armed Forces
deployed over 20 additional tanks into Syria to
reinforce its positions.

At that time, the number of ISIS militants in
the area from Azaz to Jarabulus was approximately
15,000-20,000. Furthermore, Abu Ali al-Anbari,
an ISIS representative in Syria, deployed
500 militants from the so-called al-Quds special
unit in the region [25], hoping to stall the Turkish
advance until reinforcements could arrive, if at
all possible to redeploy them to the conflict zone.

The Russian Foreign Ministry stated
that “Moscow 1is seriously concerned by the
developments on the Syrian-Turkish border” [27].
Syrian authorities condemned the invasion by
Turkish troops as a violation of the country’s
sovereignty. Turkish officials, in turn, claimed
they had notified Syria of the operation’s start
through Russian mediation [57]. U.S. Vice
President J. Biden, who arrived in Ankara for
a pre-scheduled visit, expressed support for the

operation and stated that Kurdish units must
withdraw to the east bank of the Euphrates if they
wished to retain U.S. support [9]. On August 25,
U.S. Secretary of State J. Kerry informed Turkish
Foreign Minister M. Cavusoglu that the Kurdish
YPG had begun withdrawing east of the Euphrates
River. Representatives of Operation Inherent
Resolve also announced that Kurdish forces had
retreated to the eastern bank of the Euphrates.

However, earlier on August 24, YPG
spokesperson R. Xelil had stated that Kurdish
forces would not leave the west bank: “No one
can order us to withdraw from our own lands”
[68]. The Jarabulus Military Council (JMC), part
of the SDF, announced its intention to retake the
city from the FSA. One JMC member declared,
“We will not allow some mercenaries to take over
our city. We will liberate Jarabulus™ [12]. On the
evening of August 25, Turkish troops used self-
propelled howitzers to shell an SDF unit advancing
north from Manbij toward Jarabulus [55].

Following the capture of Jarabulus, Arab
rebel groups allied with Turkey, specifically the
Levant Front, a partner of the FSA in the fight
against ISIS, announced that, in alliance with other
opposition forces such as the al-Mutasim Brigade
and the Turkmen Sultan Murad Division, they
would attempt to launch an offensive westward
against ISIS toward al-Bab [50]. Instead, however,
pro-Turkish forces moved south toward Manbij,
targeting SDF positions.

The SDF leadership, represented by General
M. Abdi, decided to suspend the northward
advance of its forces in Syria to avoid civilian
casualties. Nevertheless, the Syrian armed
opposition, supported by Turkey, began seizing
villages previously under Kurdish control.
During the offensive, the FSA and its allies
occupied the villages of Mazaalah and Yousif
Bayk [19], then made an unsuccessful attempt
to take the strategically important hilltop of
Amarna. In response, Arab units within the SDF,
specifically the Northern Sun Battalion, stated
they would send assistance to the Jarabulus
Military Council. Later, one Turkish soldier was
killed after a Turkish tank was struck by an anti-
tank missile fired from the direction of the SDF
Arab units.

On August 28, the FSA, supported by the
Turkish military, launched a massive attack on
SDF positions south of Jarabulus and, on the
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second attempt, captured Amarna Hill and the
village of Ayn al-Bayda. Subsequently, FSA
forces seized the villages of Balaban, Dabisa,
Jeb el-Koussa, Umm Routha, Qusa, Qiratah, and
Maghayer, continuing their movement further
south [6]. During the offensive, according to the
Kurdish Firat News Agency, two Turkish army
tanks were lost after being struck by anti-tank
guided missiles.

According to SOHR and Aleppo24, at least
20 civilians were killed and 50 others sustained
varying degrees of injury during the shelling and
bombing of Jeb el-Koussa. Another 28 civilians
were killed and approximately 30 injured
when Turkish aircraft bombed the village of
Saressat and the small town of al-Amarneh [13].
According to the SDF, their casualties during
this period amounted to four fighters killed and
15 wounded. At the same time, Syrian monitoring
groups reported that the total death toll for August
27 and 28, including civilians, reached at least
70 people [13]. The Turkish Anadolu Agency
reported the elimination of 25 PKK and YPG
militants [66].

On August 29, 2016, the Turkish Armed
Forces, under the command of Lieutenant General
Z. Aksakalli, reached the tributaries of the
Euphrates north of Manbij. [. Ibrahim, chairman
of the Rojava News Agency, stated that Kurdish
forces in the Jarabulus and Manbij areas [60, p. 7]
were receiving the necessary reinforcements to
successfully resist both ISIS militants and Turkish
aggression.

On the same day, B. Rhodes, an advisorto U.S.
President B. Obama, stated that the U.S. government
did not support the movement of Turkish troops
deeper into Syrian territory [45] and opposed the
actions taken by the Turkish military against the
SDF, Washington’s allies. U.S. Defense Secretary
A. Carter, in turn, reported that representatives from
the Pentagon and the presidential administration
had repeatedly communicated on this issue with
Turkish Defense Minister F. Isik and Chief of the
General Staff H. Akar, urging the Turkish military
to concentrate its forces against [SIS militants [20].
U.S. envoy to the anti-ISIS coalition, B. McGurk,
emphasized during a briefing that the military
confrontation between the Syrian Democratic
Forces and Turkey, supported by FSA forces, was
a source of deep concern for Washington [45].
Furthermore, he warned that clashes between the
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SDF and FSA allowed ISIS to find new safe havens
and prepare for future attacks.

In response, Turkish Minister for European
Union Affairs O. Celik declared that no one
has the right to tell his country which terrorist
organization to fight and which one to ignore [32].

Meanwhile, during new attacks, FSA units
captured the remaining SDF positions north of
the Sajur River [64] and, after crossing it, took
several more settlements. As a result, more than
twenty villages in the Jarabulus area came under
FSA control.

On August 30, J. Thomas, a representative
of U.S. Central Command in the region, reported
that the SDF and Turkey had agreed to cease
hostilities. That same day, the Jarabulus Military
Council stated that, with U.S. mediation, they
had also reached a temporary ceasefire agreement
with Ankara [58]. The U.S. welcomed this
pause in fighting. U.S. Army General J. Votel
announced that Kurdish forces had moved
east of the Euphrates in accordance with their
obligations. However, according to Syrian
opposition reports, the ceasefire agreement did
not take effect, although there was a temporary
lull as the parties regrouped their forces for new
engagements. By the end of the day, the Turkish
military reported that one of its tanks near the
Sajur River had been hit by a missile fired by a
missile fired by terrorists whose identity remained
unknown [56].

On August 31, the Chief of the General
Staff of the Turkish Armed Forces, Army General
H. Akar, rejected the ceasefire announcement
made by the United States, stating that Ankara
would accept no compromises regarding those it
considers terrorists. In addition, Prime Minister
B. Yildirim confirmed that the operation would
continue until all terrorists and separatists were
eliminated and the threats to Turkey’s borders and
citizens were completely removed [49].

Meanwhile, ISIS militants launched a
counter-offensive southwest of Jarabulus,
capturing four previously liberated villages:
al-Muhsinli, al-Bulduq, Arab Hassan Saghir,
and Kiliyeh [24].

In early September 2016, Turkish explosive
ordnance disposal specialists continued to clear
mines and improvised explosive devices from
territories retaken from ISIS. At the same time,
Turkish authorities provided humanitarian aid
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to local Arab and Turkmen tribes; however, the
Kurdish civilian population, seeing no difference
between the FSA and ISIS, fled the towns and
villages entered by the Turks and their Syrian
group allies [39].

The spokesperson for the ruling Justice and
Development Party, Y. Aktay, speaking on behalf
of the government, told reporters that Ankara
regards all Western volunteers fighting within
the ranks of Kurdish units as terrorists, regardless
of their nationality, and stated they would be
neutralized at any given opportunity [60, p. 9].

On September 2, the Turkish military
published the weekly results of the military
operation in neighboring Syria. Turkey and the
FSA had conducted approximately 1,200 strikes
against 271 targets of ISIS and Kurdish separatists,
whereas the U.S.-led coalition struck only a few
targets in the combat zone [54]. On the same
day, the leader of the Liberation Brigade, a part
of the Syrian Democratic Forces, A.K. al-Obedi,
defected to the Turkish armed forces. He was
accompanied by approximately 50 fighters [51],
as well as significant financial resources and
military intelligence, specifically regarding the
leading political and military role of the Kurds
within the SDF.

On September 3, Turkey launched the
second phase of Operation Euphrates Shield in
the vicinity of al-Rai in the Aleppo Governorate,
an area that had previously been the site of
prolonged engagements between the FSA and
ISIS. Turkish forces entered Syrian territory from
the adjacent Kilis Province, which had frequently
come under ISIS shelling. The reinforcement
included 3,000 soldiers, 5 armored personnel
carriers, 20 Leopard tanks, and around twenty
trucks, with air support [33]. Simultaneously, the
Hamza Division, a Turkish ally commanded by
S. Balud, reported the capture of several villages,
Kino, Lilawa, Najmat, and Fursan, located south
of Arab Ezza in the Aleppo Province. During this
period, the U.S.-led coalition utilized HIMARS
systems to inflict significant damage on ISIS
military objectives within the combat zone.

By the following day, Turkish forces
advancing toward each other from Jarabulus and
al-Rai linked up, securing all settlements along
the Turkish border. The Syrian Observatory for
Human Rights confirmed that ISIS terrorists no
longer controlled the Turkish-Syrian border. On

September 5, FSA forces, with Turkish assistance,
occupied nine additional villages [31].

On September 7, Turkish Deputy Prime
Minister N. Canikli informed the press that,
despite U.S. assurances, Kurdish military units
had not fully withdrawn to the eastern bank of the
Euphrates River. That same day, at the initiative of
the Turkish authorities, approximately 300 Syrian
refugees returned to Jarabulus and the surrounding
settlements.

Prior to the commencement of a new
offensive, Turkish combat aircraft struck four
terrorist targets in northern Syria. On the same
day, Turkish Foreign Minister M. Cavusoglu urged
the United States to declare a no-fly zone over
northern Syria [10], arguing it would facilitate
the return of refugees and allow local forces to
undergo combat training for the fight against ISIS.
Washington, however, rejected the proposal once
again, maintaining that it would not resolve the
issues on the ground and would ultimately benefit
militants controlling northern Syria.

On September 9, Turkish artillery struck 15
ISIS targets in the locality of Kafr Ghan, whose
positions had been used to shell settlements
in the Kilis Province. A representative of the
General Staff of the Turkish Armed Forces also
reported an aerial operation in the areas south
of Wuquf, Tal Ali, and Tell al-Hawa, resulting
in the destruction of enemy command posts.
Furthermore, the Turkish military released
a casualty report: after a week of fighting,
Turkey had lost three soldiers killed and several
severely wounded [1]. ISIS manpower losses
for September 9 and 10 amounted to at least
20 militants, and three buildings in Tell al-Hawa
used by field commanders as control centers were
destroyed.

During the September battles of 2016, a
scandal erupted between Turkey and the United
States. The controversy arose because the Turkish
military had integrated militants from the Ahrar
al-Sharqiya Brigade into the FSA; these fighters
were previously known as an-Nusra [44, p. 8]
and had fought in alliance with ISIS against
coalition forces. Under pressure from its NATO
ally, the United States, Ankara had no choice but
to withdraw this brigade from participation in
Operation Euphrates Shield. Tensions between
pro-Turkish rebel groups persisted throughout the
second half of September 2016, as some groups
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openly sympathized with SIS and were willing to
provide assistance if necessary. Consequently, one
such group, the Mountain Hawks Brigade, was
removed from the Jarabulus front and redeployed
to less critical sectors in the Hama and Latakia
provinces.

In mid-September 2016, the third phase of
Operation Euphrates Shield commenced with
the offensive against the city of al-Bab. In late
September, FSA units liberated at least 20 villages;
however, due to frequent militant counter-attacks,
these settlements often changed hands, and
casualties among pro-Turkish detachments were
heavy. As a result, the advance on al-Bab was
temporarily halted.

On October 1, 2016, the Grand National
Assembly of Turkey extended for another year
the mandate that authorized the use of the military
abroad and granted the coalition the right to
utilize Turkish airfields and infrastructure against
terrorists.

After a week-long lull, hostilities resumed
with the offensive of Turkish troops and the FSA
against the salient centered around the town
of Dabiq, which held symbolic importance for
ISIS. Within a few days, the villages of Tallat
al-Baydah, Turkman Bareh, and Hurdanah were
liberated.

On October 5, FSA units captured several
more villages and entered the small but
strategically significant town of Akhtarin,
severing the supply route between al-Bab and
Dabiq [64]. Subsequently, the territory between
Akhtarin, Mare, and Kafr Ghan was cleared. On
October 16, FSA forces captured Dabiq, as well
as the town of Sawran and several surrounding
villages.

During this time, ISIS militants were
hastily reinforcing al-Bab. Strategically, the city
was nearly surrounded, yet the encircling forces
were hostile to each other. Syrian government
troops were the closest to the city at 10 km to the
south, yet their main forces were preoccupied
with the siege of Aleppo. From the north, the
FSA, supported by Turkey, prepared an advance.
Meanwhile, the SDF still had hope of uniting
Rojava cantons by advancing on al-Bab from
Afrin and Manbij areas simultaneously.

As a result, the second half of October
witnessed a unique three-way battle in world
history near the city of al-Bab, involving the
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Turkish army and its FSA satellites, Kurdish
insurgents, and militants of the ISIS terrorist
organization. These opposing forces spent several
weeks engaged in mutual attrition. Approximately
three thousand people were killed in this battle,
including at least 400 civilians [60, p. 7].

On October 18, the Northern Thunder
Brigade, part of the Hamza Division led by
S. Balud, issued an ultimatum to the “PKK” and
the “Army of Revolutionaries” within the SDF,
demanding they vacate the Tell Rifaat area within
48 hours [8] or face an attack. The following
day, before the ultimatum expired, Syrian rebels
recaptured villages from ISIS that had separated
them from the SDF and, with Turkish air support,
began advancing on the defensive line held
by Kurdish units in the Tell Rifaat and Shahba
regions.

During the clashes between the SDF and
the FSA, both sides suffered significant losses
without achieving substantial results. On October
20, the Turkish military reported the elimination
of approximately 200 Kurdish YPG fighters.
According to SDF spokesperson T. Silo, only
11 YPG fighters were killed in the battles, though
there were numerous civilian casualties [60,
pp- 9-10]. The Syrian Observatory for Human
Rights reported the deaths of 20 Kurdish fighters
in the conflict with the Syrian rebels.

On October 22, 2016, FSA forces managed
to surround the small town of Shaykh Issa, east
of Tell Rifaat, while Turkish aircraft and artillery
bombarded Kurdish positions. However, SDF
units successfully repelled all FSA attacks over
the following days. The pro-Turkish units were
so demoralized that by late October they not only
ceded several villages to the SDF but also began
surrendering territory to Islamic State militants;
this led the Kurdish side to allege coordination
between pro-Turkish forces and ISIS [28].

Meanwhile, the SDF, in conjunction with
Syrian government troops, launched an offensive
on al-Bab from the west, starting October 28, from
the area north of Aleppo. An advance toward al-
Bab also commenced from Manbij.

Assessing the situation, the command of
Operation Euphrates Shield resumed the offensive
on al-Bab on November 6. Following heavy
fighting on November 14, Syrian rebels entered
the northern outskirts of the city but were unable
to establish a foothold. However, they managed
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to bypass the city from the west, thereby blocking
the SDF advance.

On November 24, a strike on Turkish forces
resulted in three Turkish soldiers killed and ten
wounded [59]. The Turkish military stated that
the attack was carried out by the Syrian Air Force.
Turkish Prime Minister B. Yildirim issued a stern
statement addressed to the Syrian leadership,
indicating that Damascus’s actions would not go
unpunished [5]. Syrian officials denied that their
air force had bombed Turkish positions, while
the Islamic State announced that the strike was
carried out by its suicide bomber.

Throughout December 2016, positional
battles for the city of al-Bab and its surrounding
territories continued between ISIS and pro-
Turkish forces. By the end of the year, the
Turkish army had failed to capture the city,
having sustained serious losses in personnel and
equipment, and needed rest. Nevertheless, FSA
detachments managed to bypass the city from both
sides, severing the highway leading to Manbij.
Although the SDF continued to advance toward
al-Bab from both the west and the east, where the
town of Arima was liberated from ISIS militants,
the unification of Rojava was now becoming
problematic.

On December 29, a ceasefire agreement
between the Syrian government and the armed
opposition, brokered by Russia in coordination
with Turkey, was signed. Syrian Kurdish units
were not included in the list of participants in the
truce [35]. On January 2, 2017, Ankara reported
that Russian aircraft were conducting strikes on
ISIS positions in the al-Bab area. According to
The New York Times, the agreement between
Turkey and Russia for joint action against the
Islamic State was a result of the lack of air
support from the United States. The American side
explained this by stating that Turkey had launched
the offensive on al-Bab without coordination with
its allies [21].

Heavy fighting for al-Bab continued
throughout January. In the second half of the
month, the Syrian government army launched an
offensive on al-Bab from the southwest. Turkish
and Russian aircraft, as well as the coalition air
force, which had finally joined them, struck ISIS
positions simultaneously. On February 9, Russian
aircraft targeted ISIS positions but accidentally
struck Turkish forces, killing three soldiers and

wounding eleven others [37]. Russian authorities
issued a formal apology to Turkey, and the
incident was considered resolved.

By this time, the Syrian government army
was already within three kilometers south of al-
Bab. Turkey announced that it had not agreed
to hand over the city to the Assad regime, after
which Turkish troops and their allies launched
a decisive assault. Following heavy fighting
on February 12, they managed to reach the city
center [18] and capture a key objective, the ISIS
hospital. According to the Turkish military,
the full liberation of al-Bab was only a matter
of time. Over the course of the week, Turkish
sources repeatedly reported military successes
in liberating the city, though reports from
independent sources remained contradictory.

Meanwhile, Turkish President R. Erdogan
announced that the next objectives of Operation
Euphrates Shield would be Manbij and Raqqa [16].
These plans were tied to hopes that the U.S.
administration’s policy would change following
the inauguration of President D. Trump. Turkey
continued to demand the removal of the YPG from
the west bank of the Euphrates and proposed a
joint offensive on Raqqa involving the FSA and
the SDF, provided the latter consisted solely of
Arab formations.

On February 20, during urban combat
in al-Bab, Syrian rebels captured an ISIS
field commander, A.l. al-Fransi [7], who was
implicated in terrorist attacks across Europe.
A powerful new assault followed on February
23, after which the city was finally fully secured.
On the same day, the towns of Bizaah and Qabasin
were also liberated.

The capture of al-Bab came at a high cost for
the Turkish military; according to official data, at
least 60 personnel were killed, several times more
than in all previous phases of Operation Euphrates
Shield combined, and over 10 tanks were lost,
while the original force grouping had to be tripled
during the course of the siege. Casualties among
FSA fighters numbered in the hundreds.

On February 25, FSA forces reached the
demarcation line south of al-Bab, which was
already occupied by government troops advancing
rapidly to the east. On February 27, the Syrian
army linked up with SDF positions east of al-
Bab, effectively blocking pro-Turkish forces from
further advancement deeper into Syrian territory.
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Despite Turkey’s demands and its own
assurances, the United States not only failed
to withdraw Kurdish units from Manbij but
also continued to train and equip them with
hardware [62]. On March 1, in accordance with
the operation’s further objectives, FSA units began
advancing from al-Bab toward Manbij; supported
by Turkish artillery, they engaged in clashes with
the SDF over villages in the Arima district, ending
without result. On March 2, Turkish President
R. Erdogan reaffirmed: “Turkey’s new target in
Syria is Manbij. Manbij is a city which belongs
to Arabs” [29].

However, on the same day, the Manbij
Military Council announced that, through Russian
mediation, an agreement had been reached to
transfer settlements west of Manbij to Syrian
government troops, who would serve as a buffer
between Kurdish and pro-Turkish forces. The
following day, General S.F. Rudskoy of the Russian
General Staff and U.S. Secretary of Defense
General J.N. Mattis confirmed the transfer of
territory under Syrian army control [65]. Starting
March 4, U.S. operational forces were deployed
in Manbij, and a Russian humanitarian convoy
entered the city [38]. By March 6, the Syrian
government army began occupying positions
west of Manbij, replacing SDF units along the
line of contact [41]. Henceforth, both the SDF and
Turkish forces with their Syrian allies complained
of enemy shelling, yet no open hostilities occurred
in the Manbij area.

On March 7, 2017, a meeting was held
between Pentagon representative J. Dunford,
Russian Chief of General Staff V.V. Gerasimov,
and Turkish Chief of General Staff H. Akar
to resolve the situation around Manbij [63].
On March 16, 2017, Turkish Defense Minister
F. Isik stated that seeking a diplomatic solution
to the Manbij problem involving the U.S. and
Russia was a necessity, and a military approach
would only be considered if diplomacy reached
an impasse [53].

On March 29, Turkish Prime Minister
B. Yildirim announced the successful conclusion
of Operation Euphrates Shield. He added:
“If something threatening our security happens in
the future... then this will be a new operation” [4].

Results. According to official data, during
the operation, the Turkish army liberated at
least 2,000 square kilometers of territory and
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eliminated over 3,000 ISIS and YPG militants.
Combat losses for the Turkish army amounted
to 71 killed, while the allied Free Syrian Army
suffered at least 500 fatalities, according to the
Syrian Observatory for Human Rights [26].

In terms of the objectives stated at the
onset of the operation, it was a success for
Turkey: Syrian border regions were cleared of
ISIS, and the possibility of creating a unified
Kurdish autonomy stretching from Iraq to the
Mediterranean Sea was practically eliminated.
Furthermore, a safe zone was established for
Syrian allies and for the return of some refugees,
who represent a factor of social instability within
Turkey. Turkey also positioned itself as a protector
of Sunni Arabs and Turkmens.

However, the underlying problems
that prompted the operation were not fully
resolved. The terrorist threat was not completely
eradicated. The threat of Kurdish separatism
did not diminish, as the United States not
only continued to support the YPG but also
demonstrated a readiness to protect them
regardless of the interests of its NATO ally.
On the other hand, growing alienation from
the U.S. created an opportunity for Turkey to
act in its own interests, deciding the fate of its
neighbor on equal terms with key players — the
U.S., Russia, and Iran — and seeking advantages
through various diplomatic configurations.
Overall, the results of the operation for Turkey
were ambiguous, creating the prerequisites for
similar operations in the future.

The Kurdish Democratic Union Party and
its armed units once again proved their combat
effectiveness. The YPG retained Manbij and
became the primary force of the coalition in the
future Raqqa operation, from which Turkey’s
participation was now excluded, providing an
opportunity to increase their influence in eastern
Syria. However, their main political goal, a unified
Syrian Kurdistan, became unattainable for the
foreseeable future.

The primary losing party as a result of
Operation Euphrates Shield was the United
States, which squandered its political capital in an
attempt to oppose Turkey, its traditional regional
ally. The main winning party was Russia, which
no longer faced a unified Western coalition but
rather separate powers with distinct interests that
could be negotiated with individually.
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Abstract. Introduction. The article examines the features of current international processes in the Middle
East region, which are largely associated with the ongoing antagonism of various regional actors. Arab-Israeli
contradictions and the confrontation between Iran and the Arab states and Israel are one of the key variables in the
analysis of the military-political situation in the Middle East. These collisions are often based on the narrative of
metus hostilis (“feeling of the enemy”), which forms the corresponding agenda and is aimed at justifying the policy
of a particular state. Methods and materials. During the preparation of the article, the authors used a scientific
approach that interprets international relations through the emotional component (“geopolitics of emotions”).
Also, the methodological basis of the work was the theory of securitization, which considers security as a form of
discursive practice. Analysis. Currently, the Middle East region is experiencing a phase of escalation in relations
between various states of the region, associated with the aggravation of the Palestinian-Israeli conflict and a direct
clash between Israel and Iran, in which other countries of the region also took an indirect part. At the same time,
before the new round of confrontation, Arab-Israeli and Saudi-Iranian peace initiatives were being implemented,
which allowed us to speak with moderate optimism about a potential reduction in tensions in the region. However,
the current events in the Middle East have once again actualized the metus hostilis principle in regional international
processes. Results. The authors conclude that, despite the efforts made to de-escalate tensions in the Middle East, the
region remains an arena of ongoing confrontation between various states. As practice has shown, the Arab-Israeli
and Iranian narratives, due to their deep roots in many Middle Eastern processes, cannot be eliminated immediately
and must undergo a long-term test of their durability and effectiveness. This is especially true in the context of a
constantly changing regional agenda and a transforming external environment. The global context and the constant
increase in tensions between leading international actors can also contribute to the continued relevance of the
emotional component of Middle Eastern geopolitics. As a result, the current reshaping of relations between regional
states is an attempt to address the most pressing and long-standing issues based on the narrative of metus hostilis.
Authors’ contribution. D.A. Mirgorod developed the content of the article and carried out its general scientific
editing. E.F. Parubochaya analyzed the features of modern international processes in the Middle East based on the
influence of the “enemy feeling” factor.

Key words: Middle East, geopolitics of emotions, narratives, Arab-Israeli normalization, Iran-Saudi accords,
metus hostilis.
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HAPPATHUB METUS HOSTILIS («4YBCTBO BPAT A») —
OCHOBA COBPEMEHHBIX MEXAYHAPOJIHBIX ITPOHECCOB
BJAUKHEI'O BOCTOKA

Jenuc Anexcanaposuy Mupropon

[TaTuropckuii rocy1apcTBEHHbIN yHUBEpCHUTET, I. IIsTuropck, Poccuiickas ®eneparust

Enena ®enoponna Ilapyoouas

Bosrorpanckuii rocyaapcTBeHHBINM YHUBEPCUTET, I. Bonrorpan, Poccuiickas ®@enepatiust

AHHoOTauus. Beedenue. B cTarbe paccMaTpuBaloTCs 0COOCHHOCTH TEKYIIUX MEKIYHAPOIHBIX MPOIECCOB
B peruone brmxaero BocTtoka, KOTopble B 3HAUUTEIBHON CTEIICHH CBA3aHBI C MPOIOIKAIONIIMCS aHTarOHU3MOM
Pa3IMYHBIX PETHOHATBHBIX aKTOPOB. Apabo-U3panIbCKUe MPOTUBOPEUHS, MTPOTHBOCTOsTHIE Mpana ¢ apabckumu
rocyznapcTBamu U V3pausem SBISIOTCS OHOM U3 KIIFOUEBBIX TEPEMEHHBIX aHAJIN3a BOCHHO-TTOTUTHYECKOiT 00cTa-
HOBKH Ha bimkaem Boctoke. B 0CHOBE yKka3aHHBIX KOJUTH3HMH HEPEIKO JICKHUT HappaTuB metus hostilis («ayBcTBO
Bparay), KOTOpbIi ()OPMHUPYET COOTBETCTBYIOIIYIO MTOBECTKY M HampaBiieH Ha 000CHOBaHME MOJUTHKH TOTO WIIN
WHOTO TocynapcTBa. Memoos: u mamepuansl. IIpu TOATOTOBKE CTAaTbH aBTOPAMHU MPUMEHSUICS HAYYHBIA MTOIXO,
TPAKTYIOUIH MEXTyHapOIHbIC OTHOIICHHUS Yepe3 SMOLMOHAIBHYIO KOMITIOHEHTY («TeOTOIUTHKA AIMOINI»). Takxke
METO/IOJIOTHYECKYI0 OCHOBY pabOTHI COCTAaBMIIA TEOPUS CEKbIOPUTU3ALINH, KOTOpAsi paCCMaTpUBAeT obecIieueHue
0€30MacHOCTH Kak GopMy JUCKYPCUBHOM MPaKTUKU. Arnanus. B HacTosiee BpeMs biamkanii BocTok nepexxuBaer
(ha3y cKayalyy B OTHOILICHUSX MEXKy Pa3IMYHBIMU rOCYIapCTBAMHU, CBSI3aHHYIO ¢ 000CTPEHHEM IaIeCTHHO-U3-
panIbCKOro KOH(IIMKTA M MPSIMBIM CTOJIKHOBEHHEM Mexay V3pamiem u MpaHoM, B KOTOPOM OIOCPEIOBAHHOE
ydJacTre MpHHUMAIH U IPyTHE CTPaHbI pernoHa. Bmecre ¢ TeM 10 HOBOTO BUTKA MPOTHBOCTOSHUS PEATH30BBIBAIIICH
apabo-n3pansIbCKHE U CayTOBCKO-UPAHCKIE MUPHBIC HHUITUATHBBI, KOTOPBIE TIO3BOJISUTH C YMEPEHHBIM ONITUMHU3MOM
TOBOPHTH O MOTEHIMAIHLHOM CHIKCHUHU HANIPSHKEHHOCTH B pernone. OnHako TeKymre coobrtus Ha biamkaem Boc-
TOKE BHOBb aKTyaJIM3UPOBAIIH ITPpUHIKI metus hostilis B pernoHanbHbIX MEXK/yHAPOIHBIX Mpolieccax. Pesyibmansoi.
ABTOpaMH ieaeTcs BBIBO, YTO, HECMOTPS Ha MPEANPUHSTHIC YCHIIHS 110 IedCKaJIalliH HAaIPsDKeHHOCTH Ha biirokHeM
BocToke, pernoH octaeTcst apeHoH COXpaHSIOLIETOCs MPOTHBOOOPCTBA PA3TIMYHBIX TOCYIapCTB. Apabo-U3panIbCKUi
Y MPAaHCKHUI HappaTHBBI, KaK MOKa3alia MPaKTHKa, B CUITy CBOEH POYHON CBS3M CO MHOTHMH OJIYKHEBOCTOYHBIMHU
MIPOIIECCAMU COXPAHSIOT CBOIO aKTyaJIbHOCTH M JOJKHBI IPOUTH JUTUTEIBHBIHN ATAIl TPOBEPKH HA JOJITOBEYHOCTD
JIEECIOCOOHOCTh. ITO OCOOCHHO aKTYaJIbHO B YCIOBHUSIX TTOCTOSTHHO MEHSIFOIICHCS PETHOHATLHOM TTOBECTKH JTHS U
TpaHcHOPMHUPYIOIIEHCs BHENTHEH 00CTaHOBKH. [ T0OANBHBIN KOHTEKCT U MMOCTOSTHHOE 000CTPEHHE HAMTPSKEHHOCTH
MEX/Ty BEAYIINMHU MEXITyHAPOAHBIMUA UTPOKAMH TaK)Ke MOTYT CIIOCOOCTBOBATh COXPAHEHUIO aKTyaJIbHOCTH 3MO-
LMOHAIBHON COCTABIISIONICH ONMKHEBOCTOYHOM IeONOIUTHKH. B pesynbrare HRIHENTHIS TepecTpoiika OTHOIICHHH
MEXJTy TOCYAapCTBaMHU PETHOHA TPEACTaBIACT COOON MOMBITKY pelIeHus Hanbosiee OCTPBIX M JaBHUX MPOOIIeM,
OCHOBaHHYIO Ha HapparuBe metus hostilis. Bkiad asmopos. JI.A. Mupropoj pa3paboran CTPyKTYpy CTaTbu M
OCYIIECTBHII ee 00IIyIo HayuHyto peaakiuio. E.®. [Tapybouas mpoananu3upoBaga 0COOEHHOCTH COBPEMEHHBIX
MEXAYHapOIHbIX TporeccoB Ha bimkaem BocToke Ha ocHOBE BIHSIHUS (DaKTOpa «4yBCTBA Bparay.

KuaroueBsble ciioBa: baokxanii BocTok, reononuTrka 3MOIii, HappaTUBHI, apado-n3panibcKas HopMalIn3alus,
MpaHo-cayJJ0BCKKe coraieHus, metus hostilis.

HurupoBanue. Mupropoa /1. A., [lapyoouas E. ®. Happarus metus hostilis («4yBcTBO Bpara») — 0oCHOBa
COBPEMEHHBIX MEX/yHapOAHBIX TporeccoB bimknero Bocroka // BectHuk Bonrorpazackoro rocynapcTBeHHOTO
ynuBepcutera. Cepus 4, Vcropus. Pernonosenenue. MexayHnapoansle otHomenus. — 2026, — T. 31, Ne2. —
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BBenenue. Ananus crnenuduku pa3BUTHUS TEPPUTOPHUATBHBIX CIIOPOB, MEKHAIMOHATBHBIX
bmxknero BocTtoka 1mo3BosisieT TOBOPUTH O TOM, 1 MEKKOH(ECCHOHABHBIX MPOTUBOPEUHii, CBO-
YTO MEKTOCYAapCTBEHHbIE OTHOILICHHS B pETUOHE €ro pojia HaCIEACTBEHHOCTh [IMBUIN3ALIMOHHOTO
BO MHOTOM CBSI3aHBI C SMOLMOHAJIBHON KOMIIO- MIPOTUBOCTOSHUS 32 PEeATU3alHI0 BU3AHTHICKO-
HeHTOH. COBOKYITHOCTh pacTSHYThIX BO BpEMEHU ro — apabCKOro — OCMaHCKOIO — €BPOIEHCKOro
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(KOJIOHM3aTOPCKOT0) — COBETCKOIO U MHBIX MHUPO-
MIPOEKTOB, 0Opb0a 3a pernoHaabHOE JHUIECPCTBO,
BOBJICYEHHOCTH B ONIM>KHEBOCTOUYHBIEC MPOLIECCHI
3HAYUTEILHOTO KOJIMYECTBA BHEIIHUX YYaCTHUKOB
MOPOJHUIIN CIOKHYIO CHCTEMY B3aUMOOTHOILIE-
HUU MEXIy ToCyJapcTBaMHU PErHOHa, KOTopas
3a4acTyl0 OCHOBBIBACTCS HA aleJUIMPOBAHUH K
0a30BbIM KOJJIEKTUBHBIM «4yBCTBaM U SMOLIHSIM)
py 00OCHOBAHUH TOH MJIM MHOH CTpaHOM cBOEH
BHEIIHETIONIMTHYECKON cTpareruu. Tak, «cTpax
nepen Bparamu (metus hostilis)» kak Ha BHYTpH-,
TaK ¥ BHEIIHEPETHOHATIHHOM YPOBHSIX BO MHOTOM
XapaKTepHu3yeT COBPEMEHHYIO IeONONUTUKY birk-
Hero Bocroka. OTMETHM, YTO «IMOLIMS CTpaxay,
KaK TeorNoIUTHIECKast KaTeropusi, Iae cTpax ymo-
TpeOsieTcs] B IIMPOKOM 3HAYEHHH, a HE TOJBKO
KaK «CTpax Iepejl BparamMmm, siBIsIeTCsl BOCIIPUHH-
MaeMoil mepeMeHHo yrpo3 [34, p. 146], uto mo-
3BOJISIET HAM HCIIOJIb30BaTh KOHCTPYKTUBUCTCKUN
anmapar JJisl ONMCAHMS CIOXKETOB, OTHOCSILIHXCS,
KaK CYMTAETCs, K TPAJULUOHHO PeaTuCTHIECKON
napagurme MeXIyHapOIHbIX OTHOLICHHUH.

Hogeiimast ucTopust peruoHa TECHO CBSI3aHa
C UCIOJB30BAaHUEM YKa3aHHOTO BHEIIHEOJIH-
THYECKOI0 MOTHBA, CTaBIIETO OAHOW M3 JIOMU-
HaHT OJMXHEBOCTOYHOT'O T'€OMOJTUTHYECKOTO
KOHCTpYyKTa. TeKyIuii aTan pa3BUTHI CHCTEMBI
MEXAYHApOAHBIX OTHOIICHUH Ha BiamkHem
BocToke mo3BosisieT rOBOPUTH O TOM, YTO OHa
TaK WM MHAYe CBS3aHa C OCTOSHHBIM TOMCKOM
00BEIMHSIOIIET0 Bpara, KOTOPbIid KOHCONMUANPYET
oTpeJieIeHHbIe peTnoHanbHble cuilbl. ClenyeT
Taxke 100aBuTh, 4yTo metus hostilis umeer u
BHEIIHIOIO ITPOEKIHIO, KOTIa OJMKHEBOCTOUHBIE
rocyJapcTBa Ha OCHOBE «IMOLHI BHICTPAUBAIOT
CBOM OTHOILEHUS C KPYITHBIMH BHEPETHOHAIIbHBI-
MH HI'POKaMH, KOTOPBIE, B CBOIO OUEPEb, TAKKE
AKTHBHO HCIOJIB3YIOT NOA00HYIO apryMEHTAIHIO
MpU peau3annuy CBOEH OIMKHEBOCTOYHOH MO-
nuTukd. TakuM o0pa3om, Ledbl0 HacTOsALICH
CTaThH SBISICTCS BBISBJICHUE TOTO KaK HApPaTHB
metus hostilis hopmupyeTcs 1 BOCIPOU3BOAUTCS
KJIIOYeBBIMU akTopamu bimxaero Boctoka, a
TaKKe AETEPMHUHALMHN €T0 BIMSHUS Ha TUHAMHKY
COBPEMEHHBIX MEKAYHAPOAHBIX MPOLECCOB pe-
IHOHa (dCKaJallMu U AedCKaTalui KOHQIUKTOB,
MMOCTPOCHHE COIO30B, JIETUTUMALUIO BHEILIHE-
MOJMTHYECKUX PEIICHUH U TpaHcHOpMaLHIO
PETMOHANBHOTO MOPSAKA).

MeToabl U MaTepHAJIbI. DMOLMOHATbHAS
KOMITOHEHTA, [10 MHEHHIO 3HAYUTEIILHOTO KOJIHYe-

CTBa aBTOPOB, SIBIISIETCS IOCTOSIHHBIM CITy THUKOM
MeXIyHapOJHBIX OTHOLIEHHH, GpopMHUpOBaHUE
KOTOPBIX COMPOBOXKIAETCSI PETYIIIPHBIM TTOMCKOM
rocyapcTBaMH HEOOXOMMOHN apryMEHTALUH IPU
NPUHSATUU BHEITHENOTUTHUECKUX perneHuit [13,
p. 31-33]. [lonobuoe obocHoBanue TpelyeT-
csl KaKk JUIsi KOHCONUJAMK oOLIecTBa BHYTPH
CTpaHbl, TaK M ISl TPAHCISIHUU MOTHBOB BO
BHEIHIOKO cpeay. HayuHble HampaBieHus coBpe-
MEHHOH TEOpUH MEKAYHApOIHBIX OTHOILICHUH,
CBSI3aHHBIE C BONPOCOM AMOIMI, KaK MPaBUIIO,
ONEPUPYIOT YYBCTBAMHU CTpPaxa, YHUIKCHUS H
HaJEX/Ibl, KOTOpbIe HEPEIKO MOTYT OOBSCHATH
BHEILHEIOJIUTHYECKYIO KYJIbTYpPY Pa3iudHBIX
rocynapctB [25]. B »ToM KOHTEKCTE OIHOU U3
HanboJee pacipoCTPaHEHHBIX MOJUTUYECKUX
MPaKTUK B UCTOPHUHM SIBISAETCS (pUKcauus Ha Ha-
JMYUH TIOCTOSHHOM BHEITHEH YIpo3bl, 3a4acTyIO
[IEPCOHAIN3UPOBAHHON B BHUJE ONpeAesIeHHOMN
CTpaHbl (HapUMep, «UMIIEPHS 371a»).
®dokycrupoBaHUe Ha KOHKPETHBIX yIpo3ax,
HMMEIOIMX CTPAHOBYIO IPHHALIEKHOCTD, COO0pa-
3yeTcsl B TOM UHCJIE C TeOpUEil CEKbIOPUTH3ALINH,
KOTOpas paccMmaTpuBaeT oOecreueHune dezomnac-
HOCTH Kak ()OopMy TUCKYPCUBHOM npakTuku [10].
JpyruMu cioBaMH, MPaKTUKa CEKbIOPUTH3ALNT
MpeAroaraeT BblICIeHUEe Haubolee pesieBaHT-
HBIX yrpo3 0€30MacHOCTH Ha MPUHIUIAX MOJHU-
THUYECKOH BOJIM M BEIOOpa KOHKPETHBIX aKTOPOB,
OTBEYAIOLINX 32 ITPOILIECC BBIPAOOTKH U IPUHSTHS
MOJIMTUYECKUX PELICHUI. /{715 yCenHoM CeKbIo-
PHUTH3AIMHI OTIPEACTICHHOM MPOoOIeMBbl HOIUTHYE-
CKH aKTOP JOJKEH YCTAHOBHUTB ITPOYHYIO CBS3b
C 1IeTIEBOH ayauTopHel (BHyTpEHHEE U MEXKTyHa-
pOAHOE COOO0IECTBO), Oe3 KOTOPOH peanu3anus
MOJUTUKH TOCYAapCcTBa B 00J1acTh 6€301acCHOCTH
MOJKET OKa3aThCs MPOBaJIbHOM [2, p. 22]. IMeH-
HO MOJTOMY B MEXAYHAPOAHBIX OTHOIIEHUSX
HEPEJKO MOXKHO CTOJIKHYThCS C dKCIUTyaTauuei
KOJUIEKTHBHBIX KOMIUIEKCOB, SMOLMH, BKIIOUas
«CTpax», KOTOpbIe OBICTpee HaXOAAT OTKIUK Y
«0OBIBaTENS» U MO3BOJISIIOT ONIEPaTHBHEE BOILIO-
LIaTh B )KU3Hb Pa3IMYHbIEC CTPATETHYECKHIE LICIIH.
Omnpenensolee 3Ha4€HUE B ’TOM CMBICIIE,
noiaraeM, ooperaeT NpakKTHYECKHH HHCTPY-
MEHTapHii, UCTIONB3YEMBIH TSl KOHKPETH3aluu
MpeANPUHIMAEMBIX TOCYIapCTBOM IIaroB Ha
MEXIyHapoJHOH apeHe. B kauecTBe TakoBOro
MOT'YT BBICTYTIATh HAPPATHUBBI, KOTOPHIE MOy YHIN
LIMPOKOE PACIPOCTPAHEHHE B TOJTUTHUECKOH PH-
TOPHKE ¥ TEOPHH MEKAYHAPOAHBIX OTHOLLICHUH.
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B camom o011eM BHie OHU IPEACTABIISIOT COOOH
Ha0oOp MIEONOrHYECKUX, HHPOPMALIMOHHBIX,
KOMMYHUKAIIMOHHBIX M MHBIX COMYTCTBYIOLIMX
HHCTPYMEHTOB, KOTOPBIE TIOJIUTHYECKUE aKTOPHI
HCTIONIB3YIOT ISl IPOJABMKEHHS CBOMX MHTEpe-
COB, LICHHOCTEH ¥ CTPEMJICHU K OIIPEEIIEHHOMY
MEKIyHApOAHOMY MOPSIIIKY, YIIPABIISS OXKHIaHU-
SIMU 11€JIEBOH ayAMTOPHH ¥ U3MEHSS AUCKYPCHB-
Hyto cpeny [23].

OO0BbeqMHSAIONIMM Pa3TUYHbIC IMOIIMOHATb-
HO OKpallleHHbIE MOJAXOABI K MEXIyHapOIHBIM
MPaKTHKaM, TToJlaraeM, MOKHO CUUTATh HAPPaTHB
«cTpaxa nepen Bparamu (metus hostilis)», koTo-
PBII XOPOIIO U3BECTEH €lIe [0 UCTOpHOrpaduu
Pumckoit Umnepun [17, p. 123] u xotopsiit
COXpaHsIET CBOIO aKTyaJbHOCTh M B HACTOSIIEE
BpeMs. B 3Toil cBA3M XapakTepuCTHKa TeOnoNu-
THYECKUX peanuii COBPEMEHHBIX MEXIyHapOJ-
HBIX OTHOILEHUH, BKJIIOYas UX PErHOHAIBHYIO
COCTaBJISIIONIYI0, MOKET OCHOBBIBATHCS W Ha
aHaJM3e Pa3IUYHBIX SMOLMOHAIBHBIX ACTIEKTOB
BHeIHel nonmuTHkH. OcOOSHHO aKTyalleH aHaN3
HapparuBa metus hostilis 1y Hanbonee ko pIMK-
TOTCHHBIX PErMOHOB MHpA, IMOIPa3yMEBAIOIINX
HaJINYKe 3HAYUTEIBHOTO KOJTMYECTBA 00OIOIHBIX
MPETEeH3UI MEK/TY UX TOCyAapCTBaMHu (HalprMep,
brnvwoxumii Boctok). Hapsiny ¢ atum Tpebyercs
yKa3aTh Ha TO, YTO CaMO TIOHSTHE «CTPax» B CUILY
ero abCTPaKTHOTO XapakTepa TPYAHO BHEAPSTH
B HCCIIEIOBATENLCKUM anmapar AJsl BbISBICHUS
0Cs13aeMbIX I3MEHEHHH B ITapaMeTpax pa3InIHbIX
MOJICHCTEM MEXIYHApOIHBIX OTHOMeHuH. On-
HaKO BBIJEJICHHE YMOLHOHAIBFHOIO KOMIIOHEHTa
CIOCOOHO YCHITUTh KOMIIEKCHOCTh aHAJIM3a pa3-
JIUYHBIX PETHOHAIBHBIX MPOLIECCOB.

Anaau3. B coBpeMeHHOM MHpeE CI0XKHO
MIPEJICTABUTh ce0e PEruoH, 00JIee N300Iy FOIIN I
BHYTPEHHUMH MPOTUBOPEUYHUSIMHU M BHEIIHUMHU
npereH3usiMu, yem bmwkauii Boctok. Ocoben-
HOCTH OTHOILIEHUH TOCYAapCTB PETHOHA 3a4aCTYIO
CTPOSITCSI HA OCHOBaHHH KOH(IIUKTA HApPaTHBOB,
KOTOpBIE ChOPMUPOBAIHCEH MO BIUSHHEM CyMMBI
criequ()UUECKUX PETUTHO3HBIX, STHOKY/IBTYPHBIX,
HCTOPHYECKHX, JTOTHCTUYECKUX, PECYPCHBIX U
nHbIX (hakTopoB. HoBeilmas ncropusi Mexmay-
HApOIHBIX OTHOLICHUH PETrHOHa, KOTOPYIO, MO-
Jlaraem, 1eJecoo0pa3zHo OTCUUTHIBATH C MOMEHTA
o0peTeHus OIMKHEBOCTOUHBIMU TOCYAaPCTBAMHU
HE3aBUCHMOCTH TIOCJIE paclaja KOJIOHHAITbHON
CHCTEMBI, OTJIMYAETCSl YacThIM OOpalleHueM K
HMOLIMSIM TP BBIPAOOTKE U IPUHSATUHU BHEILTHETIO-

. A. Mupeopoo, E.®@. [lapybouas. Happatus metus hostilis («ayBcTBO Bparay)

auTnyeckux pemenuit [33]. Ilpu aTom HappaTus
«cTpaxa nepes BparaMm» Ha POTSKEHUH JIECSTU-
JeTHii ocTaBascsi 0a30BOM UepTOl pernoHaIbHOTO
MOJIUTUYECKOTO PA3BUTHSL.

Tak, BIJIOTh A0 Kpaxa MOMYJSPHOIO B
MMOCTKOJIOHHAJIBHBIX 00IIeCTBaX PEeruoHa Mmpo-
eKTa apabckoro HalpMoHanu3Ma (maHapaduzma)
B cepeaune 1970-X IT., KOTOPBIA OKEH OBITh
KOHCOJIUJPOBATH U B MEPCIIEKTUBE UHTETPUPO-
BaTh apaOckue rocynapctsa bmkaero Boctoka
u CeBepHo# AdpuKH, ITTABHOM JBIKYIIEH CHIION
pPErnoHAJBbHBIX MEXIYHapOAHBIX OTHOIIEHUN
Ob110 apaOCKOE CIIOUEHNE BOKPYT «CHOHUCTCKOM
yrpo3s» [27, p. 19-20]. Boennsie ycnexu 13-
pawis, a TakKe napajjieJbHble U3MEHEHUS B BO-
€HHO-TTOJIMTUYECKON 1 SKOHOMUYECKON HepapXuu
apabCKHUX CTpaH PErHoHa HECKOJIBKO CMSTYHIIH
OCTPOTY apabo-U3PanIIbCKUX TPOTUBOPEUHIA, HO
MIOJIHOCTBHIO HE CMOIJIM BBIBECTH ATy MEPEMEH-
HYIO 32 CKOOKHM T'€OTIONIMTHYECKOTO YPaBHEHUS
Bbmwxaero Boctoka. O6 3TOM, B 4aCTHOCTH, CBU-
JETENbCTBYIOT ONPOCHI OOLIECTBEHHOTO MHEHU S,
MIPOBOANMBIE B apaOCKHUX TOCYJapCTBax, B YaCTH
13 KOTOPBIX M3panib 3aHUMAaET NEPBYIO CTPOUKY
B CIIMCKE CTPaH, NPEICTABIISIFOIINX HANOOIBIIYIO
yrpo3y PErHOHY U SIBISIOLIMXCS BPaXXaAeOHBIMU
Kk apabckomy mupy [40]. CornacHo «MHaekcy
apabckoro MHeHUsI — 2025, monuTtuka W3panis
paccMaTpuBaeTcsl Kak yrpos3a 0e30MacHOCTH U
crabunbHoCcTH peruoHa [7]. COOTBETCTBEHHO,
apabo-u3panIbCKUii KOH(IUKT, OCHOBAHHBIN B
TOM UYHCJIE Ha UyBCTBE «CTpaxa Mepes] BparaMmm»,
B 3HAUUTEJIBHOW CTENEHM CTall OHOM U3 KOH-
CTaHT, HEMIPEMEHHO YUYUTHIBAEMBIX IIPU aHAJIHN3E
JUHAMHMKH PETMOHATBHBIX MEKIYHAPOIHBIX OT-
HoIIeHuM [28].

YyscTBo BpakaeOHocTH Ha bimknem Boc-
TOKE TPAJAULIMOHHO UMEET U PEIUIHO3HBIN MOJ-
TeKCT. CYHHUTCKO-IIUUTCKOE MPOTUBOCTOSHUE
HAIIJIO CBOE BOIUIOLIEHUE HE TOJILKO BO BHYTPH-
rocynapcTBeHHbIX kpusucax (Mpax, Cupust, bax-
pEeiH), HO U B MEXXTOCYIapCTBEHHBIX KOJUTH3HSX.
OtueTnuBas NoNsApr3aLysl MyCyIbMaHCKOTO MUpa
B pErHoHE MPOCIIEKHUBACTCS B (POPMHPOBAHUU
MOJTUTHKO-TeOrpapuIeCcKOro MPOEKTa «ITMUTCKON
ocH» (KIIUUTCKAsL Oyra», «IIMUTCKUH MOTyMe-
CSII»), KOTOPBIN B HACTOSIIEE BPEMsI ITEPEKUBACT
KPHU3UCHOE COCTOSIHUE M3-3a CMEHBI BIACTH B
Cupuu ¥ MUKBUAAIMK OBIBIIETO PYKOBOACTBA
Xe36ombl B JIuBane. Bmecte ¢ TeM akTUBHBIE
JIefiCTBUS XyCHTOB B MleMeHe 103BOISIOT TOBOPHTS
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0 COXpaHSAIOLIENCs aKTYaJIbHOCTH JJAHHOTO TPOEK-
Ta. [lo MHEHNIO MHOTHX DKCIIEPTOB, TAHHBIH L1ar
crai peakuuei MpaHa Ha U3paniibCKylo yIpo3y U
Ha aKTHBHBIN POCT HOBBIX «CYHHHTCKHX) PEruo-
HaNBHBIX JepkaB [5]. Cpeau HUX MOYKHO BBIICTUTD
CaynoBckyto ApaBHio, KOTOpasl cMoria IMoj-
KpENUTh CBOI €CTECTBEHHBIN CTATyC JTyXOBHOTO
LEHTPA MOJUTUIECKUMH aMOULIUSIMH, CBSI3aHHBI-
MU C NpHUpAIIEHUEM 3KOHOMUUYECKON U BOSHHOM
MoIIH. 3a4acTy0 HIMEHHO oOpalleHne K KoHdec-
CHOHAJIbBHOMY acIleKTy — HalpuMep, MOIAEpKKa
Pa3IMYHBIMHU FOCYAAPCTBAMH PAIMKAIBHBIX PEITH-
MO3HBIX TPYNIUPOBOK — CTAHOBUTCS IPUYNHON
3aKpeIICHUS SMOLMOHAIBHBIX HAPPATUBOB, B TOM
yucae metus hostilis, B reononutuke bimkaero
Bocroxka. K 3ToMy ciienyer n00aBUTh, 4TO B
peruoHe AeHCTBYeT CYLIECTBEHHOE KOJINYECTBO
MEXIYHApOJHBIX TEPPOPUCTUUECKUX OpraHu3a-
LU, KOTOpbIE, XOTh U SBISIOTCS aKTOpaMH BHE
CYBEPEHHTETA, B 3HAUNTEIHHOMN CTENICHU BIUSIOT
Ha JAWHAMHKY MEXIYyHapOIHBIX OTHOLICHHN Ha
bmmxaem Bocroke. [1pu a3Tom nx ¢pyHKIIHOHHPO-
BaHME HAMPSIMYIO CBA3aHO C HAPPATHBOM OOPHOBI
MPOTUB «BparoB» («HEBEpHBIX») [35, c. 212].

Apabo-u3pamsibCKuil pakTop U KoHpeccH-
OHAJIbHBIN ACIIEKT B KOHTEKCTE SIMOL[MOHATIBHOTO
KOMIIOHEHTa (hOpMHUPOBaHHS / TpaHCcHOopMaLuu
PErHOHANBHON CHUCTEMBI MEXIYyHApOIHBIX OT-
HOILIEHUI MOTYT MMETh pa3jMyHbId MacmTao,
YTO OTPaXKaeTCsl KaKk Ha CBSI3SX MEXKIy ONpese-
JICHHBIMHU TOCYIapCTBaMH, TaK W Ha CO3JaHUHU
MPOTHBOOOPCTBYIOMIMX COIO30B M KOATHIIHH.
Bmecte ¢ TeM MHOTHE OJMKHEBOCTOYHBIE IO-
cyaapcTBa 001afaloT NJIUTEIbHOW HCTOpHEH
HCKJIIOYMTENIBHO JBYCTOPOHHUX OTHOILIEHUH,
OCHOBAHHBIX Ha HMOIMAX, B TOM YHCJIE «CTpaxa
nepen Bparom». Hanpumep, Typuust npennouna
COTpyIHHYATh ¢ TerepaHoM H3-3a HEAOBEPUS
AHKapbl K CBOMM 3amlaAHbIM HapTHEpam Io-
CJie TIONBITKH TOCYyAapCTBEHHOTO NEPEBOPOTa B
ctpane B 2016 . u monaepxku CIIA kypackux
BOOPY>KEHHBIX rpynnupoBok B Cupuu. B yact-
HOCTH, IPOU30IIIJIO YKPEIIEHHE COTPYAHNYECTBA
10 JITMHUH B3aUMOJICHCTBUS B Pa3JINYHBIX MEXKIY-
HapOIHBIX (opMarax B cepe yperyIupoBaHus
PErHOHAIBHBIX KPU3HCOB (ACTaHMHCKHN MPO-
1ecc), JOMOJHUTEIbHO AHKapa no0uBajach
KoopauHauu ¢ TerepaHoM B BONpPOCE MPOTUBO-
neiicreusa PIIK [12]. B To ke BpeMs cuTyarus
B Cupum yxyamaeTr TypeuKo-UpaHCKH JHUAJIOT,
YTO CBSI3bIBAETCS M C MOCTOSIHHO MEHSAIOIIUMCS

SMOLHOHATBHBIM (POHOM («CTPax», KTHEBY, «CO-
CTpalaHue» U T. A.) IPU BBIPAOOTKE U MPUHATHH
BHEIIIHEMIONUTHYECKUX pemieHuit [20]. 3nech xe
MOYKHO YNOMSIHYTh UCTOPHIO NMPOTHUBOCTOSHUI
Upaxa u Mpana (1980-1988 rr), Typuun u Cupun
(c 20122024 rr.), Uzpauns u Jlusana (2006 1.)
u T. A. Kaxaelii u3 ykazaHHBIX KOH(JIMKTOB B
TON WJIM MHOM CTENEHU COMPOBOXKAAJICST HC-
[10JIb30BAHUEM 3MOLIMOHAIBHBIX HAappPaTUBOB,
HEOOXOAUMBIX Ui (POPMUPOBAHUS KKIOH M3
MPOTHUBOOOPCTBYIOLINX CTOPOH COOTBETCTBYIO-
LIEW JUCKYPCUBHOM CPEbI.

Haxkownen, cpeau rocynapcts bianxknero
BocToka mmpoko pacnpocTpaHeHa MpakTHKa
MOOMIIM3AIIMH CBOMX OOIIECTB MPOTHB BHELITHUX
Y4aCTHUKOB PETHOHAJIBHOTO MOJUTHYECKOTO
npouecca. Tak, B pa3nuuHble BpeMEHHBIE OT-
PE3KH OTPOMHBIN MAaCCHB ITyOJIMYHBIX 3asIBIICHUI
OJMYKHEBOCTOUHBIX JIMICPOB, a TAKKe HAYYHOH
JAUTepaTypsl OB CBSI3aH C aHTH3alaIHBIMU
HappatuBaMu. J[o cux nop Ha bimxzem Boc-
TOKE MOMyJsIpHBI 00BUHEHUS B cTopony CIIIA u
KOJUIEKTUBHOTIO 3arajia B TOM, YTO OHU pa3BA3aIu
BOWHY MPOTHB HCJIaMa 1 apaOCKOTo HAaCEIeHNs, a
TaK)Ke MPOCIIEKUBAETCSA MOCTOSTHHOE ameJINpo-
BaHHeE K KOJIOHHAIbHOMY Tiporuiomy [37]. B atom
OTHOILIEHUH MO’KHO OTMETHUTB U TOMBITKH IIpeI-
cTaBUTh Poccuio Bparom BCero MycCyJIbMaHCKOTO
mupa. Tak, B 2012 1. U3BECTHBIH HCIaAMCKUH
MIPOTIOBEAHUK, MHOTOJIETHUN JTyXOBHBIN JHAEP
¢dbyHIamMeHTanucTcKo oprannzauun «bparbs-
MycylbMaHe» B dpHpe MporpamMMbl Ha rocyaap-
CTBEHHOM KaTapCKOM TeJeKaHaje 3asBUJ, 4TO
«MockBa cTana BparoMm Mciama U MycyJbMaH.
Oma crana Bparom HOMep OJIMH HclamMa U MyCYJlb-
MaH M3-3a CBOETO MPOTUBOCTOSHUS CUPUHCKOMY
Haponay» [26].

Takum oOpasom, naxke KpaTKui aHaiu3
HCTOPUYECKOIO KOMILIEKCAa B3aUMOOTHOILIEHUH
Ha bmmkaem BocToke mo3BossieT rOBOPUTH O
TOM, 4TO Happatus metus hostilis siBsieTcst oqHUM
KITIOUEBBIX (DAKTOPOB PETrMOHATIBLHOTO PA3BUTHSI.
B nacrosmiee BpeMst Mbl HaOJIIOIaEM 32 OUSBHI-
HBIM CJIBUTOM BEKTOpA F€OMOIUTHKU 3MOIMH Ha
brmxaem BocToke, KOTOpBI 00OKIHO CBsI3aH
KaK ¢ U3MEHEHHEM TOYEK MPUIIOKEHHUS SMOLUI
BO BHYTPEHHHX CBA3SX, TaK U C TEKYIIIUMH IJIO-
OanbHBIMH IPE0OPa30BAHUSMH.

B nocaennue roasl Ha bamxaem BocToke
pa3nuyYHbIE TOJUTHUYECKHE UTPOKH AKTHUBHO
MBITATUCH TPAHCPOPMHUPOBATH PETHOHAIBHYIO
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CUCTEMY MEXIYyHAPOJIHBIX OTHOIIEHWH, MEHSI
MpeXKHUE dMOILNOHAIbHbIE HAPPATUBBI U KOJI-
JIEKTUBHBIE COLIMANIbHBIE KOMIUIEKCHI. [1aBHOM
TOYKOW OTCUETa 3TUX MPOLECCOB, MOJIATAEM,
MOYKHO CUMTAaTh MOANUCAHUE MPHU MOCPEIHUYE-
ctBe CIIIA B 2020 . «Cornamenuii ABpaamay,
KOTOpBIE MOJBEIM YEPTY MOJ JJIUTEIbHBIM
[IEPETOBOPHBIM TpolieccoM Mex Ty M3pannem u
HEKOTOPBIMH apaOCKUMH TOCyAapCTBaMu, NpH-
HABIIMMH pEIIeHHE HOPMaJN30BaTh AMAJIOT C
Wepycanumom [15]. CornacHo 3TOMy TOKYMEHTY
OAD u baxpeiin ycranosuiu ¢ Mzpansem noiaHo-
LIEHHBIE TUIIOMaTHYECKKe OTHOLIEeHU. Mapok-
KO, TaKXke npucoennHuBiieecs Kk CoranieHusaM,
B HACTOsII€E BPeMs HaXOJUTCS Ha MYTH COIVIa-
COBAHMUS OTKPBITUS MOCOJBCTB MPHU YCIOBUH,
yto M3paune npusHaeT KOHTpoiab Mapokko Haj
criopHoit 3amanuoit Caxapoit [22]. C mpuBss-
koil k «CornameHusM ABpaama» IUIAHUPYETCS
noanucanue M3panibcko-Cy1laHCKOrO MUPHOTO
JIOTOBOpA, KOTOPBIA TOJHKEH CTaTh MEPBUYHBIM
11aroM Ha MyTH K HaJQ)KUBAHUIO BCECTOPOHHUX
JUTIOMaTHYECKUX KOHTaKTOB.

YacTbio 9KCIEPTHOTO COO0LIECTBA JAHHOE
cOOBITHE XapaKTepu3yeTcs Kak armoxaibHoe [8].
Bo MHOroM 3TO CBSI3aHO € T€M, YTO OTHOILEHUS
Wzpaunns co crpanamu apaOCKOro MUpa MOCTOSTH-
HO HaXOAWJIUCH IOJ JAaBJICHUEM MaJeCTUHCKON
poOIeMbl, KOTOpas JISKUT B OCHOBE apabo-nu3pa-
WJIBCKOTO KOH(IIUKTA, JONTOe BpeMsi ONpe/IelisiB-
LIET0 SMOLMOHAIBHBIA (OH OMMKHEBOCTOYHBIX
MeXTyHApOJHBIX MporeccoB. C MOMEHTa CBOETO
BO3HMKHOBeHUs B 1948 1. 3pawnito ynanocs ycra-
HOBUTbH JUINIOMaTHYECKHE OTHOLIEHHS TOJIBKO C
IByMsI apaOCKUMHU rocynapcTBamu — Erunrom u
Wopnanueit B 1979 u 1994 rr. cOOTBETCTBEHHO.
Taxum obpaszom, «Cornamenusi ABpaamay» B
KOHTeKcTe HappaTuBa metus hostilis Ha MOMEHT
MX MOJIUCAaHMsI pacCMaTpUBaJINCh Kak JeHCTBU-
TENBbHO MPOPBIBHBIE, TOCKOIBKY OHH MOIJIU CTa-
OMIN3UPOBATh «IMOLMOHANBHBIHN (DOH» B perHoHe
3a CueT MOCTENEeHHOro pa3MbIBaHMsI 00pa3a apa-
00-M3parILCKOTO KOH(MINKTA, 00BEIUHSIOIIETO
apabCKuil MUp.

[Ipouszomenmniee HakTUUECKH CTANO IO-
MIBITKOM IMOJIHOIIEHHOTO BHeApeHus M3pawmnsa B
nHUIUUpoBaHHbBIN emie B 2004 r. Bamunarronom
MacHITaOHBIH TOJHUTUKO-TreorpaduuIecKuil u
SKOHOMUYECKHH MpoeKT «bounbmoro bauxHero
Bocrtoka». HacTe aHaNIUTHKOB paccMaTpUBaiId
9TOT WAl KaK UMIUIEMEHTAIUIO «BBIABUHYTON
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eme B 1993 1. TormaiHuM MUHIUCTPOM HHOCTPAH-
HeIx aen M3pawnns [nmonom [epecom hopmysast
«uedtp [lepcuackoro 3amuBa + erunerckas pa-
Oouas cuia + Typelkas Boja + apaOCkue Karu-
TaJbl + U3PAWIBCKIE MO3TH = TaK Ha3bIBAEMbIN
Hospiit biisxkanit Boctok», npu ee agantauuu K
HOBBIM peanusM [4, p. 16].

Bwmecte ¢ TeM cTpeMiieHrEe CHU3UTD «IMOLIU-
OHAJIbHYIO HATPY3KY» Ha PETUOH Yepe3 HOpMaH-
3aIUI0 apabd0-U3PaANIBCKUX OTHOIICHUH YCHIIAIIO
HapparuB metus hostilis B OTHOIIEHUSX MEXITy
4acThIO OJMIKHEBOCTOYHBIX rocymnapcts ¢ Mpa-
HOM, KOTOPBIN BCETa HEraTUBHO BOCIPUHUMAI
AMEPUKAHCKUE PETHMOHANIbHBIC WHULIUATHUBHI |3,
p. 17]. Antuupanckas noruka «CorameHnn
ABpaamMay 3aKJII09aiach B TOM, YTO Y OCHOBHBIX
YYaCTHUKOB YKa3aHHOTO MEPErOBOPHOIO IPO-
lecca UMEIUCh Pa3IMYHble MOTHBBI YCHJIUTH
namieHue Ha TerepaH, UCXojs U3 COOCTBEHHOTO
BH/JICHUSI KOMIUIEKCA PErHOHAIBHOMN 0e30IacHo-
ctu. Hanpumep, M3paninp Mor o0pecTy BO3MOK-
HOCTh MOCTEMEHHO Pa3peIIUTh MaJeCTUHCKYIO
po0eMy 0e3 pe3Ko HeraTUBHOW 00bEeTUHEHHOM
peakuuu apabCKOro MHpa U TONYYUTh KaK MH-
HUMYM HEUTpanuTeT OOJbIIel 4acTH apabCKux
CTpaH peruoHa B Cllydae BOCHHOH dCKalalluu B
otHoIeHusx ¢ MipanoM. B cBoro ouepens, MoHap-
XUU APaBUKCKOTO MOTYOCTPOBA YCUIIUBAIIU BO3-
MOXKHOCTH I10 HEHTpanu3anuu / MUHUMU3AIUU
«MPAHCKOU YTpO3bl», UCXOASIICH U3 TEPPUTOPUHU
ﬁeMeHa, rrne ¢ 2014 r. mpomoKaeTcs rpaxkaaH-
CKasl BOMHA MEX /1y YaCTUYHO MOAIEP>KUBACMBIMU
HpaHoM NIMUTCKUMHU ITOBCTAHIIAMH (XyCUTAMHK) U
npaBuTeIbCTBEHHBIMU Botickamiu [9]. CLLIA kak
BHEPETHOHAIbHBIN YYACTHUK OJINKHEBOCTOUHBIX
MPOLIECCOB 3HAYUTEIHHO PACIIUPSUIIN KPYT CTPaH,
KOTOpBIC YCUJIMBAIM MOTeHIUan Bamunurrona B
CAEPKUBAHUU MTOTUTUYECKUX U BOGHHO-TEXHOJIO-
rudeckux amOuimii Terepana. Takum oOpazom,
apa0o-u3panuibCKue MHUPHBIC WHUIUATHBBI aK-
TyaJlu3UpoBajIa AHTUMPAHCKYIO [TOBECTKY CpeIu
CYLIECTBEHHOM YacTH CTpaH peruona. bomuee toro,
AHAJIUTUKU U DKCIIEPTHI 3aTOBOPUIIH O (haKTHUe-
CKOM O(hOPMIICHHUH ITOJTHOLIEHHOW aHTUHPAHCKON
koanuuuu Ha bamxuem Boctoke [36, p. 14].
Bce 310, 0ueBHIHO, IPOBOLIMPOBAJIO BCTPEUHYIO
peakuuto co cropons! IPU (manpumep, akTuBu-
3a1Hs TIOJIEPKKH XycHTOB B Memene).

OnHako BHEIIHETIONIUTUYECKHE IIard Map-
ta 2023 1. co ctoponsl Dp-Pusna u Terepana
3aCTaBUJIM NEPECMOTPETh «IMOLMOHAIBHYIO
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Harpy3Ky» BO BHEIIHEIOJIUTHYECKON CTpaTeruu
cTpaH coBpeMeHHOro bamxuero Bocroka. IIpu
nocpennnuectse Kuras, B [lekune 0bu10 00b-
SIBIGHO O BOCCTAHOBJICHUM OTHOLIEHUH MEXITY
Caynosckoii ApaBueil u Mpanowm, a Takxke ype-
IYTHPOBAaHUM MHOTHX HEpELICHHBIX U, Oojiee
TOTO, Ka3aJoCh, YTO HUKOTJAa U HEpeUlaeMbIX,
Bonpocos. Hamuuue noanyucaHHoro nMCbMEHHOTO
JIOKYMEHTa MEX]ly TrocydapcTBaMM MOATBEPK-
JIaeT UX Cepbhe3HOE HaMEpEeHUEe HauyaTh HOBYIO
IJ1aBy B OTHOILLIEHMSX, OCHOBAHHYIO Ha B3AUMHOM
YBaO)KEHUU CYBEpPEHHUTETa JIPYyT JIpyra U HEBMe-
11aTelbCTBE BO BHYTPEHHME JIeIa JPYTUX CTPaH.
[lepBBIM KOHKPETHBIM PE3YIBTATOM COIVIAILIEHUS
CTaHeT OOMEH MOCIaMH BIIEPBBIE ITOCIE 3aKPBITHS
B 2016 1. moconscTB B Op-Pusine u Terepane, a
TaKXe aKTHUBALIMS CONIAIIEHUS O COTPYAHNYECTBE
B 00JacTu 0€301acHOCTH, MOAMCAHHOE MEKIY
uumu B 2001 roxy [38]. [lomumo sToro mpen-
[oJaraeTcs, 4YTo MPaKTUYECKOE BOIUIOIIEHHE
IIpolecca YpEryJInpOBaHUsl CayI0BCKO-UPAHCKHUX
OTHOILICHUH OyJeT MPOUCXOIUTD Yepes pa3pelie-
HUE CYIIECTBYIOIUX CIIOPOB IBYX FOCYAAPCTB 110
pPa3IUYHBIM HaMpaBICHUSAM PETHOHAIBHOM MO-
BecTku — JIuBan, Upak, baxpeitn, Cupusi, Hewmen.

B orHourennn Memena cTopoHs! Ha odu-
LUAJbHOM YPOBHE OOBSBHIN O TOTOBHOCTH K
JUAJIOTy U COJAEMCTBHIO MOIUTUYECKOMY YPETy-
JIUPOBAHUIO HEMEHCKOTO KpH3Huca IMyTeM Iepe-
TOBOPOB CO BCeMH CTOpoHamH KoHpmukTa [30].
Taxke Ha TOT MOMEHT HAYaJIUCh MOJBMKKH U K
MIOCTENEHHOMY BOCCTAHOBJIEHMIO OTHOIIEHHI
Mexay Dp-Pusnom u lamackom. O6 5TOM TaKxke
CBUJETEIBCTBYIOT 3asBJICHHS TOCYJapCTBEHHBIX
YUHOBHUKOB Pa3JIMYHOTO YPOBHS U HEKOTOPbIE
KOHTAKThl MeXay auroMaramu CaymnoBCKOH
Apasuu 1 Cupuu [16]. Hakonen, Cupus cycts
JIBEHALATh JIET BO30OHOBHJIA YJICHCTBO B Jlure
apabckux rocynapets [38]. B HacTosiee Bpemst
CUPUNCKHIN KOHTEKCT IpeTepIes 3HaYUTEIbHbIE
W3MEHEHMs u3-3a NajeHus pexuma bamapa
Acazia ¥ IpUXOAY K BIACTHU MPOTYPELKHUX CHI
BO maBe ¢ AxmenoM ami-IIlapaa, koTopslii Boc-
MPUHUMAETCS] PETHOHAIBHBIMH U TJI00ATbHBIMU
aKTOpaMH Kak a0COIOTHO JIETUTUMHBIN PYyKOBO-
nutens Cupun [1].

B cnyuae ¢ Caynosckoii Apasuei u Hpa-
HOM, T10JIaraeM, YTO OJTHUM U3 [JIABHBIX MOTHBOB
repe3arpy3Kku X OTHOIIEHUH cTajla Tak Ha3blBa-
emas «auneMma 0e30MacHOCTH», KOTopasi OIu-
CBIBaeT MapaJioKc, Koraa pocT / ocnadiaeHue 0e3-

OMACHOCTH OJJHOTO TOCYAapCTBAa MOTYT BBI3BATh
OTAaCEHUS CO CTOPOHBI IPYTUX TOCYIAPCTB AaKe
IIpH OTCYTCTBUU peanbHoi yrpossl [11]. B ycmo-
BUSIX II00AJILHOM HEOTIPEICIICHHOCTH, YCTAJIOCTH
OT MOCTOSTHHOW PEernoHaIbHOW KOH(pPOHTALUH,
MOMIONIAIOIIEeH 3HAUUTENbHbBIE pecypchl, Cay-
noBckas ApaBust U MpaH mpuHsiM cTpareruye-
CKO€ PEIICHHE O HOPMAJIU3aIUHU JIByCTOPOHHUX
otHowmenuii [19, p. 112-114]. JJauusiii mar B
KOHTEKCTE paccMaTpUBaeMOTO HappaTruBa metus
hostilis B 3HaUNTENEHON CTEICHU CTAOUITH3UPYET
SMOIIMOHAJIbHBIN OJIMKHEBOCTOUYHBIN BHEII-
HETMOJIUTHYCCKU (JOH U TEepEeKpauBaeT Kapry
B3aMMOOTHOIIICHUN KaK B PETUOHE, TaK U 3a €ro
npeaenaMu.

Opnako araka XAMAC na U3paunb 7 ok-
Ts10pst 2023 T. 1 moCIIe0BaBIIIas 32 HUM BOSHHAs
onepauus B Cekrope ['a3a, a Taxxe HauaBIIUN-
cs koH(QuUKT Mexay Upanom u M3pamnem Bo
MHOTOM aHHYJIHPOBAJIU BCE TUILIOMATUYECKUE
YCHUIIHS, 3aCTABUIU APYTHE CTPAaHbI peTHOHA
MepeCcMOTPETh CBOIO MO3UIIMIO B OTHOILICHUU
Terepana u Tenb-ABuBa. COOTBETCTBEHHO KU3-
HECIOCOOHOCTh YKa3aHHBIX BBIIIC COTIAIICHUHN
BBIVISLAUT JOCTATOYHO HEIOJITOBEYHOM.

B pamkax paccmarpuBaeMoii mpooIieMbl re-
OnoJauTUKH 3Mounid biinykaero BocToka riiaBHbIN
BOIPOC JICKUT B TNIOCKOCTH JTOJTOBPEMEHHOCTHU
U B I[EJIOM JKU3HECIOCOOHOCTH JIOTOBOPECHHO-
ctelt, mogoOHbIM «CortameHusiMm ABpaaMay U
CayJI0OBCKO-UPAHCKUM JUIIOMATHUYE€CKUM MHUIIH-
aruBaM. OCOOCHHO B CHITy OOIIMPHOTO MacCHBa
B3aMMHBIX «CTpaxoBy». OHU W3HAYAIBHO MHOTUMU
OIICHUBAIACH CKENITUYECKU MO HECKOIBKUM TPHU-
yrHaM [32, p. 7-11]. Bo-niepBbIX, cpean apabCKux
rOCyJapcCTB OTCYTCTBOBAJ KOHCEHCYC B OTHOIIIE-
HUM [1€71€CO00Pa3HOCTH HAJTAXKUBAHUSI KOHTAKTOB
¢ Uzpannem 6e3 pasperieHus najieCTHHCKOTO BO-
poca, KOTOPBII MPOJOKACT OCTABATHCS OTHUM
13 OCHOBHBIX TyHKTOB PETHOHAILHOMN MTOBECTKH,
COXpaHsisi UHEPIIMOHHOCTh HJIeH maHapaOu3Ma u
00J1a/1ast pEITUTUO3HBIM ITOATEKCTOM. DTUM U 00b-
siCHsIeTCsl peakius apaboB. Hampumep, Erumer,
Mapokko u ApaBuiicKre MOHapXUH NOAAEPKaIN
9TOT IUIaH, HO C HEKOTOPBIMH OTOBOpPKAMH. AJ-
xup, Mopnanus, pak, Cupus u JIuan Bomuu
B YHCJIO HecormacHbIX. OcTanbHbIe BO3ICPKA-
JUCH OT o1ieHOK [31]. Bo-BTOphIX, 3HAaUUTETbHAS
YacTh CTPAH PETHOHA MPOJOIKACT KPUTUKOBAThH
W3paune 3a 0TKa3 OT ypaBHUBAHUS BOCHHBIX IO-
TEHI[UAJIOB OJMKHEBOCTOYHBIX IOCYIapCTB, TO
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€CTh OT OIHOCTOPOHHEH AeHyKiIeapu3anuu [24].
B-Tperpux, MHOro BONPOCOB BBI3BIBAJIO MO-
CpPeAHNYECTBO BalmMHITOHA, KOTOPBIN, Kak U
Uepycanum, oOBHHSJICS B CTPEMIICHHH peallu-
30BaTh CBOIO AHTUMPAHCKYIO CTPATErHio 3a CUeT
BTSTMBAaHUS B Hee 0ojiee MIMPOKOTo Kpyra peru-
OHAJIbHBIX aKTOPOB.

ComHenus B mpouHocT «Cornaiennii AB-
paamMay TaKKe CBA3bIBAIOTCS C YCUIIEHHEM YIIbTpa-
MIPaBbIX MOJIMTUKOB U UX PUTOPUKOM, UTO BBI3bIBA-
€T HEraTHBHYIO PEaKIMIO CO CTOPOHBI apaOCKUX
rocynapct. Hanpumep, 3asinieHus MUHUCTpA Q-
HaHcoB M3pauns benanens CMoTpud 0 TOM, 4TO
«HET TaKOro MOHSTHUS, KaK NaJIeCTUHCKUI Hapoay,
0’HJIa€MO CIIPOBOLIMPOBAIIN IIKBAJ KPUTUKU CO
CTOPOHBI MHOTHX O(HIINATIBHBIX JHL OMKHEBO-
CTOUHBIX rocynapcts [41]. B nononuenue k aromy
MEepPCIEKTUBAM COINIALIEHUI MEIIaloT KeCTKUE
Jeucreus M3paunsa B oTHoweHuu IlanecTuHsl,
KOTOpbIE I'PO3SIT MepepacTd B HOBYIO «HHTH(a-
Iy» U 3aTparuBaloT COCEAHUE apaOCKue CTPaHbl,
KOTOpBIE OCYIUITN «4pe3MepHbIe» aeiicTBus Mepy-
cajyuMa B OTHOILIEHHH MYCYyJIbMaH-T1aJeCTHHIIEB.
Haxkoner, B3aumonononsstomnye Apyr apyra «Co-
ameHus ABpaamMa» U JOTOBOPEHHOCTH MEXIY
Caynosckoil Apasueil u MpaHnom Ha mpakTuke
MMEIOT B3aUMOMCKITIOYAIOIIUI XapakTep, 0 4eM
CBUJIETEJILCTBYET TEKyIllasd perMoHajibHas AUHA-
Muka. Takum 0Opa3oM, HappaTHB «cTpaxa mnepes
BparaMmu», B OCHOBE KOTOPOTO JIeKaT apabo-nu3pa-
WJILCKHE TIPOTHBOPEYHSL, CIIOCOOSH C HOBOM CHITOH
BEPHYTHCS B IEpeUYeHb KIIIOYEBBIX (aKTOPOB,
00YCIIOBIMBAIOIINX OJMYKHEBOCTOYHYIO CHCTEMY
MEXTyHapOIHbIX OTHOIIEHH.

IlexnHCKUE comalIeHNns TakkKe SBISIOTCS
BecbMa XpyNKUMH. B mepByro odepeap B cuiy
MHOKECTBA TOUYEK MEPECEUEHUsI HHTEPECOB Dp-
Pusina u Terepana B peruone (Memen, Cupus,
Wpak, Jlusan, Baxpeiin) [18]. C atum co06-
pasyeTcsl U peaJucTHYHas OLEHKa COITIallleHus
CO CTOPOHBI MUHHUCTpa MHOCTpaHHBIX Aen Ko-
ponesctBa @elicana 6un Papxana Anb Cayna,
KOTOPBIH MOAYEPKHYII, YTO TaHHOE COIVIallleHue
HE 03HA4YaeT pa3pelleHus BCEX CIOPOB MEXKIY
JByMsl cTpaHaMHu. B Toi Mepe, B Kakod IOX-
POOHOCTH O COINALICHNWH CTAaJld U3BECTHBI, OHO
OoJblIe MOXOXKE Ha MAKT O HEHaNaJeHUH, YeM
Ha MOAPOOHBIH CIUCOK PEIIeHUI BOTPOCOB U
CIIOPOB, KOTOpbIE HEOOXOIMMO yperyaupoBarhb
JIBYM PETHOHAIBHBIM JIepyKaBaM, 4TOObI IeHCTBH-
TEJIbHO CHU3UTH HANPSKEHHOCTh MEXAY HUMHU.
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JononHuTeIbHBIM (PAKTOPOM, CIIOCOOHBIM TIO-
JIOpBaTh yYKa3aHHbIC NUIIOMATHUYECKUE YCIIEXH,
SIBJSIETCS. oueBUHOE conpoTuienue um CIIA,
KOTOpBIC HaBEpPHsSKA MOMBITAIOTCS COXPAHUTH
JIeeCIIOCOOHOCTh CBOEH KOHCTPYKIIUU PETHO-
HaJbHOUW 0€30MaCHOCTH, CBSI3aHHOU B MEPBYIO
ouepe/b apabo-u3paniIbCKOM OChIO.

Hapsiny ¢ sTuM KI1t04eByto poiib B JOJTO-
BEYHOCTH MEKWHCKUX COIVIAIICHUH OyIeT UrpaTh
[I00JIbHBIA KOHTEKCT M OyAyIIHiA pacKiIaa CHI
Ha MEXIyHapoAaHOU apene. YacTh aHAIUTHUKOB
YBSI3BIBAIOT HAJTaXKUBAHUE AUANIOra MEXAy Op-
Pusimom u Terepanom ¢ 60ps00ii MEXY BeTyIIN-
MU MEXIYHAPOTHBIMU AKTOPAMHU 32 OTIPEICTICHUE
KOHTYpOB HOBOro muponopsaka [14]. Imenno
MOATOMY yKa3aHHbIC MUPHbIC MHUIIMATUBEI pac-
CMaTpUBAIOTCS B KaueCTBE MHTCHCU(]UKAINU
«Ipoliecca IeaMepUKaHU3aluu» U pocTa IMo-
auTudeckoro npucytctBus Kuras na brimxuem
Bocroke [39]. [TapamiensHO HHOTIA YKA3bIBACTCS
Ha To, uTO IlekuH mpogomkun aeno MoCKBBI U
MIOMOT OCYIIECTBUTH MPOEKT POCCUMCKON KOHIIETI-
LU 00ECTICUCHNU S KOJJICKTUBHOW 0€30I1aCHOCTH B
3oHe [lepcuackoro 3anuBa [21]. CnenoBarensHo,
ycnexu Poccun u Kutast Ha rimoGainbHOM ypoBHE
MOTYT TapaHTUPOBaTh U (PYHIAMEHTAIBHOCTh
CayI0BCKO-UPAHCKUX COTJIAIIICHUH.

Bwmecrte ¢ Tem HappatuB metus hostilis B
reononutuke bamxkaero Boctoka B cocTosiHUM
YCUJIMTHCS 32 CUCT €r0 MHTEPHAIIMOHATU3AIINH.
PasmexeBanmne Mex 1y TII00ATBHBIMU [IEHTPAMU
CHJIBI 3HAYUTENBHO YCUIUBACT UACOTOTHUECKUN
KOMIIOHCHT B MUPOBOW IMOJUTHKE, 4TO, 0e3-
yCIOBHO, oTpaxkaercs Ha bmmxuem Boctoke.
JlaHHBII TE3UC MOATBEPKIACTCS BOCIPUSITHEM
apabcKkuMu 00IIECTBAMH CIICLIUATBHON BOCHHOMN
onepauun Poccun Ha Ykpamne. Tak, apaOckuii
HapoJ B OOJIbINEH CTENICHH TOAJICPKUBACT JCH-
cTBUSA MOCKBBI, 00BSICHSIS 9TO HEOOXOAUMOCTELIO
npotuBocTosITh CIIA u komnexkTuBHOMY 3a-
nany [29]. Bo MHOrOM 3TO MOXHO COOTHECTH
C HOBOM BHEIIHENOJUTHUYECKON HII€0I0THEN
Poccun, cBsA3aHHON B TOM UHCIIE € JEKJIapalneit
HEOOX0AUMOCTH OOPOTHCS C HEOKOJIOHHATBHBIMHU
aMOMIIMSMU 3aaJIHBIX TOCYIapCTB [6].

Hakonern, HeoOXoaMMO yKa3aTh Ha TO, YTO
TEKyIllasi CUTyalusl HE SBISICTCS ISl pEerhoHa
YHUKAJIbHOM, TOCKOJBbKY bimxHuil BocTok naxe
B HOBEMHILIEH HCTOPUU YK€ HEOTHOKPATHO IIPOXO-
JIAJT Yepe3 TaIbl dCKAIANNY / JIe3CKaaliK KaK
MEX1y IPYIIaMU TOCYIapCTB, TaK U OTACTHHBIMU
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crpanaMu. OHaKo 0COOEHHOCTH TeKyIIEH (ha3bl
Pa3BUTHS MEXIYHAPOJHBIX OTHOLICHUH B PErH-
OHE 3aKJII0YaeTCsl B TIOMBITKE 3amapaieInBaHus
npoliecca «paspsiKm» ABYX KIFOUEBBIX ONMKHE-
BOCTOYHBIX KOH(IMKTOOOPA3yIOIIMX TPEKOB (apa-
00-U3PaNIILCKOTO, UPAHCKOTO ), KOMOMHUPYIOLIHX
YepThl KOHCTPYKTHUBH3MA («IMOLIMH» ) U TTOJTUTHU-
YEeCKOro peajn3Ma (HalMOHAJIbHbIE MHTEPECHI).

Pesyabrarsl. [logsoas uror, ciienyer noa-
YepKHYTh, YTO JIaXKe MPU HATUYHH 3aMETHBIX
MOMBITOK MEPEOCMBICIECHHUSI PETHOHAIBHOMN
reoNnOIUTHKHN dMoIui B Buae «CornameHuit
ABpaama» U cayJOBCKO-UPAHCKOTO COMKECHUS,
C YBEpPEHHOCTHIO TOBOPHUTH 00 yCTOHYHBOM
cHwkeHnn Qaxrtopa metus hostilis («uyBcTBO
Bpara») B ONMKHEBOCTOYHBIX MEKAYHAPOAHBIX
OTHOLICHHSIX MO-MPEKHEMY HE MPUXOJUTCS.
JlaHHBIN HappaTUB MPOAOIHKAET OMMCHIBATH Pe-
TMOHAJIBHYIO CHTYAIMIO, KOTAa 00pa3 BHEIITHETO
MPOTHBHUKA CTAHOBHUTCS AMCUUILTMHAPYIOLINM
U KOHCOJUJUPYIOIIMM MEXaHHU3MOM ISl 1O-
JUTUYECKOTO COOOIIECTBA U €ro 3JIHT, YIOPsIIO0-
YiBasi BHYTPEHHUE TPAEKTOPHH JIOSJIBHOCTH U
JETEPMUHHPYS OIMO3HULHUIO «CBOM — UYKOW» B
MyOmuYHOM AHCKypce. VIMeHHO mo3ToMy naske
(dopmanbHas TUIIIOMaTHYecKas HOpMalu3alust
HE TrapaHTUpPyeT pa3MbIBaHHs CTpaxa Kak IMOJH-
THUYECKOTO pecypca. Tak, yoruka «Cornamenni

ABpaamay, OIUpagach CX0XKee BOCHPUATHE HUX
YYaCTHHKaMH yTpo3 (B TOM YHCJIE B OTHOIIEHUHU
Wpana), To ecTh Ha 0OLIMIA KOHTYD OIIACEHUH, a He
Ha CHSATHE IITyOMHHBIX KOH(QIUKTHBIX OCHOBAHHH.
B pesynbrare mo00bie HOBbIE BCIIECKH HACHIIUS
1 KPHU3HCHI JIETUTUMHOCTH OBICTPO BO3BPAIIAIOT
B IIOBECTKY SA3BIK YIPO3, & IEPCIEKTUBA PACLIU-
pEeHHUST HOpMAJIM3aLUK YITUPAETCsl B PUCK 00IIe-
CTBEHHOM peaKLuu IPU OTCYTCTBUH ITPOrpecca 1o
MaJIECTUHCKOMY TpeKy U O6e30macHoCcTd. CX0KUM
00pa3oM cay0BCKO-UPaHCKUE JOIOBOPEHHOCTH,
0e3yCI0BHO, CHU3MIIN IPajayc MpsMoi KOH(PPOH-
TalMOHHOCTU B IlepcuackoM 3anuBe, OAHAKO HE
CHsTM (DyHJAaMEHTAIbHBIC PACXOXKICHHS U HAKO-
IIJICHHBIE IIPOTUBOPEUMSI MEXKIY ABYMS LIEHTPaMU
CUJIBL, @ IOTOMY HE MOT'YT PACCMAaTPHUBATHCS KAK
paspelleHne CTpaTeruyecKoro COepHUYECTBa U
TIOJIHBIM OTXOZ OT SMOLIMOHAIBHOIO HAMIOJIIHEHUS
BHeIHel monutuku. [Tomumo sToro, HU «apabo-
H3panuIbCKUE MUPHBIE WHULUATUBBI, HU NEKUH-
CKHE COIIAILIECHUS HE PAa3pELIA0T CyLECTBEHHOIO
MacCCHUBA COXPAHSIOLIUXCS MEKIOCYIapCTBEHHBIX,
MEKHAIIMOHAIBHBIX U MEKKOH(ECCHOHAIBHBIX
NIPOTUBOPEYUH, KOTOPbIE aKTHUBHO JKCILTYaTH-
pPYIOTCSI IOTUTUKAMU s (POPMUPOBAHUS HE-
00XOIMMOM AUCKYPCUBHOHM CpeAbl, B TOM YHUCIE
yepes arneiUIMpoBaHue K YyBCTBY «CTpaxa Hepej
Bparammu».
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Abstract. Introduction. This article analyzes the phenomenon of culture wars using events reflecting
sociocultural conflict at universities in the United States and Canada over the course of half a century. It examines
the evolution of the term “culture wars” in its theoretical and methodological implications. It outlines the main
directions and trends in the contemporary historiography of “culture wars” and general issues concerning the
evolution of higher education in the face of global challenges. The relationship between the student movement
of the 1960s—1990s and the current crisis of neoliberal and postmodernist concepts of university evolution in the
United States and Canada is demonstrated. Methods and materials. Systems-structural approach. Historical-
comparative method. Content analysis. Social constructivism. Materials from university archives in the USA and
Canada. Historical research and scholarly articles by historians, political scientists, and cultural scholars from
the USSR/Russia, USA, Canada, and Great Britain. Periodical press materials. Analysis. This paper utilizes a
systems-structural approach to identify a range of theoretical and methodological issues related to the
phenomenon of “culture wars” in its historical dynamics. This paper analyzes the causes of the sociocultural
crisis in Western society in general and in universities in the USA and Canada in particular, amidst the growing
confrontation between neoliberal and globalist values, which poses a serious threat to academic freedom and
the development prospects of the modern university in the near future. Result. Using the example of the “Ryerson
case,” the extent of the influence of the ideology of historical revisionism and relativism emanating from the
United States on events in Canada is demonstrated. The article concludes that the further introduction of such
“culture war” markers as deplatforming, political correctness, the rejection of traditional cultural values, and
historical revisionism could lead to a distortion of the concept of the “university mission” as a vital intellectual
resource and a platform for preserving democratic principles in society as a whole. Funding. The study was
funded by RSF, Grant Ne 22-18-00305-P “The images of enemy in Cold War popular culture: their content,
contemporary reception and usage in Russian and U.S. symbolic politics”.
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«KYJIBTYPHBIE BOVHBI» B YHUBEPCUTETAX CIIA U KAHAJIbI:
CMEHA TAPAJIUTM

Anexcanap UBanoBuu KyOblmkuH

Cankr-IletepOyprckuii rocynapcTBeHHbIl yHIBepeuTeT, . Cankr-IlerepOypr, Poccuiickas deneparus;
HarroHanbHBIN HCCIIEMOBATEILCKUM YHUBEPCUTET «BhICIas mkoia SkoHOMHUKH» — CaHkT-I1leTepOypr,
r. Cankr-IletepOypr, Poccuiickas @eneparus

AHHoTanms. Beedenue. B crarbe aHann3upyeTcs (eHOMEH Ky/IbTYPHBIX BOMH Ha IIpHMepe COOBITHI, OTpaka-
IOIIMX COLMOKYIBTYPHBIN KoHQIHKT B yHuBepcuTerax CILIA u Kanaie! Ha nporspkeHun onyBeka. PaccmarpuBaer-
Cs1 9BOJTIOIMS TEPMHHA «KYJIBTYPHBIE BOHHBD» B €I0 TEOPETHYECKOM M METOAOIOTNIecKoM coziepkannu. O0o3Have-
HBI OCHOBHBIE HAlpaBIICHUs U TEHACHIIMU COBPEMEHHOW NCTOPHOTpadUH «KYIBTYPHBIX BOHH» M OOIIMX BOIIPOCOB
SBOJIIOLIUH BBICHIEr0 00pa3oBaHUs IEPE/ JIMIIOM IIO0ANBHBIX BBI30BOB. [loKka3aHa B3aMMOCBSI3b CTYIEHYECKOTO
nBmkeHust 1960—1990-x IT. ¢ COBpeMEHHBIM 3TaroM KpH3Hca HeOTHOepaIbHBIX H TOCTMOIEPHUCTCKUX KOHIICTIIIUHA
sponrormu yauepceuteroB CIIA u Kananer. Memoowr u mamepuanvi. CHCTEMHO-CTPYKTYPHBIN moaxon. Mctopuko-
cpaBHUTENBHBIN MeToa. ColnanbHbI KOHCTPYKTUBHU3M. DIIEKTPOHHBIE MaTepHaibl YHUBEpCUTETCKUX apxuBoB CIIIA
W MUHHCTepcTBa 00pa3zoBanus KaHas!. McTopuueckue ucciieoBaHUs U HayqHbIE CTaThi HCTOPUKOB, TTONHUTOIOTOB
u xyasTyponoroB CCCP / Poccun, CIIIA, Kanans! u BenukoOpuranuu. Marepuaibl nepuondecKoi neqaru. Ana-
su3. B pabote HCoiIbp30BaH CUCTEMHO-CTPYKTYPHBIN TIOIXO/I, MO3BOJISFOIIUH BEISIBUTH KOMIDIEKC TEOPETUIECKUX U
METOJIONIOTMYECKUX Mpo0iieM (peHOMEHA «KYIBTYPHBIX BOMH» B €r0 HCTOPUYECKOW AWHAMUKE. AHATH3UPYIOTCS
MIPUYHHBI COLMOKYIIBTYPHOTO KpH3HCa B 3amaTHoM od1ecTBe B 1iesioM 1 yHuBepcuteTax CIIA n Kananp! B yacTHo-
CTH B YCIIOBUSIX HAPACTAIOIIETO IPOTHBOCTOSHUS MEXK/Ty HEONMOEpaIbHBIMU M ITI00aJTMCTCKUMHU LIEHHOCTSIMHU, 4TO
MIPENICTABIISIET CEPHE3HYIO YTPO3Y LIS aKaAEMHUECKON CBOOOIBI M IEPCIIEKTHB PAa3BUTHSI COBPEMEHHOTO YHUBEPCH-
Tera B Onmkaiimem OyaymeM. Pezyrsmam. Ha npumepe «xa3yca PaiiepcoHa» 1mokazaH ypoBeHb BIUSHUS HAEO0NIO-
MY HCTOPUYECKOTO PEBU3UOHN3MA U pelsiTUBI3MA, nexopsero u3 CIIA, Ha coobitust B Kanazne. B crarbe nenaercs
BBIBOJI, UTO AaJIbHEHIIIEe BHEIPEHHE TAKUX MapKEPOB «KYIBTYPHBIX BOWH», KaK ACMaT(GOPMHUHT, MOTUTHIECKAsS
KOPPEKTHOCTh, OTKa3 OT TPAAUIMOHHBIX KYIbTYPHBIX LIEHHOCTEH, HCTOPUYECKUI pEeBU3MOHU3M MOTYT IIPUBECTHU K
nedopMarnyy MOHATHS KMUCCHUSI YHUBEPCUTETA, KaK BaYKHEUIIIEro MHTEJUIEKTYyalIbHOTO Pecypca U IUIOMAAKU CO-
XpaHEHUs JIeM OKpaTHIECKUX ITPUHIIUIIOB B 001IECTBE B LIesoM. Quuancuposanue. ViccaeoBaHUE BBITOTHEHO 32
cuet rpanTa Poccuiickoro Haygnoro ¢onmga Ne 22-18-00305-IT «O6pa3bl Bpara B MacCoOBOH KyIbType XOIOTHOM
BOMHBI: cofiep)kaHue, COBPEMEHHAs pelenIys 1 UCIoNb30BaHUe B cuMBonuueckoi nonutuke Poccun u CIIAY.

Kumiouesbie ciioBa: yausepcutersl CILA n Kana b, COIMOKYITETYpHBINH KOH(IIMKT, «KyJIBTYpHAs! BOIHA, HCTOPH-
orpacusi, XoIoHas BOHA, UICTOPUUECKHI PEBU3HOHH3M U PEIISITUBU3M, «KYJIBTYPa OTMEHBI», CTYIEHYECKOE JIBIKEHHE.

HutupoBanue. Kyosiukun A. 1. «Kynmsrypabie BoiiHbsDy B yauBepcuterax CILIA u Kanaapl: cMeHa napaaurm
// Bectauk Bonrorpasckoro rocynapcrsentoro yHusepcutera. Cepus 4, Vcropusi. PernonoBenenue. MexayHa-
ponubie otHomeHus. — 2026. —T. 31, Ne 2. — C. 153—164. — DOI: https://doi.org/10.15688/jvolsu4.2026.2.13

Beenenmne. [TousiTHe «KyIbTYpHBIA KOH(D-
mkr («Kulturkampf’y) kak HayqHBIH TEPMUH OT-
HOCHUTCSI K ICTOPUYECKIM COOBITHSIM MTO3aITPOLII-
JIOTO BEKa, a UIMEHHO CBsI3aH ¢ O0ph0Oi paBH-
tenberBa O.B. ¢on bucMmapka nmpoTuB Uaeoi0-
TUYECKOTO BIMAHUA KaTOIMYECKOH LIEPKBU B
IOxnoi# I'epmanuu B 1870 romy [1].

[MpumenurensHO K coObITHsIM XIX — Hava-
jga XX B. B COBPEMEHHOW MHTEpPIpPETALUU TEP-
MUH «KyJbTypHas BoiHa» («Cultural War») Tak-
e 03Ha4YaeT KOH(IUKT COLMOKYIBTYPHBIX TPaK-
THK MEXAy KOHCEpBaTOpaMu U JIubepaiamu.
ConMOKyTETYpHBIN KOH(IHMKT pa3BUBAJICS, HATIPH-

Mep, B pe3yJbTaTe MHOTOYHCICHHBIX BOJH HM-
murpanuu B CIIA nroneit, KOTOpsIX eBpoIIeiic-
KH€ IMMUTPaHTHI paHee CUNTAIN «MHOCTPaHIIa-
MUY, a ce0s — OJIMHHBIMU aMEPHKAHIIAMHU. DTO
SBIICHUE MOJYUYHJIO HA3BaHUEC «HATHBHU3M»
(«Nativismy»). Kpome Toro, MexKyJIbTypHbIC KOH-
(JIMKTBI ITOBCEMECTHO MPOUCXO/INIIH U B PE3YITb-
TaTe KyIbTypHBIX CIIBHTOB B CTpaHax 3amajia B
20-X TT. IPOILILIOTO BeKa, B YCIOBUIX MOJIEPHHU-
3allid B ypOaHHU3aIUN O0IECTBa, YCKOPEHHOTO
pa3BUTHS HOBBIX ()OPM HCKYCCTBA, CPEJICTB Mac-
coBoii nudopmanuu u T. 1. B CIIA u psize eB-
POIECKUX CTpaH BhIcIIee 00pa3oBaHUE CTAHO-
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BUTCS OOJiee JIOCTYITHBIM JUTSl CPETHEro Kiacca,
a YHUBEPCUTETH HAYMHAIOT HT'PaTh BCE OONBIIYIO
pOJIb B COLIMAJIBHOM M TIOJTMTUYECKOM XKM3HU EB-
porsl u CeBepHOU AMepuKkH [6].

OTnenbHO cieyer HAalOMHUTH 00 HJIeo-
JIOTHYECKOH M KyJABTYpHOU 1e(OpMallvii YHHBEP-
cuteroB B Mtanuu u ['epmanuy B yCIIOBUSX NPU-
X07Ia K BiacTH (alrMcToB, a 3aTeM IOcCIIe mopa-
YKEHHS TOTATUTapHBIX peXxnuMoB B EBpore moc-
JIC/IOBABIIIEH IeHAM(UKAIIN U IEMOKPATU3ALIUH,
KOTOpbIE TIPOXOIUIN B MOCIEBOCHHBIE TOABI B
YHHBepcHUTeTax EBpPOIIBI 1 ClIOCOOCTBOBAIIH BO3-
HUKHOBEHHIO TPEIOCHIIOK IS CO3aHUs BCe-
eBpOIIeiiCKOro 00pa30BaTEILHOIO MPOCTPAHCTBA
(bononckas cucrema).

Yro kacaercsa CIIIA u Kanansl, To B 50—
60-¢ TT. IPOIITOTro CTOJNETHS BhICIIee 0Opa3oBa-
HUE TaM CTaHOBUTCS MacCOBBIM U MpEBpaIIaeT-
Csl B MOIIHBIA MHTEIEKTYaJbHBIA pecypc pas-
BUTHA ITHX CTPaH.

OueBuAHbIE TPOSBIECHHS COLIMOKYIBTYPHBIX
KOH(ITMKTOB OTpa3minch B yHuBepcuterax CLIA
u Kana bl B Ha4aIbHBIN 3TaIl XOJI0HOM BOMHBI, B
TIePU O] )KECTKOTO TTPOTUBOCTOSHUS JIBYX MHUPO-
BBIX CHUCTEM, B TOM YHCJE U B TUIAHE COAEpIKa-
HUSl YHEBEPCHTETCKOT0 00pa3oBanusi. OOBIYHOMN
MIPaKTHKOM B «3110Xy MakkaptuiMa» B CILIA cra-
JIY UAC0IOT UYECKHE YUCTKH, 3aIIPET POrPecCrB-
HBIX CTYJCHYECKUX opranuzanuii (kmyo J[>xoHa
Puna B I'apBapae), moHOCH Ha JTUOEpPaIbHBIX
npoeccopoB 1 UX YBOIBHEHHE, HAKOHEII, TPecIie-
JIOBaHUE CTYAEHTOB, yYaCTBOBABIIMX B aHTH-
SIIEPHOM JIBUKEHHUH U JIEMOHCTPALMSIX TPOTHB
BoiHEI B Kopee.

PagukanbHblll IEPECMOTP YHUBEPCUTETC-
KHX IIEHHOCTEW M COLMOKYJABTYPHOT'O COZEpIKa-
HUS BBICILIETO 00pa30BaHHS UMET MECTO B ITEPH-
O]l «KYJIETYpHOU peBomorun» B Kurae B 1967—
1970 rr. U, KOHEUYHO, B CTPEMIIEHUHU CTYJCHTOB
YHUBEPCUTETOB EBpONBI H3MEHHUTH MPHUPONY U
MOpSiZIOK Oyp>Kya3HOTO YHHUBEPCHUTETA B DIIOXY
«MOJIOASKHOH peBomonuny 1968—1969 romos.
Spkoii HIUTIOCTpAaIIei MOTYT CITYKHTh COOBITHS
«kpacHoro Masg 1968 r.» B [lapuxe, rne cryneH-
Thl COpOOHHBI BBICTYTIAJI IPOTHB YHUBEPCHTET-
CKOI apxauku 1mop 1o3yHrom «byasre peanucra-
MU — TpeOyiiTe HEBO3MOXKHOTO!».

Ljenvy TaHHOW CTaThbU 3aKIHOYAETCS B OIpe-
JIeTICHUH TMHAMHKH (PeHOMEHA «KYJTBTYPHBIX BOWH,
KaK COIMOKYJIETYPHOrO KOH(JIMKTa BHYTPU YHH-
Bepcuterckoro coobmecta CIIA u Kanansr.

A.U. Kybviurxun. «KynbsrypHbie BoiHbBI B yHuBepcuTeTax CIIA u KaHamsl: cMeHa mapaaurm

3adauu uccnedosanus:

— KpaTkoe ocBellleHue ucropuorpaduu
BOITPOCA;

— XapaKTepHCTUKA TeHe3HCa «KYIbTYyPHBIX
BOWH» U WX B3aUMOCBSI3b C Pa3IMYHBIMHU MpPaK-
THKaMH QYHKITMOHUPOBAHUSI COBPEMEHHOT'O YHH-
BEPCUTETA, & TAKXKE C TAKUMU (POpMaMU MeExK-
KYJIBTYpHOT'O B3aUMOJICHCTBUS, KaK «KYJIBTYpHas
JIATIIIOMATHS;

— BBIICHEHHE MPUYHH PACIPOCTPaHEHUS
«KyIBTYpBl OTMeHB B yHUBepcuterax CLIA u
Kanajpl, Kak posiBIIEHHE UCTOPUIECKOTO PEBU-
3MOHHM3MA U KYIBTYpHOT'O PESTHBU3MA Ha TIPH-
Mepe «ka3zyca PaiiepcoHay;

— BBISICHEHHUE POITH HEOMMOEPaTbHBIX U IJ10-
OaTHCTCKUX HJICH B Pa3BUTHU COIMOKYJIETYPHOTO
koHdmukra B yausepcuterax CLIA n Kanazpr,

— XapaKTepUCTHKA MOTUTHKH a]MUHHICTpa-
nuu J1. Tpamiia B OTHOIIIEHHWH BBICILIETO 00pa30-
BaHus CIIIA, kak MONBITKA MOJMUTHKH PEBU3UU
(dyHIaMEHTATBbHBIX OCHOB M TPUHIIAIIOB HEOIH-
OepaibHOI 1 TII00ATUCTCKOM TEOPUH U TIPAKTHKH
YHHBEPCHTETCKOIO 00pa3oBaHusI.

XpoHonoeuueckue pamku ucciedo8aHus:
1960-2020-e 20001.

HUctopuorpadus. B nagane 1990-x rT.
TEPMHUH «KYJIBTypHast BOWHa» OBbLI IepecMOTpeH
Y KOHKPETH3UPOBaH U3BECTHBIM aMEPUKAHCKUM
conuognoroM /xeiimcom JIpBrCcOHOM XaHTEpOM
B ero kuure «KynbrypHble BOWHBI: 60ph0a 3a or1-
penenenne Amepukn» [16]. ABTop moguepku-
Baj, uro TepmMuH «Cultural Warsy» BriepBbie yT-
BEPIIUIICS B €ro HBIHEIIHEM 3HAYCHHH B Hayd-
HOHM JUTepaType U OOINECTBEHHOM CO3HAHHHU
nuuib B 1960-x, 1 OBUT CBSI3aH C ITMPOKUM TIPO-
TECTHBIM JIBM)KEHHEM, B YaCTHOCTH, B YHUBEp-
CUTETCKHX KaMITycax 1o BCEMY MUDY.

B coBpeMeHHOI aMepUKaHCKOM, KaHAJICKOU
1 OpUTaHCKOH MCTOpUOTpadHU COCYIIECTBYIOT
paznuunble koHnennuu «Cultural Warsy [23, p. 3;
3; 31], packphIBaloII¥e OCHOBHEIE ACTIEKTHI ATOI'0
(heHOMEeHa — OT TAKTHKH arpeCCHBHON TONIUTHKH
BBITECHEHUSI TIPOTUBOIOIIOKHBIX MHEHUH 110 UC-
MOJIb30BaHUS MEXKKYJIBTYPHOTO KOH(IIMKTA B Ka-
YeCTBE MHCTPYMEHTA «MSTKOM CHIIBDY B MHTEpE-
cax HeonnOepanbHbBIX TII00ancToB [31].

B poccutickoii nctopuorpaduu cBoeodpas-
HOU peakinueil Ha 00CyKaeHHe TPOOIEMbI «KYITb-
TYPHBIX BOMH» cTana myOJIMKalus ToJIeMIiec-
kot kuuru B. Kpamennnnukosoii [4]. ABTop yT-
BEPXKAAET, YTO POCCHUICKAs TIOMUTHYECKAS DIIU-

Science Journal of VolSU. History. Area Studies. International Relations. 2026. Vol. 31. No. 2 155



—— ] 56

YHUBEPCUTETBHBI B 21I10XY TVIOBAJIN3ALIUHN

Ta HE B [TOJIHOM Mepe OLEHUBAET BIUSHNE «MST-
KOW CHUJIBD» B MpoaBIokeHHH uHTepecoB CIIA u
cTpaH 3arajia Ha IOCTCOBETCKOM MTPOCTPaHCTBE
Y MPU3BIBACT K CO3JaHMI0 Y(PPEKTUBHOIO MeXa-
HH3Ma MPOTUBOJACHCTBUS TIOMBITKAM Uepe3 Kylb-
TypHBIE TIPAKTHKH JOOUTHCS 0T OMPHUSTHBIX JUIs
3anana, u ocodenno st CIIA, BBITOAHBIX yC-
JIOBHH B TITaHE YKOHOMHYECKOT0, ITOTUTHYECKOTO
Y UJEONIOTHYECKOrO JaBJIeHHs Ha COBPEMEHHOE
poccutickoe o0miectso [4, ¢. 4-5].

«KyneTypHast BOHa» COMIacHO IS UHHUITHH
POCCHHCKOTO MOJUTONOTa U KyJIbTypoJiora
M. BonukoBOM — 3TO «CHCTEMa JCUCTBUM, Ha-
MpaBJIcHHAas Ha CJIOM W/WUIM (QyHIaMEHTAIbH IO
3aMEHY AYXOBHBIX [IEHHOCTEH, KyIbTYpHBIX 00-
pas3noB U HOPM, OMpPEAENIIOMNX BHYTPEHHUE
YCTaHOBKH JIMYHOCTH HMJIH 11€JIOT0 Hapoaa» [2].

HecomuenHno, «KynbTypHbIE BOWHBI» Kak
BHYTPH 3allaJIHbIX OOIIECTB, TAK U BHE UX, PE3KO
KOHTPACTUPYIOT C TEOPHUEHN U IPAKTUKOM KyJIBTYp-
HOW TUIUIOMAaTHH. DTO TON0KEHNE TTOITHOCTHIO
OTHOCHUTCS M K YHHBEPCHTETCKHM MpoOIeMaMm.

B paborax H3BECTHOTO POCCHHCKOTO CIie-
[MaJUCTa B O0JIACTH M3YYEHUS MyONUYHOU M
KynbTypHOM nuriomarud H. A. LiBeTkoBoii mpen-
MIPUHSATA YCIIeNIHas MOMbITKa MPOCIEANUTh CTpa-
TEruIo KyJAbTypHOU AMILIOMAaTHH KakK BOILIOILIE-
HHUE «MSTKOM CHIJIBI». DTOT BUJ AUIIOMATHHU
BKJIIOYAeT B CBOIO CTPATETHIO U DJIEMEHTHI CO-
MEPHUYECTBA, U JIEMEHThI COTPYJHUYECTBA €e
OCHOBHBIX aKTOPOB B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT MEHSIO-
meica NOJTUTUYECKON 1 UIE0IOTrHYECKON CUTya-
LM B CTpaHaX-PEeLUNEHTaX Ha POTSKEHUH BTO-
poii nonoBuHbl XX B., TO €CTh B CaMBIE CJIOXK-
HBIE TIEPHOJIbI XONOAHOM BOHHBI. Oc000e BHUMA-
uue H.A. [IBerkoBa ymensieT mpakTHKaM KyIlb-
TYpPHOI IUTUIOMATHH B IPOTUBOCTOSHUH TTOJIUTH-
YECKUM U UACOIOTHYECKUM IOCTyJIaTaM Kylb-
TYPHBIX KOH(IUKTOB B yHHBepcuTeTax EBpormsl,
Azun u JlaTHHCKON AMEpUKH Ha 3aKITIOUNTENb-
HOM dTarle XOJIOAHOM BOUHEI [8; 27].

B smoxy mobanuzanuu yHUBEPCHTET CTa-
HOBHUTCS IPOCTPAHCTBOM KakK JJISI MEXKKYIIBTYp-
HOTO B3aMMOJEHCTBUSA, TaK U VI KyJIBTYpHOTO
(MIeonorn4ecKoro, COUaIbHOr0, MUPOBO33PEH-
yeckoro) koHdpmukra. [1o cytu cBoel yHHBEpCH-
Terckoe 0oOpa3oBaHUE MOAPAa3yMEBAET HE TONb-
KO OBJIa/IcHUE BBICIIUM 3HAHUEM, HO U y4acTue
B BBIpa0OTKE TPaskJaHCKOr0 OOIIECTBEHHOTO CO-
3HAHUS, BHIPAKAIOLIETOCS, B YaCTHOCTH, B CTY-
JIeHYecKoM akTuBu3Me [12].

Ponb yHUBEPCUTETOB B MEXKKYIBTYPHBIX
KOMMYHUKAITHSIX U KOH(PIUKTaX KaK BHYTPH KaM-
IyCOB, TaK U 32 UX MpeneiaMyd — TeMa TPaInuLn-
OHHasl JUTI aMEPUKAHCKUX M KaHAJICKMX YICHBIX
B IMIOCJIEAHEN TPETH MPOLLIOro croierus. B aTo
BpeMs B YHUBEPCHUTETCKHE MPOrpaMMbI aKTHB-
HO BHEAPSIOTCS MOCTMOJIEPHUCTCKUE U PENATH-
BHCTCKHUE KOHIIEMIINN, KOTOPhIC IIPUBEIN K YCH-
JICHUIO KpH3uca uiei QyHKIMOHUPOBAHUS Kilac-
CHYECKOW MOJIENIM YHUBEPCUTETa, YTO BBI3BAJIO
OCTPYIO TPEBOI'Y KaK y KOHCEPBAaTUBHOM, TaK U
nudepallbHOM akaJeMHYECKON 00IIecTBEHHOC-
™ [21; 24].

OnHuM U3 HauOoJee U3BECTHBIX KPUTHUKOB
nehopMaliy coiep KaHusl YHHBEPCUTETCKOTO 00-
pazoBanus B CLIIA BBHIY BHEApPEHUS MOCTMO-
JCPHUCTCKUX TPAKTUK B OOYUCHUH CTYIICHTOB
cran npodeccop Unkarckoro yHuBepcutera Anan
bnym. B cBoeil kHure «3akaT aMepuKaHCKOMH
MBICII», CTaBIIIeH BeChMa MOMYJISIPHOI B akaje-
MHUYECKHX Kpyrax, OH OTMeuYal pe3Koe CHUIKe-
HUE KadecTBa 00pa30BaHHS M HAyYHBIX HCCIe-
JIOBAaHUW B aMEPUKAaHCKHUX YHUBEPCUTETaX, Ile
CTYACHTHI B YCIIOBHSAX 3aMEHBI KaHOHA KJIACCH-
YeCKOro 00pa3oBaHUs PENSTUBUCTCKUMH TEOPH-
SIMM U3Y4YaIOT «BCE HU O YEM», a IPENoJaBaTeln
3aHUMAIOTCAd UMHUTAlLlMel METOAWK Mpesjarae-
MBIX KypCOB, H30eras IITyOOKOTO aHaliu3a ux co-
Jep>KaHus. DTOT KOHQOPMHUCTCKUH MOPSIOK, 110
MHeHHI0 A. briyma, Hen30exHO MPUBOIUT K TITY-
OOKOMY KPH3UCY YHUBEPCUTETA W MEKKYIBTYp-
HBIM M MHPOBO33peHUYCCKUM KoH(HKTam [ 11].

B nagane 2000-x TeMy HapacTaroIIero co-
IUOKYJIBTYPHOTO KpHU3HCa B aMEPHKAHCKOM 00-
Pa30BaHUH [TPOJIOJDKUIIA B CBOEH MTOITYIIIPHOM KHU-
re «[lomuimst s3p1Ka» mpodeccop Huro-Mopke-
koro ynusepcurera /[nana PaBuu. IIpenmerom
€e apryMEHTHPOBAHHON KPUTHUKHU CTaJla MPaKTH-
Ka Tak Ha3bIBAEMOMN «IOJUTHUYECKON KOPPEKTHO-
ctn» (Political Correctness), ToBceMeCTHO BBO-
auMas B 1990-x B mikonax M YHHUBEPCHUTETAX
CUIA. BepOanpHasi caMOlLieH3ypa, OTMEUaeT
aBTOp, MIPUBENA K TOMY, UTO U CTYACHTHI, U TIpe-
nojaBaTe’ U30eram o0CyKICHUsT OCTPBIX aK-
TyaJIBHBIX MPOOJIEM, OTHOBPEMEHHO CITTaXKUBast
KOH()IMKTHBIE CUTYaIlHd B B TO € BpeMs TOJI-
Beprass 0€30CHOBATEIIBHOMY OCYKICHHUIO MpH-
3HaHHbIE WHTEJJIEKTyaJlbHbIe U HCTOPUYECKUE
LIEHHOCTHU U TPAIULMH. DTOT UHTEIIEKTyaIbHbII
KOH(OPMH3M, ITPEATONAaraBiiii CMITYeHUE pa3-
JIUYHOTO POJIa MEKKYJIBTYPHBIX KOH(DIUKTOB, TIO
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yoexxaenuto JI. PaBuu, Ha mpakTHKeE MPUBOANI K
ux obocrpenuo [18, p. 109].

AHanu3 MpUYUH U XapakTepa KyIbTypHBIX
KOH(JIUKTOB, caenanubiid A. baymom u J1. PaBuu,
BBI3BAJI IIMPOKKE OTKITUKH aKaIeMUYeCKOM 0011e-
crBeHHoct kak B CIIA, tak u Kanane u cran
MPEMETOM OOCYKJICHUSI B COTHSIX MyOJIMKAIINH,
YTO MOATBEPKIAET aKTyalbHOCTh MPOOIIEMBI.

B ycnoBusix JoMuHUpOBaHMS HEOMHOEpab-
HBIX, TOCTIIO3UTUBUCTCKUX COITUOKYIIBTYPHBIX MO-
JieTiel 1 OCTPOro KpU3Kca UACHTUYHOCTH 3amaj-
HBIX MHCTUTYTOB B Hauaje HBIHEIIHErO CTONe-
tua B yauBepcurerax CLIA u Kanasns! mumpoko
Haca)XJaeTcs MPEeciIoByTas «KyJIbTypa OTMEHBDY
(Cancell culture nunu Deplatforming), Becpma
HaIllOMHMHAIOIIAsA MPAKTUKY UACOTOTMYECKUX Uh-
CTOK BPEMEH «KyJIbTYPHOH PEBOIIOIUN» B BY-
3ax Kuras.

B coBpemenHyl0 310Xy JemiaThOpMUHT
HIMPOKO HCIOJB3YeTCs] B COLMAIBHBIX CETAX U
WnTepHeTe Kak MHCTPYMEHT BBITECHEHHS OIIIO-
HEHTOB 13 HH()OPMAIIHOHHOI0 TIPOCTPAHCTBA, Ha-
BSI3BIBAHUS ayAUTOPUHN UCKITIOYAIOIINX HHYIO (OIT-
MO3UITMOHHYI0) (POPMY KOMMYHUKAIIVH, MAHHITY-
nsyn gaxramu [9].

B camoM 001eM BuE, 110 MHEHHIO, B Jac-
THOCTH, poccuiickoro (usocoda A. MaryHa, aen-
NaTGOPMUHT MOXKHO ONPEACIUTH, KaK «UCKITIO-
YeHue U3 MyOanYHON cephl YenoBeKka, YbH Mo-
CTYNKH COYTEHBI aMOpPAJbHBIMHU (paHbIIE 3TO
Ha3bIBAIOCH «OOHKOTY»), — TIOMUTHYECKOE CPeJi-
CTBO, K KOTOPOMY IIPHUOETatoT B CUTYaIlMH Kpaii-
Hell BpaKpl, KOTopast UIeT He Ha KH3Hb, a Ha
cMmepth. HecocrosBimiics naypear HoOGemnerc-
KOH ITpeMUH, aMepuKaHCKui nucarens Gunun Por
B CBOEM HalllyMeBILIEM poMaHe «JIronckoe Kien-
MO» SpKO OMHKcall, Kak B pe3yJabTare JOKHO HH-
TEepPIPETHPOBAHHOTO KOH(pIUKTa mpodeccopa
KoynmeHna ¢ 1ByMs 4epHOKO)KUMHU CTyAEHTKAMHU
aKaJIeMHUECKOe COOOIIECTBO OTTOPraeT ero, a
«KyJIBTypa OTMEHBD» JIOMaeT ero Kapbepy U ce-
MeiHOe OJarornoiydune, a 3aTeM U BOBCE JIUIIIA-
er *Ku3Hu [7].

CoBpeMeHHBIN aMepUKaHCKUI KaMITyC BO
MHOTOM IPEBPATHIICS B TUIOIMIAIKY JUIS IIIMPOKOI
peanu3alyy IPUHIMIIOB HCTOPHYECKOTO PEBU3HO-
HU3Ma U KYJIBTypPHOTO PEISTHBH3MA [TOCPEACTBOM
aKIUH CTyIEHYECKHX OpraHu3aluil (aKTUBH3M).

[ToBecTka CTyeHYECKUX ITPOTECTOB B ame-
pukaHckux kamiycax B 2000-x IT. cBOIMiIach K
CIIEAYIOLIEMY:

A.U. Kybviurxun. «KynbsrypHbie BoiHbBI B yHuBepcuTeTax CIIA u KaHamsl: cMeHa mapaaurm

— PeBusus y4eOHBIX mporpamm 1o MCTO-
pHYECKUM HayKaM U OOIIECTBEHHBIM JUCIIUTUIN-
HaM B YHMBEpPCHUTETaX, UACOJIOIMUECKOe «CBEp-
KeHre KyMupoB» (otrsi-ocHoBaTenu CLUA, xpu-
THKa XapaKTepa U UTOroB BoWHBI 3a HE3aBUCH-
MocTh U ['paxmanckoil BoiHbl B CIIIA 1861—
1865, koropsie AKOOBI HMYETO HE Haiu adpoa-
MEepHKaHI[aM U JPYTUM HallMOHAIbHBIM MEHb-
HIUHCTBAM).

— PeBu3us nporpamMm KyJIbTYpHBIX HCCIIe-
noanuii («Cultural Studies»), corponoruu B
M0JIb3Y HAIIMOHAJBHBIX MEHBIIWHCTB, TeHIepa,
MpPEACTaBUTENEN FEHJEPHBIX JBUKEHUH.

— Opranuzanyst KOMOAHUN B MOIAEPIKKY
[TanectuHbl 1 POTUB NoOAUTUKK M3paniis, oco-
OeHHO rmocTe Tparndeckux coObITHii B CekTope
l'aza B 2023 romy.

— HaubGonee 3ameTHBIE NMPOSIBICHUS
«KYIBTYpHBIX BOHH» HaOIIONaluCh B MOCKeE-
nHee BpeMs B yHuBepcuTerax Hpro Mopka (Ko-
TyMOUWCKHI YHUBEPCUTET), a TaK¥kKe B 00IIIe-
CTBEHHBIX yHUBepcurterax Kanudopuuu,
Oraito, ®mopunsl, MuHHECOTHI, J>KOpIKUN U
pAna Apyrux IITAaTOB. BBICTyMIIEHHS CTyIeH-
TOB 3a4acTYyI0 HOCHJIM JIEBOPAIUKAJIbHBIN Xa-
paKTep U COOTBETCTBOBAIH HJIEOIOTHYECKUM
Y COLIMOKYJIBTYPHBIM IpUHIIUIIaM [leMoKpaTu-
yeckoil maptun. CTyIeHTHI COCTABIISUIN COMUI-
HYyI0O Jofto cpeau uzbupareneit b. Knnnrona,
B. O6amer u JIx. balinena.

C nmpuxonom B bensrit mom B 2016 1. pec-
nyonukanna J{. Tpamna comepxaHue «KyIbTYp-
HBIX BOWH)» B aMEPUKaHCKUX KaMITycaxX Mpuoo-
pelo HOBBIE OYepTaHUs, O KOTOPBIX pedb MOM-
JeT HUXe.

MeTtoabl 1 MaTtepuaabl. CTaThs MOCT-
poeHa Ha CUCTEMHO-CTPYKTYPHOM TOIXOJE, IO0-
3BOJIAIOIIEM KOMITJIEKCHO PACCMOTPETh IIUPOKHUi
KpYT BOIIPOCOB, CBA3AHHBIX C UCTOPHEN U THHA-
MUKOH pa3BUTHSI COIIMOKYIBTYPHBIX KOH(INKTOB
B 3anmagHoM obmiectBe. Hanboree mpomykTus-
HBIMH TIPEACTABISAIOTCS MCTOPUKO-CPABHUTEINb-
HBIA METO/I, KOHTEHT-aHAJIU3 U COLIUaIbHbINA KOH-
CTPYKTHBU3M.

OCHOBHBIMH UCTOYHHUKAMH SIBISIOTCS JO-
KyMEHTAJIbHBIE 3JIeKTPOHHbIE MAaTepHUaAJIbI
yHuBepcuterckux apxuBoB CIIA u Kanansr.
Hayunsie MoHOTpad v U CTaThbU HCTOPUKOB, MO-
nutonoroB u kyneryposioroe CCCP / Poccun,
CIIA, Kananel 1 BenukoOpuTaHuu, a Takke
MaTepuaibl MepHOANYECKOM MevaTH.
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AHanu3
Kanaockuii eapuanm znobanucmckux
ouckypcos u kazyc 3. Paitepcona

B Kanaze Ha (hoHE MHOTOJIETHHX JHCKYC-
CHil 0 HAIIMOHAJIBHON UICHTUYHOCTH U MYJBTH-
KyJIbTypaJIli3Me YHUBEPCUTETCKasl MOTUTHUKA
CTPOMJIACh Ha OCHOBE TEOPHUH «KYJIBTYPHOTO pa3-
HooOpasus» («Cultural Diversity»). [To cBoemy
XapakTepy U MCTOPUYECKON TpaauLIMK KaHac-
K€ YHHBEPCUTETHI B OONBIIMHCTBE CBOEM SIB-
JIFOTCS PETMOHANBHBIMH, M COCPEIOTOUEHBI Ha
BBITTOJTHEHUH HACYIIHBIX 00pPa30BaTEIbHBIX H CO-
LUAJBHBIX 3aIIPOCOB CBOUX MPOBUHLMI. [Tpu 3TOM
B CTpaHe ycHemHo GyHKIMOHUPYIOT U YHUBEP-
CUTEThI MUPOBOT'0 YPOBHSI, H3BECTHBIE BBICOKUM
Ka4eCTBOM 00pa3oBaHus — YHUBEpcUTET TOpOH-
T0, Mak['mi1 (ero 4acTo MMEHYIOT «KaHaJICKUM
lapsapnom»), yauepcutet bpuranckoi Komym-
Oun. [mobayicTcKue 1 HeonOepaibHbIC TPOIIeC-
Chbl IPOHMKJIM U B UX CTEHBI. B KaHaaCcKOM Hay4-
HOM nuTeparype, Kak u auTepatype CoeanHeH-
Hbix I1ITaToB, aKTUBHO OOCYKAAIOTCS MPOOJIC-
MBI, CBSI3aHHbIE C KPU3UCOM KaHAJCKON MOJENHU
MYJIBTUKYTBTYpalii3Ma Ha IpUMepe MPOIECCOB,
MIPOMCXOAMBIINX B YHUBepcuTeTax. Bo MHOrOM
9TH JUCKYCCHU ObUIM BbI3BaHbI MyONHUKaIMEeH B
1996 r. mHTEpecHOi 1 OoraToi Mo Colep KaHUI0
KHUTH nipodeccopa MoHpeallbCKOro YHUBEPCHTE-
Ta bunna PunuHrca « YHUBEpPCUTET B pyu-
Hax» [19]. Tparmuecku morudImMi 3a aBa roaa
JI0 BbIXOJ]a CBOEH KHUTH KaHAJICKUI UCTOPUK, IO~
no6Ho A. BiiyMmy, KoHCTaTHpOBaJ ymmaJoK Kiac-
CHUECKOT0 00pa3oBaHus (uaeanom Juist Puauar-
ca MPENCTaBIAIOTCS HEMEIKHE YHUBEPCHUTETHI
XIX B.), momyepKuBaeT AeCTPYKTUBHYIO POJIb IT0-
CTMOJIEPHUCTCKHX NMPaKTHK B 00pa3oBaHUU U
OIaCHOCTh KOMMEpIHATU3alul YHUBEPCHUTETCKOM
NESITENbHOCTH.

— B rmaBe 0 «KynbTypHBIX BOHHAax» B Ka-
HaJCKUX U aMEepHUKaHCKHX KaMilycax Puannrc
MEepBONPUYNHON Ha3bIBAET KYJIBTYPY OTMEHBI
3/IpaBOTO CMbICIIAa U UCTOPUYECKHI PEBU3UO-
Hu3M [19, p. 93—-105].

— B kaHazckoit nuctoprorpaduu MOKHO OT-
METUTHh HECKOJIbKO NMPHMEYaTebHbIX HUCCIe0Ba-
HUI 0 pa3TMYHBIX aclieKTax KyJIbTypHOTO TPOTHBO-
CTOSIHMA B YHHBEPCHUTETaX CTpaHbl. B repByro oue-
penpb ciemyer Ha3BaTh KHUTY TpeX KaHAACKUX HC-
TOPUKOB, B KOTOPO# 1aeTcsl conepKaTenbHbIN aHa-
TIA3 KaHAJICKOW CHCTEMBI BBICILIETO OOpa3OBaHUs

TOJT BIMSTHIEM DIIO0ATMCTCKUX W HEOMMOepaITbHBIX
teraentmii [10]. IIpuuunbl Kpr3nca U BBI3OBBI, €
KOTOPBIMH BCTPETHIICS KAHAJICKUN YHUBEPCUTET B
KoHIle XX B., packpbIBaeT mpodeccop yHUBEPCH-
tera Toponto X.T. Buscon [30].

Tema KyJIbTYpHBIX KOH(IUKTOB B KaHAJC-
KHX KaMIycax MoApoOHO paccMaTpUBAETCs B
comepkaTenpHbIX paborax II. Dmbepieiina,
I'. I'yna u apyrux asropos [13; 15].

Tema pacruzma 1 MEXXKYJIBTYPHBIX KOH(IIHK-
TOB, CBS3aHHBIX C KOpEHHBIM HaceneHrneM Kana-
TIbl, JIETabHO PACKPHITa B KOJUIEKTUBHOW MOHO-
rpaduu nox penakuueit @. I'enpu u K. Taittop, a
Takke B pabore mpodeccopa yHHUBEpCUTETA
Hanpxay3 A. Crroapra [17; 25].

[TpobemMbl COBpEMEHHBIX KaHAJICKHX YHHU-
BEPCUTETOB, IO MHEHUIO MHOTHX IKCIIEPTOB, MOXK-
HO CYMMHPOBATh CJCAYIOIINM 00pa3oM:

— HEIOCTATOK TOCYIapCTBEHHOTO (hUHAH-
CHPOBaHWUSL;

— HEOoNpeeNIeHHBIE MEPCIEKTUBBI TPY/I0YC-
TPOMCTBA BBIITYCKHIKOB TIOCJIC OKOHYAHUS YHH-
BEPCHTETA;

— 3aMETHOE CHIDKCHUE YPOBHsI KBaH(pHKa-
IIUU CTY/ICHTOB;

— ycuJIeHHE KOH(PIUKTHOTO OISl B KAMITY-
cax Ha (oHE pacrpoCTpaHEeHUs PaJIUKAIBLHBIX U
PEBU3HOHUCTCKUX UACH;

— HEJIOCTATOYHOE BHUMaHUE aJIMUHHUCTpPA-
IIUH YHUBEPCUTETOB K HOBBIM TEXHOJIOTHSIM H 9KO-
HOMHMKE 00pa30BaHuUs;

— Heolpe/IelIeHHbIC TIEPCIICKTUBBI PA3BUTHS
BBICIIIEr0 00pa3oBaHust ((hakTop HUppOBU3ALHN U
BHEJIPEHU 1 UCKYCCTBEHHOTO MHTEIUICKTa) ¥ U3Me-
HEHUs POITH YHUBEPCUTETOB U OyIyIIeMm;

— KOMMepIHalnu3aIus U «aMepruKaHu3a-
IS KaHAJICKMX YHUBEPCUTETOB U YCUIICHUSI BIIH-
STHUSI UJICONIOTMIECKHUX KOHIICIIIHI Heonroepaib-
HOT'O TOJIKA.

3aMeTuM, 4TO 32 UCKIIOUCHHEM YEThIpex
PETMTHO3HBIX KOJUTE/PKEH BCE KaHA/ICKHE YHUBED-
CHUTETHI SIBIISIIOTCS OOIECTBEHHBIMU, HAXOMASTCS
B BEJICHUH NMPOBUHIIUN ¥ KOHTPOIHPYIOTCS TOCY-
napctBoM. Tem He MeHee «kaszyc PaiiepcoHa»
MPOIEMOHCTPUPOBAIL, UYTO «KYJIBTYypa OTMEHBI»
KaK COCTaBHAsl 4acCTh «KYIBTYPHBIX BOHH» HaOU-
paeT CHITy B COBPEMEHHOM KaHaJICKOM OOIIIECTBeE.

Jlaxxe yuuThIBasi peruoHaIbHYIO crienudu-
Ky, CJIEIyeT OTMETUTh, YTO B YCIOBHUSIX OTKPBI-
TOro UHPOPMAIMOHHOTO MPOCTPAHCTBA KOMMY-
HuKaTUBHBIX cBs3elt ¢ CLIIA xaHaackoe cTyaeH-
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YEeCTBO B 3HAUMTENHHON €ro YacTHU HAaXOAHUTCS
101 HECOMHEHHBIM BJIMSHUEM JIEBOPAJUKATBHBIX
UJIel ¥ SMaHCUTIAIIMOHHBIX KOHUENIUNA, TPULLIET-
HIMX U3 aMEPUKAaHCKUX KaMITyCOB.

Orepton Paiiepcon (1803—-1882) — Brima-
FOIIMIICS KaHAICKUW TPOCBETUTEND, IEJATrOT, OC-
HOBAaTeh CHCTEMBbI IIKOJIBHOTO M BBICIIErO 00-
pazoBanus B Bepxueit Kanane (OnTtapuo) [26].
Paiiepcon akTuBHO yuacTBOBaJ B cozaanuu Komn-
nemka Bepxueit Kananer B 1844 1. (Bmocnen-
CTBUHU KOJUIEIK CTaJl COCTaBHOM 4acTbi0 YHHU-
BepcutTera TOPOHTO).

B cBoux ycunusix o pedopme Beeli crucre-
MbI 0Opa3oBaHus B OHTapuo PaliepcoH mmpoko
ucnoab3oBai onbiT Upnanauu, [pyccuun, @pan-
nun, CHIA. OH Taoke IPIIOKUI PyKy K co3/1a-
HUIO CETH MIKOJIBHBIX OMOINOTEK U MyOIMKAIUH
CIIeAIILHOTO J)KypHalia 1o BorpocaM odpa3oBa-
Hust. D. Paiiepcon — obnamaTens CTENeHH moYeT-
HOrO JOKTOpa Y3CIMAaHCKOIO YHUBEPCHUTETA
(Konnexrukyt, CIIA).

B xone kamMmaHuU UCTOPUYECKOTO PEBU3U-
OHH3Ma, 3axJyecTHyBIIero Kanany B mocienHue
HECKOIBbKO JieT, Paliepcon cran kepTBod 4yno-
BUIIHOM 00cTpykimu. [IpoTHB HEro ObUTH BBII-
BHUHYTHI HECTTPABEUINBbIC U HaJyMaHHbIC 00OBU-
HEHHS B pacu3Me, CeKCH3Me U JaKe B MPUYacT-
HOCTH K CMEPTH YUEHHKOB KaTOIWYECKUX IIKOJ
JUIsi aDOPUTEHOB, XOTSI OOHAPY)KEHHBIC B HAIIH
JTHH TIOTPEOCHUS MTOSIBUIINCH TOMBI CITYCTS TIOCIIE
cmeptu camoro Pailepcona.

Kamnanus no auckpenuTanuy BbIAAIOIIE-
rocsi TyMaHKCTa, Y€l aBTOpUTET OBLT Herpepe-
KaeM Ha IPOTSHKEHUH MTOyTOpa CTOJIETHH KaHa-
CKOI MCTOpHH, BBUIMIIACH B YHUUTOXKEHHE (IIPH
AKTUBHOM YYaCTHH CTYJCHTOB) IaMsATHHKa Paii-
€pCOHY M TeperMEHOBAaHHE HA3BAaHHOTO B €ro
yecTh yHUBepcutTera B ToponTto. Kananackue
XKypHaJbl 00sTCS MyOJIMKOBATh CTATHH B 3aIlIU-
Ty PaliepcoHa 1 34paBoro cMbICIIa BIIOJIHE B IyXe
«KYIBTYpBI OTMeHbI». Cutyanus Bokpyr Paiiep-
COHa — OJIMH M3 HauOoJiee SPKUX, HO HE eUH-
CTBEHHBII IPAUMEP «KYJIBTYPHOU BOMHBD» B COBpE-
MenHou Kanane.

«Kynomypnasa eoiina» /[. Tpamna

VY 45-ro u 47-ro npesuaenta CIIIA Jlonamns-
na Tpamma 10BONBHO CBOCOOpa3HOE OTHOIICHUE
K YHHBEPCUTETCKOMY 00pa3oBaHHio. B ornmune
OT CBOUX OJIMKaNIINX MPEIIeCTBEHHUKOB, OKOH-
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YHBIIHX M THBIE TYMaHUTAPHBIE MIKOTBI, Tpami
MOJYYHJI CTeNeHb OakalaBpa BO BTOpOpaspsii-
HoM DopaX3MCKOM yHHBepcuTeTe B Hbro-Mop-
Ke, TJIe ero JOOWMBIM MPEIMETOM ObLia JIOTH-
ka. Ho, o coOCTBEHHOMY IPU3HAaHUIO OYIyIIEro
MPE3UJICHTA, OH YaCTO MPOIyCKal 3aHATUS U HE
y4acTBOBaJl B CTYJCHYECKUX IMPOTECTaX, IMO-
CKOJIBKY ObLI yBJIeYeH Ou3HEeCOM. bosbimoro nH-
Tepeca K TyMaHWTapHOMY 0Opa30BaHUIO OH HE
ucneiTeiBal. Ilo3anee Tpamn Bce ke MOCTYIHI
B ITPECTHKHYIO OM3HEC-IIKOTY YOPTOH B YHHBED-
curete [lencunbBannu (Penn) B ®unanenspum.
Taxk uTo OTHOIIEHUE K 00pa30BaHUIO Y HETO CIIO-
XKHUIIOCh CYry0o MmparMaTHYHOE, HHBIMH CJIOBa-
MH, YUCTO JIeBeJonepckoe [5].

B mapre 2025 . 1. Tpamn oObsiBIIT amepu-
KaHCKoe 00pa30BaHUE XYM B MHpE, HE YTO4-
HSISL KAKOE — IIKOJIbHOE WITH BBICIIIEE.

HeiicTBusa agmMuHucTpanuu Tpammna 1o or-
HOIICHHUIO K BBICIIEMY OOpa30BaHHIO, MOIYAC
HerpeJcKa3zyeMble, TeM He MEHee BO BpeMst Tep-
BOTO [TPE3UICHTCTBA [TO3BOJIMIIH OIPENIEITUTH €r0
OCHOBHBIC 3a/1a4u ¥ HaMepeHust. OHU 3aKiToYa-
JIUCh B CIEAYIOIIEM:

— paspyiueHue GpyHIaMEHTaIbHBIX OCHOB
HeonmbepaltbHOM MO THKY BHYTpY COCMHEHHBIX
TaTtoB u 32 MX TpeAeNaMd, B TOM YUCIIE U B
00JIaCTH BBICIIEr0 0Opa30BaHUS;

— Oopb0a MPOTHUB MICOTOIHUSCKOTO BIIHS-
Hus [leMoKkpaTryecKkoi MapTUX B YHUBEPCUTETAX;

— 0Oopb0a MPOTHB «IITYOUHHOI'O TOCYIAPCTBAY
B TOCYIapPCTBEHHOM arrapare W ero BIWsSHHS Ha
BHYTPEHHIOIO 1 BHEIITHIOIO TIOJIMTHKY CTPAHbI;

— BO3BpaIlleHHUE KOHCEPBATHBHBIX IEHHOC-
Tel B COIMANBHYIO M TYXOBHYIO H3Hb CTPAHBI;

— CcOKpalieHre (MHAHCOBBIX PacXoloB Ha
«9Ipe3MepHbIe» ColMalbHbIe 3aTpaThl JleMokpa-
THYECKOW TapTHH, BKIOYas (GUHAHCHPOBAHHE
OOIIECTBEHHBIX YHUBEPCUTETOB;

— IIpeceYeHUE HeNeraJlbHON SMUIPalluU U
JIEBOPAIUKAIBHBIX TIOMIMTHIECKUX H COITUATIBHBIX
JIBYDKEHH, B TIEPBYIO 04Yepe/ib B YHHBEPCUTETC-
KHX KaMITycax.

OTa cTpaTerus Mmomy4ria KOHKPETHBIE Ouep-
TaHWsI U pa3BUTHE mocie BbiOopor 2024 rona.
[Tpumepom MoxeT cayxuTh mosiBieHue LlenTpa
Yeiiza B Yuusepcutere Oraiio (Ohio State). Ilo-
YTBEPKJICHHUIO OJHOTO M3 CEHATOPOB IITATa
Oratio, «co3nanue LleHTpa cTamo HEOOXOIUMBIM
MOTOMY, YTO HJICOJIOT Ul TIOJIMEHIUIIA PEaTTbHOE H3Y-
YeHHe UCTOPUH, U CTYICHTHI B Pe3yJbTaTe HTHO-
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YHUBEPCUTETBHBI B 21I10XY TVIOBAJIN3ALIUHN

PUPYIOT TPAIUIIMOHHBIE MPUHIUIBI U HJI€aNTbI
aMepuKaHCKOW HCTOpUH. B pe3ynbrare neBarkas
WJICOJIOTHS TIOJyYHIa MOHOIONIBHOE BIMAHUE B
KaMITycax U BBITECHSET U/IeH HHTEIIEKTyaIbHO-
ro pazHoobpasus...» [20; 22].

Amnanornunsie LleHTpBI ObUTH CO37aHbI, B
YaCTHOCTH, B yHHUBepcuTeTax Tonumo, B yHUBEp-
cutere Maiiamu (Oraifo), B ynuBepcurere Kinus-
JeHaa U yHuBepcurere Palira.

Takum obOpa3om, cozmaBasi MoJ0OHOTO
poJia MHCTUTYIIUH B BELyITNX OOIIECTBEHHBIX U
YaCTHBIX YHUBEpPCUTETax, aJIMUHUCTPALU
Tpamma cTpemuTcst ocaabuth BiausHIE [ eMOK-
paTUYeCcKOl MapTUH U JEBOPAAUKAIbHBIX KpY-
TOB HAa OCHOBHYIO MaccCy CTYIE€HTOB U YCHUJIHUTh
BIUsIHUE pecryOnukaHues [12].

Peus uner o nepedopMaTrpoBaHUU TPETIO-
JTABaTENILCKOTO KOPITyca BBHUJIY €ro SIBHOW HeEIo-
SUTBHOCTH K ITOJTIUTHKE aIMUHUCTpaIwu Tpamma u
JUYHO K TMpe3uaeHTy. [lo JaHHBIM H3BECTHOTO
aMmepukaHckoro Kynsryposora 1. I'opoButia, B
Hayasie 2000-X IT. TpaJUIIMOHHO OONbIIAS YaCTh
mpodeccypsl (1o 70 %) 3aHMMaIOT JICBOINOEPATTb-
HBIC TIO3HMIIMK M TOJOCYIOT 3a JeMOKpartoB [12].
[Toatomy Tpamn cTpeMUTCS MakCHMaJlbHO YCH-
JUTH JABJICHHE Ha TPEICTABUTENCH MOKOIEHUS
1960-x (Baby-boom generation), oraaBas npen-
MOYTEHUE ANUTHBIM YaCTHBIM YHHUBEPCUTETaM U
OusHec-1KonaM. BripoueM, ObIBaIOT U UCKITIOYE-
HUs U3 Toro npaswia. Hanagku Tpamna Ha ['ap-
Bap/, KOTOPBIH OH OOBHUHIUI B yTpaTe aMepuKaHC-
KHX [IEHHOCTEH 1 B 3aCHIIbE HEeoNMuOepann3ma, erie
OonbIie yecyryOuiu KyJabTYpHBIN KOH(IMKT MEK-
ny npesugentom CLIA 1 3HaUNTENHHON 4acThIO
aKaJeMUYECKOro COOOIIEeCTBA.

Nuunmnarusa no coznanuto Llentpos Yeii-
3a MpeaycMaTpuBaeT Habop JIOSUIBHBIX MPEro-
JlaBaTeNeld C MOBBIIICHHOW 3apmiaToi, mnepe-
pacnpeneneHie yueOHOi Harpy3KH B HX MOJb3Y,
OTCTpPaHEHHE HEYTOAHBIX U MHAKOMBICIISIIUX
npodeccopoB, TO ecTh mepecMoTp PpyHIaMeH-
TabHBIX IPUHIIUIIOB aKaJIEMHUYeCKON CBOOOIBI,
YKOPEHUBIINXCS B aMEPUKAHCKUX KOJIJIEIKAX
Y YHUBEPCUTETaX ¢ cepeauHbl 60-X IT. MPOIIIO-
r0 CTOJIETHS.

ITo cytu nena, «kyJapTypHas BoiiHa» Tpam-
T1a — 3TO 3epPKAJIbHBIN OTBET Ha «KYJIBTYpY OTMe-
HBI» HEOMHOEepaIoB M JIEBBIX PEBU3HOHUCTOB C
IJI0X0 TpeacKa3yeMbIMH MOCHIEACTBUAME [28].

JleMOKpaThbl HE OCTalOTCA B JOJATY U ApOC-
THO KPUTHUKYIOT IOJTUTUKY Tpamra B OTHOLIEHUH

00pa3oBaHHs, HE CTECHSSICh B BBIPAXKCHHUAX U
UMEHYsI MIPe3UJIeHTa «(PaIIiCTOM, CEKCHCTOM H
TICUXOTIaToMY. TpaMIl OTBedaeT CBOMM OIIOHEH-
TaM, OOBUHSSI HX B TIPUBEPIKEHHOCTH K KOMMY-
HU3MY, CKIIOHHOCTH K IIOIUTHYECKOMY 3KCTPEMHU3-
My U aMOpajHn3My.

ITokazaTenbHON MILTIOCTpALIEN STOM ToJe-
MHUKH MOXKET CITYXKHTbh U ITyOJIUKAIHs B CEHTSIO-
pe 2025 1. kauru ogHoro U3 pykopoguteneii Co-
103a npenogasatenei CIIA Paunu Balinrapren
«[louemy armmctel 6osTCs yunteneii?y». Kuu-
ra, B KOTOPOM >KECTKO U C JINOEPATBHBIX TIO3UIUH
KPUTHKYIOTCS TOMBITKH pecyOIMKaHIeB 00py-
IIUTh JEMOKPATHYECKUE IEHHOCTH B aMepHKaH-
CKOM 00pa30BaHMM, IPEKJIE BCETO «CBOOOIY
CJIOBa», BhI3BaJa O’KMBIICHHBIC OTKJIMKH U cTaja
Oecrcemtepom [29].

JlMcKyccns 0 «KyJabTYPHBIX BOMHAX ITPOOII-
JKaeT UITH 110 Kpyry, 0003HaueHHOMY A. briiymom
Y ero MHOTOYHCIICHHBIMH TIOCIEIOBATENAMH, KaK
B CIIIA, Tak u Kanane. B HenmaBHO omyOIMKOBaH-
Holi MoHorpaduu Jl. dnemunra «AxkaaeMus BO
TbME» YTBEPK/IAeTCs, YTO aMEPHKAHCKUE YHUBEP-
CHUTETBI B PE3YNIbTATE «KYIBTYPHBIX BOMH)» Ha IPO-
TSDKEHUU TIOMyBeKa HAaXOAATCS B MEpPMaHEHTHOM
COLIMOKYJIBTYPHOM KPHU3UCE U CONEP>KUTCS MTPU3BIB
OXJIQJUTh MCOIOTUYECKUE TPEIOUTEHUS U 00-
paTUTbCA K 3paBOMY CMBICIY U B3BEIICHHOMY
TIOJTXOMTY B OIIEHKE OYITyIIero o0pa3oBaHus, B 0CO-
OCHHOCTH T'YMaHUTAPHOTO, B YCIOBUSIX HOBBIX TJIO-
0abHBIX U HALIMOHAJBHBIX BBI30BOB [ 14].

3HAKOBBIM COOBITHEM, OTPAXKAIOIIUM BCIO
DIYOMHY COIMOKYIBTYPHOTO KpU3HCa BHYTPH aKa-
JEMHUYECKOTO COOOIIECTBA U B CTPAHE B IEIIOM,
cTajo yOMiICTBO B KaMITyce YHUBEpCUTETA IIITa-
ta FOTta Yapnun Kupka B centsiope 2025 rona.
34-neranii Kupk, KOTOpOro cUuTaIy HaJIEK a0
PecnyOnukaHCKoM apTHX U OTHAM U3 TIPEEMHHU-
koB Tpamma, ObUT TOPSTYMM CTOPOHHUKOM YHUBEP-
CUTETCKHX pedopM B JyXe TpaMmIIu3Ma U YKper-
JICHU S TIO3UIINH peciyOIrKaHIIeB BO BceM 00pa-
30BaTEIbHOM INPOCTPAHCTRBE.

YoutictBo Kupka, coBepiiieHHOE CTOPOHHHU-
KOM JIEBOpAJANKAIBbHBIX WAEH M OJTHOBPEMEHHO
MOKJIOHHUKOM Tpamria, yOenmuTebHO CBUICTENb-
CTBYET O IIYOWHE U MPOTHBOPEUMBOCTH «KYIb-
TypHoil BoMHBD . Tpamna, B KoTOpOoil Ha mep-
BBIH IJIaH BBIXOIAT MONUTHYECKAsI MOTUBALIMS U
WJICONOTUYECKast aHTAKUPOBAHHOCTH 00OEHX TIPO-
THUBOCTOSIBIIINX CTOPOH. TaKoBBI TOPHKUE MIIO/BI
KyJIbTYpHOT'O PENSTHBHU3MA H HCTOPUYECKOTO pe-
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BHU3MOHU3MA, NNPECBPATUBIINEC YHUBECPCUTCTCKUE
kammycel CLIIA u Kanazp! u3 «06arieH u3 cioHo-
BOI KOCTH» U XpaHUJIUII BBICOKOIO 3BHAHUA U aKa-
JIEMHUYECKO CBOOO/IBI B OYaru MHTEIICKTYallb-
HOTro pa30posia ¥ UACOJIOTNYECKUX IIaTaHUH.

Pe3yabTaThl

— B mocnennue necsTHiIeTHS yHUBEPCHUTE-
161 CIJA u KaHaap! mpoIomKaoT pa3BUBATHCS
B COOTBETCTBHH C IJIOOAJBbHBIMH TPEHAAMH B
YCIIOBHSIX HAMETHBIIIETOCS KPU3HCA HICOIOTHH,
MOJIUTUYECKON U IKOHOMUUECKON MPAKTUKH IJ10-
0anu3Ma M HeoJinOepain3ma.

— AkajzeMuueckas atMocdepa B yYHUBED-
cuterax CIIA u Kananer meHsiercs mo Mepe
TOTO, KaK YHUBEPCUTETHI CTAHOBATCS MEHEE HIe-
ATMCTHYSCKUMH M 00Jiee IparMaTuyecKUMH, 110
Mepe YCHIICHUS KOMMEPITUATU3aIiu U YKperie-
HUS CBSI3¢H C MPOMBIIIICHHBIMU U (DMHAHCOBBI-
MH KOPITOPAITUSMH.

— OueByHA TSHCHIINSA 0CITa0ICHUS 103U~
U TYMaHUTAPHBIX HayK HapsSAy C yCHICHUEM
crpoca Ha MEXIUCIHUILUIMHAPHBIC METOABI 00y-
YeHWS U IpenofaBanus. Teopernieckue TucKyc-
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CHUH Y MPAKTUKU «KYJIBTYPHBIX BOMH» B KAMITyCcax
CBUJICTENLCTBYIOT O TIOSIBJICHUU HOBBIX BEI30BOB
JUIsI OCHOB aKaJeMH4YeCKol CBOOOIBI M Bapua-
THBHOCTH MOJIejIeli 00pa30BaHus, 0COOCHHO B Be-
IOYIIMX YHUBEPCUTETAX.

— B 1e0M MOXHO FOBOPHUTH M 00 yCHIIe-
HUU «aMEPUKaHU3AIIN) KaHAJICKUX YHUBEPCUTE-
TOB, M yIIIyOJICHUH B3aMMOCBS3H C aKaJeMUUeC-
koii cpenoi CIIIA.

— Tlocneanue COOBITHS B YHHBEPCHUTETAX
CIIIA u Kananel yoeauTeIbHO JEMOHCTPHPYIOT
MIPOHUKHOBEHHE IEKOHCTPYKTUBHBIX KOHIIEITOB,
OTpaKAIOIINX U3MEHEHUS B BOCIIPUSTHH UCTOPH-
YECKMX COOBITUH B AyXe dIMaHCHITAIIMOHHBIX TE-
OpHI U «<HOBOW STUKI.

— «KynerypHbIE BOHHBD) HAPSITy C SKOHOMHU-
YECKUMH, COITHAIbHBIMU U TIOJIUTHYSCKUMH (haK-
TOpaMH B HEMAJIOH CTEIICHU CITOCOOCTBOBAIIH T1a-
JICHUIO MPECTHXKA BBICIIEr0 00pa30BaHMS M 3HA-
YUTEITFHOMY CHIDKEHHIO YHCIICHHOCTH CTYACHTOB
B yHuBepcuterax CIIA u Kananer B mocnenaue
ronbl. Bormpoc o coxpaHeHn# TyXOBHBIX U HHTEI-
JIEKTyaJIbHBIX IIEHHOCTEH KIIaCCHIECKOrO YHUBED-
CUTETCKOro 00pa3oBaHMsi IPHOOPET BHOBb aKTy-
AJbHOCTh U JOCTHT KPUTHUYECKOIO PyoexKa.
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Abstract. Introduction. For the first time, the article examines the contemporary Russians’ and Americans’
social views on how the Soviet and US Cold War mass culture represented “us” and “them”. Materials and
methods. The article is based on an analysis of data from an in-depth interview conducted in the USA and Russia
(n=27, autumn 2023 — spring 2024). To verify the results obtained, projective techniques were employed. Results.
The interviewees from both countries demonstrated familiarity with the content of the Cold War ideological clichés;
an understanding of the techniques by which these clichés are created; and awareness of the manipulative nature
oftheir use. They identified the features through which mass culture juxtaposed Soviet and American ways of life,
as well as the character traits and appearances attributed to Homo Americanus and Homo Soveticus. In general,
Russian informants were slightly more knowledgeable about representations of the USSR in US mass culture than
American counterparts were about representations of the USA in Soviet culture. The authors conclude that views
on the ways of representing “us” and “them” in the Soviet and US Cold War mass culture are stereotypical, being
simplified, shared, emotionally coloured and stable, and can be designated as “imagological stereotypes”.
These stereotypes serve as a factor that influences Russians and Americans’ mutual perceptions and indirectly
affects contemporary international relations. Funding. The study was funded by RSF, Grant Ne 22-18-00305-P,
“The images of the enemy in Cold War popular culture: their content, contemporary reception and usage in Russian
and U.S. symbolic politics.”
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HOMO AMERICANUS VS HOMO SOVETICUS:
UJAEOJIOTMYECKHUE KJIHUIIE XOJOJTHOM BOMHBI
B COHUAJIBHBIX IPEACTABJIEHUAX POCCUSIH U AMEPUKAHILIEB

TaTrbsina BopucoBna PsiGoBa

HarroHanbHbIN HCCIIEMOBATEILCKUM YHUBEPCUTET «BhICIas mkoia SKoHOMHUKH» — CaHkT-IletepOypr,
. Cankr-IletepOypr, Poccuiickas ®enepanus;
Canxkr-IlerepOyprckuii rocynapcTBeHHBIH SKoHOMUYecKHi yHUBepeuteT, I. CaHkT-IletepOypr, Poccuiickast @eneparmst

Jlronmuia JleoungoHa Kienienko

HarroHanbHbIN HCCIIEMOBATEILCKUM YHUBEPCUTET «BhICIas mkoia SkoHOMHUKH» — CaHkT-I1leTepOypr,
r. Cankr-IletepOypr, Poccuiickas @enepanus

AHHoTanusi. Beeoenue. B craThe BriepBbIe UCCIIEYIOTCS IPEICTABIICHUS COBPEMEHHBIX POCCHSIH M aMEPUKaH-
1eB 0 ToM, kak MaccoBas Kynerypa CCCP u CIIIA nepuona XonoqHoi BOMHBI penpe3eHTHpOoBalla «CBOUX» U «Uy-
xux». Mamepuanst u memoo. CTaTbsi OCHOBaHa Ha aHAJIM3E JAHHBIX ITYOMHHOTO MHTEPBBIO, KOTOPOE MPOBOIMIIOCH B
CIIA u Poccun (n =27, ocens 2023 1. — BecHa 2024 r.). J{ist npoBepKH MOMYYEHHBIX PE3YJIBTATOB MPUMEHSIHCH
MIPOEKTHBHBIE METOANKU. Pe3yrvmamoi. VIHGOpMaHTbI 13 00€UX CTpaH IMPOIEMOHCTPHPOBAIIN 3HAHHE COEPIKAHUS
WJICOJIOTMUECKHX KITHIIE XOJIOIHOM BOHHBI, TOHUMaHKE IIPHEMOB, [P TIOMOIIIM KOTOPBIX OHU CO3Jal0TCsl, OCO3HAHHE
MaHUMIYJISITHBHOTO XapaKTepa X UCIoinb30Banust. OHU OTMETHIIN XapaKTEPUCTUKH, TIPH ITOMOIIH KOTOPBIX MaccoBast
Ky/IBTypa Co3/laBajia MPOTHBOIIOCTABIICHHE IBYX 00pa30B KM3HH, COBETCKOTO M aMEPHUKAHCKOT0, @ TAKKE YePT Xapak-
Tepa ¥ BHemHero oonuka Homo Americanus 1 Homo Soveticus. B 11en1oM poccuiickue HHGOPMaHTHI HECKOIBKO
nydiie 3HatoT o penpesenTaruax CCCP B maccooit kynsrype CILIA, uem amepukanckue — o penpesenTarusax CIITA
B COBETCKOM KYJIBType. ABTOPHBI JIETa0T BBIBOI, UTO IPEACTABICHHS O IPUEMaX N300PasKEHUSI «CBOMX» M «UY)KHX» B
MaccoBoii Kynbrype CCCP u CILIA HOCAT CTEpEOTUITHBIN XapakTep, OyaydH YIPOIIEHHBIMH, pa3eIsieMbIMH, IMO-
LMOHAIBHO OKPAIICHHBIMH U YCTOHYMBBIMH, U MOTYT OBITH 0003HAYEHBI KaK «MMarojIori4ecKie CTEPEOTUITbI». DTH
CTEPEOTHIIBI BHICTYMNAIOT (PAKTOPOM, KOTOPBIH OKa3bIBAET BIMSIHUE Ha COLMAILHBIC ITPEICTABICHHS POCCHUSH U aMe-
PHKaHIIEB IPYT O Ipyre ¥ KOCBEHHO — Ha COBpPEMEHHBIE MEXAyHAPOAHBIE OTHOIIEHNUS. Quuancuposanue. Viccneno-
BaHUE BBITIOTHEHO 3a c4YeT rpaHTa Poccuiickoro HayaHoro ¢onmga Ne 22-18-00305-IT «O0pa3sl Bpara B MacCOBOM
KyJIBTYpe XOJIOJHOW BOMHBI: CO/IepKaHNe, COBPEMEHHAs! PELETIIHS U UCIIOJIb30BaHHE B CUMBOJIMUECKON ITOUTHKE
Poccuu u CHIA».

KnaroueBsble ci1oBa: xononHas BolHa, POCCUICKO-aMEPHUKAHCKUE OTHOIICHHSI, HAIIMOHAIBHBIE CTEPEOTHIIbI,
kunemarorpad CCCP, kunemarorpad CIIA, nmaronorus.

Huruposanue. Psoosa T. b., Kiemenko JI. JI. Homo Americanus vs Homo Soveticus: uieonoruueckue Kimiie
XOJIOTHOW BOWHBI B COIMAIIBHBIX MPEICTABICHUSIX POCCHUSH U amepukaHies // Becrauk Bomrorpanckoro rocynap-
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Introduction. Homo Americanus and
Homo Soveticus are terms that became popular
in Cold War-era Western Europe [5; 7; 15]. They
were designed to highlight both the differences
between the two superpowers and European
civilisation, as well as their certain similarities,
though these comparisons tended to be negative.
During the Cold War, in the mass culture of the
USSR, the USA and other countries on both sides
of the Iron Curtain, a huge number of images of

the Soviet man and the American man emerged
as typical representatives of two social systems,
giving rise to certain ideological clichés. Homo
Americanus and Homo Soveticus represent kinds
of imaginary Cold War American and Soviet
archetypes in mass culture. These ideological
clichés occupy a prominent place in social and
cultural memory and thus obviously have an
impact on contemporary international relations,
which explains the great interest of modern
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scholars in studying their content and their use in
the symbolic politics of the Cold War, drawing on
material from various forms of popular culture [1;
2;4; 6;9-13; 16; 18].

Our research focuses on a different issue —
the extent to which contemporary Russians and
Americans are familiar with the content of these
ideological clichés, Homo Americanus and Homo
Soveticus; how aware they are of the propaganda
functions of these images; how aware they are
of their manipulative nature; and how they
understand the techniques used to create them.
The main research questions of the study can be
outlined as follows. What are the views of
Russians and Americans on how the Soviet and
American lifestyles are portrayed in the mass
cultures of the two countries? How do they see
the appearance and character traits of Homo
Americanus and Homo Soveticus? What do they
believe are the techniques used to construct these
images? What are the similarities and differences
between Russian and American perspectives?
To what extent do these perceptions depend on
the age and political preferences of the
respondents? Finally, to what extent can these
perceptions be described as stereotypes — i.e.,
simplified, shared, stable, and emotionally
coloured? These issues are highly relevant as they
allow us to assess the influence of the legacy of
Cold War mass culture on contemporary public
opinion.

The purpose of this article is to explore the
perspectives of modern Russians and Americans
on how the mass culture of the USSR and the
USA during the Cold War portrayed “enemy
number one” — Homo Americanus and Homo
Soveticus, respectively.

An in-depth interview method was used,
with interviews conducted online in the USA and
in person in Russia between autumn 2023 and
spring 2024 (n = 27). Two age groups were
identified: one comprising individuals over 55 years
old (who had their own memories of the
confrontation between the superpowers) and
another comprising young people under 35 whose
knowledge of the period came solely from
educational and academic literature or popular
culture.

The second selection factor was the political
preferences of the informants, as these were likely
to influence their interpretation of past political events
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and thus their attitudes towards “us” and “them”.
The political preferences of the respondents were
determined based on their self-identification and
issue-based questions. We identified respondents
in the USA as rather supportive of the Republicans
and Democrats and respondents in Russia as
rather “loyalists’ and “liberals”. At the same time,
we indicated the respondents’ self-identification
in terms of their own political identity (LDPR,
Yabloko, etc.).

The sample was formed in accordance with
the standard procedure. When conducting in-depth
interviews, it is sufficient to interview 20 people
if the respondents’ opinions are homogeneous.
The survey might be stopped once the same
answer to a question is received regularly.

Projective techniques were used to verify
the data obtained. We employed images from films
released in the USSR and the USA (due to the
exceptional role of cinema in the “struggle for
hearts and minds”), asking to identify whether the
characters depicted were Soviet or American.
The films were presumably unfamiliar to them and
contained no obvious signs of national identity, such
as the hammer and sickle or the Stars and Stripes.
In addition to frames from six Soviet and six
American films containing images typical of visual
representations of American and Soviet people in
the popular culture of both countries, the
informants were also shown one frame each from
films that were atypical. The hypothesis was that
if the representations are stereotypical, i.e.,
simplified and stable, they will produce an effect
that prevents accurate evaluation of the atypical
visual image.

The structure of the article is as follows.
In the first part, we briefly outline the Russian
and American informants’ views on the Cold War,
its nature, its symbols, the role of propaganda in
constructing the image of “enemy number one”,
and the emotions that inhabitants of the USSR
and the USA evoked in each other. The second
part analyses the informants’ perceptions of the
two lifestyles, Soviet and American, including
elements such as interpersonal relations, family
relations, the value placed on money, attitudes
towards work, etc. The third part is devoted to
the analysis of the data obtained through the use
of projective techniques applied to visual
representations of Homo Americanus and Homo
Soveticus.
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A brief overview of the Cold War: key
events, symbols, and emotions. The logic of
the study suggested that the first task was to identify
the level of knowledge modern Russians and
Americans possess about the specifics of the Cold
War and their assessment of the Soviet-American
confrontation. It is worth noting that all of our
interviewees expressed confidence in discussing
the specifics of the Cold War, offering explanations
for its name (such as “there was no open armed
conflict” or “it was mainly an ideological
confrontation’’) and identifying the aims of both sides
in this war (for instance, “fighting for spheres of
influence” or “protecting allies”). Russian and
American respondents demonstrated the same level
of knowledge about that time; the Cold War
associative series, referring to the events, figures,
and images from the period (such as the Cuban
Miissile Crisis, the Iron Curtain, and the space race),
was also similar. Differences in responses
depended more on the age of the respondents:
younger participants relied on historical knowledge,
while older individuals drew on personal memories.
Political beliefs also played an important role:
Russians with a positive view of the Soviet period
depicted the USSR’s goals in the Cold War as more
peaceful and altruistic than those of the USA.
Conversely, American participants who were
critical of their own government were convinced
that the primary goal of the country was world
domination, while the USSR aimed to ease
international tensions.

In assessing the specifics of the
representations of “us” and “them” in the mass
culture of the two countries, most of our
respondents noted that these images were largely
mirrored, and the images of the enemy were
predominantly negative. However, both Russian
and American informants noted the ambivalent
nature of the propaganda: it contained not only
negative but also positive portrayals of the lifestyle
on the other side of the Iron Curtain. According
to the Russian respondents’ views, the mass
culture of the USSR acknowledged the success
of the United States in achieving a high standard
of living, economic development and scientific
progress and called for helping ordinary
Americans. Conversely, American informants
noted that the US mass culture did not ignore
Soviet achievements in the social sphere — such
as free education, healthcare, and housing — as

well as successes in culture, science, and
technology.

Finally, in the context of this article, the
respondents’ views on the feelings of the
inhabitants of the USSR and the USA are of
particular interest. American informants, more
than their Russian counterparts, emphasised that
mass culture was focused on generating fear as
a key emotional component of the Cold War
(“I think that you guys were very afraid that we
would attack. I think Americans had that same
fear” — Alice, 58, dem.). Russians believed that
attitudes towards the United States in the USSR
were more nuanced: older informants recalled
experiencing a mixture of fear, admiration, pity,
and envy towards America (only an overwhelming
minority mentioned hatred). Some noted that they
had negative feelings about the US political system
and political elites but not about ordinary Americans
(“I clearly understood who was who. Ordinary
people — they live their lives, enjoy their lives...
For example, I was happy for them that they live
better than we do... Another thing is that their
state, the elite, tried to interfere in the lives of
others!” — Arsen, 55, “loyalist™).

Two ways of life in Soviet and US mass
culture. Let us examine the perspectives of
contemporary Russians and Americans on how
the inhabitants of the USSR and the USA — and
the two ways of life they represent — are
portrayed in the mass culture of the two countries.

The “Empire of Justice” and the “Empire
of Freedom” — these are how the Soviet Union
and the United States, respectively, position
themselves, according to O.A. Westad [17].
In turn, “enemy number one” in this worldview
embodied anti-values. In the Soviet mass culture,
America was portrayed as a land of injustice, class
inequality, racism, exploitation of colonial peoples,
materialism taking precedence over spirituality, the
cult of money, and cultural degradation. In the
US mass culture, the USSR was portrayed as a
society characterised by the omnipotence of the
state and the disenfranchisement of the individual,
total behavioural control, an inefficient economy
due to the suppression of free enterprise, and a
culture profoundly alien to America in terms of
civilisation.

The interviews reveal that contemporary
Russians and Americans are well aware of these
ideological clichés. Russian informants tended to
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contrast selflessness with greed, collectivism with
individualism, kindness with cruelty, responsiveness
with indifference, and adherence to social norms
with disregard for them as typical markers of
“Sovietness” and “Americanness” in USSR mass
culture. They believe that Americans were
portrayed as arrogant, selfish, calculating,
concerned only with their own affairs, indifferent
to other people’s problems, dishonest, vulgar, and
arrogant. The following is a fairly typical opinion
regarding the Soviet representations of ‘their
mores’.

“[In the USSR] it was shown that... if we
have one person as a friend for another, then there
[in the USA] everyone is on their own; everyone
is ready to step over you. No one there will help
you in a difficult situation; on the contrary, they
will do everything to rob you as much as possible
and get what they can from you — that is the
profit” (Anton, 22, “loyalist”, LDPR).

The overwhelming majority of the
respondents highlighted racism as a key aspect
of representations of the American way of life,
contrasting this with the Soviet emphasis on
internationalism and friendship among peoples.

For American informants, the main feature
of the portrayal of the Soviet way of life in the
US mass culture was the absence of freedom.
Political freedom was emphasised above all; the
absolute disenfranchisement of citizens under a
repressive regime was a key focus. Popular
themes included “lack of food”, “lack of property”,
and “denunciation of neighbours leading to
imprisonment”.

“The average Russian, I think, was
portrayed as a kind of serf to the state or just as
an oppressed individual living a not very decent
lifestyle, at least compared to a Westerner” (Tony,
70, dem.).

An important feature of Sovietism for our
American interviewees was atheism, which
distinguished the USSR from the USA, where,
as one informant pointed out, morality could not
be separated from religion. Unsurprisingly, Soviet
characters in US mass culture were often depicted
as immoral, portrayed as murderers, liars,
untrustworthy figures, and so on.

Other values that played an important role
in the “cultural Cold War” are also associated with
key ideologies. Labour, one of the most important
values promoted by Soviet ideology, for Russian
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informants proved significant in distinguishing
between “us” and “them”, as they noted that mass
culture in the USSR contrasted the Soviet love of
work, instilled from childhood, with the American
passion for work aimed at rapid enrichment.

“The Soviets work for themselves... That is
why we had happy work, but there [in the USA],
work was portrayed as the exploitation of man
by man” (Irina, 59, “lib”., Yabloko).

At the same time, the Russians’ responses
emphasised the different social value attached to
work in the two countries, which they felt was
reflected, for example, in Hollywood’s lack of
interest in the lives of ordinary workers, labourers
and peasants (“There are more superheroes...
machos... cops... they weren’t hard workers” —
Svetlana, 58, “loyalist™). Interestingly, the image
of the steelworker Sasha Savchenko in a still from
the film Spring on Zarechnaya Street (1956,
M. Khutsiev and F. Mironer), shown to the
Russian respondents during the use of projective
techniques, elicited positive emotions (‘“one of
ours!”, “a working man!”). In contrast, the
American informants commented: “He looks like
a poor American... a working American” (Kate,
71, dem.). According to the American
interviewees, there were generally no differences
in the portrayal of residents’ attitudes towards
work in the two countries.

Attitudes towards money and personal
enrichment represent another important difference
between the two systems in the “struggle for
hearts and minds”. As Nikita Khrushchev stated
in his report to the 2 1% Congress of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union (1959): “The spirit of
individualism, personal greed, thirst for profit,
hostility and competition — this is the essence of
the morality of bourgeois society” (cit. in: [10,
p. 49]). These Soviet representations of “their
mores” were reflected in the responses of the
Russian participants. Americans were portrayed
as prioritising “money first and people second”
(Arsen, 55, “loyalist”). The American informants
showed awareness of this portrayal, with one
commenting, “Soviet propaganda portrayed us
[Americans] as greedy” (Joseph, 74, rep.).

As for the representations of the level of
well-being in the mass culture and propaganda of
the two countries, almost all the American
interviewees noted that the narrative of terrible
living conditions in the Soviet Union was discussed
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in the United States — “The idea of sharing a
kitchen with another family is so horrifying.”
The notion of the absence of private property in
the USSR was also prevalent (“You don’t own
things; you only receive what the state decides to
give you, whether it be clothing or food or housing
too, and nothing could be worse than not having
private property” — John, 28, dem.).

According to the Russian respondents, the
high standard of living in the USA was
acknowledged in the USSR, but strong property
stratification in American society was emphasised
as one of the clear manifestations of its injustice.
One interviewee recalled that America was
portrayed as a country of contrasts: “And the
slums were shown... the poor were black and the
rich were white... that is, ‘two worlds, two
childhoods’, as we used to say: rich and poor. It is
only the rich who have wonderful and good things
there, but the poor who have terrible things;
unemployed people who don’t know how to
live...” (Svetlana, 58, “loyalist”).

An important issue in the “struggle for hearts
and minds” was the question of the cultural level
of the populations of the two countries, seen as
an indicator of which social system — socialist or
capitalist — provided the best conditions for the
development of human potential. The image of a
vulgar and poorly educated “Yankee” with no
reverence for high culture was not uncommon in
Soviet mass culture. The supposed primitivism of
American popular culture and its emphasis on
maximum simplification was meant to suggest that
bourgeois society was not genuinely interested in
human development.

One of the most important components of
the images of “us” and “them” are representations
of gender relations, canons of masculinity and
femininity, and issues of love, marriage, and
family [10]. Soviet propaganda portrayed gender
inequality in the exploitative system as one of the
manifestations of its injustice, while framing the
resolution of the women’s question in the USSR
as one of the main achievements of socialist
society. Conversely, U.S. propaganda, interpreted
gender relations in the USSR as a reflection of
the perversion of human nature inherent in
communism as an ideology.

According to the American interviewees,
mass culture in the USA portrayed love in the
USSR as deviant: “The Soviet people were

portrayed as if they had never loved anyone,” and
the relationship of the Soviet people was seen as
“only a relationship of patriotism” (Joseph, 74,
rep.). According to the Russian informants, the
Soviet depiction of male-female relations in the
USA was intended to highlight the vices of
American society — the cult of money and the
commercial nature of interpersonal relations:
“Everything is for sale, and everything is bought”;
“Love is only for money”; “There is nothing
sacred; there is no concept of family.”
Relationships between Soviet men and women,
on the other hand, were presented as ideal
because they were based on true love: “The
Americans represented free morals, and in the
Soviet Union — sincerity, love, family!..” (Arsen,
55, “loyalist™).

Finally, representations of childhood. In the
USSR, images of a happy childhood symbolised
the achievements of socialism. Meanwhile,
portrayals of childhood in the United States
sought to highlight the vices attributed to the
American way of life: exploitation, social
inequality, pauperism, racial discrimination,
militarism, the cult of violence, selfishness,
hostility between people, and spiritual poverty.
In mass culture, the world of children merged
with the world of adults; an American child was
seen as being accustomed from an early age to
the fierce competition in the world of
consumerism and the cult of money, fostering
selfishness and egoism [8; 10]. In the U.S. mass
culture, the lack of individual freedom and the
presence of state control were defining features
of the image of Soviet childhood, where total
propaganda was seen as turning children into
little robots [8, p. 51-60].

During the interview, it became clear that
our interviewees’ assessments of the
representation of childhood largely coincided with
the researchers’ conclusions. According to the
American informants, Soviet childhood in U.S.
mass culture was portrayed as entirely regulated,
with children depicted as overly obedient and
indoctrinated. From the perspective of the Russian
informants, one young participant characterised
the portrayal of childhood as follows:

“[Soviet] children, who had camps, clubs, a
slide in winter, skating, skiing, hiking in the
mountains, and trips to the sea, were happy. They
had activities, something to help them grow.
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The child was presented as a person. The US
was seen as a place where kids are encouraged
to consume a lot but aren’t given much education”
(Vladimir, 20, “loyalist”, KPRF).

Thus, the interview results demonstrate that
contemporary Russians and Americans are well
aware of the system of meanings attributed to
“us” and “them” in the “struggle for hearts and
minds” by both propaganda and popular culture
in each country.

Visual clichés in representations of “us”
and “them”. In the Cold War mass culture,
images of “us” and “them” functioned not only in
an abstract sense but also in personalised forms;
visual images of Homo Americanus and Homo
Soveticus were particularly important. To explore
informants’ views on the visual stereotypes of
mass culture, we used projective techniques with
film images. The research findings allow us to
conclude that the appearance of the characters
in the films was generally decoded by the
respondents as either Soviet or American without
much difficulty. The decoding was based on the
informants’ perceptions of how these markers of
“us” and “them” were (or could be) used as
pictorial elements of the cultural Cold War. These
perceptions reflect informants’ understanding of
how the mass culture of the two countries
depicted the very essence of the differences
between the two ways of life.

The still from Ninotchka depicts girls
participating in a parade (Fig. 1). The main
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character, played by Greta Garbo, was identified
as a Soviet girl, primarily because all the
participants in the parade wear the same clothes
and have the same facial expressions. For the
American informants, the “militarisation of the
image” also contributed to this impression.

“A Soviet [girl], I think so mainly because of
the identical dress and the identical presentation of
the people in the image” (John, 28, dem.).

All groups of informants agreed that the
Soviet Union was portrayed in the United States
as a society where diversity was unwelcome and
where individual freedom, such as the right to
individuality, did not exist.

The depiction of the emotional world of film
characters is also connected to the issue of
suppressing personality and individuality.
Our respondents repeatedly raised the portrayal
of Soviet people as robots incapable of feeling
(“Soviet people always acted like robotic types” —
Joseph, 74, rep.). During the Cold War, the
representation of “enemies” as mechanical
figures was a common dehumanisation
technique [11]. This is why the character of Ivan
Drago, the Soviet boxer in the American film
Rocky IV (1985, Sylvester Stallone), was
described by both groups of informants as a
machine created in a laboratory:

“He looks like he was designed in a lab.
So I think that’s what signifies the Soviet
portrayals — this idea of machine-like, robotic-like
things like that” (Sean, 39, non-partisan).

Fig. 1. A still from the film Ninotchka (1939, E. Lubitsch)

Note. The film Ninotchka was released in 1939 but was very actively used in anti-Soviet propaganda during

the Cold War [14].
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“Something made of stone. [He is] senseless,
absolutely senseless, absolutely machine-like”
(Olga, 59, “loyalist™).

One of the techniques used to characterise
the emotional world of film characters is the use
of facial expressions — particularly smiles. Joanne
Sharp highlighted that the smile acted as a symbolic
border guard, allowing the representatives of the
free world to be distinguished from the robotic
inhabitants of the “Evil Empire” [12, pp. 117-119;
10]. For our interviewees, the absence of a smile,
coupled with the severity and unfriendliness of a
Hollywood film character, was also a reason for
identifying film characters as Homo Soveticus, for
example:

“Unpleasant, frowning for some reason...
I think that’s how the Americans imagined us.
A frown... a scary mouth, without a smile”
(Svetlana, 58, “loyalist™).

“[Soviet people] are stoic; they don’t smile”
(Sean, 39, non-partisan).

Russian informants sometimes interpreted
the absence of a broad smile in Soviet characters
as a sign of modesty rather than grumpiness.
For example, the image of the unsmiling
Ninotchka at the parade, discussed above, was
interpreted by one older informant as the image
of a modest Soviet girl (Said, 54, non-partisan).

In turn, the way the Soviet mass culture
portrayed the American smile was also
perceived by the Russian informants in the
context of the Cold War. According to their
assessment, the emphasis on the smile was a
common way of portraying Americans.
Determining the characteristics of smiles in the
film frames often became the key feature for
identifying the characters’ nationality: “Such an
American image, a 33-tooth smile... it’s very
wide”, “in all teeth, but at the same time
unnatural”, “not only broad, but smug as well”,
“the smile is so hypocritical, so ostentatious”,
“typical American”, “Hollywood”.

Another visual marker that helps distinguish
“us” from “them” is physical characteristics.
Researchers have long pointed out that
representations of physicality are connected to
ideology, symbolic boundaries, and the
establishment and maintenance of power and
subordination. For example, Susan Bordo
demonstrated that an overweight body is often
labelled as uncultured, and its owner is deprived

of the most important value of modern culture —
the ability to be self-disciplined [3]. When
describing Hollywood’s use of physicality to
create images of Homo Soveticus, the Russian
informants noted that Americans often portrayed
military figures and officials as overweight, with
a massive figure and “pot-bellied” appearances
(e.g., “frowning, plump”).

Significantly, some of the Russian
respondents identified the main character of
Ninotchka as an American, arguing that she was
too “elegant” to represent a Soviet woman.
Recalling the images of Americans in cartoons
(a “bourgeois” figure with a big belly, wearing a
tailcoat and a top hat, contrasted with “our own”
in the form of a healthy, fit, handsome man), many
Russian informants stressed that Soviet film culture
also offered another portrayal of Americans: sporty
and stylish. However, they also made a reservation:
the beauty of Americans was purely external, as it
was accompanied by an unattractive moral
appearance. One respondent commented:

“Smooth. Well-dressed... pleasant on the
outside, but rotten on the inside... not like Soviet
heroes. They were portrayed as duplicitous, their
behaviour arrogant... showing their superiority over
other people. A two-faced smile... ostentatious!”
(Svetlana, 58, “loyalist”).

The U.S. respondents’ view of the Soviet
hero’s appearance generally aligned with the
Russian view described above. However, the most
important insights relate to the key function of
enemy image — the function of mobilisation, which
suggests that this image should evoke a sense of
grave danger and generate fear. When discussing
the image of Ivan Drago, the American respondents
did not doubt his nationality, citing features such as
strength, muscular build, height, and ‘aesthetic
perfection’. They explained that the enemy should
appear as a very serious opponent.

“He’s bigger; he’s stronger. He looks like a
bully, yes. And that’s how they would be depicted —
as bullies. Bigger and stronger, and we have more
“fight’, so we can beat them. That’s what they want
you to think” (Joseph, 74, rep.).

The clothing worn by film characters could
also serve as a symbolic border guard between
the Soviet and American worlds. The American
informants relied on ideological markers, noting
elements of Soviet characters’ clothing, such as
a pioneer’s tie or workwear, and associating them
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with poverty, uniformity, and the militarisation of
life in the USSR. The Russian respondents, on
the other hand, identified American characters on
screen by referring to their clothing style (“a free
style of dress” and “more fashionable clothes™)
and its high quality. Specific features of clothing
or footwear were also seen as indicators of a
character’s American identity — for example, a
checked shirt, a double-breasted coat, cowboy
boots, men’s shorts, or jeans.

Additionally, the respondents were also
guided in distinguishing between Soviet and
American film characters by their mannerisms.
Americans were described as appearing freer,
more relaxed, and more imposing (for example,
the “feet on the table” pose was often interpreted
this way). However, interpretations of such
mannerisms varied. What the Russian
respondents viewed as swagger was described
by their foreign counterparts as ease and
informality, qualities that they felt were
inherently American.

As an example, we provide a discussion of
the nationality of a character from a still from the
children’s adventure film Akvalangi na dne
(Scuba Diving on the Seafloor (1965,
E. Sherstobitov)) — an American spy played by
Gennadi Yukhtin (Fig. 2). None of the
interviewees had seen the film. Therefore, the
choice of signs to identify the nationality of the
character is particularly significant.

The Russian respondents unanimously
identified the character as an American,
commenting on his “big smile”, “styling”,
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“fashionable look™, and “relaxed look”. However,
sunglasses were the most frequently cited marker
of Americanness. Those American respondents
who interpreted this film character as a Soviet man
based their views on the conventions used in the
mass culture of the USSR to create images of “us”
and “them”: “He is happy, tan, and smiling. So ifit’s
Soviet media, then I’m assuming that they portray
Soviet people as happy” (Sean, 39, non-partisan).

Thus, stereotypical representations helped
the interviewees to identify the nationality of
typical Homo Americanus and Homo Soveticus
in the film images and interpret their
characteristics in line with these representations.
Next, the informants were shown one frame from
a Soviet film and one from an American film that
did not conform to the usual cognitive framework.
In this context, we assumed that the respondents
might encounter difficulty in identifying the
nationality of the film characters.

One of these frames features the image of
Alexei Kolchin, a Soviet sailor from the American
film The Russians Are Coming, The Russians
Are Coming (1966, N. Jewison), played by John
Phillip Law. This film stands alone in the history
of the cinematic Cold War [14; 10]. It became
one of the most notable examples of the
rehumanisation of “enemies”, achieved by
endowing Soviet characters with traits such as
politeness, friendliness, camaraderie, and a sense
of humour. In the frame that the informants were
asked to decode, the image of the hero is strikingly
different from the images of Homo Soveticus in
U.S. cinema discussed above (Fig. 3).

Fig. 2. Asstill from the film Scuba Diving on the Seafloor, 1965
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The reasoning of an elderly Russian woman
illustrates how cognitive failure can occur. When
trying to determine the nationality of the film
character, the interviewee first noted the “simple
face”, “kind face”, blue eyes, and blond hair, which
she took as evidence that this was a Soviet character.
However, upon learning that it was an American
film, she changed her conclusion: “I think he’s
American; he’s cute. They don’t make ours that
sweet. With a good, open view” (Olga, 59, “loyalist”).

American informants — those who had not
seen the film — used similar reasoning to convince
themselves that the positive hero of the American
film was most likely an American. This view was
expressed by an informant even when no clear
argument came to mind:

“I don’t know who it is, but it looks like an
American. Why is that? I don’t know why. He
just looks like an American. He’s neat” (Joseph,
74, rep.).

To analyse the atypical image of an
American in Soviet cinema, one frame from the
film The Headless Horseman (1973, Vladimir
Vainshtok) was selected. It features the
character of the mustanger Maurice Gerald,
played by Oleg Vidov (Fig. 4). It is worth noting
that the inclusion of not only negative but also
positive American characters was almost
mandatory in Soviet cinema throughout the Cold
War. The image of the USA in the USSR mass
culture was based on the idea of two Americas:
a “reactionary” one, which included “exploiters”,
and a “progressive” one, which included
members of the Communist Party, the working
class, peace activists, African Americans, and
“ordinary people” [10]. Gerald belongs to the
“progressive” part of American society (in
particular, the film mentions that he fought
against British oppressors for the freedom of
Ireland).

Fig. 4. Astill from the film The Headless Horseman, 1973
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The vast majority of the Russian informants
had not seen this film, so they relied on their own
ideas of how “us” and “them” were typically
portrayed. The identification of the film character
as a positive figure led them to believe that it was
a Soviet person. At the same time, “foreign
clothes” and a “foreign hairstyle” raised some
doubts but did not prove decisive. The Russian
informants explained their choice in the following
way: “Soviet. The look on his face is my guess.
And his hair was somehow neatly done up”
(Anastasiya, 20, “lib.”, Yabloko). Those
respondents who identified the character as an
American tried to find in his appearance those
connotations that they believed to be negative in
Soviet cinema: long hair, “sophistication”, [he is]
“a bit feminine”, long eyelashes (“Russians can’t
have eyelashes that long or hair like that...”).

As for the assessments of the American
informants, many, like the Russians, were
confused by the film character’s long hair. In
addition, the character’s “not very happy look”
served as an identifying marker — neither of which
suggested that a Soviet man could be portrayed
in a film made in the USSR. However, there were
also those who identified the film character as
“Russian”. What is interesting is that these
respondents also expressed doubts and relied more
on their intuition than on shared stereotypes of
how Americans and Soviets were typically
portrayed — stereotypes that had previously been
easily and accurately applied. They looked for
additional clues. For example, some found the film
character’s expression looked “Russian”, though
not all could explain why:

“The blonde hair. Just the look on him.
Sometimes the look gives it away. I would think
he’s a Russian... One of those piercing looks, like
‘Don’t cross me, or you’ll get yours’” (Joseph,
74, rep.).

Results. In summary, firstly, our
respondents demonstrated confidence in
identifying the techniques used to represent “us”
and “them” in the mass culture of the two
countries during the Cold War. They showed
familiarity with the markers of difference used
and an understanding of how certain
characteristics contributed to the hierarchisation
of characters, creating either positive or negative
images, thereby revealing an awareness of the
manipulative potential of these representational
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techniques. In cases where the respondents
lacked clear memories or precise knowledge, they
resorted to a kind of deduction, inferring the most
plausible characteristics based on their
interpretation of the nature of the Soviet-American
ideological confrontation.

Secondly, there were no noticeable
differences in the understanding of the content
and functions of using images of “us” and “them”
based on the age and political preferences of the
informants. In general, the Russian informants
were slightly better at recognising the image of
Homo Soveticus in the U.S. mass culture than
the American informants were at recognising the
image of Homo Americanus in the Soviet culture.

Although the interview focused on the
ideological clichés of the Cold War period and did
not include the informants’ views on the extent to
which these clichés corresponded to reality, the
informants took the initiative to express their own
position. In this case, the influence of political
positions became quite noticeable. For example,
Russian supporters of liberal ideology sometimes
felt the need to comment on the hypocrisy of
Soviet propaganda: “It’s a bit of a nightmare over
there in the US, where... blacks are lynched and
Indians generally get drunk, but here everyone’s
equal” (Irina, 59, “lib.”, Yabloko).

It is worth noting that respondents’ ideas
about the role of different specialisation markers
varied due to their national and cultural
backgrounds. Russian and American informants
assessed the potential of these markers in
contrasting “us” and “them” in different ways.
For example, it did not occur to the U.S.
respondents that images of smiles could carry
negative connotations, whereas the Russian
informants clearly understood this point. Another
example is the aestheticisation and glorification
of hard physical labour, as depicted in the still from
Spring on Zarechnaya Street with the image of
steelworker Sasha Savchenko, which was
incomprehensible to the American respondents,
who saw only harsh working conditions.

Thirdly, because the methods of representing
“us” and “them” in the mass culture of the USSR
and the USA proved to be separable, simplified,
emotionally charged, and stable (as evidenced by
their persistence over more than 30 years), they
can be defined as stereotypical. A key indication of
the influence of these ideas is that they created
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obstacles for the interviewees in recognising and
identifying atypical cases that did not fit into their
usual cognitive frameworks. It can therefore be
concluded that not only do national stereotypes
(about the real inhabitants of one’s own country
and other countries) function in society, but also

shared, simplified, emotionally coloured, and stable
ideas about how “us” and “them” are represented
in culture — ideas that are “imagined”. There are
some that can be termed “imagological
stereotypes”. They include Homo Americanus and
Homo Soveticus, which are the focus of this article.
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AHHoTamms. Beedenue. Ha npumepe penpesenrarmii OJUMIUNACKAX WP aHATH3UPYIOTCS CO3JaHUE U JIEKOH-
CTpYKIHsI 00pa30B Bpara IpH MOMOIIH COBETCKOTO U aMEPHUKaHCKOTO CIIOPTUBHOTO TUCKYpCa KaK COCTaBIISIONIEeH
XOJIOJIHOW BOMHBL. AKTYyaJIbHOCTh ONPEENseTCs HOTPEOHOCTHIO H3Y4EHH s KaK TEXHOIOTHi CO3/IaHMs U JIEKOHCTPYK-
MK 00pa3a Bpara B MeXIyHapOIHOW IOTUTHKE, TAK U HCTOPUUECKOTO U3MEPEHHUST POCCHICKO-aMEPUKAHCKUX OT-
HoweHud. Mamepuanvl u Mmemoosl. MaTepuazaMu SBISTIOTCS MTyOIMKAIMK B BEIYIIMX CIIOPTHUBHBIX KypHanax CCCP
(«duskynprypa u criopt») U CILIA («Cnopte Unimoctpaiiteny) 3a 1948—1991 rr. (B cymme okoi10 200 BBITTYCKOB).
Pe3zynomamui. CioptuBHbIN nuckype aktuBHO ucnonb3oBaics B CCCP u B CIIA. B Hem nomyepKuBaIuCh T€ IIEHHO-
CTH, KOTOpBIE 3allIMIIaia KaKaas U3 JBYX CBepXJepskaB. UepThl, MPUITHCHIBAEMBIE «CBOEMY» U «TyXKOMY» CIIOPTY,
KOPPETUPOBAIN C XapaKTEPUCTHUKAMHU COBETCKOI'O M aMEPUKaHCKOro o0pasa »KH3HH B IIeJIoM. B penpeseHTanmsx
Onumnua i, KoTopble ObUTH MpercTaBeHbl kak conepHudectso npexae Bcero CCCP u CILA, 5T 4epThl CHOPTHBHO-
TO IUCKypCca HaXO/T OTpa)keHHe, OTHAKO OIMMITUIICKUE UJIealTbl BEICTYIAN (PaKTOPOM, OTPaHUYHBAFOIIMM MTPOLIY-
IUpoBaHKUe BpaxkaeOHOCTH. J[J1s1 aMepHKaHCKOro JKypHajga XapakrepHa OoJjblias BapHaTUBHOCTH B3MISAOB Ha
cnoptuBHoe cornepHudectBo CCCP u CIHIA, 11 COBETCKOro — NpOTUBONOCTABICHUE «3A0KEAHCKUX JENbLOB OT
CHOpTa» U aMEPUKAHCKUX CHOPTCMEHOB. CIIOPTUBHBIA TUCKYPC CITYXKHJI OJHUM M3 PECYPCOB CO3aHUSI 00pa3oB
Bpara; BMecTe C TeM OH COfIepIKall MOTEHIIMA U AJIsl IEKOHCTPYKIIMU 3THX 00pa3oB: CIIOPTHBHBIE COPEBHOBAHUS
MHTEPIIPETHPOBAIIUCH KaK CBUIETENBCTBO BosMoxkHOCTH coTpyanudectBa CCCP u CILHA Bo MHOrux oGnactsx.
Qunancuposanue. ViccnenoBaHue BBIOIHEHO 3a cueT rpanTa Poccuiickoro HayaHoro ¢onmga Ne 22-18-00305-11
«O0pa3sl Bpara B MaccoBOM KyJbType XOJIOIHOM BOHHBI: COAep)KaHKUe, COBPEMEHHAs PELETIHsI U UCTIONb30BaHNE
B cuMBonuueckoit nonutuke Poccun u CILIA».

KnioueBble cii0Ba: xonoHas BoiHa, 00pa3 Bpara, ClIOpTHBHBIN AUCKypc, OMMMIUIiCKIe UTpBI, )KypHAIT «Du3-
KyNbTypa 1 CIIopT», )KypHai «Cnoptc Untoctpaiiteny.

HutupoBanue. Ps6os O. B. CiopTHBHBIN AUCKYPC B KOHCTPYUPOBAHUH M JIEKOHCTPYKIMK 00pa3oB Bpara
MepUO/Ia XOJIOHOM BOMHBI: CpaBHUBAs penpe3eHTanun Onummuiickux urp B xypHaigax CCCP u CIIA // BectHuk
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Introduction. Various aspects of the role of
sport in the Cold War have long been of interest to
Russian and foreign researchers. Noting that sport
was part of the “cultural Cold War” [4], scholars
turn to such issues as its role in the “struggle for
hearts and minds”’; the influence of political events
on the development of the international sports
movement; sports diplomacy; and the representation
of sporting rivalry between the two superpowers in
the popular culture of that period [3; 6; 9; 10; 13;
14; 15; 18 and others]. The paper addresses a subject
that has not yet been examined — the role of sports
discourse in the construction, maintenance, and
transformation of enemy images. While various
resources contributing to the production of such an
important component of the “cultural Cold War” as
the enemy image — including political, historical,
confessional, anthropological, and other discourses —
are being actively examined [12], the role of sports
discourse remains largely unexplored. The article
thus pursues two aims: to examine the construction
and deconstruction of the enemy image through
representations of sports, and to conduct a
comparative analysis of the role of sports discourse
in the USSR and the USA as part of the “cultural
Cold War”.

Science Journal of VolSU. History. Area Studies. International Relations. 2026. Vol. 31. No. 2

This article focuses on representations of the
Olympic Games, as this phenomenon has always
been not only athletic but also political, and above
all, closely tied to the confrontation between the
two superpowers. A total of 22 Olympic Games
were held during the Cold War, with the Olympic
teams of the USSR and the USA competing
against each other in 17 of them. Additionally, two
significant events in the “cultural Cold War” were
the boycotts of the 1980 Moscow Games by the
USA and its allies and the 1984 Los Angeles
Games by the USSR and its allies.

The materials consist of publications from
two sports magazines representing the USSR and
the USA. The Soviet source is the monthly
magazine Physical Culture and Sport
(Fizkultura i Sport, hereinafter FiS), published
by the USSR State Sports Committee since 1928.
As the country’s main sports publication, it played
a key role in shaping official interpretations of
events in the world of sports. The American
source is the weekly magazine Sports lllustrated
(hereinafter S7), the most influential sports
magazine in the USA, founded in 1954 by Henry
Luce and published by Time Inc. Although sports
journalism in the USA exhibited greater diversity
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of opinion than in the USSR, and alternative
perspectives were available, the selected magazines
are broadly representative and appropriate for a
comparative analysis of Soviet and American
sports media. In total, around 200 issues from the
period 1948—-1991 have been examined.

First, we focus on methodological issues
related to the imagological potential of sports
discourse — its capacity to construct enemy
images. Then, we examine how the Cold War
sports discourse was formed in the 1940s—1950s,
along with the views expressed in the two
magazines regarding the role of the USSR and
the USA in the Olympic movement. Next, as a
case study, we analyse the coverage of the 1960
Winter and Summer Games, which were held six
months apart in different international contexts.
Finally, we trace the tendencies of the
development of Cold War Olympic discourse in
the 1960s—1980s.

The imagological potential of sports
discourse. High-performance sport shares both
common and distinctive features with other forms
of mass culture. These features define its
imagological potential, that is, its capacity to be
employed in the production, dissemination, and
consumption of images of “us” and “them”. First
is its democratic and mass nature; even basic
literacy is not required to consume sports
entertainment. Moreover, sport generates, albeit
temporary, the breaking of social barriers [2].
Secondly, sport is marked by the collective
consumption of images of sports competitions. The
energy generated by collective participation
significantly amplifies emotional impact and,
consequently, the propaganda effect. Thirdly, sport
is associated with the military sphere. As George
Orwell noticed, sport is war minus the shooting [1].
Sport serves as a substitute for war, since it is a
form of fierce rivalry in which, as a rule, the
victory of one side means the defeat of the other.
Importantly, the confrontation occurs in real time
(unlike cinema or satirical graphics), and the
unpredictability of the outcome not only heightens
audience interest, but also fosters a sense that it
depends on their efforts. All of these factors
contribute to the heightened aggressiveness of the
sports entertainment industry, which is reflected,
for example, in the significant presence of
supporters of ultra-right ideologies among fan
groups.

The most extreme form of ‘them’ is the enemy,
and sports discourse can serve as a resource for
fulfilling all the functions of the enemy image,
including the reinforcement of collective identity,
political mobilisation, the legitimation of violence,
the legitimation of power, and the prediction of
victory [12].

The function of strengthening collective
identity is realised through the construction of the
enemy as radically different from “us” and by
drawing a symbolic boundary with “them”. Sports
competitions are linked to appeals to collective
identity, with a sharp division between “us” and
“them”. At the same time, it is not only athletes
who are involved in the competition but also those
who identify themselves with them — sports fans.
National categories of “us” and “them” evoke
particularly strong emotions. Sport serves as a
resource for the formation of national identity;
victories in major sporting competitions generate
national pride. That is why events in the sporting
arena — especially in the era of sports’ televised
broadcasts — attract the attention of a vast audience.

The function of political mobilisation involves
generating a sense of the threat posed by the
enemy to the most important values and interests
of the community. Athletic performance alone
does not provoke fear; however, in a particular
context, it can be used to demonstrate the strength
of an opponent (as will be discussed later).

The function of the legitimation of violence
requires representing the enemy in a manner that
justifies negative attitudes towards them or even
their destruction. The principal technique employed
is the dehumanisation of the enemy, which takes
two forms: animalistic and mechanistic [5].
Examples of using sports discourse to dehumanise
the enemy include the comparison of the Soviet
hockey team to a machine in the USA [11] or the
attribution of bestial morals to American sports in
the USSR.

The function of the legitimation of power is
linked to discussions about which political force
is capable of eliminating the threat posed by the
enemy to a community. This helps to explain the
desire of the authorities to associate themselves
with the victories of athletes in the sporting arena.

The realisation of the function of predicting
victory is linked to portraying the enemy as weak,
ridiculous, and destined for defeat — including on
the sports field. This contributes to heightened
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intensity in competitions involving athletes from
countries with adversarial relations.

At the same time, it should be kept in mind
that sport has become one of the factors of political
dialogue, offering a model of relations that illustrates
the benefits of peaceful cooperation. Sport
functions as a means of intensifying international
collaboration, serving as a tool for conflict resolution
and the establishment of intercultural dialogue. Sport
is used by states as an element of ‘soft power’,
showcasing the capacity of their society to develop
human potential.

All of this influenced the role of sports in
the “cultural Cold War”.

Forming Soviet Cold War discourse on
the Olympics in 1940s — 1950s. The modern
Olympic Games were revived in 1896 on the
initiative of Baron Pierre de Coubertin. By the time
the Soviet national team began participating in the
Olympics, 12 Summer and 6 Winter Games had
already been held. In the USSR, during the 1920s
and 1930s, the prevailing opposition between
“proletarian physical culture” and “bourgeois sport”
led to a lack of interest in the Olympic movement 1.
However, the post-war confrontation with the USA
set new objectives for Soviet sport. A turning point
was marked by the resolution of the Central
Committee of the CPSU (b), dated 27 December
1948, which identified the attainment of “world
supremacy in major sports in the immediate future”
as a priority [9].

This entry of Soviet sport into the
international arena required ideological justification,
and FiS magazine made a significant contribution
to this process. The magazine emphasised that
the sporting successes of the USSR demonstrated
the superiority of the socialist system over its
capitalist counterpart 2. The ideologisation of sport
was further supported by assigning it the role of a
necessary condition for communist construction,
in line with Soviet political anthropology; on the
pages of FiS, the idea that the canon of the new
Soviet person should include physical perfection
was substantiated >. The magazine highlighted
within the Soviet sporting ethos such values as
the dedication of athletes to communism, love for
the Motherland, collectivism, comradeship, and
gender equality. High-performance sport was
constructed as an arena of confrontation between
two worlds, the differences between which were
represented as the opposites.

O.V. Riabov. Sports Discourse in (De)Constructing the Cold War Image of the Enemy

The FiS representations of US sport were
characterised by features that aligned with broader
depictions of America: the prioritisation of big
business interests; social inequality in access to
sport; racial discrimination; the exploitation of
professional athletes by businessmen; the
development of athletes’ physical abilities at the
expense of intellectual and moral qualities;
individualism and the perception of the other only
as a rival; dishonesty and the pursuit of victory at
any cost; the cult of bestial cruelty and violence;
and the militarisation of sport and its use in
promoting American exceptionalism globally. At the
same time, it is important to take into account the
notion of “two Americas”, a concept central to the
Soviet worldview. Alongside portrayals of
“reactionary” Americans, Soviet audiences were
also presented with images of “progressive”
Americans: communists, members of the working
class, champions of peace, “people of goodwill”,
African Americans, and “ordinary people” [12].
This concept was also reflected in sports discourse;
the struggle for peace of the “progressive figures
of American sport” was a recurring theme of FiS
publications .

The representations of those Cold War-era
Games in which Soviet athletes had not yet
participated (the Winter and Summer Games of
1948 and the Winter Games of 1952) in FiS
generally aligned with the noted trends in
constructing the image of “enemy number one”.
For example, in reports on the 1948 Games in
London — described as the “Olympics of athletes
from bourgeois countries™, — US athletes were
accused of racism, a cult of violence, and
dishonesty . The magazine described the behaviour
of the US hockey players at the 1952 Winter Games
in Oslo as “shameless and hooligan-like””’.

The first Olympic appearances of Soviet
athletes were presented in FiS as an epoch-making
event. In its report on the Helsinki Summer Games,
the magazine noted: ““Although peace and friendship
are the idea of the Olympics, until 1952 they were
diluted in every possible way by the organisers of
the Games, whose goals were very far from this
noble idea.” Thanks to the participation of the USSR
national team, a new page had been opened in the
history of the Games. After the end of the
competition, the athletes travelled all over the globe,
carrying in their hearts the belief that all nations
could live peacefully, amicably and happily.
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The Olympics were presented above all as a Soviet-
American sporting rivalry. FiS emphasised the
superiority of the Soviet Olympians over the
Americans, which was eventually called into
question only through dishonest methods — the
machinations of “henchmen of overseas
businessmen in the judging panels”. The enemy of
the Olympic movement in the coverage of the
Helsinki Olympics was the “warmongers”. They
also created the myth of the Iron Curtain;
meanwhile, “athletes from all countries, meeting with
the envoys of the USSR, were convinced that they
did not want war, that they were simple, cheerful,
friendly, and peace-loving people”. That is, the most
important aspects of conceptualising the Olympics
as an effective means of promoting peace emerged,
which during the Cold War became a hallmark of
the USSR’s foreign policy and a cornerstone of
Soviet identity [12]. Finally, representations of the
Games contributed to the creation of the canon of
the Soviet athlete — honest, peace-loving, and
respectful of rivals — as a specific embodiment of
the canon of the “New Soviet man™®.

Thus, the coverage of these Games in FiS
outlined a range of themes that would remain
central to subsequent representations of the
Olympics: the role of the USSR and the USA in
the Olympic movement; the motivations behind
Soviet athletes’ participation in it; the ideal of the
Soviet sportsman; the image of American athletes;
the nature of sport in the USA; Soviet-American
sporting rivalry; relations between Soviet and
American athletes; and the conspiracies of the
enemies of the Olympic movement.

With the expansion of cultural ties between
the USSR and the USA in the mid-1950s,
representations of the Olympics began to shift.
The FiS report on the 1956 Winter Games reflected
the warming of bilateral relations. In addition to
highlighting the Games’ contribution to the struggle
for peace and the “atmosphere of friendship,
camaraderie, and fair competition” that prevailed
at the Olympics, the magazine also noted, for
example, “The US athletes visited the Soviet
athletes™. Even more optimistic were the reports
from the Melbourne Games (1956), particularly
emphasising that the “spirit of friendship” was
visible to everyone “on the day of the opening
ceremony of the Olympics, when American and
Soviet athletes warmly applauded each other
during the parade”'°.

Forming US Cold War discourse on the
Olympics in 1940s — 1950s. The image of the
USSR in US sports discourse depended not only
on the state of relations between the two
countries, but also on the specific features of
American sport. First of all, in the USA, high-
performance sport was above all big business;
representations of “us” and “them” were shaped
in ways intended to engage audiences and
generate income for business interests. Secondly,
sport in the USA was highly decentralised. Thirdly,
the most popular sports in the USA were those
that were poorly developed outside the country.
From the mid-1950s, US sport began to become
more international, gradually overcoming its
isolationism. However, this does not mean that
sports discourse had not previously been deployed
in the context of the Cold War. The sporting
achievements of US athletes on the international
stage were welcomed. Additionally, attitudes
towards sports were used to label “Reds” within
US society: during the McCarthy era, several films
associated dislike for sport with pro-Communist
views [12]. Sport also affirmed the values of the
‘Free World’ in whose name the Cold War was
fought: freedom, individual responsibility, personal
success, and patriotism [18]. The issue of racial
discrimination was of particular importance in
ideological battles. Consequently, propaganda that
highlighted the sporting achievements of the US
coloured population was used to demonstrate the
positive dynamics in eliminating racism. Finally,
the USA used sport in Third World countries in
the context of cultural diplomacy [8; 15].

The sporting success of the USSR —
particularly at its first Olympic appearance in 1952,
when Soviet athletes competed with their US
counterparts — generated both alarm and interest
and forced them to pay attention to sporting
developments behind the Iron Curtain.
The president of the International Olympic
Committee, US citizen Avery Brundage, visited
the USSR in 1954 and was reportedly very
impressed by what he saw !!. The most notable
was a report published in S/ in 1957, in which a
US journalist, sharing his impressions of his
travelling to the USSR, noted that sports were a
common thing there, and that was reflected in
impressive results. This was a consequence of
government directives, active propaganda of
sports, the absence of fees for using sports
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infrastructure, and the availability of free time as
a result of the establishment of an 8-hour workday
in the USSR. The article was quite critical of the
Soviet way of life, but sports helped change the
author ’s negative opinion of “them”: “I found many
things in the Soviet Union which seemed strange
and funny and also bad. But the people are great.
They are quite a different people from the concept
we have had of them for 40 years”!2.

The development of mass sports in the USSR
also received different assessments. Of particular
interest is the article “Soft American,” published
in S/ in December 1960, authored by the
president-elect John F. Kennedy. The politician
emphasized the importance of mass sports for the
country’s security, noted the decline in the physical
fitness of U.S. youth, and accompanied the
securitization of American physical training with
the image of a formidable enemy: “Our increasing
lack of physical fitness, is a menace to our security
<...> We face in the Soviet Union a powerful and
implacable adversary <...> To meet the challenge
of this enemy will require determination and will
and effort on the part of all Americans.” However,
Kennedy did not at all call for becoming like the
“enemy number one”; he emphasized the
advantages of the American way of life over the
Soviet one: the USA was a free country, and its
citizens were not “forced to live their lives in the
interest of the state”: “We are, all of us, as free to
direct the activities of our bodies as we are to
pursue the objects of our thought™!3.

The USA took a long time to come to terms
with the effectiveness of high-performance sports
in the “struggle for hearts and minds.” It was only
in 1956 that an article appeared in the Foreign
Affairs magazine in which the author, as if a
revelation, presented his point of view on the role
of sports in Soviet propaganda: Soviet leaders
believe that sports should serve state interests in
the sphere of politics 4. In addition to turning sport
into a propaganda tool at home and abroad, the
U.S. media accused Soviet sport of suppressing
the individuality of athletes (which was reflected
in the priority given to team sports in the USSR);
repression against athletes and coaches;
militarization; and widespread use of means that
violated sports ethics, justified by the broader goals
of Soviet-American confrontation.

The S7 devoted considerable attention to the
Olympic movement, whose values were presented
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as those of the “Free World”; in contrast, the Soviet
system was depicted as inherently hostile to
Olympism. A key theme in the US image of the
USSR was despotism: the totalitarian regime was
seen as infiltrating every aspect of life, including
sport. These views were reflected in S/’s discussion
of three interrelated issues in Soviet-American
Olympic rivalry: the amateur status of athletes from
the USSR (which is a prerequisite for participation
in the Games); the scoring system that prioritized
the results of national teams over individual
performances; and the close connection between
sporting success and national prestige.

The transformation of sport into the main
profession of Soviet athletes — some of whom were
labelled shamateurs [16] — drew sharp criticism
in the USA. It was seen as undermining the ideals
of Olympism, with the USSR’s desire to frame the
Games as a contest between political systems
presented as the main reason. S/ repeatedly
addressed this issue, attempting to determine the
extent to which the USSR’s approach posed a
threat to Olympism 3. The author of the article
“Are we losing the Olympic ideal?” noted with
regret that the “great international festival is
becoming cannon fodder in the Cold War, with
major stress on national pride, winning, scoring
points, and beating Russia at all costs”;
“sportswriters at the most recent Olympics in 1952
at Helsinki played up the Cold War in sports and
used point scores as bait to attract readers.”
Meanwhile, interpreting the Games as a rivalry
between nations, or even political systems, meant
allowing the USSR to impose its approach to sport
on the entire world. He called, “Let’s not let Russia
push us into doing likewise”!°.

At the same time, the magazine also
contained many comments more traditional to the
Cold War rhetoric. Thus, before the Games in
Melbourne, the S/ cited the demand of a senator
from Maryland related to Soviet state-subsidized
sportsmen’s participation in the Games: “We
should do everything humanly possible to ban
Russia and her barbaric goon squads from the
1956 Summer Games <...> These unprincipled
disciples of the devil walked all over our youth at
the Winter Olympics™!”.

Squaw Valley vs Rome: The 1960 Games
in the context of the Cold War. In this part of
the article, we will analyze the representations of
the two Olympic Games held in 1960: in February
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in Squaw Valley, California, and in August in the
Eternal City. The case is of particular interest
because it enables a comparison not only of Soviet
and American portrayals of “them” in the Olympic
context but also of the representations of two
sporting events held in different international
settings.

The Winter Olympics were held in an
atmosphere of hope for significant improvement
in bilateral relations, following the visit of Nikita
Khrushchev to the USA in September 1959 and
the expected reciprocal visit of Dwight
Eisenhower. However, following the 1960 U-2
incident in May, relations between the USSR and
the USA deteriorated significantly, and the Rome
Olympics took place under markedly different
political circumstances.

In FiS, the account of the White Olympics
was presented in a piece by the chief editor,
bearing the telling title “Times Are Changing.”
Representations of the USA in Soviet sports
discourse were indeed undergoing change.

Firstly, the USA was portrayed in an
exceptionally benevolent manner; there was no
mention of either the vices of sport or the social
scourges. In the following issue of FiS, in an
article marking the anniversary of victory in World
War II, a reminder is included: “In their struggle,
the Soviet people were not alone. The sailors from
San Francisco fought alongside them for the
freedom of mankind.” The piece also contained
an appeal: “We must not allow people who have
forgotten the lessons of war to unleash a bloodbath
again.” The magazine further recalls a recent
example of cooperation related to the seven-week
drift of Soviet sailors on a barge in the Pacific
Ocean and their rescue by the Americans.

Secondly, the achievements of US sports
were emphasized, as was the contribution of the
USA to the development of international sport or
the organization of sport within the United States.

Thirdly, Americans themselves were
depicted with considerable sympathy. It is
particularly noteworthy that these positive
portrayals were no longer limited to “progressive”
Americans; among the positively depicted figures
were representatives of those social groups that
had previously personified “reactionary” America:
big businessmen, “corrupt journalists,” and pop
culture magnates. The class-based approach is
almost entirely absent. The image of former arch-

enemies of Soviet journalists — members of the
American bourgeois press — was also undergoing
transformation. “The staff of FiS visited their
colleagues from S/, who, in introducing the Soviet
journalists, said, ‘These are our Russian brothers,
from the magazine Physical Culture and
Sport.”” Probably, against the background of such
representations of the USA, FiS readers could
hardly disagree with the magazine’s conclusion
that “the ice of the Cold War is crumbling more
and more™'3.

Fourthly, the image of American athletes
was also undergoing change. This is how, for
example, the US hockey players, who became
champions for the first time, were portrayed: while
noting that their victory was deserved, FiS
journalists highlighted qualities such as
“perseverance,” “the ability to fight selflessly until
the last second,” and “remarkable courage”!.

Changes were also evident in the visual
portrayal of athletes. FiS published a large
photograph showing the celebrated speed skater
Yevgeny Grishin in a conversation with a US
female athlete. “A Russian matryoshka doll! This
is a souvenir!” she exclaimed with delight.
America was no longer depicted as a capitalist,
warmonger, or wolf but instead appeared as a
smiling young woman...?°

The “honeymoon” in Soviet-American
relations, however, was soon coming to an end, and
from the second half of 1960 onwards, the tone of
sports representations of the USA in Soviet sports
discourse began to change. Many features of the
representations of the USA that had been
established in Soviet sports discourse during the first
decade of the Cold War were once again in demand.

The Summer Olympics in Rome took place
against this political backdrop. It is hardly accidental
that, when announcing the opening of the Games,
FiS reminded readers it coincided with the
15" anniversary of the bombing of Hiroshima 2!.
The results of the sporting competitions were used
to draw conclusions about the rivalry between
socio-political systems 22. Of note, too, is the use
of such characteristics to describe US athletes as
“self-confidence,” “boastfulness,” and “self-
promotion”?3, Finally, it is significant that military
vocabulary was used to describe the competitions —
for example, the victory of the USSR national
athletics team was designated as the “Waterloo of
America”™?4,
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“The Russians are Coming” was the title of
an article about the Squaw Valley competition,
published in the pre-Olympic issue of S72°.
It described Soviet athletes as leaders of world
sport — without any negative comments.
The magazine presented highly positive portrayals
of individual Soviet athletes 2°.

The issue of S/ dedicated to the results of
the Olympics emphasised that “the one
indisputable, over-all winner at Squaw Valley was
no individual or nation at all, but the world itself,
the world of sport and the world of people”.
The organisers had feared that the political
tensions of the Cold War might spoil the event,
but ‘the friendliness and affection that existed
between the competitors was obvious to millions
of televiewers’. The article “The Games Were
the Best”?’ was accompanied by the subtitle
“These were the most successful Winter Olympics
of all, and the now-friendly Russians were the
most successful competitors in them.” The author
attributed the Soviet victories to “a massive sports
programme enveloping schools and clubs and
labour unions and the military service, state
encouragement, frequent outright aid to the
specially talented, a fierce desire on the part of
the individual to triumph, less for himself or his
organisation than for Mother Russia.” He also
suggested that, between the 1956 Games and the
1960 Games, the Russians had changed. “They
have become more human, ceasing to be muscles
without minds or personalities and became
individuals. Some of them were very impressive
individuals, indeed.” He went on to cite Yevgeny
Grishin as an example of a bright Soviet individual.
It is also noteworthy that the magazine cited
Olympic champion Bob Cleary’s statement about
Soviet hockey players: “They don’t talk about
Communism. Like us, they talk about hockey —
and girls”. In other words, the rehumanisation of
the image of Soviet athletes did not entail a change
in attitude towards the Soviet political system or
its policies in previous years.

As for the Summer Olympics, SI’s reports
were imbued with a different tone. The magazine’s
shift in position on key issues related to Olympism
is particularly noteworthy: it called for legitimising
the participation of professional athletes
(presumably to eliminate the advantages held by
athletes from socialist countries) and for official
recognition of the fact that the Olympics were
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not merely a competition for individual athletes
but also for nations. The article “Why Not Wave
the Flag?” argued that national sentiment could
not be suppressed and that nationalism —
judiciously mixed with the Olympic spirit, which
aims to promote sports for sports’ sake — was
beneficial for sport, nations, and individuals. “So
right now we don’t feel at all abashed about urging
our boys in Rome to go out and beat the pants off
the Russians and everyone else”?. Thus, the
Games were portrayed primarily as a Soviet-
American rivalry. A noticeable negativity towards
Soviet athletes permeated the coverage of many
aspects of the Games. For instance, in its report
on the opening ceremony, S/ ridiculed the uniform
of the USSR national team: “the Russians bulked
muscularly in blue single-buttoned suits that
suggested something you might see at a lawn party
given by Khrushchev’®. The tactics employed
by the Soviet basketball team in their match
against the US national team were also satirised;
while the Americans shot and scored points, the
Russians were described as playing basketball
much like ice hockey — relying heavily on passing
and team play. This was interpreted by US
journalists as a reflection of the suppression of
individuality and the triumph of collectivism in the
USSR 3. The issue of September 12 opened with
an article that did not say a word about sports but
emphasised that “the citizen of a free and
competitive economy always enjoys more of the
fruits of his labor than the citizen of a communistic
or socialistic state”. Yes, the author admitted, the
USSR was ahead of the USA in space; however,
what was happening on Earth was much more
important, and on this planet America was more
successful than Russia, and its standard of living
was significantly higher...%!

Cold War discourse on the Olympic
Games in the 1960s — 1980s. Subsequently,
the “cultural Cold War” also actively exploited
representations of high-performance sport, which
highlighted the values championed by each of the
superpowers: the USSR — communism, peace,
social justice, Soviet patriotism, collectivism,
comradeship, and gender equality; the USA —
freedom, personal achievement, hard work,
equality of opportunity, Americanism, racial
harmony, and national unity.

All this is evident in the representations of
the Olympic movement, whose important role in
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the ideological battles of the Cold War was
recognised in the leading sports magazines of both
the USSR and the USA. SI positioned Olympism
as the brainchild of Western civilisation, founded
on principles alien to the Soviet system. In contrast,
FiS evolved from an initially hostile stance towards
the Olympic movement to its full support, ultimately
symbolically sovietising Olympism by declaring its
values to be aligned with the goals of Soviet societal
development. Alongside the promotion of the Soviet
Motherland’s prestige and the demonstration of the
superiority of the socialist system, various motives
for the participation of Soviet athletes in the Games
were highlighted in different times. These included
the struggle for peace, the unification of all
progressive forces, and the demonstration of the
possibility of peaceful coexistence. The coverage
of the 1964 Tokyo Games added to the context of
the conceptualisation of the Olympics’ such value
of the Soviet Thaw as humanism, the highest
embodiment of which was called Communism. The
socialist countries were described as the most
ardent champions of the Olympic ideas, which, in
turn, were portrayed as “being in blatant
contradiction to the very essence of imperialism’™?.
“Unlocking human potential” and “demonstrating
youth cooperation and unity for peace, progress,
and democracy” were highlighted as the most
significant results of the Games in the messages
that Alexei Kosygin sent on behalf of the USSR to
the IOC in 1968 and 1972 33. At the beginning of
perestroika, those Olympic values that resonated
with the ideological trends of the time were
foregrounded: in his speech at the reception in
honour of Soviet Olympians, Mikhail Gorbachev
referred to the Olympic movement as one of the
universal values of humankind 3*.

The USSR positioned itself as the flagship
of the Olympic movement and a guardian of its
principles, including its depoliticisation. Thus,
during the 1980 Moscow Olympics, the US
authorities became the target of criticism for
violating the principles of Olympism by politicising
sport through their boycott. The boycott of the
1984 Games in Los Angeles by the USSR and
many of its allies was explained in FiS not as
politically motivated but as a response to the fact
that the so-called “Americaniada-84” was a
commercial event staged in an “atmosphere of
psychosis, hate and hostility”, where the safety
of athletes was at risk [7].

In the United States, the representations of
competitions between athletes from the USSR and
the USA as part of the Cold War were largely
reactive, serving as a response to Soviet symbolic
politics. As noted above, it was only from the mid-
1950s that sports competitions began to be
perceived as part of the “struggle for hearts and
minds”33. In S/, the tendency to resist this
interpretation remained quite marked, yet
ultimately the view of the Games as one of the
theatres of the “cultural Cold War” came to
prevail. This is especially noticeable in cases of
sensitive failures, such as the defeat of the US
basketball team in the final of the Munich
Olympics (and the aggravated fiasco of the NHL
players, which occurred on the same days during
the Series-72 matches with the USSR hockey
team). The author of one of the articles
emphasised that the situation in Olympism was
developing in “a direction advantageous to the
totalitarian communities”. The first factor that
gave the USSR an advantage over the USA was
government support for sportsmen 3¢, The use of
national sentiments served as another factor; it is
noteworthy that the author even refers to the
image of the siege of Leningrad: “as the
inhabitants of the city clearly preferred death from
starvation or disease... to surrender to the Nazis,
the representatives of the Soviet Union in
basketball, and in hockey, and in chess, will clearly
do their best for their homeland.” Therefore, the
problem in the author’s eyes was that adjustment
to the ethic of Olympic victory requires a
correlative adjustment of domestic values which
Americans were not willing to tolerate 37.

It’s also notable how S covered the victory
of the USA hockey team over the Soviet team at
the Olympic Games in Lake Placid in 1980 —
known as the “Miracle on Ice”. The SI report
“Do you believe in miracle?” set a frame for
assessing this event as the most important one
for the confrontation of the Cold War 3%. Moreover,
in December 1980, the magazine named the entire
USA hockey team “Sportsmen of the Year” and
described the victory itself as “the main sporting
event of the 20" century”. The editorial decision
was explained in an article with a title that hardly
needs comments — “A Reminder of What We Can
Be”¥. The author focused less on the Olympic
gold medal and more on the symbolic triumph of
young US athletes over the “Great Red Bear”.
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The coverage of the subsequent Olympic
Games in Moscow was generally unfriendly.
Particular attention was paid to the boycott by
Western countries and to the protests during the
opening ceremony of the Games. The magazine
ridiculed the measures taken by the USSR leadership
to present a brilliant image of the country — although
it also included the views of those who considered it
unacceptable to use the Olympic movement to
achieve political goals, and it acknowledged the high
level of sporting competition 4°.

Results. Thus, sports discourse served as
one of the key instruments for constructing the Cold
War image of the enemy. Its imagological potential
is determined by such features as the collective
nature of the consumption of sports images, the
democratism and mass character of sport, and its
connection with the military sphere. At the same
time, sports discourse contains the potential to
deconstruct the enemy image: sports competitions
could be interpreted as evidence of the similarities
between representatives of different social systems
and of the possibility of peaceful rivalry between
the USSR and the USA, as well as cooperation in
various spheres. The very possibility of seeing and
portraying “them’ as human beings — with strengths
and weaknesses — undermined the Cold War’s
practices of dehumanisation.

The Olympics were represented primarily
as a rivalry between the USSR and the USA.
In the meantime, the importance of Olympic ideals
was consistently emphasised; a sort of “Olympic
truce” served to soften the level of criticism
directed at the antagonistic system, which was
otherwise common in the discourse outside the
context of the Games.

A case study of the coverage of the 1960
Winter and Summer Games — held six months apart
in entirely different international contexts —
demonstrated that representations of Soviet-
American sporting rivalry generally reflected the
state of relations between the two countries.
The most favourable portrayal of “them” appeared
in the coverage of the Squaw Valley Games in 1960,
where both magazines conveyed the sense that the
Cold War was coming to an end. Conversely, the
worsening of international tensions was
accompanied by increasingly negative depictions
of athletes representing “enemy number one”.

These tendencies can be seen as more or less
characteristic of both Soviet and American
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representations of the Olympics. As for differences,
US sports discourse was marked by a greater diversity
of perspectives, even within the framework of one
magazine. S/, for example, frequently acknowledged
the sporting achievements of the USSR.

In the USSR, the idea of “two Americas”
required an emphasis on the distinction between
“reactionary” and “progressive” Americans.
Criticism was directed primarily at the “overseas
sports dealers” and the sports system itself; negative
commentary on US athletes was virtually absent.
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Olympism in the Cold War discourse [17].

36 As an article published on the eve of the
Winter Games 1972 pointed out, this system was now
extended to all socialist countries; “East Germany
had been converted into an athlete factory in recent
years, drafting promising children and putting them
into early training almost as if they were race horses”.
E.g.: Johnson W. Ice-Cold Games and Solid-Gold Girl.
81,1972, Jan. 31.

37 Buckley W.F. Strange Bedfellows. SI, 1972,
Sept. 25.

3% Do You Believe in Miracle? SZ, 1980, Mar. 3.

3 Swift E.M. A Reminder of What We Can Be.
SI, 1980, Dec. 22.

40 Fimrite R. Only the Bears Were Bullish. S7, 1980,
July 28.
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Abstract. Introduction. The article examines cultural communication between the USSR and the USA from
the 1960s to the 1980s. The case selected for the study includes criticism of the most significant aspects of the
socio-political life of the USA — specifically, the political system, the institution of the presidency, and civic
values — during the Cold War period. Methods and materials. The analysis uses historical constructivism and a
range of supporting methods: descriptive analysis, discourse analysis, and semiotics. In addition to publicly
available versions of the novel, plays, and films, the authors use unpublished archival sources. Analysis. The study
focuses on the Soviet media campaign around the novel Seven Days in May by Fletcher Knebel and Charles
W. Bailey I, which includes literary translations, plays, and films. The experience of “‘symmetric” film adaptations
in the USSR and the USA has been studied. Particular attention is paid to the technique of on-screen modelling,
which enabled the authors to offer a critical reflection on contemporary realities in the rival powers. Results.
The analysed approaches to interpreting the novel, despite the variety of channels through which its content was
disseminated, reveal commonalities and patterns in the construction of the symbolic Other. The criticism of the
ambiguity surrounding political processes in the USA by the authors of the novel largely corresponded with
established propaganda techniques employed by the Soviet media. The reflection of real processes in the relations
between the two states is traced in the dynamic development of the images of the colonel, general, and president
in the various versions of the novel. Authors’ contribution. Maksim Kaziuchits analysed a range of literary and
media sources — the original novel Seven Days in May by Knebel and Bailey and its translations into Russian.
He compared the translated versions with the source text and identified omissions in the 1966 and 1990 editions.
His research also encompassed the radio play and the television production The Last Argument of Kings, as well
as archival materials from the Russian State Archive of Cinema and Photo Documents and the Archive of the State
Television and Radio Company. Nina Sputnitskaia worked at the Russian State Archive of Literature and Art, where
she collected and analysed documents related to theatrical productions, studied the personal archives of the
creators of media products, and examined both the television film The Conspiracy and the script Hello, Comrade
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OBPA3bI CHMBOJIMYECKOTI'O JIPYTOI'O
B KYJIbTYPHOM KOMMYHHUKAIIMHA CCCP ¥ CIITA
IEPHUOJIA XOJIOJJHOM BOMHBI: KEMC «CEMb JJHEW B MAE»

Makcum @egopoBuu Kaszwuun

Bcepoccuiickuii rocynapcrBeHHbIH yHuBepcuTeT kKuHemarorpaduu (BI'UK) um. C. I'epacumoga,
. Mockga, Poccuiickas ®enepanus;
HarroHanbHbIH HCCIIEMOBATEILCKUM YHUBEPCUTET «BhICIas mkoia S3koHOMHUKH» — CaHkT-I1etepOypr,
r. Cankr-IletepOypr, Poccuiickas @enepanus

Huna IOpbeBna CnyTHHIKAS

Bcepoccuiickuii rocynapcrBeHHbIH yHuBepcuTeT kuHemarorpaduu (BI'UK) um. C. I'epacumoga,
. Mockga, Poccuiickas ®enepanus;
HarroHanbHBIN HCCIIEMOBATEILCKUM YHUBEPCUTET «BhICIas mkoia 5koHOMHUKH» — CaHkT-IleTepOypr,
r. Cankr-IletepOypr, Poccuiickas @eneparus

AHHoTanusl. Beedenue. CTaThs MOCBsAIICHA U3yUeHUIO KynbTypHOH KoMMyHuKaru CCCP u CIIA B 1960—
1980-x romax. BeiOpaHHBIi 115 MccieToBaHMS KEHC COAEPIKUT KPUTUKY HarOoJIee BaXKHBIX CTOPOH OOILECTBEHHON 1
nonutuueckor xu3Hu CIIA (monutrdeckoe ycTpoHCTBO, HHCTUTYT IPE3UACHTCTBRA, TPakJaHCKKE IIEHHOCTH) B T1e-
PHOJ XOJIOAHOM BOMHBL. Memooul u mamepuaivl. AHaIN3 OCYIIECTBISACTCS C IPUMEHEHHEM HCTOPUIECKOTO KOHCT-
PYKTHBHU3Ma M KOMILJIEKCA BCIIOMOTaTeIbHBIX METOJIOB: IECKPUIITUBHOTO, TUCKYPC-aHAIN3a, CEMUOTHKU. ABTOPBI
MOMHUMO OOILEOCTYTHBIX BEPCUH POMaHa, Ibec, (PHIBMOB IIPHUBIEKAIOT HEOMyOIIMKOBAHHBIE apXHBHbBIE UCTOYHH-
ku (PTAJIU, PTAK®/I, Apxus l'ocrenepanmno). Anarusz. B ¢pokyce uccienoBanus — COBETCKask MeIHaKOMIIaAHUS
pomana «Cemb anerd B Mae» @. Hubena u U.Y. baiinn, KoTOpyro coCTaBMIM JINTEPATYpHBIE MIEPEBOIIBI, MHECHI,
¢unbMbl. V3ydeH onbiT «cumMeTpuuHbx» dkpanu3anuii B CCCP u CHIA. Ocoboe BHUMaHHE YAEICHO MPUEMY
MOJICTTUPOBAHHMS Ha DKpaHe (IOCTPOSHHE HappaTHBa Ha OCHOBE BOOOPaXKaeMoM, TUTIOTETUYECKH BO3MOXKHOH CUTY-
aIiM), KOTOPBIHM MO3BOJISUT aBTOPAM KPUTHUYECKH OLIEHUTh COBPEMEHHOCTD B KOHKYPUPYIOIIUX JIepiKaBax. Pe3yib-
mampyl. [IpoaHanM3upOBaHHBIE TOJXOBI B TPAKTOBKE POMaHa, MPH Pa3HO00pa3nuy KaHAJIOB TPAHCIISILIUK €r0 COAep-
KaHu# (Tearp, paguo, KuHo, TB), MO3BOIAIOT TOBOPUTH 00 OOIIHOCTH U 3aKOHOMEPHOCTSIX B KOHCTPYHPOBAHHUU
cuMBonueckoro Jlpyroro. Kputrka cTpyKTypHOW HEOJHOPOAHOCTH M HEOTIPEIEIEHHOCTH TOCYIapCTBEHHBIX IIPO-
ueccoB B CIIIA aBropoB «CeMb /iHEl B Mae» BO MHOT'OM COIVIACOBBIBAIACh C YCTOSBIIMMUCS ITPONAraHANCTCKUMHU
MpUeMaMH COBETCKUX Menua. OTpa)keHHe peabHBIX IPOIIECCOB BO B3AUMOOTHOILIEHUSIX IBYX TOCYIapCTB MpOCIIe-
YKMBAETCs B JMHAMUYHOM pa3BUTHH 00pa3o0B ronkoBHKKa Keiicy, reHepana Ckorra u ipe3uenTa Jlnmena B pazind-
HBIX BepcHsix poMaHa ¢ 1960-x IT. BIUIOTH /10 KOHIIA XONOAHOM BOHHBI. Bri1ad agmopos. M.®. Kaztouni npoanatisu-
pOBaJI IUTEPATYPHBIC HCTOYHUKH — OPUTHHAIBHBIH poMaH ®reruepa Hubena u Yapnza Beitnu «Cemb aHEl B Mae»
W €ro NepeBo/Ibl Ha PYCCKHUH A3BIK (IPOBEJ CBEPKY BEPCHH ¢ HICTOYHUKOM U BBISIBHJI KYITIOPBI B PYCCKOM ITEpEBOJIe
1966 u 1990 rT.); npoaHaIM3UPOBaIl paANOIbECY U TeIeBU3NOHHYIO mocTaHOBKY 1983 r. «Ilocnemnuii qoBog Kopo-
nei», nmposen padory ¢ nokymentamu PTAK®]], Apxusa I'octenepaano. H.}FO. CryTHuIkas nmpoBena padbory B
PI'AJIN, cobpana u npoaHanu3upoBaja JOKYMEHTHI 10 TeaTpabHBIM ITOCTaHOBKAM, M3y4YHia JTMYHBIC apXHUBBI
aBTOPOB ME/IMANPOJIYKTOB, ITpoBeia aHanu3 teneduibsma «3aroBopy» (1971) u ciienapust «31paBCTBYHTE, TOBAPHIIL
npe3uaeHt!» (1990). Qunancuposarnue. ViccnenoBanue BHIMOIHEHO 3a cUeT IpaHTa Poccuiickoro HayqHoro ¢hoHaa
Ne 22-18-00305-IT «O6pa3bl Bpara B MaCCOBOH KYJIBTYPE XOJIOIHOW BOWHBI: COIEpIKaHKUEe, COBPEMEHHAS PELICIIINS U
HCIONIb30BaHKe B cuMBonuyeckoi monutuke Poccun u CIIA».

Karouessble ciaoBa: 00pa3 Bpara, KOHCTUTYHpYouuii J{pyroii, xononaHas BoitHa, meauakomnanus B CCCP,
KPHUTHUKA HHCTUTYTA Mpe3nuieHTCTBa, «CeMb THEH B Maey.

Huruposanue. Kaszrouur M. @., Ciyraunkas H. FO. O6pa3sl cumBoimmyeckoro JIpyroro B KyIIbTYpHOMH KOM-
mynukaiun CCCP u CIIIA nepuona xonmonHo# BOiHBL keiic «Cemb nHell B Mae» // BectHuk Bomrorpanckoro
rocynapctBeHHoro ynuBepcutera. Cepus 4, Vctopus. Pernonosenenue. MexxayHapoaHble oTHOmeHus. — 2026. —
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Introduction. The problem of constructing
the symbolic Other in the 1960s—1980s in literature
and screen culture was developing rapidly and
actively shaped by the context of international
relations between the USSR and the USA.
The Cuban Missile Crisis, the Vietham War, the
subsequent dittente, and the nuclear arms
limitation treaties were all reflected in the artistic
culture and propaganda of both countries.
The subject of this article is to examine the
mechanisms of constructing the symbolic Other,
especially the hostile Other, within the framework
of artistic discourse, including theatre, radio,
cinema, and television. The object of the research
is the materials of the media campaign related to
the release of the Russian-language translation
of the novel Seven Days in May by Fletcher
Knebel and Charles Bailey and its subsequent
theatrical, radio, film, and television adaptations,
which spanned nearly three decades, until the
collapse of the USSR. The first Russian translation
appeared at the height of the Vietham War in 1964,
and the final script, which was never filmed, dates
back to 1990. This case is of particular interest
not only because of its chronological scope, which
encompasses one of the most dramatic periods in
recent political history, but also due to the wide
range of cultural channels through which the novel
was disseminated. Taken together, these materials
exhibit numerous characteristic features that
make it possible to identify patterns in the
construction of the symbolic hostile Other — an
image that is heterogeneous, structurally complex,
and historically dynamic — while simultaneously
revealing the mechanisms through which Soviet
identity was articulated.

Seven Days in May: Russian Translations
of the Novel and the Foreign Policy
Context

The first Russian edition of the novel Seven
Days in May [1] was published by the Military
Publishing House of the Ministry of Defence of
the USSR (Voenizdat), four years after the
American edition and two years after the release
of the eponymous film directed by John
Frankenheimer. The translation was carried out by
writers, diplomatic workers, and intelligence officers
Pavel Viduetsky and Anatoly Gorsky. “To lift the
veil on what the ‘American way of life’ and the

notorious ‘free world” actually represent” [1, p. 18],
Major-General A.M. Shevchenko noted in the
introductory article. In the same piece, he briefly
but pointedly noted the ambiguous reception of the
novel in the United States. Shevchenko also sought
to place the translation within the contemporary
foreign policy context — specifically, the widespread
public anti-militarist and anti-American sentiment
surrounding the Vietnam War. In 1990, the second
edition of the novel was published [2]. In the
introductory article, it was framed within the new
context of cultural and political relations between
the USSR and the USA at the end of the Cold
War. “Important agreements have been signed
between our countries, diplomats are working
tirelessly, and the new political thinking has made it
possible to establish contacts in the military sphere
as well,” [2, p. 336] Alexey Fayngar noted.

An analysis of the censorship edits in both
editions reveals the content that shaped the
image of the symbolic Other. First, the foreign
policy context of the 1960s influenced the
omission of all reference to China in the 1966
Russian translation. In the original novel, the
relations between the USSR and China are
assessed as a purely pragmatic alliance — if not
equal, then at least suggesting that China would
soon possess comparable military capabilities.
However, it is the Soviet Union that did not
inspire confidence among Americans as prone
to political treachery.

In one scene, CIA Director Lieberman
reports to President Lyman that the Soviets have
begun secretly producing components for nuclear
missiles in violation of an agreement and shows
delivery routes on a map. The president speculates
about possible China’s complicity:

“The lines multiplied and crisscrossed.

‘Has anything like this turned up in China?’
asked Lyman.

‘Nope,” Lieberman said. ‘Maybe
Feemerov’s cheating on his Peiping buddies, too.’

‘If this is true,” Lyman said, ‘the treaty is
dead. And maybe the world too’” [11, p. 211] (tte-
peBo: «JIMHUU Ha KapTe POCIH, MepeKpeniBa-
SCh IPYT C IPYTOM.

— “IToxorke, oHM HampasieHbl k Kuraro?” —
cupocun Jlumen. — “Her”, — orBerun Jlubep-
MeH. — “CoBeTCKHUI TpeMbep, BO3MOXKHO, 00Ma-
HYJ U CBOMX NEKHMHCKUX Apy3ei”. — “Ecnu 310
npasja, TO IOrOBOPY KOHEIl. A MOXKET ObITh, H
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BceMy MEPY™» [2, pp. 194-195]). The text in italics
was absent from the 1966 edition.

The omissions suggest that by the second half
of the 1960s, the Soviet Union was represented in
its own propaganda as the constitutive Other for
the peoples of all countries within its sphere of
influence. China was no exception, as can be seen
from the example of cinema. The establishment
of diplomatic relations between the USSR and the
PRC was accompanied by the strengthening of
cultural ties. For example, large-scale chronicle and
documentary films such as Liberated China
(1950) and In the New Beijing (1950), directed
by Sergei Gerasimov, and The Victory of the
Chinese People (1950), directed by Leonid
Varlamov, were released in both the USSR and
China. These films drew historical and cultural
parallels between the two countries and presented
the Chinese and Soviet peoples as fraternal.
However, the key motif was that China had
embarked on the path of socialist development
under the auspices of the USSR and that Mao
Zedong was portrayed as the leader of the Chinese
people and a devoted follower and continuer of
Stalin’s cause.

As of the time of the novel’s release in 1962,
China did not yet possess nuclear weapons
(although the text refers to a number of successful
tests). This theme contributes to the futuristic
geopolitical landscape of 1974 — the year in which
the novel’s events take place — and reflects the
authors’ assumptions regarding the prospects for
the development of Soviet-Chinese relations.
However, the historical context of the Cultural
Revolution likely predetermined the complete
removal of the Chinese theme from the 1966
Russian translation. For example, Lyman’s
reflections — “With atomic weapons already
stacked like cordwood and Peiping boasting of a
third hydrogen test, there wasn’t much time left” [11,
p. 49] (mepeBox: «B ycnoBusix, koraa [lexun yxe
HAKOITHJI JIOCTATOYHO ATOMHOTO OPYXKHsI M XBac-
TaeT TPEThUM HCITBITAHUEM BOJOPOIHON OOMOBI,
0CTaJI0Ch HE TaK MHOTO BpemeHu» [2, p. 50]) —
were omitted from the 1966 edition but reinstated
and stored in the 1990 translation.

Second, despite Shevchenko’s remark in the
introductory article to the 1966 edition regarding
the “boring” American stereotypes in depicting the
USSR (e.g., treachery and rudeness), all passages
portraying Soviet politics as duplicitous were
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nonetheless excluded from the Russian translation.
In the scene depicting the confrontation between
Lyman and Scott, the general reproaches the
president for inaction: “And we emphasised until
we were blue in the face that it was folly to sign a
document which left a clear loophole — namely,
that one country or the other could assemble
warheads in the one place as fast as it took them
apart in another under the eyes of the neutral
inspectors. The United States, of course, would
never do that. But the Russians would — and they
are doing precisely that” [1, pp. 323-324] (nepe-
BOJ: «MBbI HEOJJHOKPATHO FOBOPHJIM BaM M JIOKa-
3BIBAJIM C IIEHOM Y pTa, 4TO HEPA3yMHO IMOAITUCHI-
BaTh JIOKYMEHT, KOTOPBIi OCTAaBIISICT SIBHYIO Jia-
3eiiKy, @ IMCHHO: Ta WJIM HHasi CTOPOHA cpasy ke
MOCJIC JIGMOHTHPOBAHUS B OMHOM MECTE B TPH-
CYTCTBUU HEUTPAJIbHBIX HHCIIEKTOPOB MOKET ITPU-
CTYIIUTHh K UX cOopke B apyroM. CoennHEHHBIE
[ITarel, KOHEYHO, HUKOTJA 3TOTO HE C/CNAIOT.
Ho pycckue coerarom — u onu umeHHO 3mo
yoice u oeaaromy» [2, pp. 287-288]). The final
phrase was omitted from the 1966 edition but
reinstated in the 1990 version. This omission reflects
one of the key attributes of the symbolic self-
identification of the USSR as a peacekeeping
nation, one that strictly observes the norms of
modern diplomacy and international law and is
uniquely qualified to lead the communist world.
Scott’s claim regarding the USA here suggests that
similar strategies were employed to construct the
image of the symbolic constitutive Other in both
the USA and the USSR [9; 12]. The characteristics
of the Soviet Union in the original text came into
conflict with the image of the USSR as the
constitutive Other for satellite states. The depiction
of the Kremlin as “rude and narrow-minded”,
which fully aligns with the panslavist understanding
of the USSR in the Western cultural tradition [3],
was likewise subject to censorship.

The novel, theatre, and radio

Adaptations of the novel for theatre and radio
in the 1960s—1970s are associated with the name
of Vladimir Tokarev, who collaborated with major
authors working with archival materials on military
history and foreign policy.

The play Seven Days in May was submitted
for distribution by the Theatre Department of the
Ministry of Culture. Work on the adaptation lasted
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for more than two years, and the archives
preserved at least three versions of the script.
On 14 March 1966, Tokarev received a report
containing extensive critical comments. According
to the editorial board, it was necessary to
strengthen the symbolic portrayal of Scott as a
“candidate for fascist dictators” and of Lyman as
a figure “in whose real politics and striving to
prevent a military catastrophe we recognise the
traits of Kennedy” [7, p. 2]. The reviewers
emphasised, “The main point of the novel is not
the conspiracy... but the clash of two worldviews,
two political systems, two Americas” [7, p. 2].

The image of a doubled country, widely
employed in Soviet propaganda, was contrasted
with the unity and integrity of the Soviet state.
Further correspondence between the author and
the editorial board, followed by a reasoned refusal,
exemplifies a clear directive from the state.

Nevertheless, in 1967, Tokarev’s play Seven
Days in May was broadcast on Leningrad Radio.
The author subjected the text to substantial
reworking: the character of Casey was given a
significant function as narrator. Links were added
to the novel’s text, as well as the direct speech of
Casey, who, on behalf of the author, offers moral
judgements on the characters. The figure of the
colonel was also transformed: from a career
military man, he evolved into a raisonneur well-
known in Russian literary classics. Casey
disregards a number of rules of trade ethics: he is
convinced that Lyman will publicly expose the
conspiracy and that the representatives of the
“militarists” will be punished. A similar motif is
found in the introductory article to the first Russian
edition of the novel, in which Shevchenko accuses
Lyman of prioritising the prestige of the country
and its state integrity over the truth. Casey’s
interpretation becomes one-sided: for him, there
are no regulations that other characters follow.
For the same reason, his family is removed from
the adaptation. These changes to the character
largely reflect the trends of the Thaw period in
Soviet culture [15, p. 11]. Casey’s final
exclamation — “What was it, I ask. What was it?
What?” — highlights a key aspect of the symbolic
hostile Other: in America, the leader of the state
never tells the truth, even at the detriment of his
own people.

Beginning with the radio play, the adaptations
of the novel introduce symbolic elements that

construct a highly specific image of the USA.
For example, in the radio play, a recurring leitmotif
is employed: following the announcer’s words,
“And at this very time, at seven airfields of the
country”, a montage phrase follows, consisting
of sound effects (the hum of aeroplanes; the roll
call of the military — “One-two... Base ‘U’...
El Paso...” —and the strains of a military march).
This auditory montage serves to create a symbolic
image of one of the Americas: a militarised nation,
permeated by Cold War paranoia — the America
of General Scott.

The first screen versions: Seven Days
in May (USA) and The Conspiracy (USSR)

Seven Days in May, directed by John
Frankenheimer, was made without investment
from major commercial or military circles in the
United States. Contemporary scholars interpret
the film as continuing the traditions of criticising
authority and paranoia in society established by
Frank Capra and situate it within the protest and
critical context of the 1960s—1970s [13, pp. 161-
164]. Some authors compare the “humiliatingly
low” approval rating of 29% received by President
Lyman for his pacifist stance with the similarly
low ratings received by President Bush for his
militarism [14, pp. 19-20]. In the early 1960s,
concerns were voiced in American political circles
about the potential negative impact of Seven Days
in May on the international standing of the
USA [13, pp. 161-162].

The film was not purchased for Soviet
cinema distribution, but it was known to the
professional audience, and its influence can be
seen, for example, in the television film Seventeen
Moments of Spring directed by Tatyana
Lioznova. The character of Casey aroused
increased interest among Soviet authors and
reviewers due to his internal contradictions. As a
typical representative of the symbolic hostile
Other, he renounces the ethos of a military officer
in favour of the triumph of civil values. Like the
motif of the “two Americas”, this character
highlights the flaws of militarism and the military
and political power of the USA. Thus, in both the
radio play and the film adaptation 7he Conspiracy,
Casey was interpreted in a similar fashion by actor
Valentin Gaft even before the appearance of a
comparable figure — the reflective military officer
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Isaev-Stierlitz (Vyacheslav Tikhonov) — in
Lioznova’s aforementioned work. In the early
1970s, Tokarev again approached the Yermolova
Theatre with a proposal titled “On the issue of
staging the novel Seven Days in May by
F. Knebel and Ch. Bailey II” [5, pp. 1-3], in which
he proposed to “clarify its ideological orientation
and, for this purpose, specify and, in some cases,
revise certain elements of the plot” [5, p. 3]. This
version envisaged the removal of the motif of
confrontation between Lyman and ordinary
Americans (which is present in the novel).
Instead, the American people are presented as
being unanimously supportive of the president, his
peace initiatives, and “especially the signing of
the nuclear disarmament treaty” [5, p. 3].

Three years prior to the events portrayed in
the novel Seven Days in May, in 1971, Soviet
Central Television broadcast the television play
The Conspiracy, based on a script by Aleksandr
Rokhlin and Anatoly Shaykevich and directed by
Svetlana Annapolskaia. In The Conspiracy, the
symbolic hostile Other is constructed through a
set of recognisable symbols associated with the
United States in Soviet screen culture of the time.
The opening sequence presents an aerial
panorama of skyscrapers and the Statue of Liberty,
filmed as a miniature sculpture — isolated and lost
in the dark — to convey a sense of America’s
instability. The film makes extensive use of
documentary footage, blending it with staged
scenes, and the events are accompanied by an
off-screen narration. The exposition creates a
sense of authenticity through editing of newsreel
clips: demonstrations, elections, and presidential
imageries, with John F. Kennedy appearing most
frequently. The editing rhythm of these chronicle
shots and the accompanying commentary
reinforce the impression of instability and internal
disunity of the country. The staged episodes, shot
in monochrome, organically fit into the chronicle
texture. The off-screen narrator, adopting a
condescending tone, explains that the film
supplements the work of the political reporters —
as Bailey and Knebel, the authors of Seven Days
in May, are introduced. The narrator emphasises
the belletristic nature of the source material and
the timidity of the authors, thereby justifying the
need for an “augmented” account of the events
portrayed in the novel. According to the logic of
the film, the elections in the USA are depicted as
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a boisterous spectacle watched by Americans.
The Soviet filmmakers expand the narrative,
introducing new themes and “previously unknown
facts” [6].

Following documentary footage of
Washington, the audience sees Valentin Gaft’s
Casey walking through the Pentagon corridors.
The story of conspiracy begins with the colonel’s
reflections on the ECOMCON base (“Emergency
Communications Control”’) and a phrase that stuck
in his memory, accidentally dropped by his friend
and colleague Mutt Henderson: “We spend more
time training for seizure than for prevention” [11,
p. 14] (mepeBoa: «MpbI 6OJbIIIEe YUUM CONJIAT KAk
IOTYpMOBAaTh Pa3iInYHBIC 06’beKTBI, a HC KaK Ux
sammmiatey). Shots of the assassination and
funeral of the Kennedy brothers are interspersed
with the colonel’s thoughts on the planned
conspiracy. However, it should be noted that Gaft’s
hero is still used as a raisonneur, a representative
of the authorial voice, and therefore yields the
dramatic centre to the president and the general
at the film’s climax.

The president’s family — in the novel, he is a
husband, father, and grandfather — is absent in
The Conspiracy, but his affection for his dog
Trimmer, his childhood-rooted, longstanding
friendship with Senator Girard, and his trusted
relationship with secretary Esther are
emphasised. The president is portrayed as
measured, prudent, and calm; in moments of crisis,
he slowly smokes a pipe. A side table with spirits
near his desk and other domestic details aims to
elicit viewer sympathy. The divergence in the
interpretation of Lyman and Scott in both the novel
and the American film adaptation is profound.
Masculinity is a key marker in Cold War
representations. In the novel, Scott is characterised
by excessive masculinity: his athletic build,
massive jaw, and obsession with physical
fitness [8, p. 174]. Knebel and Bailey portray him
as obsessed with aggression and war, that is, his
abnormality, despite seemingly universal
recognition. A parallel can also be drawn with the
visual tradition of American comic book heroes,
whose exaggerated masculinity is a key trait
(Superman, Captain America) [16].
The president’s second ally, Senator Raymond
Clark, reminds Lyman that according to polls of
political sociologists, the president’s popularity has
seriously fallen — to 29%. It is his cooperation
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with the Russians that has led to this sharp internal
opposition, polarising both society and the political
elite — and triggering the conflict of the “two
Americas”.

Documentary scenes in The Conspiracy —
such as Ku Klux Klan members burning a cross
in protest against collaboration with the USSR —
serve to construct the image of the American
ordinary person, who is characterised by cruelty
and obscurantism. The president and his policyies
find no support among the public. The symbolic
hostile Other is further developed through
documentary footage of American missile
launches and nuclear weapons testing, with
scenes depicting their devastating consequences.

The president declares that he shares Scott’s
assessment of communism but argues that the
issue lies in the methods used to confront it, not in
the sympathies.

The visual style of The Conspiracy
constantly emphasises its journalistic and
documentary character. To depict the secret
military base of General Scott, chronicle and
documentary footage are employed: robotic-like
US soldiers training and marching — the “heirs”
of Nazi Germany.

It is curious that the climatic confrontation —
the verbal duel between the president and the
general — portrays Scott in an unheroic light, far
removed from the charismatic figure played by
Burt Lancaster in the American film.
The sharpness of the dialogue between the
opponents is mirrored in the camera angles, which,
through visual means, shows how the president
at times gains the upper hand in the confrontation
and at other times loses ground. The resignation
is accepted, the document — Admiral Barnswell’s
testimony about the conspiracy — is destroyed,
and the narrator concludes, “But the country will
ever know the real reason for this resignation.
This story never was and could not be.”

For the Soviet television audience, this story
presented a disturbing image of contemporary
American society: an honourable authority figure
must act dishonestly; must conceal — and even
that cannot protect him. In the final scene, Lyman
is shot at a press conference. The Conspiracy
ends with empty streets and a funeral procession.
The final shot is an empty Oval Office.
The divergence in the interpretation of Lyman and
the people in these screen versions turns out to

be more significant than the portrayal of Casey.
The shift of focus from the individual moral
dilemma of the military-citizen (Casey) to the
tragedy of the head of state and the nation seems
characteristic of how the novel was reinterpreted
in Soviet mass culture during the 1970s. Tokarev’s
rejection by the Yermolova Theatre in 1971
directly indicates a characteristic change in the
portrayal of the symbolic hostile Other. And the
film asserts the notion of collective guilt — that of
both government and people.

The Last Argument of Kings:
a TV report based on the novel

The TV film The Last Argument of Kings
(Posledniy dovod koroley, 1983, directed by Viktor
Kisin) was made in a dialogical and journalistic
style. Compared to the previous version, the
voiceover commentator, who evaluates the
characters’ actions, is brought to a logical
conclusion. The authorial perspective is clearly
differentiated. Appearing on screen is Vladimir
Dunaev, a prominent international journalist; a
well-known TV presenter (Today in the World
(Segodnia v Mire) and International Panorama
(Mezhdunarodnaia Panorama));, and the
screenwriter and the originator of the film’s
concept. He notes that since the novel was written
by reporters who were familiar with the American
political background, the film will adhere to a
corresponding reportage manner that stylistically
resembles the Soviet television reports of the
1970s—1980s on the United States from
International Panorama. Dunaev delivers a
reflective monologue at the close of each episode,
seeking to place the events of the novel and the
film within the context of recent US political
history.

The Last Argument of Kings begins as a
TV report on Americans’ fascination with
historical battle reenactments, especially those that
commemorate victories, the commentator notes.
Dunaev draws a direct parallel between
Americans’ distrust of President Lyman and the
impeachment of Nixon, who, like the fictional
president from the novel, signed the first treaty
with the USSR on the limitation of nuclear
weapons.

The film makes extensive use of various
images of the United States, both in terms of
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imagery and narrative. Three main categories can
be identified:

1. Elements of state symbolism — the US
flag, coat of arms, and institutional emblems, as
well as archival footage of the Pentagon and the
White House;

2. Images of militarism (military aggression)
of the USA — documentary footage of US military
personnel engaged in foreign conflicts; and

3. Images of peaceful, everyday life in
America — fictional scenes of leisure activities
(e.g., bowling, horse racing, and hunting), along
with documentary footage of daily life in
Washington.

The narrative, where the USA is shown as
an aggressive militaristic state, is constructed
through additional material introduced by the
screenwriters — including dialogues, voiceover
commentary, and episode content — that goes
beyond the original novel. This revisionist narrative
and the addition of new plot lines continue the
tradition established by the earlier film
The Conspiracy. For instance, in the novel,
Colonel Casey first learns of the secret base when
meeting with his fellow Colonel Henderson.
The book contains only vague reflections of Casey
on military service and camaraderie. However,
their meeting in The Last Argument of Kings is
a frank conversation between two career officers
cynically discussing the country and its army.

In their effort to construct a symbolic hostile
Other, the authors do not restrict themselves to
rewriting dialogue. They add entirely new episodes
absent from the source text. For instance, in the
novel, Secretary of the Treasury Todd remains in
the White House with the president. However, in
the film, he carries out Lyman’s task and goes to
organise a counter-conspiracy. He arranges a
meeting of the heads of corporations not affiliated
with the military-industrial complex in the well-
known Academy Park and proposes that they help
block Scott’s conspiracy — the proposal is
accepted.

Hello, Comrade President!

The screenwriter of The Conspiracy, Anatoly
Shaykevich, once again returned to the novel by
Knebel and Bailey during the late Soviet period
and wrote a new screenplay titled Hello, Comrade
President!. This time, however, the playwright
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shifted his focus to the political and social realities
of his own time, constructing a fictional narrative
around an attempted coup against the president
of the USSR. While he meticulously followed the
structure of the original political thriller, his version
gradually drifted towards the conventions of the
action genre. In Hello, Comrade President!, the
characters are ambiguous. (The manuscript was
approved, according to the visa from the State
Committee for Cinematography (Goskino), on
11 October 1990).

The main character, Colonel Igor Voronin,
races along the Garden Ring on a Honda in the
opening scene, and a stream of news pours down
on him;

“— The newly elected Chancellor of the
United Federal Germany, Franz Clausman, has
declared that he does not recognise the post-war
borders! The people of Germany, he said, will
never accept the separation of East Prussia,
Silesia, the Sudetenland, and other historically
German territories from the homeland.

— Mass demonstrations across Germany in
support of his demands.

— A demarche by Poland!

— The President of Lithuania, Vytautas
Damulis, has announce that his republic will soon
apply for NATO membership.

— Demonstration of refugees from the Baltic
States on Red Square!” [4, p. 2].

At the centre of the plot is Marshal Leonid
Artamonov. The protagonist learns of the
conspiracy from Yuri — an old friend who now
serves as the head of staff of “Quarantine”, a unit
with one hundred officers and three thousand
soldiers at its disposal. From this point, the
narrative unfolds in a manner reminiscent of
Seven Days in May, though adjusted to reflect
the late Soviet realities.

The attempted coup against President
Uvarov is scheduled for the Sunday when the
Supreme Council will be on holiday, the chairman
and the minister of foreign affairs will be away in
Italy, the minister of defence will be ill, and the
president himself will be in a bunker in Achinsk.

A significant aspect of the characterisation
of the president is his personal tragedy — the
serious illness of his son — and a symbolic scene
set in a church. Dmitry Ivanovich Uvarov and his
wife, Irina Petrovna, visit the Archangel Cathedral
in formal black. The scene highlights the
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composure of the president’s wife in dealing with
the press. Both the president and the first lady
are shown to know how to present themselves
before the camera and seem to evoke the author’s
sympathies.

This script concludes with a press
conference of the President, unfolding alongside
the staged series of murders. However, the
president firmly denies any claims of a conspiracy
orchestrated by the generals. The moral of Hello,
Comrade President! is that all power is criminal.
The script was never produced, and a year later,
the country in which the events were set ceased
to exist.

Results. The shared approach to
interpreting the novel, combined with the variety
of channels for disseminating its content (theatre,
radio, cinema, and television), enables us to identify
clear patterns in the construction of the symbolic
Other — not only as an enemy figure.

The symbolic image of the USSR as a
peacekeeping country, strictly following the ethos
of international relations and the cause of peace,
underpinned the editorial and censorship
amendments made to the first Russian edition of
the novel. The Soviet Union positioned itself as
the leader of the communist world and,
undoubtedly, as the constituting Other. In this
regard, any references to China as an equal
partner — especially given the deterioration of
political relations in the second half of the 1960s —
were deemed unacceptable.

At the same time, the image of the state —
the leader of the free world — was so significant
for the identity of the USSR that even minor
derogatory remarks in the novel were excluded,
particularly in the 1990 edition. For example, at
the aforementioned meeting of Colonels Casey
and Henderson, the latter is the first to mention a
secret base. However, the 1990 Russian edition
retained the censorship of 1966.

Undoubtedly, one of the reasons for the great
interest of Soviet propaganda in the American
novel was the conceptual framework set by its
authors, who presented the structural
heterogeneity and, at the same time, a certain
uncertainty of state processes in the USA. This
approach — criticism from within — gained
prominence, which is clearly seen in the
adaptations of the novel for theatre and radio
performances. By the 1960s, Colonel Casey had

been transformed into a raisonneur, articulating
the authors’ critical stance on the unfolding events.
Through Casey, the symbolic image of a hostile
Other is constructed — a state portrayed as
internally divided and therefore incapable of
leading the capitalist world.

Although the figure of Colonel Casey Despite
was somewhat toned down in the film adaptations
The Conspiracy and The Last Argument of Kings,
the key propaganda technique — critiquing the
United States through its own cultural products —
remained intact. Both Soviet film adaptations made
extensive use of documentary newsreels, creating
a form of “vertical montage” that aligned the novel’s
narrative with historical images and the characters’
actions and speech. In this respect, it can be argued
that the internal contradictions inherent in the
construction of the symbolic hostile Other remained
a stable element of Soviet discourse until the very
end of the Cold War.

The interesting figure of President Lyman
understandably attracted considerable attention
from Soviet propagandists.

Throughout the media campaign examined
in this article, Lyman consistently drew the interest
of Soviet propaganda:

— inthe 1960s, as a realist politician aware
of the historical necessity of diplomatic arms
control;

— in the 1970s, as a tragic figure opposing
the system;

— and in the 1980s, as a cynical politician
who views General Scott pragmatically as a
dangerous rival.

A significant aspect in constructing the image
of the symbolic hostile Other is the motif of the
relationship between the president and the people.
While in the 1960s, Soviet theatre adaptations
downplayed Lyman’s unpopularity, the 1970s saw
the state and the people depicted as a unified force
(The Conspiracy). In the 1980s, however, the
American people are once again foregrounded
but now portrayed as a weak-willed and inert
mass (The Last Argument of Kings). This shift
suggests a broader re-evaluation of the internal
cohesion of elements such as the state, the
president, and the people in the construction of
the symbolic Other. However, it should be noted
that the criticism of the American people and the
state system in the 1980s differs significantly from
the approach of the 1960s or 1970s. The inability
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of the American people to fight inevitably means
the end of the pan-Slavic ambitions of the USSR
to serve as a global leader. Researchers have
noted a pattern in the stereotyping of artistic
solutions and the stagnation of propaganda
techniques, not only in Soviet screen culture of
the 1980s but also in the cinematic output of the
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that, on the eve of the collapse of the USSR, the
unfilmed adaptation of Hello, Comrade
President! (1990) relocated the narrative of the
novel Seven Days in May to Soviet soil. At the
same time, the authors unambiguously state the
unviability of the state system of their own country:
the conflict between civilian and military forces

broader socialist bloc [10]. It is thus unsurprising leads to mass unrest and numerous casualties.
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Abstract. Introduction. This article analyses the representation of the nuclear threat in Peter Watkins’s The War
Game (1965) in the context of mass consciousness of the Cold War period. Unlike non-documentary films, where the
event of a nuclear explosion is located in the zone of fiction, The War Game offers a hybrid form, combining fact and
fiction. The film is seen as a response to historical events such as the Cuban Missile Crisis and the Vietnam War, as well
as a critique of public indifference and rigidity in the perception of the nuclear threat. Methods and materials.
The methodological basis of the article is non-fiction film theory. Additionally, the analytics of apocalyptic thinking,
collective trauma, and paranoid states developed in social psychology and psychoanalysis are applied. The material of
the study is Watkins’ film itself, read as a critical artifact that questions regimes of knowledge and visual representation
of the nuclear threat. Analysis. The analysis follows the structure of the film: conflict escalation, nuclear strike, and
post-apocalyptic survival. Each part demonstrates different forms of perception of the nuclear threat, from informational
ignorance to the breakdown of social norms. Particular attention is paid to cinematic techniques that create the effect of
presence and “television authenticity” that insists on documentation. The film creates a tension between fantasy and
fact, demonstrating the combination of these elements in mass representations of the nuclear threat. Results. The article
demonstrates that 7he War Game functions not only as an anti-war statement but also as a form of critical inquiry into
collective representations of the nuclear threat. Watkins uses cinematic hybridity as a metaphor for the hybrid nature
of public perception, where scientific data, fact, and fantasy are intertwined. Through the juxtaposition of fiction and
documentary, the film is embedded in a cultural critique of the nuclear age and acts as a significant visual document of
the Cold War period. Funding. The study was funded by RSF, Grant No. 22-18-00305-P, “The images of the enemy in
Cold War popular culture: their content, contemporary reception, and usage in Russian and U.S. symbolic politics.”
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AHHoTanus. Beeoenue. B craTbe aHaIM3upyeTcs penpe3eHTanys suepHoit yrpossl B gpuisme [Tutepa Yor-
kuHca «BoenHas urpa» (1965) B KOHTEKCTe MaCCOBBIX MPEICTABICHHUI MeprUo/Ia X0JIOAHOM BOMHEI. B otindme ot
UTPOBOTO KWHO, TIIe COOBITHE SIIEPHOTO B3phIBA HAXOIMTCS B 30HE BBIMBICIIA, «BoeHHast urpa» npeiaraer rudpu-
Hyt0 popmy, coBmenas (hakT u BeIMbIced. DuinbM paccMarpuBaeTcst Kak OTKIMK Ha KapuOckuii Kpusuc 1 BOWHY BO
BretHame, a Taxke Kak KPUTHKA OOIIECTBEHHOrO PaBHOYILIHS U PUTHAHOCTH BOCTIPUSITHUS SIIEPHON yrpo3sl. Memo-
Obl U Mamepuaivi. MeTOI0IOTNIECKYI0 OCHOBY CTaTbU COCTABIISIET TEOPHsI HEUTPOBOTO KMHO. JIOMONHUTENBEHO
MIPUMEHSIETCS aHAJTMTHKA aITOKATUIITHUECKOTO MBIIIIICHHUS, KOJUICKTUBHOM TPABMBI M TAPAHOHMIATBHBIX COCTOSHUH,
pa3BHBaeMasi B COLMAIILHOM NICHXOIOTHH U NICUX0aHan3e. MarepuaioM HCCleJOBaHUs CIYXKHUT caM QHiIbM YoT-
KHMHCA, IPOYUTAHHBIA KaK KPUTHUCCKUH apTe(aKT, CTaBsIIUHI O] BOIPOC PSKUMBI 3HAHHS U BH3YaJIbHOM perpe-
3EHTAlMH SAEPHOU YIpo3bl. Anaiu3. AHAIN3 CTPOUTCS B COOTBETCTBHHU CO CTPYKTYPOH (rIbMa: dCKanaust KoHd-
JIUKTA, SIIEPHBIN yoap ¥ MOCTaoOKAIMNTHYeCKoe BEbKUBaHue. Kaxk/aas 4acTh JeMOHCTPUPYET pa3iIndHbIe (OPMBI
BOCIIPUSITHS SIAEPHON YIPO3bl — OT HH(POPMAIIOHHON HEOCBEIOMIIEHHOCTH JI0 pacliaja coluaibHbIX HopM. Oco-
00e BHUMaHUE YJIEISAeTCsl KHHEMaTOTrpa(u4ecKuM IpruemMam, Co3AatoIuM 3G eKT IPUCYTCTBUS, U «TEIEBU3HOH-
HOMH IOCTOBEPHOCTI, HACTaNBaIONIEH Ha TOKyMeHTauuu. OuiibM co3/1aeT HalpsbKeHUe Ha CThIKe (haHTa3uu U (ak-
Ta, JEMOHCTPUPYS COUYETAHHE STHX DJIEMEHTOB B MAacCOBBIX MPEICTaBICHUSX O SIIEPHOI yrpose. Pesynvmanoi.
CraTbsl IeMOHCTpHPYeT, 4To «BoeHHast urpa» (GyHKIHMOHUPYET HE TONBKO KaK aHTHBOEHHOE BBICKa3bIBAHHUE, HO U
Kak (hopMa KPUTHYECKOTO UCCIICTOBAHUS KOJUICKTHBHBIX IIPEACTABICHUH O SACPHOM yrpo3e. YOTKUHC UCTIONB3YeT
KrHeMaTorpadu4ecKyro TrHOpuIHOCTh Kak MeTadopy THOPUIHOTO Xapakrepa OOIIECTBEHHOTO BOCIIPHATHS, Te
CIUIETAIOTCS HAyYHbIE TaHHbIC, (hakThl U QaHTazuu. Yepe3 COBMEIIEHHE BBIMBICIIA U JJOKYMEHTAITBHOCTH (HIbM
BCTPaMBACTCsI B KYJIBTYPHYIO KPUTHKY SIICPHON STI0XHU U BBICTYIIACT KaK 3HAYUMBbIi BU3YaJIbHBIH JOKYMEHT IepHoaa
XOJOTHOW BOMHBL. Qunancuposanue. ViccienoBanne BBIIIONHEHO 32 cueT rpanTa Poccuiickoro HayuHoro ¢poHzIa
Ne 22-18-00305-IT «O0Opa3bl Bpara B MaCCOBO# KyJIBTYpE XOJIOTHOM BOWHBI: COIEpKAHUE, COBPEMEHHAS PEIICTIIIUS
Y UCTIOJIb30BaHHUE B cuMBoOndeckoit monutuke Poccun u CIIIAY.

KoaroueBrble ci1oBa: xononHast BoliHa, siiepHast yrposa, Hokynpama, [Tutep YorkuHc, siaepHast mapaHoiis.

HutupoBanue. [[aBbrnoa O. C. Bo3MOKHOCTb arokanurcuca: siiepHas yrpo3a kak peHoMeH MaccoBOro co-
sHanus B puibMe [Tutepa YorkuHca «Boennas urpay (1965) // Becthuk Bonrorpaickoro rocynapcTBEHHOTO YHUBEP-
cutera. Cepus 4, Mctopus. Pernonoseaenue. MexxayHaponusie orHomeHus. —2026. —T. 31, Ne 2. — C. 201-211. —
DOI: https://doi.org/10.15688/jvolsu4.2026.2.17

BBenenne. Cryuau penpeseHTalNH siep-
HOW YTrpo3bl B KHHEMaTorpade mHpOKO H3BECT-
HBI: JOCTAaTOYHO BCIIOMHUTH (uiibMbl «Ha Oe-
pery» (pex. C. Kpamep, 1959), «/loxtop Crpeii-
HpKIaB, Wi Kak st mepectan 0osThCS U MO0~
oun atoMuy0 60MOY» (pex. C. KyOpuk, 1963) u
«Cucrema 6e3zomacHoctu» (pex. C. Jlomer,
1964). C. Kpamep, C. Kyopuk u C. Jlromer pa-
00TafoT ¢ pa3HBIMHU )KaHpaMHu: HaydHas aHTac-
THKA, YepHask KOMEIAHA U TOTUTUYECKUN TPIILIED,
HO BO BCEX TpEX CIydasXx COOBITHE SJIEPHOTO
B3pbIBA pacrojiaraercs CTpOro Ha TePPUTOPUHU
BBIMbIC/Ia. B HEMTpoBOM KHMHO mpobiemaTHKa
SIIEPHOM yrpO3bl pa3BOpavynBaeTcs, BO-IIEPBhIX,
B paMKax pa0OThl ¢ XpOHUKOH: HAITPpUMeED, B CO-
BETCKOW JOKYMEHTAJINCTUKE KaJphl B3PHIBOB B
XupocuMme u Haracaku CTaHOBSTCS COCTaBIIsI-
IOIIeH aHTHaMEPUKAHCKOM XOJIOTHOBOEHHOM pH-
TOpHUKU. Bo-BTOpEIX, TEMa SIIEPHOI YTPO3bI BOII-
Jomaercst B 00y4alonmx ¥ MponaralIucTCKUX
¢drTpMax, HalleJICHHBIX Ha HH()OPMHUPOBAHUE 3PU-
TENsl O ACHUCTBUAX B ClIydae aTOMHOW BOWHBI.
B yactHOCTH, M3 (parMeHTOB UMEHHO TaKUX

aMEepUKaHCKHUX KapTUH CMOHTHPOBAHO 3HAMEHU-
Toe «AtomHOE Kade» (pex. Jx. Jloynep, K. Pad-
depru, I1. Paddepru, 1983) — KOMIUIIISAIINOH-
HBIH (DUITBM, IEKOHCTPYUPYIOIINH MapaHOU1aTb-
HYIO JIOTUKY aMepHUKaHCKOH mpomaransl. Teme-
BU3HOHHBIH (PritbM «BoeHHast Urpay, CHSTHIH OpH-
TaHckuM pexxuccepom I1. Yorkuncom B 1965 1.
s tenekanana BBC, pacmonaraercs Ha rpa-
HUIIE MEXK/Ty UTPOBBIM U JJOKyMEHTAJIbHBIM KHHO:
YOTKHHC CMEIINBAET PEKUMBI BEIMBICIIA U JIOC-
TOBEPHOCTH, KOHIICHTPUPYS CBOE (U 3PUTEITECKOL)
BHMMAaHNE Ha BOCTIPUSATHUH SIAEPHOI yIpO3bl KaK
«TIOTEHITHANBHONY» U Ha OMACHOCTH TAaKOro BOC-
npusTuia. «BoeHHast urpa» npezsaraer TIaTelb-
HO CKOHCTPYHPOBAaHHYIO CTPATErUI0 KPUTHKH 00-
IIECTBEHHOTO CO3HAHMS U COCTOSHUS KyNBTYPHI,
OTMEUYEHHBIX MMapaHOUAJIBHBIM CTPAXOM IIepes
aToMHOI BoitHOH. Kpome Toro, «Boennas urpa»
B 3HAUUTEIBHOW CTENEHU IMPEACTaBIseT CO0Oi
peakiuio Ha coObiTHa KapuOckoro xpusuca u
BOWHBI BO BbeTHaMe, 4TO MO3BOJISIET paccMar-
pHUBaTh GUILM B TOM YUCIIE B KOHTEKCTE XOIO/I-
HoBoenHoro npotuBoctosiHust CCCP u CIIA.
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B ucropun kuno IIurep Yorkunc u3BecteH
KaK pexXrccep-MUCTHHOUKATOP, OTHUM M3 IIEPBBIX
MPHUHSBIIUICS COBMENaTh (pakT ¥ BBIMBICEN B
kuHo. Ero nepeeiit puibm, «Kamnogen» (1964), B
JOKyMEHTAIIbHOH MaHepe MOKa3bIBall COOBITHUS
outsbl ipu Kamonene 1746 1., pe3ynbsraToM Ko-
TOPOH CTaj0 MOpa)KeHHe MITEKHHKOB-SIKOOMTOB
CHJIaMU NIPABUTEILCTBEHHBIX OPUTAHCKUX BOKCK.
HccnenoBateny 0TMEYaroT, 4To GUIBM MOXHO
paccMarpuBaTh B KOHTEKCTE OCMBICTICHHUS COOBI-
T Bo Brername: «Korma B xoniie 1960-x “Kai-
JIofieH” HavaId MOKa3bIBaTh MO aMEPUKAHCKOMY
O0IIIECTBEHHOMY TEJIEBHJICHUIO, MHOTHE aMepH-
KaHCKHE KOMMEHTATOPhI IPOWIN €ro KakK ajuiero-
pudeckyto kputuky nonutuku CHIA Bo BrerHa-
Me ¥ ujieH “nanpdukanyy’’ Teppuropuit LieHTpais-
HOTO TUIATO. YOTKHHC ITPOJIOJKAET OTCTauBaTh 3Ty
napajuielib B TeKCTaX Ha CBOEM IEPCOHAIBLHOM
BeO-carite» [5, c. 230]. «BoenHas urpa» Toxe
SIBJISIETCS peaklnell peskuccepa Ha MUPOBBIE CO-
obiTHs: «I1o ero cOOCTBEHHBIM CJIOBaM, OH 3a]Iy-
MBbIBaJ (UIIbM KaK KeCT MPOTHUB ‘‘3aMaTIHBAHUS
NpUYMH OONafaHus SACPHBIM OpYXKUeM W s
TOr0, YTOOBI “3aCTaBUTDH YEJIOBEKA C YJIHIBI OC-
TaHOBHTHCS M 3ayMaThcs O ceOe U CBOeM Oyy-
mem”» [4, c. 78]; «B TeueHnue nByx Jet [0H] my-
MaJt 0 (HIIbME, KOTOPBIH, 110 €ro cJIoBaM, “paspy-
KT Obl TEKYIIEe MONTYaHUE” O MOCICACTBUSIX
TIpYMEHEeHus siepHoro opyxusi» [14, c¢. 1357]. Uc-
CIIEZIOBATENH CBSI3BIBAIOT KWHEMaTorpaduieckoe
BBICKa3bIBaHWE YOTKHUHCA C €r0 CUMIIATHIMHU B
ornHomenun aeiicteuit CND (Campaign for
Nuclear Disarmament — Kamnanwust 3a saepHoe
pa3opyKeHue) U MPOCIISKUBAIOT HCTOKH 3aMBbIC-
Jia prIbMa B peakiiii YOTKHUHCA Ha B3PHIBBI B XH-
pocume u Haracaku, a Takke Ha KylTbMHHAIIUIO
TOHKH BOOpYKeHHi B cutyaru KapuOckoro kpu-
suca [4, c. 79; 14, c. 1357-1358]. Takum o0pa-
30M, «BoeHHast urpay, He SBJISSICh TIPUMEPOM Jie-
TUTUMAIIAHU UIEOTIOTMIECKIX MAKCHM BPEMEH XO0-
JIONHOWM BOMHBI, BCTPAaUBAETCSI B PUTOPUKY 3TOTO
nepuonaa. Cynp0a GpuiibMa 103BOJISET IPOCICAUTh
OTHOIIIEHHE K SIIEPHO yrpo3e Kak (heHOMeHy Mac-
COBOT'O CO3HaHUSI CO CTOPOHBI BIIACTEH U Menua;
cam (puiIBM OOecrieunBaeT KPUTHUYESCKUI B3I
HA CUTYAIHIO SJICPHON YTPO3bI, YBETHUHBAOIIICE-
csl MEXIYHAPOJIHOE HAIPSDKEHUE M COCTOSHUE
O0LIIECTBEHHOTO CO3HAHMSI.

Croxer ¢unbpMa npoct. B pesynbsrate ac-
KaJali MeXTYHAPOJIHOTO HAMIPSHKEHHS MEXKITY
CCCP u CHIA u couyBCTBYIOUIMMH MM OJOKa-

O.C. Jasvioosa. Bo3MOXKHOCTB alloKaIMIICUCA: siiepHast yrpo3a Kak peHOMEH MacCOBOrO CO3HAHUS

MU CTPaH PyCCKHE U BOCTOYHOT€PMaHCKHE BOM-
cka BXomiT B 3amanubiii bepnun. Hanpsokenue
MEXJy KOMMYHHUCTHYECKAM M 3amajHbIM OJo-
KaMH{ pacTeT, ¥ B UTOre Ha Tepputopuio bpura-
HUU oOpymmBaroTcs 6oMObl. Kamepa YorkuHca
CIISTTUT 3a sIIEpPHBIM yrnapoM B rpadcte Kenr, a
3aTeM 3aJepKUBAETCS Ha TOCIEACTBUAX A1ep-
HOUW BOMHBI.

DTOT KpaTKHil TiepecKka3 BIIOIHE MOT OBl
OTHOCHTBCS K KITACCHYECKOM BepPCHH MOCTAIOKa-
TUNTAYECKON (DaHTACTUKH, IOMYJISIPHON B HTPO-
BOM KHMHO, HO YOTKHHC Jie/laeT CBOH (DHiIbM B
dopme Tenepernopraxka. PydHas kamepa u pes-
KHii, KaK OyATO CIIy4aiHbIN 3yM co3aar0T ekt
MPHUCYTCTBHS OIIepaTopa B TOUKE COOBITHI, yKa-
3bIBasi HA CIIOHTAHHOCTh CHEMOK — KaK M TIpsi-
MbI€ HHTEPBbIO C JIIOJbMH Ha ynIunax. 3akaapo-
BbIIf KOMMEHTapHUil BTOPUT CTUJIMCTUKE U JIOTUKE
MPUBBIUHBIX A 1960-X IT. TEIEBU3UOHHBIX pe-
MopTa)xKei 1 KOHBEHIIMOHAIHHOTO JOKYMEHTallb-
Horo KuHO. B 1966 1. «BoeHHas urpay momyduia
CHeMabHBIN pHu3 (QecTuBals B BeHenuu, a B
1967 1. — «Ockapy 3a JIyqmuii JOKyMeHTaJIbHBII
¢unbM. «BoeHHas urpa» QUKCHpYeT HECKOIBKO
ACIEeKTOB SIAEPHON Yrpo3bl KaK 3JIEMEHTa KOJl-
JIEKTUBHBIX TPENCTaBICHUN Teproa XOMOJHOM
BOIHBI: CTpax mepe sSAepPHBIM B3pBIBOM, HEBO3-
MOKHOCTb NPEACTaBUTh €r0 MOCIECTBUS HU3-3a
TOTaJbHOTO Yy)Kaca, HEroTOBHOCTb OObIBaTeleH
CTOJIKHYTBCS C TUMHU KOJUIESKTHBHBIMH a(eK-
TaMM, PUTHIHOCTh MaccoBOTO co3HaHHus. Pac-
CMOTPHUM, KaK (UIbM padoTaer ¢ KaKIbIM U3
3THX aCIEKTOB, MOAPOOHEE.

Metoabl u Marepuaibl. Ouipm «Boen-
Has UTpa» o0JIagaeT ruOPUIAHON IPHUPOIOH, T10-
CKOJIbKY peXHCCEp OOBETUHSACT CTPATErMu Wr-
POBOTO U JOKyMEHTaIbHOTO KuHO. MccnemnoBa-
TN THOPUAHBIX POPM HEUTPOBOTO KHHO OTME-
YaloT, YTO X MOSBJICHHUE U PACTyIIas MOIMYJIsp-
HOCTh CBSI3aHBI B TOM YHCIIE C OCJallIeHueM
CBSI3U MeXTy (HaKTHYECKUM JUCKYPCOM U OIpe-
JIeTICHHBIM, 3aKPEMUBIINMCS HCTOPUYECKU CIIO-
coOOM €ro pernpe3eHTAINH, a TaKXkKe C MOJPbI-
BOM NIPHUBHJIETHPOBAHHOTO CTAaTyca JAOKYMEH-
TaIbHOTO KMHO KaK JJOCTOBEPHOTO MCTOYHMKA
nHpopmanuu [13, c. 3—4]. daxe Ha 3TOi Teppu-
TOpHUM XKaHpoBas Npupoja «BoeHHON UIrpbD» —
cMemaHHasg. JToT GuIbM 00JialaeT depTaMu
JIBYX pa3HBIX KaHPOB: MOKbIOMEHTAPH U JOKYI-
pambl. [lepBoe OHATHE OMUCHIBACT KPYT (UITb-
MOB, CIO)KE€ThI KOTOPBIX ONEPUPYIOT OUYEBHUIHO
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BBIMBIIIIJICHHBIMA COOBITHSIMHU, & CTUIUCTUKA
BBIIEp)KaHa B JIOKyMEHTAJIbHON MaHepe; Xapak-
TEPHOU YEPTON 3TOrO KAaHpa SIBISAETCS UPOHHU-
Yyeckasl WIM caTHpuyeckass MHToHaius. [lokya-
pama, HarpoTUB, BOCIIPOU3BOIUT peajbHbIE CO-
OBITHSL, 3aCHCTBYSl HHCTPYMEHTApUH HTPOBOTO
KHHO (aKTepHhl, IEKOPAIuH ), HO TOXKE B JJOKYMCH-
TanpHOU crunuctrke. PopmanbHo GuiasM YoT-
KHWHCA JIOJDKEH ObUT OBl OTHOCHUTBHCS MMEHHO K
MOKBIOMEHTapH, BeIb HU sIepHas BOMHA, HU ee
MOCJEACTBUS HE 00J1aJaloT CTaTyCOM pealibHO-
ctu. Bmecte ¢ Tem «BoeHHast urpay» OTHIOAb HE
caTUpUYHA, U UPOHHUH 3/1eCh TOXE HeT. PuiIbpM
MPETeHIyeT Ha JTIOKYMEHTAIMIO COOBITHIH, KOTO-
pBIe pacrmoyiaraloTcsi Ha TEPPUTOPUU AECUCTBHU-
TEIBHOCTH, HO HE IMIIUPUYECKOM, 2 UHON — MBIIL-
JICHUS ¥ IPEJICTaBICHUH.

Jlokynpama MapKUpOBaHa OCOOBIM «JIOKY-
MeHTaIbHBIM BUI0MY» (documentary look), koro-
PBIH «KOHCTPYUPYET COIIHAIBHOE TPOCTPAHCTBO
BBIMBICIA» U CO3/1aeT «‘IOKYMEHT’, KOTOPBIi
JOJDKEH OBITh JpamMaTu3upoBan» [3, c. 26]. Ta-
Kre (pUIbMBI OMUPAIOTCS HA BU3YaJbHBIH KOJ
HEMTPOBOT0 KHHO; MUP B HUX MOJIJICKHUT HAOIIO-
JEHUI0O M KOHCTPYHPOBAHHUIO OJHOBPEMEHHO.
«Ecnu knaccnveckuii peavcTuueckuid GUIbM B
OorbIIIeit MM MEHBILICH CTEIIeH! 3aBUCHT OT HJI-
JIFO3UH HEOTIOCPEIOBAHHOTO BUIEHUS, OT IIPpO3pay-
HOCTH ()OPMBI B CTHJISL, TO IOKyMEHTaJIbHAS JIpa-
Ma OIepUpPyeT PUTOPUKON OMTOCPETOBAHHOTO Me-
JMYMOM CTHJISI, KOTOPBIA 4eTKO 0003HAuYeH, HO
3apaHee acCOIMUPYETCS C MPAaBION U HEUTpab-
HOCTBIO» [3, c. 27]. CMemmBas 1Ba MPOTHUBOIIO-
JIOKHBIX MOZTyCa PENpe3eHTallu, YOTKUHC CO3/a-
eT HampshDKeHHUE MEXIY IByMs (hopMamH BbIC-
Ka3bIBaHMS O SJEPHON BOMHE: KaK MOTEHIMANb-
HOM COOBITHH (BBIMBICEN) M KaK yXKe CBEPIIUB-
memcs (dakr). [Ipu 3TOM Hcmonb3yemast HHPOp-
Mallus ToXKe TPUHAJIKHUT IBYM Pa3HBIM MOLIY-
caMm: TJe-T0 9TO (DaKThl, YK€ W3BECTHBIC MO Ha-
YUHBIM UCCJICIOBAHHUAM U IO HAOIIONCHUSIM 32
MOCJIEACTBUSIMU B3pbIBOB B XupocuMme u Hara-
CakH, a T/Ae-TO — MPENIOI0KEHHUS, IPOSKTHBHbBIE
YTBEPXKIEHN S, KOJUIEKTUBHBIE CTPaxXH, BOILIOIICH-
HBIE B JOKYMEHTAJbHOW CTUIMCTUKE. BBIMBICEN
u (akT B GuIbME HE MPOTHBOCTOAT APYT JPYTY,
KaK He IPOTHUBOCTOST APYT IPYTY U MOTEHIHAIb-
HO€ M aKkTyaJbHOE. YOTKHMHCA HE UHTEpECyeT
pa3phiB WM HECOBMAJAECHNE MEXAY IABYMS 3TH-
MU pEXKMMaMM 3HAHUS O AJIEPHON yrpo3e; CKo-
pee, OH HampaBJsieT CBOe BHUMAaHKE Ha UX COCY-

niecTBoBaHue. Takas cTpaTerusi o0ecreunBaeT
KPUTHYECKYIO TUCTAHIIMIO 110 OTHOIIEHHUIO K He-
CKOJIBKHM JMCKYPCHBHBIM PEKHUMaM CYyIECTBO-
BaHUS SIEPHON Yrpo3bl. YOTKUHC (DUKCHPYET U
OCMBICIIET €€ Ha YPOBHE XOJIIOMHOBOEHHOH He-
OJIOTHH, B paMKaX KPUTHKHU TOCYIapCTBEHHOM
nomuTHKH nHpopmupoBanus (1 poimn CMU B xo0-
JIOZIHOM BOIHE B I€JIOM) M KaK dJIEMEHT 00IIle-
CTBEHHBIX IIPECTABICHUH.

®dunbM «BoeHHas urpa» paboTaer u ¢ Icu-
XUYECKOM COCTaBJIAIOIIEH MpEICTaBIECHUN O
SIIEpPHOMN yTrpo3e — COCTOSHHUEM MapaHOWH U CTpa-
xa. OTH cKopee Oecco3HATENbHBIE U MPOSIBIISIO-
ecst B KyJIBTYpe KOJUIEKTUBHBIE COCTOSHHS B
3HAYUTENbHON CTEMEeHN CBSI3aHBI C OTCYTCTBHU-
€M pasIHuHs MEXITY COOBITHEM KaK BO3MOKHBIM
(TO ecTh BEIMBICIIOM) U COOBITHEM KaK YKe CBEp-
MHUBIIUMCS (TO €CTh (PaKTOM) — UTO KOppETUpy-
eT ¢ (UIBMUYECKOH CTPYKTypOH, BHIOpaHHOU
YorkuacoMm. Cpenu TEOPETUKOB KHHO, COIU-
AJTbHBIX TICUXO0JIOTOB, HICTOPHKOB CYIIIECTBOBAHUE
SIIEPHON YyrpOo3bl B 0OIIECTBEHHOM CO3HAHUH OC-
MBICIISIETCSl B TEPMUHAX TTaPAHOMH, allOKaIHUIITH-
YEeCKOT0 MBIIIIIEHUS, KaTacTpopuuecKux (haHTa-
3uid. Hanpumep, Cunau XeHaepiior, o0pamiasch
K perpe3eHTaIiH SAEPHOTO OPYKHUS B aMepUKaH-
CKOH KnHO(aHTACTHKE, OTMEYAET CBOHCTBEHHBIH
3THM (QHUIBMaM auCTOPU3M M MU(OJIOTH3AIHIO.
AucTopu3M mpencTaBisercss XeHIepIIoT peak-
LHEN AMEPUKAHCKOM KyJIBTYpbl HA TPaBMaTHY€EC-
KW OIIBIT, CBA3aHHBIN C IEPEKUBAHUEM KOJIIECK-
THBHOM OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 3a IPUMEHEHUE sI/Iep-
HOro opyXus. «LleHTpaabHBIM AJIEMEHTOM 3TO-
r0 ancTopu3Ma SBISIETCS TIEPEBOJ] MPOOJIEMEI B
HEYTO YHHUBEpCaIbHOE, MU(OIOTHIECKOE — HITH,
41O OOJIee YMECTHO, TpaBMa IMPEBPAIIaeTCs B
napaHoiito. Mup napaHouka — 3TO UITIO30PHbBIN
MHUD, B KOTOPOM HCTOPHYECKHE MPOOIEMBbI pa-
3BITPBIBAIOTCS] KaK MHU(pHUECKHE OUTBBI MEKIY
noopom u 35om» [7, c. 76]. TpaBmaTuueckue
MepeKUBaHus, BIIPOYEM, He 00s13aTEIbHO CBsI3a-
HBI C YyBCTBOM BHHBHI 3a cojiesiHHOe. Pedb uaer
0 TpaBMe BOOOIIE — O HEBO3MOXKHOM, HEBBIHO-
CHMOM TepeXKnBaHUH HenpencTaBumoro. Cormo-
CTaBJIsIsl ICUXMYECKHE PEaKIUH JIo/ieil Ha MpH-
pPOIHBIE KaTaKIM3MBl C peaKIMeld Ha MOCTOSH-
HOE IPUCYTCTBUE TTOTEHIIMAJIBHON SIAEPHOMN Ka-
TacTpodsl, Yuiesam MaticcHep numier: «O0bI4-
HbIe SMOLIMOHAIBHBIE PEaKIIUU Ha OIIETIOMIISIO-
Iyt0 KaTacTpody ObLIIM HAUIIO: OTPUIIAHHUE, aTla-
THA, YyBCTBO BUHBI U CThI/Ia 3a nepexuroe. Ho y
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SIIEPHOM KaTacTpOo(bl ObLIN CBOM YHUKAJIbHBIC
XapaKTepUCTUKU, KOTOPbIE OTIIMYAIIH €€ OT O0bIU-
HbIX OencrBuid. Jludron (1964) onucan «cuuu-
poM KaTacTpo(bl», KOTOpPBIH BKIIOYaeT B ceOs
3JIEMEHTHI CThIJIa U BUHBI, pa3pyIlaoIIe JT0Be-
pre K HEolpeneIeHHOMY M >KECTOKOMY MUpY.
[Ncuxudeckoe 3aKphITHE CTOCOOHOCTH K dMOIIHU-
OHAJIbHOMY PEarupOBaHUIO BBIMOIHSIET 3aIlIUT-
HYIO (DYHKIIHIO — YeJTOBEK MOXKET BBIHECTH TOJIBKO
HEKOTOpoe KolnuecTBo Oonu U morepb» [11,
c. 98]. To, 4TO UTPOBOE KMHO BOILIOIIAET B BBI-
MBIIUIEHHBIX MHUpaX, CO3/1aBasi B TOM YHCIIE Me-
TaOpUUECKHE HITH aJlleropruueckue oopassl co-
BpPEMEHHOCTH, YOTKUHC B «BOeHHO# urpe» Je-
JIaeT MPEAMETOM MPSIMON JOKYMEHTALINH.

B napanonganbHOM CO3HAHUM MUP KOHCT-
PYHMPYETCS KaK LIEJIOCTHBIN: IapaHols IPEACTaB-
JseT co00l «co3MaHue TOTalU3YIOIeH cucTe-
MEL <...> CHcTeMaTH3al|s U TCOPETU3UPOBAHUE,
XapakTepHbIe 1715l TapaHOHNKa, MOOYIHIA MHOTHX
KOMMEHTaTOPOB aCCOLIMHPOBATh MapaHOHIoO co
3HAHHUEM M CHCTeMaMH ITPOU3BO/ICTBA 3HAHUS per
se» [8, c. 9]. CoznaBas ¢uiibM Ha TpaHHIIe HTPO-
BOTO M HEUTPOBOTO KMHemarorpada, YOTKHUHC
npo0eMaTu3upyeT CocoObl MPOU3BOJICTBA 3HA-
HUS O TIEPHOM OPYXKUH U TIOCIIEICTBUSIX €r0 IIPHU-
MEHEHUsI HapaBHE ¢ OoJiee OYEBHIIHBIM M 4ac-
TBIM CIO’KETOM O TIPUPOJIE CTpaxa, CIIPOBOLIHPO-
BAHHOTO TOSBJICHUEM SJICPHOU OOMOBI. DTOT
a(eKT ONMUCHIBACTCS COLMAILHBIMU IICUXOJIOra-
MU ¥ TICHX0aHaJUTHKAMU KaK JIeIepCOHU DU~
POBaHHBIN, HECUCTEMATU3UPOBAHHBIHN, CXOXKUH C
TpeBOroH nepen GakTeprel Wil BUPYCOM, a TaK-
e KaK pyJUMEHTapHBII cTpax rnepe HEU3BecT-
HocThio [1; 9; 10]. HeBO3MOKHOCTD HU YBUAETH,
HU TIOMBICIIHTH OOBEKT 3TOTO CTpaxa, HU TeM
Ooree YKpBITHCS OT HEro CO3JIaeT MoJje JJisi KOH-
CTPYyHPOBaHUS KOJUIGKTUBHBIX (paHTa3uii. B nro-
re B MacCOBOM CO3HAaHMHM s[epHAas yrposa Cy-
IECTBYET KaK CTPAaHHBIA MBICIUTEIbHBIN
00BbeKT, BOMparoIuii B ce0sl (haHTa3HIHBIC KOH-
CTPYKTBI, XpOHHKAIIbHBIE 00Pa3bl, BBIICPKKH U3
HayYHBIX JAHHBIX U OAHOBPEMEHHO IpeICTaBie-
HUS 0 3aKPBITOCTH, 3aTIPETHOCTH 3TON HHPOpMAa-
nuu. KoMOMHALMA 3TUX 3JIEMEHTOB 3aJ1a€eT CIIe-
MUQUKY «3HAHUSD) O SJICPHON yrpo3e, KOTopoe Jie-
KOHCTPYHUpPYeT YOTKHUHC.

I'ubpuaHOCTE TOrO 3HAHHS, OCHOBAHHOTO
Kak Ha (aHTa3MsX, TaK M Ha peabHbIX JIAHHBIX,
CBsI3aHA B TOM YHCJIE C OCOOBIM THUIIOM MBIIILIE-
HUS, KOTOPOE IICHXO0aHAINTUKY Ha3bIBAIOT «aIo-
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KanunTuaeckum». Moptumep OcCTOy corocTaB-
JISIeT aroKaIUITHYECKOE MBIIIJICHHE B SAEPHYIO
3TOXY C APEBHUMH allOKaJIUNITUICCKUMH (haHTa-
3USIMH O TOM, YTO BCE KUBBIE CyI[eCTBa YHUY-
TOXXEHBI, U YKa3bIBaeT Ha TO, YTO CTaBIIasl 3Ha-
YHUTENBEHO OoJiee peabHOM yrpo3a anoKaIuIICH-
ca «MOXET cOo3JaTh BIE€YATIEHHE HE TOIBKO
XKYTKOCTH, HO M TOYTH HeuzOexxHocTtm» [12,
c. 66]. XapakTepHas st TapaHOHU TOTAINU3YIO-
mas cxemMa OOBSCHEHHSI MHUPa B TaKOM CIIydae
HAYMHAET UHKOPIIOPUPOBATh (yHIaMEHAIHCTC-
KM€ HJIeH KaK MOJUTHYECKOTr0, TaK U PETUrH03-
HOTO ToNKa: «OTOXISCTBIISIS SIACPHYIO BOHHY C
ApmarenioHoM Kak “IociieHe BOWHON, T€ U3
Hac, KTO ee OOMTCS, MONy4YarloT YBEPEHHOCTH B
TOM, YTO MBI BEDKHBEM U YTO TO, UTO MPUBEICT
K YHUYTO)XKEHHIO BCEX OCTAIbHBIX, IPUBEIET K
HalIeMy CIIaCCHHIO, YeM Obl OHO HU OMpeJes-
Jock. DTO OyeT BoitHa, Bemymiasics JJisl Hallle-
ro Omara; Mbl OyneM nobeautensiMu» [12, c. 68].
OTH HacTPOEHUS MEePEKNBAIOTCS HE CTOIBKO WH-
JIMBHTYaJIbHO, CKOITBKO KOJJIEKTHBHO; O0JIee TOTO,
OHU CTAHOBSTCA YEM-TO BPOJI€ COLIMAJIBHOTO
KJiesl, 00bEIUHSS NHIUBUIOB C BAPhUPYIOIIUMU-
csl B3MISIIAMHU B IICEBJIOCOOOIIECTBO. YUIIbIM
MaiiccHep 0TMEYaeT, 4ToO NapaHOUAAIBHbBIE KOH-
CTPYKTBI MOTYT 00eclednBaTh CyOBEKTYy 4YTO-
TO BPOJIE PAMKH, B KOTOPOW BO3MOXHO oOpere-
HUE «JyBCTBA IPUHAICKHOCTH, COy4aCTHSI, CO-
MPUYACTHOCTH, 3HAYMMOM BOBJIEYCHHOCTH U aK-
TyanbHOCTH» [11, . 94]. IlpaBna, B TakoM CITy-
gae U COOOIIECTBO CaMO OKa)eTcs MapaHou-
JanbHbIM; MalicCHep MCIONIb3YET CIOBO «I1CEB-
JI0COOOIIECTBOY», U 3]leCh CHOBAa BO3HUKAET Ha-
MpsDKEHHE MEXKTY (akToOM M BBIMBICIOM, IOJI-
JUHHOCTBIO U (haHTa3HeH.

Takum 00pa3zoM, THOPUIHOCTH KHHEMATOT -
paduueckoii Gopmbl «BoeHHOI HUTPBI» BTOPUT
JIBOMCTBCHHOMN MPUPOJE OOIICCTBEHHBIX MPE-
CTaBJIEHUH O sJIepHOM yrpose. B Takoil onTuke
otka3 tenekanaia BBC Bkiroyats pabory Yor-
KHHCA B 9(QUPHYIO CETKY MOXHO paccMaTpHBaTh
KaK CBUJETENbCTBO OMACEHUU, HCIBITHIBAEMBIX
Menra U, IUpe, BIACTSAMHU M0 OTHOIIEHHIO K BO3-
MOXHOMY U3MEHEHUIO 3HAHU I U MPEICTABICHUM
0 SIIEPHON yTpo3e.

Ananu3. OmwipM YOTKHHCA MOKHO YCIIOB-
HO pa3eiuTh Ha TPU CMBICIOBBIE YaCTH, KOTO-
pBI€ TOCIEN0BATENHHO Pa3BOPAYNBAIOTCS TIEPEN
3pUTENIEM: 3CKaIallUsI MeXAYHAPOAHOTO HATIPA-
YKEHUSI U CYLIECTBOBAHUE SJIEPHOM yTPO3bI B Ka-
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HCTOPHUYECKASA U NOJMUTUYECKAS UMAT'OJIOT'UA

YeCcTBE MOTEHIMAIBHOM; aKTyaanu3alus yrpo3bl
(cama simepHas BOiHA); )KU3HB TIOCIIE AITOKAJUTI-
cuca. B pamkax kaxaoil u3 3TUX yactell Yor-
KHHC JIOKYMEHTHPYET pa3HbIe CIOcoObI Cyle-
CTBOBAHUS TPEACTaBICHUI O SAEpHON Yrpose,
MIOCTOSIHHO COBMeIIas JIOTUKY MOTEHI[HAIbHOTO
u akTyanpHOro. [lepBas yacTh mpeacTaBisieT
co0O0¥ SKCITO3HITHIIO TPUYHH Havaa siIepHON BOM-
uel. Kutait Bropraercs B HOxubiii BreTHawm,
CIIA nmnaHupyer NpuMEHUTHh MPOTHB MEPBOTO
TakTH4eckoe sfaepHoe opyxue. C 1enbio Mmou-
Jep>KKH KOMMYHHCTUYECKHX CHUJI PYCCKHE U BO-
CTOYHOT'€pPMAHCKHE BJIACTU MEPEKPHIBAIOT MO/~
CTynbl K bepiinHy 1 rpo3sTcs OKKynupoBaTh 3a-
MaJHyI0 4acTh ropojia B TeueHue 48 4acoB, eciiu
aMepHUKaHIIbl HE OTMEHST cBOe pelienue. B bpu-
TaHWUU OOBSBIAIOT YPE3BBIYAHOE MOJIOKEHHE,
BMECTO IIEHTPaJIN30BaHHOI0 YIIPaBJIEHUA BIACTh
MepenaeTcs MECTHBIM Ype3BbIYailHbIM KOMHTE-
taM. OpraHn3oBaHa 3BaKyallus TpakaaH B 00-
niee Oe3omacHbIe YacTH CTpaHbl. bonblnyto yacth
Jerasel, Kak ¥ TIOI0XKEHO B TelepernopTaxe, HaMm
coo0II1aeT 3aKaapoBbIii rosoc (YOTKHHC caM 03-
BYYHBAJ QHIIBEM), BTOPS JIOTHKE KOHBEHIIMOHAb-
HOTO JIOKYMEHTaJbHOTO KHHO, TJIe B OTHOIIEHHU-
SIX BU3YaJIbHOTO U BepOaIbHOTO TIOCIIE/THEE BCe-
IJla OKa3bIBaeTCs OOJiee aBTOPUTETHBIM, 3aKPeTl-
7S cMBICH TiepBoro. MHTepecHo, YTO, OMUCHI-
Basi BHEIIHENOJIUTUYCCKHE COOBITHS, YOTKUHC
WCTIONB3YeT Ha3BaHMs CTPaH WK 0000IICHHbIE
CYIIECTBUTENbHbIE BPOJE «IIPAaBUTENbCTBAY» WUITH
«CHIIBI»; TIOHSITHO, YTO MHa4Ye U OBITh HE MOTJIO,
YUUTBIBas BHIMBIIIICHHBIN XapaKTep MOBECTBO-
BaHUS — HO BMECTE C TeM Takue (HOpMyTHPOBKH
JUIIHUM pa3 yKa3bpIBalOT HA PACIBUICHNE OTBET-
CTBEHHOCTH ¥ JeCYOBEKTHBAIIHIO JICHCTBUS I10
MPUMEHEHUIO sepHoro opykust. Kamepa e ¢do-
KycHUpYeTcsl HM Ha OJTHOM M3 COOBITHI Ha/I0JTO:
YOTKHHC UCTIONB3YeT OBICTPYIO MOHTAXKHYIO Ha-
PE3KY, ¥ TEMIT MOHTaka BTOPHUT CTPEMHUTEIbHO-
My pa3BuTHIO KOHIUKTa. COOBITUHHBIN psif —
TONBEKO 0OpaMIIeH € JJIs1 OCHOBHOTO CEOYKETa ITON
yacTh. MHUMBIH pernopTep ¢ kKaMepoi oOpaiia-
ercd K (MHUMBIM e) TIPOXO)KUM U CIPAaIINBaeT,
YTO UM HU3BECTHO O SJIEPHOM OPYKUH, yIIIepose-
14, 06 MX OTHOILICHUH K TIOTEHIINAILHOMY BCTYII-
JIeHUI0 bpuTtaHuu B AliepHyr0 BoWHY. [ paxxnane
JIEMOHCTPHUPYIOT MIPeebHYI0 HHEPTHOCTh: YTO-
TO CJBIIIANHN, HO TOIKOM HUYEro He 3HAIOT. YOT-
KHHC CHUMAJI 110 ciieHaputo [4, c. 80], a Ha ponu
MPOXOXKUX BBIOpAN aKTepoB-ITIOOUTENEH, ydacT-

HUKOB MECTHBIX JIpaMaTHYeCKUX KPYKKOB
(punem caumancs B losepe, ['petiBcenne u Ton-
opuxe) [4, c. 82—-83]. letanbHbIN pexuccepc-
KHii KOHTPOJIb, COBMEIIEHHBIH ¢ 3(h(heKTOM CITOH-
TAHHOCTH — METOJI, KOTOPbIA YOTKUHC JEKIapHu-
poBas B cBouxX MHTEpBBIO [4, c. 80]. B urore B
nepBoi yacTu «BoeHHOW UTpbD» siAepHAas yrpo3a
(burypupyer Kak He4To, BO-TIEPBIX, HEU3MEHHO
MIPUCYTCTBYIOIIIEE, a BO-BTOPBIX — MapaI0KCalb-
HBIM 00pa3oM — OTCYTCTBYIOIIEe B KauecTBE
o0bekTa peanbHOro 3HaHus. KoHTpacT Mexmy
HApacTaIlIei BEpOITHOCTEIO OoMOapInpoOBOK
U CBOCOOPA3HBIM OTKa30M OT PEaIbHOCTH, Ha
KOTOPBI YKa3bIBalOT OTBETHI PECIOHJIEHTOB
MHHUMOT'O peropTepa, MPOBOIUPYET ele O0olb-
IIyI0 TPEBOT'Y W OJHOBPEMEHHO CO3JaeT 30HY
KpPUTHUYECKOTO BBICKA3BIBAHUS: KaXeTCs, UTO
HUKTO HE B CHJIaX CIIPaBUTHCS C SIEPHOU yIrpo-
30H. IIpaBuTensCTBa CTpaH HE MOTYT CHAEPIKATH
HAaCTYIUUIGHHUE BOWHBI, 8 MECTHBIE KOMUTETHI Tep-
AT HeyAa4 B OpraHU3allly 3BaKyallii — U BCe
3TO B TOM YHCJIE TIOTOMY, YTO OCO3HAHUE SI/Iep-
HOW BOIHBI KaK PEaJIbHOTO COOBITUSI CO CBOUMH
(OUBNYECKUME, XUMHUYECKIMH, COLUANBHBIMH U
JPYTUMH XapaKTepUCTUKAMU OTCYTCTBYET B
MacCOBOM CO3HAHUH.

HccnenoBatenu oTMeYaroT, YTO MPH TMOJ-
TOTOBKE CIIeHapHsi YOTKHHC OMUpaics Ha nHPOp-
MaI{Io, KOTOPYIO MONYYMJI Ha KOHCYJIBTAIUSAX C
YYeHBIMH, BpadyaMH, IICUXOJIOTaMH, CTpaTeramu,
CTICIMAICTaMH T10 TPaKIaHCKOW 000pOoHE; Kpo-
M€ TOT0, PEKHCCEP OCHOBBIBAJICS Ha PYKOBOJ-
CTBax IO TPaKAAHCKON 000POHE U OTYETaX O OOM-
OapMpoBKax OpPUTAHCKUX, HEMEIIKUX U SITIOHCKHX
roposIoB BO BpeMsi BTopoif MupoBoii BOIHEI [4,
c. 82]. O3Byuennsbie B puibMe (HaKThl IPU3BAHBI
HE MPOCTO 3alONHUTH JIAKyHY 3HaHUS, KOTOPYIO
YorkuHC 00HAapy)KUBAaeT B MacCCOBOM CO3HAHUH,
HO yKa3arh Ha siIepHYI0 O60MOY KaK KOHKPETHYIO,
M3MEPUMYIO, paIlIOHAIEHO OMHCHIBAEMYIO pealb-
HocTh. OfHaKO, KaK MBI IIOMHHUM H3 HCCIIEN0Ba-
HUI [ICHX0AaHATUTUKOB 1 COIIUAIEHBIX TICUXQIOTOB,
MIpUpOAA SJIEPHON Yrpo3bl TAKOBA, YTO HUKAKOE
3HAaHUE HE MOXKET OCBOOOIUTH CYOBhEKTa OT Ma-
pPaHOMAAIBHOTO CTpaxa WM JIeKOHCTPYHPOBAThH
AIMOKAJTMITHYECKOE MBILIIEHUE. YCUIIHS PEKHCCE-
pa pacromnaraorcsi, CKopee, B 3THUECKOH MI0CKO-
CTU: YKa3bIBas Ha Pa3pbIB MKy PUTHIHON CHC-
TEMOM OOIIECTBEHHBIX MPE/ICTABIICHUH, TUIIICHHON
BaXHBIX (PAKTUYECKHX JTAHHBIX, H PEAIbHOCTHIO,
MMH OIHUCHIBAEMOH, YOTKHHC (DUKCHPYET HECBO-
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JUMOCTb ATHX ABYX IIACTOB 3HAHUA APYT K JIpY-
Ty U BMECTE C TeM 3aIyCKaeT UMILIUIIUTHOE aH-
THBOEHHOE BBICKa3bIBaHMe. Hampumep, 3axanpo-
BBIH rojtoc coodrmaer: «Eciau 651 OblIa BOMHA, TO
1o MeHbIiei Mepe 20 % TeppuTopuil, HCIIOIB30-
BaHHBIX ISl 3BAKYAIMH JIFOIEH, CTau OBl TOTHO-
CTBIO HETIPUTOJHBIMH JJIS JKUJIbSI M3-3a BBIajIe-
HUS PAIMOAKTUBHBIX 0CAJIKOBY. BU3yanbHbIHN psij
OYEBHJICH: HY)KHAs B TIPOLIEHTHOM COOTHOIIEHUHU
4acTh KapThl HEOpexHO 3aumprkaHa. Kak yxe
OBLIO IMTOKA3aHO BHIIIE, TOTAIBHBIN aIlIOKAUIICUC
MOYTH HEMpECTaBUM; allOKATUITUIECKOE MBIIII-
JICHWE TIpefroNaraeT Hajaex/ay Ha COOCTBEHHOE
BbDKHMBaHME. DaKTHI e 3TY HAZEKITy OYEBUIHO
noApeIBaroT. Tak, sipepHast yrpo3a Ha CTa iy BOK-
HBI KaK MOTEHIIHAIBHOTO COOBITHSI 000payrBaeT-
csl )eHOMEHOM peajibHbIM, HO HEMBICIUMBIM, H
MI03TOMY HEBO3MOXXHBIM JJISl OCMBICIICHHS B TEp-
MHHaX OCO3HaHHOW OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 32 BO3MOXK-
HbIE TIOCJICICTBUSL.

Bropas yacte unpma mpencraBisier co-
0oli penpe3eHTaII0 COOBITHI sepHOi OomObap-
JUPOBKH, KaK €CJIi ObI OHU TIPOUCXOANIIH 3/1€Ch U
ceilyac. YOTKMHC HAUMHAET PENPE3EHTAIMIO ya-
pa ¢ UCIIOIB30BAHNS HETATUBOB U KaJPOB C Iepe-
9KCIO3UIINEH: 3aCBEUEHHBIEC U300paKEHUS IEMOH-
CTPHUPYIOT, KaK JIFOAH, KOPYach OT OONH, 3aKphIBa-
10T pyKoi#i 171a3a. KommenTaTop nosicHsieT: 6omba
B30pBaJIach B IIIECTH KUJIOMETPAX OT MECTa ChEM-
KM, 1 Ha 3TOM PaCCTOSIHUU TETUIOBOE M3Iy4eHHE
o0J1ajaeT JOCTaTOYHON MOIIHOCTBIO, YTOOBI BBI-
Kedub TIIa3HbIe SOMOKH, BHI3BATh OKOT'H TPEThel
CTeleHH U BOCIUIaMeHeHue Mebenu. JBeHaanaTsh
CEeKyH/I CITyCTSl MeCTa JOCTUTAET ynapHas BOJHA:
CIIBIILIEH TPOXOT, Kamepa TPSACETCs, MOMEHTallb-
HO TIepeMeIasich OT IBEPHOTO IpoeMa K MOTOJKY
C KayaroLLECsl JIFOCTPOH, a 3aTEM — Ha KPYITHBIA
TUTaH UCKaXEHHOTO TPUMACOH yrKaca U 000KEH-
HOT'0 JIUIIA OTHOTO U3 repoeB. Bee 1o mnutcs ce-
KyHJ JIBajalaTh, He Oojbiie. BeThik YoTkuHC
MOHTHUPYET YEPHBIM 3KpaH CO CIEIYIOUINM TeK-
ctom: «Bo Bpems memaBHero Beenenckoro Co-
Oopa B Barukane aHTIMHCKHIA 1 aMEpHKaHCKHH
CMUCKOITBI BBICKA3aJI MHEHUE O HEOOXOIUMOCTH
LEPKBH COOOIIUTH BEPYIOIIUM, YTO OHH JIOJDKHBI
YUUTBCS KHUTh, XOTsI Obl U 0€3 JIH00BH, C SICPHOM
OoMOOI, TIpH YCITOBUH, YTO OHA “4HCTa” U “U3 XO-
portei cembr”y. Creayromnas MOHTaXHas CKIICH-
Ka — U MBI CHOBa CIIBIIIINM KPUKHU OOJH U yKaca,
W3 JIpIMa B3pbIBA KPHCTAIUTH3YeTCS (QHTypa pe-
OeHKa, 3aKpPBIBILErO JIUIIO JIaIOHSIMUA: KOMMEHTA-
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TOp MOSICHSET, YTO MAJIBYMK ITOJIyUUIT CEPbE3HBIE
OXKOT'M CeTyaTku Ima3a. BcraBka TUTPOB C yIo-
MUHaHHEM I[IEPKOBHBIX BIIACTEH Kak OyATO HAIpsi-
MY WJUTFOCTPHUPYET TE3UC O COOTHECEHHOCTH AII0-
KIATITHYECKOTO MBIIUICHUS ¢ (ByHIaMEHTaIC-
TCKUMHU TpU3bIBaMU. HeBo3MOkHasi KaKk OOBEKT
PaLMOHAIEHOTO MBILUICHNS M HENIPEACTaBUMasi B
M300paKeHnH (He Cy4aliHO YOTKHMHC HapylaeT
NpaBWJIa KMHOPENPE3CHTALMH, II€pECBEUUBas
IJICHKY), AepHast BOWHA 37IeCh pa3MelaeTcs Ha
TEPPUTOPUH ITYOITMIHON PUTOPHKH, KOTOPAS OIIPaB-
JbIBAE€T BOCHHBIE JCUCTBUS, TEM CAMBIM CTpeE-
MSCh «IIEPEKPBITHY» TPABMATUYECKOE IEPEKUBA-
HHE, U BMECTE C TEM OTBEYAECT HA XAPAKTEPHYIO
JUIS aIllOKAJIUITUYECKOTIO MBIIUIEHNS] HAZEKAY Ha
craceHue. JTa JIOTUKa OyleT MpoNoKaThes H
Jlajiee — B CJI0BAX O «IPABEIHOCTHY BOWHBI B CIIy-
yae OTBETHOI'O ylapa, B CONOCTABICHHUU COBpE-
MEHHOH CUTyalluy C PUTyaJIAMH allTEKOB, KOTOPHIE
MPUHOCHIIN B )KEPTBY OOraMm T10 IBaAATh THICSY
YEJI0BEK, BEPS, YTO ITO MO3BOJIUT UM COXPAHUTh
BCEJIICHHYIO B HAJUIEXKALIEM MOPSIIKE.

«BoeHHas urpa» NpoJIoIrKaeT «PUKCHPO-
BaTh» COOBITHE SJEPHOTO ylapa B pealbHOM
BpeMeHHU (IMHAMHUYHBII MOHTaX W py4dHas Ka-
Mepa, COBMEILEHHBIE C ayTEHTUYHBIMU 3ByKaMU
B3PBIBOB U KpUKaMU HAaCTauBAaIOT Ha JIOTHKE JI0-
KyMEHTaIIH ), OTHAKO 3aKaIPOBBIH KOMMEHTapHUit
MEPEKJIIOYAETCS CHAaYalla Ha COCJIaraTelbHOe
HAaKJIOHEHHME, a 3aT€M — Ha [IOBECTBOBAHUE B IIPO-
HIE/IIIEM BPEMEHHU. «ITO TO, YTO MOTIIO OBI TIPO-
n30iTH B BennkoOpuTaHuu MOCe SIIePHOTO ya-
pa Mo HECKONBbKUM HalluM ropojam. Tak ObLiIo
mociie bombexkek ['amOypra, dpesneHa, Tokuo
n XupocuMsl. Takoe sBJICHUE U3BECTHO KaK Or-
HEHHBII WTOPM». YOTKUHC COETUHSET TPU MO-
Jyca BBICKa3bIBaHHUA: O HacTodAmeM (MaHepa
CBEMKH), O TPONUIOM (OTCHUIKA K COOBITHUSIM
Bropoif MupoBoii BOITHBI) 1 O BO3MOXKHOM (CO-
claraTelIbHOE HaKJIOHEHHE B Haudane (pasbl).
I'mGpunHas npuposa sAepHoi YTpo3bl Kak GeHo-
MEHA MacCOBOI'0 CO3HAHHUS 31E€Ch CTAHOBHUTCS
OUYEBHUJIHOW: B JOKYMEHTAJIILHOM pE&KUME YOT-
KHHC BOILJIONIACT Ha KpaHe KOJUIEKTUBHBIE (haH-
Ta3uM, OCHOBAHHBIE B TOM YHUCIIE HA BU3YaJIbHbIX
apredaxTax Bropoii MHUpOBOil BOMHEI U Ha TPH-
BBIYHBIX IS 3pUTENsT KHHEMaTOrpaguuecKux
CTpaTerusix penpeseHTauuu BoiHbl. Ha skpaHe
MHOKATCsl KaJphl yXKacarolUX IOCIEICTBUIM:
paspyllleHHbIE JI0Ma, M3BJIEKAEMbIE M3-T10J 00-
BaJIOB OCTaHKH, YBEUbS U O’KOT'H, JIFOIU, CTpaaa-
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JOIIIE OT HEBPO30B M MICUXMUECKUX PACCTPONCTB.
3puTenb BRIHYXK/IEH OallaHCHPOBATh MEXTY JBY-
M pexxuMaMu BoctipusATusa. C 0JJHOH CTOpPOHBI,
MBI CJIyIIaeM 3aKaJpOBbIii KOMMEHTApUH, B pe-
XKHUMe HH(OPMHPOBAHHUS COOOIIAFOIIIA pa3Iiy-
Hele aktel. C Ipyroil cTOPOHBI, MaHEpa ChEM-
KH co3aeT 3 QeKT nmpucyrcTBHs, mpeniaras
3pUTEITIO MO3UIMIO BHYTPU PEMPE3CHTUPYEMOTO
coObiTHs. [lapanolisi, pakTel 1 00pa3Has CHCTe-
Ma CIIeTIJICHBI 10 TaKOW CTENeHH, YTO OTACTUTh
(daHTa3U0 OT JEHCTBUTENBHOCTU OOJbINE HE
MPEACTaBIACTCS BO3MOXKHBIM, YTO OTpaKkaeT
crienu(uKy CyIIECTBOBAHHS SIIEPHON YTPO3HI B
BHJIc THOPUIHOTO (peHOMEHA, TIIe TIepeTIeTeHbI
JEWCTBUTENBHOCTh M BBIMBICEI, palliOHAIbHOE
Y UppalMOHATBHOE.

[TocTeneHHO 3BYKM B3PHIBOB 3aTHUXAIOT, U
(¢uIbM HauMHAET MOBECTBOBAThH O TOM, YTO Oy-
JIET TOCTE AepHON BOMHBI. HeBpornueckue mo-
CTTpaBMaTUYECKHE PEAKIIUH HE TIPOTIaIYT, U JIIOIU
HE CMOT'YT 3a0BITh TOTO, YEMY OKa3aJIHCh CBHJIE-
tensiMu. [IpaBUTENBCTBO peliaeT BOIPOC C Tela-
MU TIOTUOIINX: UX MacCOBO CIKUTAIOT, HE ITycKasi
POICTBEHHUKOB K MECTY COXCKEHHSI — TaK, O CJI0-
BaM KOMMeHTaropa, Obuio B ['epmanuu Bo Bpemst
Bropoit mupoBoii. B o1HOM K3 3M3010B repoi
¢unbpMa, TSI MPSAMO B KaMepy, pacCcKasbIBacT:
«[locne bomOexek Jlpe3neHa HEMIbI CHUMAJIH C
MOruOmmMX 00pydabHbIe KOIbla. OHH MTBITATHCH
HUACHTU(UIIMPOBATE UX TI0 HAJMICSIM BHYTPH KO-
netl. MBI Toxe Tak femaeM. MBI JepsKUM KOJblia
B 3TOM Beape» — M KaMepa IepeKiodaercs Ha
KECTSIHOE BEAPO, HA TPETh 3alolIHEHHOE 00py-
YaJbHBIMU KOJIbLIAMU. YOTKUHC 3/IECH POIOJIAKA-
eT Ty e JIOTHKY, YTO M B KOMMEHTapHsX C yIo-
MUHaHHEM OOMOeKek BpeMeH Bropoit MupoBoii,
HO Ha 3TOT pa3 TOYKOH COMOCTaBIEHNS CTAaHOBUT-
csl He BUBYyaJIbHBII 00pa3 BOIHEI, a CTpaTerus per-
pe3eHTanuu TpaBMbl. YacTbIil CIOKET B HCCIIE-
JIOBAHHUSIX — TE€3UC O TOM, YTO OHA HE MOUICKUT
MIPSIMOM IEMOHCTPAIMH M YacTO MPOSIBIISAETCS Ye-
pe3 burypsl orcyrcrBus. B «BoeHHON Urpe» Mbl,
HATPOTHB, UMEEM JIeNI0 ¢ MaHU(eCTUPOBAHHBIM
MPUCYTCTBHEM, HHTEHCH(DUITMPOBAHHBIM TeM (haK-
TOM, YTO Ha 3KpaHe pa3BOpPaYMBAETCS TOKyMEH-
TaIus COOBITHIA, KOTOPBIE HE IPOU3OLLIH, HO TaK,
Kak ecJi ObI OHU yXe CyIllecTBoBaii. B mpemuc-
JIOBHH K cOOpHHKY «TpaBma:myHKTHD C. YiIakuH
MUIIeT: «...Hu MacTepcTBO B pa3BUTHH ““OyBCTBA
0O0sI3HU”’, HU COBEPIIICHCTBOBAHNE HABBIKOB 3aMe-
LIEHHSI HE MOT'YT YCTPAaHUTh UCXOIHOM CUTYaIluH —

nepexuTo yrpatel. HEBO3MOKHOCTH BOCIIOJTHUTh
yTpaTy puTyajlaMH BBDKHBaHHUSA, KaK OTMeYaer
Katu Kapyt, MoxxeT 03Ha4aTh TONBKO TO, YTO
““caMO BbDKHBAHUE... CTAHOBUTCA KPHU3UCOM ™» [2,
c. 16]. Taxoii u oka3bIBaeTcsl TpeThs yacTh «Bo-
€HHOW UT'PbD»: CLIEHBI BELDKUBAHUS B YCIIOBHSX SI7IEP-
HOM 3UMBI MaHU()ECTUPYIOT HEM30eKHOE IPUCYT-
CTBUE TpaBMbI. Tak, Kajp ¢ H300paKeHHEM Bel-
pa, HaIlOIHEHHOTO O0OPYYaIEHBIMH KOJIBLIAMH, Map-
KUpYeT MPUCYTCTBHE KYTKOM CMEPTH U HEBO3MOXK-
HOCTH MCIIOJTHEHHS TPAAUIIMOHHBIX TIOT pebaTbHBIX
PHUTYaJoB.

B «Boennoil urpe» mup nocie saepHbIX
O60MOapIMPOOBOK — 3TO MUP HEOOPATUMBIX H3-
MEHEHUH HE TOJIBKO B TKaHSIX YeJIOBEYECKOTO
TeNna, HO U B TKaHIX COLMAJIbHBIX, SKOHOMHUYeC-
KHMX U OMUTHYECKUX. JIfoaM BagaioT B alaTHIO
n Oe3pasnuyme, HE XBaTaeT eIbl U JICKapCTB,
HA4YMHAIOTCSA TOJNIOAHBIE OYHTHI. OXUIaeMbIi
pe3ynbTaT — aKTUBU3AIUS PEPECCUBHBIX allla-
paToB rocyaapcTBa U IepepacipeseNieHue pe-
CYpcOB BHYTpH oOIIecTBa. 3aKaJpoBbIil TOJIOC
nosicusieT: «Bo3MOXXHO, YTO B CUTYyaIliH TOJIOA-
HBIX OYHTOB COKpPAIIAIONIUECs 3a1achl IHIH OY-
YT COXpPaHEHBI IS TOOIIPEHUS Te€X, KTO BBIMOJI-
HSET TPS3HYIO paboTy B MHTEpecax Bcero o0-
miecTBay. Cleayronuii mar — KOHQJIUKTH MEX-
Iy OyHTYIOIIMMU ¥ TIOMTUIIAEH, pacCTPeNbl HECOT-
JIACHBIX, MapoaepcTBo. IlocThsnepHbId MU —
3TO MHUp pacliajia COMAIbHBIX CBS3€H, MOpallb-
HBIX HOPM, CBEJICHHE UYEeJIOBEYECKOr0 K MHCTHUH-
KTUBHOMY. TakoB OTBET YOTKMHCa Ha JIOTHKY
ATIOKaTUTITUYECKOTO MBIIIUIEHHS : TEKOHCTPYKIIUS
(haHTa3MHU O CIIACEHUH.

B xoneunom utore «BoeHHnas urpa» Yor-
KHHCa OKa3bIBA€TCS] MOIIHBIM aHTHBOEHHBIM
BbICKa3bIBaHHEM. Ha mpoTsbKkeHnn GuiibMa BBO-
JSITCSI MBICTTH O IMYHOM OTBETCTBEHHOCTH (OUH
13 TepCOHaKel, CBAICHHOCTYKUTENb, TOBOPUT
0 TOM, 4TO, TIepefaBasi IPaBUTEILCTBY MPABO Ha
YOMIICTBO B XOJI€ BOMHBI, IPAXKTaHUH TOXKE HE-
CeT OTBETCTBEHHOCTH), O KPUTHKE 00IIecTBa MO~
TpeOJICHUS, HHEPTHOTO K BHEITHETOIUTHYECKUM
coObITHAM («Kak cMormm Obl KUTh aMepUKaH-
LbI ITOCTIE si/IepHOro HaraieHns Ha CoemuHEeHHbIe
Tarel, ecni OHM MPHUBBIKIM K aBTOMOOHIISIM,
OONBIIIM JIOMaM, TEJIEBUACHHUIO, MOPO3MIbHU-
KaM | Tak jajee?»), a Onmxke K puHamy 3By4UT
¢paza: «B TeueHue caeayOmMUX MATHAAIATY JIET
ele JIBeHaIaTh CTpaH, BO3MOXKHO, 003aBeIyT-
cs sAepHBIM opyxkueM. Tak yTo... 6onee yem
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BO3MOKHO, YTO BCE€, YBUJICHHOE BaMH B 3TOM
¢unbme, ciyaures eme 10 1980-ro romay.
Komnanust BBC ne Boimyctnna GuibM B
TENIeBU3HOHHBIH 2Qup, HO B 1966 T. OH BHIIIIEN B
OrpaHMYCHHBIN POKAT B KUHOTEATPaX U KHHOKITY-
0ax [14, c. 1353]; Ha Teneskpanax «BoeHHas UTpay
TIOSIBUJIACH JIBAJAIAThH JIET CIycTs, B 1985 romy.
[MpuunHbl 1IeH3ypUpoBaHus (HUITBMa MOJPOOHO
obcyxknatorcs B uccienoBanusx Tonu oy u
Jlxeiimca Usnmena [4; 14]; aBTOpBI onuparoTcst
Ha apXHWBHBIC JOKYMEHTHI, CTABIIUE JOCTYIHBI-
MU 4Yepe3 HECKONIbKO JIECSATUIIETUH TOcIe 3arpe-
Ta. B ounnansHOM 3asBICHUN TENEKOMIIAHUN
TOBOPHIIOCH, YTO «BoeHHast urpa» «sBiseTcs
““CTIMIIIKOM Y>Kacaromie s TeeBEemanus 1 Io-
3TOMYy He Oyzmer mokazaHa» [14, ¢. 1365]. Cam
pexuccep CBSI3BIBAN pElICHHE O 3arpere (Quib-
Ma ¢ TeM, 4yTto Teiekommnanusgd BBC mompanack
JIABJIEHUIO CO CTOPOHBI ITpaBUTENbCTBA [ 14, €. 75];
npencrasutenu BBC sto orpumnanu. B 2017 1.
ObLIa OITyOJIMKOBaHA CTaThs, TJIE C OIIOPOi Ha pac-
CEeKpevueHHbIC apXUBHBIC JIOKYMEHTHI TIPOCIICKH-
BaeTCsl B3aMMOJICHCTBHE Pa3HBIX WHCTUTYIHO-
HAJTLHBIX U TIPABUTEIHCTBEHHBIX areHTOB, PE3Yib-
TaToM KOTOPOrO CTaj 3amper. ABTOp paccMmart-
PHBAET ATy CUTYAIHIO KaK PHMEP TOHKO OpraHu-
30BaHHOM, HenpsAMo# 1eH3ypsl: «llen3ypa... Mo-
xeT ObITh Ooree Beznecymied U d(hhHeKTHBHOM,
KOTJIa OHA WHTEPHAIM3UPOBaHA, TO €CTh KOIJa
JICHCTBYIOT yCIIOBUSI, KOTOpPhIE 3aCTaBISIFOT HH-
CTUTYIUOHAIILHBIX CYOBEKTOB MOMYHHSATHCS T10
coOcTBEHHON Boie, 0e3 HEeOOXOMMMOCTH IOTEH-
HMAIBHO HEJOBKUX NPSIMBIX JIEHCTBUI CO CTOPO-
HBI caMOli rpaBsieii Bnactu» [6]. Dta cuTyarus
HaISIIHO OTPa)KaeT MPUPOLY XOIOTHOBOSHHOIO
KOH(ITUKTA — BOMHBI, TaHAMA()TOM KOTOPOH OKa-
3BIBACTCSI HE TONBKO SMIUPUYECKUI MHp, HO U
caMo 4YeJoBedecKoe co3HaHue. 3amper (puiabma
CBsI3aH C TEM, YTO B JICHTE YBHUJENH ICHCTBU-
TENLHOCTB, a He BhIMbIcel. TakuM 00pazoM, «Bo-
€HHAasi UTpa» — C MPOOIEMATUKOM, OTPaKaIOIIeH
cofiep>kaHue MaccoBOro cozHaunus 1960-x rr., ¢
THOPHUIHOM CTPYKTYPOH, COOTBETCTBYFOIICH JBOM-
CTBEHHOCTH SIJIEpPHOI Yrpo3bl Kak (peHoMeHa Mac-
COBOT'O CO3HAHWUSI, CO Crieu(uIecKoii cyap00i —
BOIUIOIIACT B ceOe JIOTUKY MBIIUICHUS KaK 3pH-
TeNel, TaK U BJIACTEH, 3aXBaUCHHBIX XOJOIHOU
BOWHOM Kak crieln(PUIECKHM COCTOSTHHEM CO3Ha-
Husl. JIOKyMeHTaIbHAs COCTABIISIIOIIAS B BBIOpaH-
HOW YOTKHHCOM rMOpHIHOM KMHEMaTorpaduyec-
KoH (hopme OTHOCHUTCS, TAKMM 00pa3oM, He TONb-
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KO K CTWJIMCTUKE U HCITIOIb30BAHNUIO KOHKPETHBIX
KMHOIIPUEMOB, HO M K coaepykaHuio. Jlokarus
¢dunbma — He TeppuTopHs BenmnkoOpuranuuy, a ye-
JoBedecKoe cozHaHwue. [lepemenas cOOBITHI-
HOCTb U3 DMIIMPHUYECKON JNEHCTBUTEIBHOCTU B
00J1aCcTh MBICIIMMOTO U IIPEACTABUMOTO, YOTKUHC
HanpasJsIeT KaMepy Ha XOIOAHYIO BOMHY Kak 0Co-
00e cocTosTHIE CO3HAHUSI, TIOIPAa3yMEBAFOIIEee KaK
orpeneNieHHbIe 00pasbl M UJICH, TaK U MOpaJlb H
CUCTEMY LICHHOCTEN. FIMEHHO 3TO COCTOSIHUE CO-
3HaHUS, HaJIO TI0JIaTaTh, U CTAHOBUTCSI OCHOBHBIM
00BEKTOM KPUTHKH PEKHCCEPA.

Pesyabrarel. Tak, B TEKCTE CTaTbu
OblTO TOKa3aHo, uTo GuibM «BoeHHas wrpay,
CHATBIN B 1965 1., He IpocTo co3maet oopa3 Mupa
HEIOCPEACTBEHHO Iepes 1epHOM BOWHOM, BO
BpeMs Hee H T1ociie, HO paboTaeT C sSAepHON yT-
po3oii kak (heHOMEHOM MacCOBOTO CO3HAHWSI.
[IpencraBienus o sAEpHON yrpo3e OTMEUEHBI
CBOEOOpa3HOI TapaoKCcaIbHON THOPUAHOCTHIO:
B HUX COUYETAIOTCS peasibHble (aKThl, HAyYHbIE
JaHHBIE U 3HAHUS, OCHOBAaHHBIE Ha ITOCIIEICTBU-
SIX IPUMEHEHUS SJIEPHOTO OPYKUA B XHUPOCHME
u Haracaku, 1 KoleKTuBHEIC haHTa3uu, chop-
MHUpPOBaHHBIE B PaMKax aroKaJUIITHYECKOTO
MBIIUTIEHNS, XapaKTepHOro U1 MUpa, TepeKu-
BAIOIIETO TPEBOTY SACpHON Yrpo3bl. AQPeKTHB-
Hasl COCTaBJIAIOIIAs IPEACTABICHUN O SIEpHON
yTpo3e CBA3BIBACTCS C MapaHOWIAIBHBIM CTpa-
xoM. BeiOupas anst ¢punbMa THOPUAHYIO KHHE-
MaTorpaduueckyro Gopmy, 00bSIHMHSIOLLYIO ITPU-
BBIYHYIO JUI KOHBEHIIMOHAIBHOI JOKYMEHTalIN-
CTHKH | TeJIeperopTaxa ornopy Ha GakTHIYHOCTb
U JIOCTOBEPHOCTH C XapaKTEPHOH I UTPOBOTO
KHUHO KAaTErOpHEW BBIMBICIIA, YOTKMHC PEIIaeT
cpasy HECKOIIbKO 3a7a4. Bo-mepBeIx, cama dop-
Ma BTOPUT CIICHU(HKE SACPHOH YIpO3bl Kak ¢e-
HOMEHa MaccoBOr0 CO3HaHUS. Bo-BTOpHIX, pe-
YKUCCEpP BbICTpauBaeT KPUTHUYECKYIO TUCTAHIIHIO
110 OTHOIIEHHIO KaK K JEHCTBUSAM CPEICTB Mac-
COBOM MH(OPMAIUH U MTOJUTUKE UH(OPMHUPOBA-
HUS O IOTEHIIUAIBHOM SJEPHON Yyrpo3e, Tak U K
PUTHIHOCTH MaccoBOTO CO3HAHUs. YKa3bIBas Ha
HENpPeCTaBUMOCTh y)Kaca, KOTOPBIA MOBIEUET
3a co00i siiepHas BOWHA, U OMHOBPEMEHHO Jie-
MOHCTPHPYSI HMEHHO 3TOT y’Kac B IOKyMEHTaJlb-
HOM peXHMe, YOTKUHC oOpaliaer BHUMaHHEe Ha
30HY MOTEHIIMAIBLHOTO (POPMHUPOBAHHUS TPABMATH-
YECKOTO OIBITA, COMOCTABIISS COOBITHE BO3MOXK-
HOU sIIepHOM BOMHBI C TPABMaTHYECKHMHU COOBI-
Tus Bropoit muposoii. Hakoner, Onarogapst coeit
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rUOPHUITHON MPpHPOJE, PUITBM MO3BOJISET OCMBIC- «BoeHHas urpay BIUCHIBAETCS B KyJIBTYPHYIO KpH-
JINTh XOJOAHYIO BOMHY HE TOJBKO KaK I'€OIOIH- THKY 1JIEPHOI YIPO3bl, BOIUIOIIAET JIOTMKY MbIII-
THYECKOE COOBITHE, HO M KaK OCOOBIH THIT MBIIII- JICHUSI TIEPUOJIa XOIOAHON BOMHBI 1 OHOBPEMEH-
JICHH S, BJICKYIIH 32 COOOM OMpeNeIeHHYIO CHC- HO JIOKYMEHTHPYET XOJIOJHYI0 BOWHY Kak 0c000¢
TeMy LIEHHOCTed M Mopaib. Takum oOpazom, COCTOSIHHE CO3HAHUA.
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AHHoTanusl. Beedenue. IlpencraBieHHOE UCCISIOBAHUE MOCBSIIICHO BOMPOCY PENPE3CHTAIINH TEMBI siIep-
HOU YTpO3bI B 3anaaHbIx Buaeourpax 1980—1990-x ronos. Hayunast mpoOiiemMa vcciienoBaHus 3aKTF0YaeTCsl B OTCYT-
CTBHH KOHIIETITYAIM3alUH BO3AEHCTBHS HAPPATUBHON COCTABIISIONIEN U MPOLIEAYPHONU PUTOPUKH BHICOUTP COOT-
BETCTBYIOIIErO MIEPHO/Ia Ha BOCIIPUATHE YIPO3bI AaTOMHOM BOMHBI M COOBITHI XOJI0AHON BOWHBI. Memoobt u mame-
puanvl. DMIIMPUYECKast OCHOBA MCCIIEAOBaHMs Oblila ChOPMHUPOBAHA 3a CUET MPUBJIEUECHHS KOHTEHTA BOCBMH BH-
neourp — Missile Command, Raid over Moscow, Rush’n Attack, Spy vs Spy III: Arctic Antics, Wasteland, Crisis in
the Kremlin, Big Red Adventure u Fallout: A Post Nuclear Role Playing Game. Metononorust pa0oThl BEICTpOSHA
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IyTeM KOMOMHAIIUH AJIEMEHTOB CPABHUTENBHOTO U CTPYKTYPHOTO aHann3a. M3yueHbl HappaTUBHAsI COCTABIISIOIIAS
yKa3aHHBIX BUJICOUTD M CICIU(PHUKA UX IPOLECAYPHON PUTOPUKH. Pe3yibmamsi. YCTAaHOBJICHO, UTO 00pa3 sSaepHOM
Yrpo3bI B 3amaqHbIX Buaeourpax 1980—1990-x rr. nepBoHavYaIbHO BBIPAOATHIBAJICS B MACCOBOM KYJIBTYPE B paMKax
CTEPEOTHUIIOB €€ BOCIPHUATHS aMEPHUKAHCKUM OOILECTBOM KaK BO BpeMsl XOJIOIHOM BOMHBI, Tak U Ooyiee paHHUI
niepuon. JlaHHbIi 00pa3 He OTpakal TOUKY 3pEeHHs] KOHKPETHOH MOIUTHYECKOM critbl. Ero omnyana Beicokas u3-
MEHYUBOCTH, YTO TO3BOJISUIO OPUEHTHPOBATH AYAMTOPUIO HAa TOIJIEP)KKY KaK arpecCHBHOM, TaK U yMEPEHHOMH
BHEIIHEH monuTuku. Bo3aelicTBue MaccoBOM KyJIbTYyphl, C OMHOM CTOPOHBI, aKTYaJTU3UPOBAJIO COAEPIKATETHLHOE
HAIlOJTHEHHE U CTPYKTYpY 00pasa, ¢ Ipyrol — BBITECHSUIO B 00s1acTh (paHTacTHueckoro sackanu3Ma. Kak ciencraue,
OH BOCIIPUHUMAJICS B Ka9€CTBE SK3UCTEHIMaIbHON Yrpo3bl At CIIIA naumib criopaindecKky, 4To JeTePMUHUPOBAIIO
LIMPOKHH CIIEKTP BO3MOXKHOCTEN € TOYKH 3pEHHs BO3JICHCTBHUS Ha MONIUTHYECKOE MBIIILICHHE U TIOBEJICHHE [IETIEBOH
aynutopud. Qunancuposanue: UCCICTOBAHNE BRITOIHEHO 3a cyeT rpanTa Poccuiickoro HayaHoro ¢ouma Ne 22-18-
00305-IT «O0pa3sl Bpara B MaccoBO# KylbType XOJIOIHOM BOHHBI: COEpIKaHKEe, COBPEMEHHAS PELICIIIIHS U UCTIONb-
30BaHME B cuMBon4eckoi monmutuke Poccru u CILLA», https://rscf.ru/project/22-18-00305/.
KiroueBble cjioBa: 00pa3 saepHOM yrpo3sl, BUICOUTPhI, XononHas BoitHa, CCCP, CIIIA.
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Introduction. The nuclear threat topic is
one of the central elements of the mass culture in
the 20" and 21 centuries. Public interest
remained even after the real threat of direct conflict
between the nuclear powers was minimized.
A clear manifestation of this phenomenon is the
popularity of cinematography with relevant plot
elements, such as the feature film Oppenheimer
(2023, Christopher Nolan) or the television series
Jericho (2006, G.N. Bee), See (2019, Anders
Engstrom), and The 100 (2014, D. White).
However, unlike the equally widely exploited
pandemic or cybernetic phobias, the threat of
using nuclear weapons in most cases includes a
clear political labeling of the main culprits of the
conflict. Due to this, the images constructed in
the mass culture can serve as a framework for
political perception among fairly broad segments
of the population. A typical example in this case
can be the role of the US’s mass culture in shaping
the image of the USSR as an existential threat to
the United States in the minds of Americans.

The purpose of this research is to address
existing gaps in the study of the topic, specifically
by examining the representation of the nuclear
threat in American video games from the 1980s
and 1990s.

Materials and methods. The empirical
basis of the study was formed by using the content
of eight video games: Missile Command (1980),
Raid over Moscow (1983), Rush 'n Attack (1985),
Spy vs Spy III: Arctic Antics (1988), Wasteland
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(1988), Crisis in the Kremlin (1991), Big Red
Adventure (1995), and Fallout: A Post Nuclear
Role Playing Game (1997).

The methodology of the work combines
elements of comparative, structural, and systems
analysis. The first one is used in the comparison
of options for representing the topic of nuclear
threat in the case of specific games and two
macro-periods (the Cold War and the post-Soviet
era), while the second one is used to identify key
elements of the relevant narratives and options
for combining them in specific projects, and the
third — within the framework of assessing the
impact of the socio-cultural environment on game
content and the potential influence of the gaming
experience on the specific political perception of
the target audience.

The theoretical basis of the research is
D.V. Olshansky’s concept of political behavior.
It suggests that the algorithms of political behavior
are formed in the following way: the specific
framework of political perception causes a person
to have certain feelings, emotions, and affects
when receiving socio-political information from
the external environment. The influence of these
feelings, emotions, and affects leads to
adjustments in the individual’s political thinking,
which, in turn, provokes the subject to exhibit
political behavior [18]. It is important to note that
this concept assumes the absence of a consistent
(permanent) rationality in the political perception
of the majority of individuals within society. This
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is due to the predominance of the unconscious
component of the psyche, particularly in conditions
of information scarcity or overload, limited
cognitive potential, and high cognitive rigidity.

We consider the impact of the specifics of
political perception on political behavior in light of
the fundamental principles of cognitive and
situational approaches, as well as the social
learning theory. This suggests that information
signals coming to an individual from the external
environment are initially interpreted in accordance
with their pre-existing attitudes and beliefs, shaped
by stable mental reactions. These interpretations
are then adjusted as a result of the influence of
the current conditions of the social, natural, and
physical environment [3; 11; 16; 21].

A video game has the potential to influence
a person’s political perception, thinking, and
behavior by promoting images that function as
signals from the external environment.
The concept of the “image” in this context is used
from the subjectivist (constructivist) perspective.
It suggests that the image is largely artificial and
does not reflect objective reality. Being, on the
one hand, the result of perception, it, on the other
hand, sets its framework through a system of
frames and constructs that determine the
categorization of observed social reality. At the
same time, a political image always possesses a
meaningful (internal) component, which is a
system of meanings and values designed to
provoke a certain behavioral reaction in the
recipient [24; 27].

The purpose of this study is to evaluate the
representation of the nuclear threat topic (in terms

\r*

Fig.

1. Poster of the Missile Command game

of its impact on political perception and audience
behavior) in video games of the 1980s and 1990s
through a system of appropriate images.

Discussion. The existing body of research
on the subject is marked by significant gaps. As a
rule, researchers focus on the cinema as the most
popular segment of popular culture, while the
representation of the nuclear threat in other
formats is studied in a fragmented manner [10;
14;22; 26].

A typical example in this case is the video
game segment. Most researchers who study it
reveal the topic of the nuclear threat either by
analyzing modern game franchises (such as
Fallout, Call of Duty, or Metro) or in the
context of developing broader or related issues
[2; 5; 25]. More often than not, the presence of
the nuclear threat theme in game narratives is
revealed in the background as part of studies
examining the portrayal of the USSR [1; 4; 6-9;
12; 13; 15].

This has led, first of all, to significant gaps
in the study of how the theme of nuclear threat
was represented in early video games produced
in the 1980s and 1990s. Meanwhile, it was the
works created during this period that had the
greatest impact on contemporary perceptions
of the topic. The latter was caused, on the one
hand, by the intensification of the confrontation
between the USSR and the United States in
the first half of the 1980s and, on the other hand,
by the spread of fears about the restoration of
the Soviet regime in Russia or the transfer of
part of its nuclear arsenal to terrorist control in
the 1990s.

MISSILE COMMAND
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Analysis. In the 1980s, the topic of nuclear
threat in video games was first touched upon in
the arcade game Missile Command (1980).
The game’s narrative was designed as an imitation
of nuclear war (Fig. 1).

In its original version, the game depicted a
conflict between the USSR and the USA (later,
after several media scandals, the confrontation
between these states was replaced by a war
between the fictional planets Zardon and Krytol).
In accordance with the original concept of the
developers, the player solved the task of
protecting six Californian cities from nuclear
missile attacks. Like all arcade video games,
Missile Command had no win condition, i.e., it
inevitably ended with the destruction of all cities.
It is noteworthy that after the end of the game,
instead of the typical Game Over message, the
words The End appeared on the screen
(Fig. 2) [7, p. 29; 13, p. 43].

S.I. Belov. The Theme of the Nuclear Threat in Western Video Games of the 1980s and 19905 m———————

It should also be noted that public
perception was strongly influenced by references
to other works on the topic of nuclear threat (for
example, several visuals were borrowed from
the movie Damnation Alley (1977, Jack
Smight)), as well as by the specific historical
context, including the outbreak of the war in
Afghanistan, the election of Ronald Reagan, and
the subsequent deterioration of relations
between the United States and the Soviet
Union [12, p. 93].

In American society, Missile Command has
attained the status of a cult phenomenon, closely
associated with the representation of the nuclear
threat in popular culture. For example, in the movie
Terminator 2: Judgment Day (1991, James
Cameron), John Connor appears in one of the
scenes at the moment of his defeat in Missile
Command, which is a clear reference to the theme
of the inevitable outbreak of nuclear war (Fig. 3).

Fig. 2. End screen of Missile Command

Fig. 3. John Connor playing Missile Command

Science Journal of VolSU. History. Area Studies. International Relations. 2026. Vol. 31. No. 2
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In addition, a clone of Missile Command is
available to gamers on the Pip-Boy interface in
the video game Fallout 4 [6, p. 15; 9, p. 505].

In many aspects, Missile Command was
the result of cultural and political trends that
emerged in the early 1960s. According to
E.V. Prosolova, after the first intercontinental
ballistic missiles with nuclear warheads were put
on alert by both superpowers in 1959—1960, these
weapons began to appear increasingly often in
visual propaganda as one of the main symbols
of war, and the events of the Cuban Missile
Crisis only consolidated this trend. As
V.I. Zhuravleva noted, the image of the nuclear
apocalypse actually turned into a semantic code
representing the conflicts between the USA and
the USSR in the early 1960s. The events of the
“détente” period contributed to certain erosion
of the Americans’ “specter of fear” of the
nuclear threat from the USSR, but this theme
continued to be clearly manifested in U.S.
popular culture (including in narratives promoting
the idea of the madness of the perpetrators of
the nuclear conflict and the re-examination of
geopolitical concepts within critical reflection).
Its actualization was facilitated, among other
things, by the active exploitation of the image of
the bomb during anti-war protests against the
Vietnam conflict and green actions highlighting
the risks associated with the use of atomic
energy. However, it should also not be forgotten
that the 1980s marked the heyday of the use of
the atomic bomb image in many forms of political
agitation in the United States (for example, in
posters and caricatures) [19; 20; 28].

The theme of the nuclear threat is also
reflected in the action game Raid over Moscow
(1983). It differs from the previous game primarily
in its conditionally positive positioning, which largely
corresponds to the traditional American political
propaganda from the early Cold War era about the
necessity of a “crusade” for freedom against the
USSR (Fig. 4) [19;28]. Whereas the plot of Missile
Command assumes the inevitable mutual destruction
of the parties to the conflict (since they are portrayed
as having parity in terms of nuclear missile
weaponry), the developers of Raid over Moscow
suggest the possibility of mitigating these risks.
The main character of the game is a spaceplane
pilot, capable of quickly striking Soviet missile silos
in the Leningrad, Minsk, Saratov, and Kiev regions.

The plot also suggests that the United States has
the capacity to land troops in Moscow and neutralize
the USSR nuclear weapons control system. It should
be emphasized separately that according to the plot
of this game, the Soviet Union acts as an aggressor,
while the actions of the United States are depicted
as a retaliatory strike after receiving reliable
information about an impending strike from the
USSR. Moreover, the plans for a missile attack on
the United States are presented as obviously criminal
and unjustified, since their implementation follows
the complete nuclear disarmament of the United
States. Thus, the developers of the game, most likely,
unconsciously, under the influence of prevailing media
narratives (considering that this is a purely commercial
product), promoted images of nuclear war that were,
in many ways, identical to the narratives of the
Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI) program.
The latter, it should be recalled, assumed high risks
of a strike on the United States as a result of
disarmament efforts during the “détente” period,
while also suggesting the technical feasibility of
completely neutralizing a nuclear strike from the
USSR if the SDI program was successfully
implemented [17, p. 21].

The creators of the game Rush’'n Attack
(1985, known as Green Beret in Europe and
Japan) also addressed the theme of the nuclear
threat. In the original plot of the game, the main
character is a “green beret” who takes part in a
mission to rescue American servicemen captured
by Soviet troops in Afghanistan (Fig. 5). However,
1987 saw the release of a revised version of the
game, in which the player was given the additional
task of preventing the launch of missiles armed
with nuclear warheads. It is worth noting that, in
the game’s instructions, the player is described
explicitly as a defender of the “free world.” Thus,
the narrative of the game positions the United
States and the USSR within the dichotomy of good
and evil, with the presence of nuclear weapons in
the enemy’s arsenal underscoring its role as an
existential threat to the United States. A notable
addition to the portrayal of the nuclear threat was
the idea that the involvement of great powers in a
regional conflict could serve as the prime cause
of a nuclear confrontation. Nevertheless, this
scenario was presented as conditionally optimistic,
since it assumed the possibility of disrupting the
launch of Soviet missiles through the use of
sabotage and reconnaissance units [23, p. 224].
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Thus, whereas in the early 1980s nuclear
war was positioned in video games as an
existential threat to the United States — one that,
in principle, could not be averted in the event of
a conflict between the superpowers — later games
depicted these risks as relatively insignificant.
The narratives of these newer video games
incorporated assumptions that an apocalyptic
scenario could be avoided, thanks to the scientific,
technological, and overall military superiority of
the United States. Moreover, these narratives
hinted at the perceived necessity of facing similar
risks when combating “‘communist expansion” in
other parts, a portrayal likely influenced by both
the foreign policy rhetoric of the Reagan
administration and cultural constructs —
specifically, notions of American exceptionalism
and the United States’ quasi-messianic role on
the global stage.
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During this period, an anti-militarist portrayal
of the nuclear threat emerged only in Spy vs
Spy 1lI: Arctic Antics (1986) and Wasteland
(1988). In Spy vs Spy Ill: Arctic Antics, the
confrontation between two spy saboteurs —
symbolically representing the Eastern and
Western blocs as equally unscrupulous forces —
inevitably resulted in the launch of missiles with
nuclear warheads in case of epy success of one
of the characters (which caused a disruption of
the existing balance of power). In this game (Fig. 6),
we observe the developers’ explicit rejection of
the traditional portrayal of romanticized “us” and
hostile “others” (the “dark doppelgangers” of the
West). At the same time, the creators of the game
operate within the familiar logic of American
political propaganda of the 1980s, which relied on
the use of the emotion of fear. They also
emphasize the theme of mutual responsibility

Fig. 4. Cover of the Raid over Moscow edition
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between the superpowers, which is characteristic
of the political discourse of that decade, by using
juxtaposition that underscores the dichotomy of
the images presented [19; 20; 28].

The plot of Wasteland, set in a post-
apocalyptic world (and, most likely, was
influenced by the movie Mad Max 2 (1981,
George Miller) and similar works in the genre),
also presents a generally negative depiction of
the consequences of a nuclear conflict between
the United States and the USSR. However, the
game is marked by a peculiar romanticization of
the post-nuclear world and a lack of portrayal
of nuclear weapons as a truly existential threat [4,
pp. 61, 62].

In general, within the framework of the
“Soviet enemy” image constructed in foreign
video games of the 1980s, the theme of the nuclear
threat played a key role, since it was the existence
of atomic weapons and their delivery systems in
the USSR that made it possible to portray the Soviet
Union as a genuine existential threat to the United
States. This, among other things, facilitated the
archetyping and dehumanization of the “Soviet
enemy” image, partly by changing its modality
through depersonalization [2].

In the games of the 1990s, the theme of the
nuclear threat was initially linked to the possibility

of restoring the Soviet system with the
concomitant remilitarization of the USSR.
However, the very possibility of the revived Soviet
Union destroying the United States was not
directly declared. For example, in the humorous
project The Big Red Adventure (1995), the
characters encounter the plans of the antagonist
(identified as the “mad scientist” Dr. Virago) to
literally resurrect Lenin and recreate the USSR
as a militarized, expansionist-minded state.
However, the representatives of the military elite
who sympathize with the antagonist, as well as
the conspirators in general, are shown more like
comic characters, and the degree of threat within
their perception is minimized.

To some extent, one can observe the
reanimation of the image of the Soviet nuclear
potential as an existential threat to the United
States in the game Crisis in the Kremlin (1991),
whose plot centers on the struggle between
various interest groups for power in the USSR.
Notably, both the conventional orthodox
communists and the “Russian nationalists” led by
the autocratic Boris Yeltsin are depicted as
potentially hostile forces towards the United States
capable of prolonging the Cold War. Thus, for the
first time, the image of the nuclear threat to the
United States was reconstructed directly from the

\
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Fig. 6. Poster for Spy vs Spy I1I: Arctic Antics
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perspective of the Soviet Union as a communist
state. However, the scale of this threat was not
existential, as the USSR was portrayed as a state
experiencing a profound internal crisis.

It should also be noted that the positioning
of the nuclear threat as a phantom menace —
whether associated with the revival of the USSR
or the rise of radical nationalists to power in
Russia — was not limited to video games but was
a feature of foreign popular culture more broadly
(as evidenced by the plots of films such as
Crimson Tide (1995, Tony Scott), Air Force One
(1997, Wolfgang Petersen), and The Peacemaker
(1997, Mimi Leder)).

A project such as The Fallout: A Post
Nuclear Role Playing Game (1997) played a
crucial role in the development of the nuclear
threat in video games. In many respects, it echoed
the content of Wasteland (1988). However, the
plot of Fallout was the first to depict the
confrontation of the United States with a power
other than the Soviet Union or Russia as the cause
of a nuclear conflict. Similarly, the game
reinforced the notion that nuclear weapons no
longer posed an existential threat; while their use
resulted in mass casualties and significant
degradation of material culture, it did not entail
the extinction of civilization or humanity as a
biological species.

Results. Accordingly, there was a gradual
evolution in the portrayal of the nuclear threat in
video games during the 1980s and 1990s. Initially,
the nuclear threat was strictly associated with the
Soviet Union, which was depicted as a state
adhering to communist ideology and possessing
sufficient scientific and technological potential —
factors that contributed to the existential nature
of the associated risks.

However, then the threat of a nuclear
conflict later became associated not only with the
possibility of restoring the Soviet system in Russia
but also with the rise of an authoritarian regime in
the Russian Federation, founded on radical
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nationalist ideologies. Similarly, China began to be
considered a potential adversary of the United
States in a nuclear war, as seen in the Fallout
franchise.

At the same time, there was a shift in the
perceived status of the nuclear conflict threat
between the United States and its adversaries.
From the mid-1980s onwards, the scenario of
mutual and total destruction of the parties during
a nuclear conflict was increasingly replaced by
alternative narratives — either the prospect of the
United States neutralising the enemy’s nuclear
missile forces through its scientific, technological,
and military superiority or the assumption that a
significant part of the population and material
culture could survive a nuclear conflict between
major powers.

Concurrently, the development of the
nuclear threat image was largely shaped by both
other formats of mass culture and the official
foreign policy discourse of the US authorities.
A significant role in the formation of this image
was most likely played by sociocultural attitudes
inherent in U.S. society, including ideas about
American exceptionalism and the messianic role
of the United States.

All of this leads to the conclusion that the
image of the nuclear threat in Western video
games of the 1980s and 1990s was initially shaped
largely within the framework of stereotypes
prevalent in American society, developed during
the Cold War and earlier periods. It didn’t reflect
the position of a specific political force and was
highly variable, potentially swaying audiences to
support both aggressive and moderate foreign
policies. This created a wide range of possibilities
in terms of the potential to influence the political
thinking and behavior of the target audience. This
situation was most likely a product of the image-
related consequences of the crisis in the Soviet
system during the 1980s, as well as the
degradation of Russia’s military and economic
potential during the 1990s.
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factors on the personality development of one of the most remarkable American women of her era — Lou Henry
Hoover. The purpose of the study is to analyze this process through her upbringing, education, and the development
of her key character traits. Methods and materials. The methodology of this study relies on both general scientific
and specialized methods of historical research — primarily the historical-biographical, retrospective, and historical-
systemic approaches, along with elements of the comparative-historical method. The research is grounded in the
principles of historicism and historical objectivity. The materials used in this study include archival documents;
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the article, covering family upbringing and education as well as the stages of the future First Lady’s development —her
formation of key character traits and her intellectual growth during childhood and adolescence. Archival materials
are cited as examples, including essays by young Lou Henry, which reveal her worldview and distinctive personality
traits. The author demonstrates the soundness of Lou Henry’s choice of future specialty, along with the characteristics
of her mentality and civic outlook. Results. The results of the study are presented in the author’s conclusions. It is
argued that the personal development of Lou Henry Hoover was shaped by a combination of external factors
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AHHOTanMs1. Béedenue CTaTh BKITIOYAET B ce0s pacCy KICHHUS aBTOpa O BIUSIHUY Pa3INIHBIX (PakTOpPOB Ha
JINYHOCTHOE CTAHOBJIEHUE OIHOM M3 caMbIX BBIOAIOUINXCS aMepUKaHOK cBoel anoxu — Jly ['enpu I'yBep. Llenbro
WCCIIEAOBAHUS SIBISIETCS] aHAIN3 OCOOEHHOCTEH Ipoliecca JIMYHOCTHOrO (hopMHpOBaHHMs Oymymieil nepBo yean
Coennnennsix 1ltaTos, ee BocnuTanus, 00pa30BaHMs, KIIIOUYEBBIX YEPT Xapakrepa. Memoow: u mamepuaivl. OCHOBY
UCTIONB3YEMOH Memo0o02uy COCTAaBIIIN KaK OOIIEHAYYHbIE, TaK U CHEIHaIbHBIE METOIbI HCTOPHIECKOTO UCCIIe-
JIOBaHMS: B IIEPBYIO OYEPEIb UCTOPUKO-OHOrpaynIecKHii METO, PETPOCIIEKTHBHBIN, HCTOPUKO-CHCTEMHBIH, a TaK-
K€ JIEMEHTHI CPABHUTEIBHO-UCTOPUIECKOTo MeTo/a. IIpenprHATOE aBTOPOM HCCIIEI0BAHHE B IIEJIOM OITHPAETCs
Ha TIPUHIMIIBI UCTOPU3Ma M MCTOPUYECKOH OOBEKTMBHOCTH. B KauecTBe MarepHasioB HCIOIb3YIOTCS MEMYApHl,
OrorpaduuecKue O4epKH, apXUBHBIE TOKyMEHTBI, HAydHbIE MOHOTpAa()MH 1 CTaThH, BKIIOYast PECYpCHI BYX ITIaB-
HBIX HCCIIEZIOBATENLCKUX IIEHTPOB, MOCBAMEHHBIX 3 1-My npe3uaenty CILIA T'ep6epty ['yBepy 1 ero cembe, — 'yBe-
POBCKO# IIpe3uIeHTCKOM Onbnmmotexu u My3es (B Bect-bpand, AifoBa) u ['yBepOBCKOro MHHCTHTYTa BOWHBI, PEBOITIO-
1mn 1 Mupa (B kamiryce CtaHdopackoro yausepeurera, Iamo-Anro, Kamudophus), a Taxoke pa3innaHble HHTEPHET-
cTpaHuUbl. Ananu3. Pa3nen conep>KuT OCHOBHYIO YaCTh TEKCTa CTaThH, BKIIIOUasi OCOOCHHOCTH CEMEHHOT0 BOCIINTA-
HUSL, TIOTy9€HHOTO 00pa30BaHus, @ TAKXKE 3TAIbI TMYHOCTHOTO CTAHOBJICHUS OyyIiel repBoi neau: GopMupoBa-
HHE KITI0YEBBIX YePT XapaKTepa, NHTEIUIEKTyaIbHOTO Pa3BUTHS B JIETCTBE U IIOAPOCTKOBOM IIEPUO/IE *KHU3HU. B Kade-
CTBE MPUMEPOB IPUBOIATCS XpAHSIINECS B apXUBaX pa3IMYHbIe MaTepHabl, BKI04as acce roHoi Jly ['enpw, pac-
KPBIBAIOIINE OPUTHHAIIBHOCTH €€ MUPOBO33PCHUS, YHUKAJIbHBIC YEPThI IMYHOCTH. ABTOP ITOKa3bIBAET 00OCHOBAH-
HOCTB BEIOOpa foHO# JIy ['eHpH Oymyieit crienumanbsHOCTH, XapaKTePUCTHKN €€ MEHTAIINTETa U TPaskJaHCKOH ITO3H-
in. Pe3ynomamer HayqHON PabOTHI Comep KaTcsi B aBTOPCKHUX BBIBOZAX 110 TEME UCCIIENOBAHMS. ABTOP IPUXOINT K
BBIBOZLy O TOM, 4TO JIMYHOCTHOE cTaHosieHue Jly ['eapu ['yBep mpomcxoanino moi Bo3aeiCcTBHEM LENOro psizia
BHEIIHHX (OKpYKalomas cpena, rTeHeTHKA, BOCIIUTaHNE, KYIbTypa) U BHYTPEHHUX (MOTHMBAIMs, aMOWINH, OIIBIT,
MHTEIJIEKT) (PaKTOPOB, a TAKXKE BKIIIOYAIIO B C€0s1 HECKOIBKO KITIOUEBBIX 3TAlOB, CBSI3aHHBIX C OCOOEHHOCTSIMU €
paHHel 6uorpadum.

Kuarouessle ciaoBa: Jly ['enpu ['yep, epas senu, GopMupoBaHue xapakrepa, paxTopsl IHIHOCTHOTO CTa-
HOBJIeHHS, cynpyra 3 1-ro npesunenta CLLA.

HutupoBanue. [Tepesesenres A. JI. JIy [enpu ['yBep: kirodeBbie (hakTOpBI M 3TAIIbl IMTIHOCTHOTO CTAHOBJICHUS
// Bectauk Bonrorpasckoro rocynapcrsenHoro ynusepeurera. Cepus 4, Mcropus. Pernonosenenne. MexxmyHapon-
Hple otHomeHus. —2026. —T. 31, Ne 2. — C. 222-231. — (Ha anm. s13.). — DOI: https://doi.org/10.15688/jvolsu4.2026.2.19

Introduction. My study is devoted to the
peculiarities of the personal development of Lou
Henry Hoover, the First Lady of the United States
and one of the outstanding women of her era.
When beginning to examine this problem, it is
logical to ask what factors influence this process,
a question of interest not only to historians but
also to any inquisitive person.

It is generally accepted that personality
development depends, first of all, on parents
(family) and the social environment. Personality
formation is a complex process influenced by
various factors, including genetics, environment,
upbringing, and social context.

Internal factors such as temperament and
motivation also play an important role. The most
significant factors in personality formation usually
include geographical environment, culture, and life
experience. According to experts, the formation
of personality is based on the process of growing
up through interaction with society. In sum,
researchers generally distinguish two types of
factors in personality development: external
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(society, living, and upbringing environment) and
internal (personal activity and the presence or
absence of a desire for development).

It is difficult not to agree with the theses
outlined above, but in this case, I would like to set
the priorities more precisely. In my view, such
factors as origin and the influence of the
geographical and social environment in shaping
the personality of the future First Lady are
somewhat less significant than those associated
with the formation of character. A well-known
American proverb says, “Your character is your
destiny.” This is probably true that among Lou
Henry’s classmates there were likely girls similar
to her in origin and upbringing who grew up in the
same social and geographical environment, yet
they could not compare with her in uniqueness of
character and achievement. Beyond her unofticial
title of First Lady, Lou Henry became renowned
as the first American woman to major in geology
at university; as a leader of the Girl Scouts of the
USA,; as an active and successful participant in
charitable work; and — most importantly — for
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always supporting her husband, the 31% U.S.
President Herbert Hoover, together forming one
of the most successful and creative “tandems” in
American and world history. The Hoover couple
was described as a “tandem” by Timothy Walch,
former director of the Herbert Hoover
Presidential Library and Museum (HHPLM). In
his preface to a collection of articles devoted to
the life, work, and legacy of the 31% U.S. president
and his wife, he emphasized that “their marriage
became one of the greatest unions in American
history” [28].

The main goal of this study is to highlight
the features of the personal development of the
future First Lady of the United States, beginning
with her origin, upbringing, education, and the
formation of her main character traits — including
those shaped by difficult turns of fate in childhood
and adolescence.

Since the life and work of Lou Henry Hoover
have long been the focus of my scholarly interest,
I have published a number of articles examining
specific aspects of this topic [20; 21]. In my
recently published “biographical and
bibliographical” essay on the First Ladies of the
United States, special attention was also devoted
to Lou Henry Hoover [22]. Nevertheless, I regard
this study as an opportunity to present to all
interested readers the most complete and
synthesized version of a biographical work
devoted to the main stages and features of the
character development of such an outstanding and
extraordinary figure as the wife of the 31 U.S.
president, Herbert Hoover — Lou Henry Hoover.

Methods and materials. The methodology
used in my study is based on both general scientific
and specialized methods of historical research —
primarily the biographical and retrospective
methods, along with elements of the comparative-
historical method. The study is grounded in the
principles of historicism and historical objectivity.
The main historical sources used in this work
include scholarly monographs and articles,
archival documents, and resources from the two
principal research centers dedicated to the
318 U.S. President H. Hoover and his family —
the Herbert Hoover Presidential Library and
Museum (West Branch, lowa) [9] and the Hoover
Institution on War, Revolution, and Peace
(Stanford University, Palo Alto, California) [11].
Additional materials were drawn from various

online resources, including the First Ladies section
of the official White House website [4], the
National First Ladies Library [18], and the National
Park Service — particularly the First Ladies
National Historic Site in Ohio [19]. Of course, it
is worth noting the enormous role two people very
close to Lou Henry Hoover played in preserving
her legacy: her father, Charles Henry, who
carefully preserved his eldest daughter’s childhood
notes and drawings; and her beloved grandson,
whom the family jokingly called “Pete” — Herbert
Hoover 1 [8]. It should be noted that while several
dozen monographs and biographical essays have
been devoted to the 31 President of the United
States, only a few biographical studies have
focused on his wife [3; 16; 17; 24]. Having studied
all the monographs devoted to the biography of
Lou Henry Hoover, I would like to highlight the
fundamental, very high-quality, and informative
study of Professor Nancy Beck Young [30]. In one
of her articles, Professor Young emphasized that
it was easy to work on the childhood and youth of
the future First Lady:

“Lucky is the biographer who has access to
a rich and bountiful collection of primary source
manuscript material. I could not ask for a more
comprehensive collection of papers than that
available for Lou Hoover. Her personal papers
chronicle her life from birth to death and provide
much insight into the all-important childhood and
young adult years when the outlines of her
character and personality took shape” [31, p. 20].

Analysis. Lou Henry Hoover (neither her
family nor she herself ever used the full name
Louise) was born on March 29, 1874, in Waterloo,
Iowa. Interestingly, in the same state, just 50 miles
to the southeast, in the small Quaker settlement
of West Branch, her future husband, the
315t President of the United States, Herbert
Hoover (1929-1933), who became famous as a
politician, a prominent mining engineer, manager,
and humanitarian, would be born six months later.
So, Lou Henry was born in the very heart of the
Midwest, in a town with the “historical” name of
Waterloo. In addition to Iowa’s Waterloo, there
are five more towns of the same name in the
United States — apparently, settlers from one of
them “brought” the name with them when they
moved to a new place.

Among the factors in Lou Henry Hoover’s
personal development, family upbringing was, in
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my view, one of the most important. It is well
known that the family is the first and most
influential institution of socialization, laying the
foundation for a person’s character, values,
morals, and worldview. The peculiarities of family
upbringing can shape such traits as self-discipline,
responsibility, and the ability to empathize. In this
respect, the family into which Lou Henry was
born can be considered almost exemplary. Lou
was the firstborn child of bank employee Charles
Delano Henry (1845-1928) and his wife, Florence
Ida Weed Henry (1848—1927), both originally from
Wooster, Ohio.

Returning to the question of family
upbringing, I believe it’s important to note that
Lou’s father played the most important role in her
personal development. When the family was
expecting their first child, Charles dreamed of a
son, imagining them hiking, fishing, and hunting
together. Even though the baby was a girl, her
father’s dream undoubtedly came true — Lou
happily and willingly participated in all his
activities. The atmosphere in the close-knit Henry
family, based on mutual respect and shared values,
allowed each of its members to grow successfully
(primarily spiritually) and develop intellectually.

The next most important factor in Lou
Henry’s personal development was, of course, the
education she received. There is no doubt that
receiving a quality education, both at school and
higher education, broadens horizons, develops
critical thinking, and provides opportunities to
cultivate intellectual abilities. Success in studies
often reflects motivation for self-development,
ambition, a desire for self-realization, and
intelligence.

It should be noted that the issues of Lou
Henry’s genealogy and her development in
childhood, as well as the first stages of education
in kindergarten and elementary school, were
explored in detail by me in one of my previous
publications [23].

After several unsuccessful attempts to find
a suitable place to live for Florence (primarily due
to her health issues, the Henry family moved briefly
to Kansas and then for a year and a half'to Texas),
they finally moved to the West Coast in 1887, to
the newly founded Quaker town of Whittier,
California. The HHPLM archives contain a
description of this town written by thirteen-year-
old Lou Henry in a letter to the editor of St. Nicholas
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Magazine — a popular illustrated monthly for
children (circulation 40,000). The letter, published
in December 1887, is notable because it describes
a settlement founded only about a year earlier. Here
is its slightly abbreviated text:

Dear St. Nicholas,

Although I have been subscribing and
reading you for about seven years, this is my
first attempt to send you a letter, and I hope it
will be the first I have mailed from Whittier, as
our town is not yet a year old and has only
about a thousand inhabitants.

We are all sure that it is situated in one of
the most beautiful places imaginable, in the
foothills of the Puente Hills, about twenty miles
from the Pacific coast... The town is 500 feet
above sea level, and overlooks the beautiful
valleys of Los Nietos and Santa Ana, with their
orange groves, vineyards, etc. The surrounding
hills, 1,500 feet high... afford excellent
opportunities for picnicking and exploring. We
girls love to do this, and there is little left to
explore.

Most of the people of Whittier are
Quakers (members of the Society of Friends),
so the most appropriate name for the settlement
was the name of an outstanding Quaker poet
(the city was named after the famous
abolitionist poet John Whittier, 1807—1882),
and most Whittierites are as proud of the name
of the city as they are of the city itself.

Quaker College, built on the Pacific coast
(its construction cost 100,000 dollars), is also
located in Whittier, and the land surveying of
the buildings (squares, parks) is almost
completed. The college is located on a fairly
high hill and will be visible from afar. Our best
hotel is “The Greenleaf” — it is said to be one
of the best in the southern part of our state...
I am in my fourteenth year and my native state
is Towa, but I have also lived in Kansas and
Texas. But California is my favorite, for here
we can look around and see the ocean, the
mountains, the valleys, the eternal snows and
the endless summer.

I am afraid that my description of the
place will seem a little “dry” to you, but if it is
published, I will write you again to tell you
about one of our excursions, a picnic, etc.
I would like to wish that your readers from the
northern states could visit this sun-warmed
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land, and I am sure they will enjoy it as much
as I do. Goodbye, dear St. Nicholas, with love
and best wishes from California, your friend
and constant reader, Lou G... [9].

It should be noted that, inspired by the
publication of her letter to the editor of a popular
magazine, later, in 1896, Lou Henry sent another
manuscript to the editor — a short story entitled
“The Chiquita Trout,” which, unfortunately, was
not published, but its text has been preserved in
the HHPLM archives [5].

As we can see, Lou Henry truly loved
California, its natural beauty, and especially the
mountains — let us remember that she had grown
up among the endless prairies of the Midwest.
“My father loved the mountains very much, and
whenever he had free time, we would go hiking.
It was very exciting, since this territory was
completely unfamiliar to us,” Lou Henry later
recalled [13, p. 79].

There was no noticeable improvement in her
mother’s health, but soon, in the early 1890s, Lou
Henry’s family “discovered” the city of Monterey,
located on the Pacific coast of California. Some
aspects of its “foggy” climate helped reduce the
cough, and the family eventually “settled” there
permanently.

In this town, Lou Henry’s father founded a
local bank, and she received a certificate of
secondary education. One of the biographical
studies noted the special role of Charles in the
academic success of his daughter — in particular,
it mentions the fact that Lou Henry was about to
drop out of high school, but her father firmly
insisted on her completing her studies [31, p. 20].
An interesting story is associated with Lou
Henry’s high school graduation. In early 2013,
while visiting the Hoover Presidential Library and
Museum as a finalist in the Fulbright Research
Program, the author had the opportunity to witness
a significant discovery made by the archivists.
Not long before this, one of Lou Henry Hoover’s
nieces had passed away, and her heirs decided to
transfer some of the First Lady’s personal
belongings, previously kept in her home, to the
collections of this research center.

Among other materials was the high school
diploma Lou Henry received on June 19, 1890. It
was housed in its original, very old frame, which
was clearly in need of restoration or even
replacement. When the certificate was removed

from the frame, archivists discovered that several
pages of handwritten text had been stored
between it and the back of the frame for more
than 120 years. Upon unfolding this unexpected
find, they revealed the text of Lou Henry’s
graduation speech, delivered to her classmates,
teachers, and school administration — speeches
that, in the United States, are traditionally given
by the top graduates.

I will cite here a fragment — approximately
one-third — of this speech, delivered by 16-year-
old Lou Henry on her graduation day. It is entitled
“Little Jack Horner,” after one of the characters
from the “Mother Goose” series of children’s
stories familiar to every American:

We are all more or less familiar with one
of Mother Goose's favorite poems —

Little Jack Horner

Sat in a corner, eating a Christmas pie.

He stuck his thumb in and pulled out a plum.

And said, “What a good boy I am!”

...Suppose we were all little Jacks, and
the pie from which we were so eagerly picking
was our own great world. What a strange
sight! — Each little Jack so persistent in his
search — and each so eager that his neighbour
should not find the plum.

Each of them so important in his little
corner, but... so few who become successful
enough to be easily noticed in the pie. Usually,
we see that it is those who were unnoticed at
first, and who have worked their way up,
steadily, quietly, and surely.

1t is astonishing how many ways we have
of getting on with our plums! Some begin very
gracefully, simply picking off bits from the
edge, frightened at first, but still willing to
make the bold attempt and secure their prize.
Some are perfectly content with small morsels,
and never go below the crust of the pie. Others
are overwrought, hunting for prey all their
lives, but all to no avail... Other people are
continually running past the little plums which
they have not deigned to notice, but are still
hunting for the big ones, which they never
find; — for it is as true in Christmas pie as in
the rest of the wide world — if the little things
are neglected, the bigger things never come.

There are people who pass right over
their plums and do not see them, or, seeing
them, do not know what they are, and so
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cannot provide them for themselves through
their own fault, but they will doubtless bewail
the fate that has left them without plums. Some
people toil through most of their lives until their
plums appear, and then cannot enjoy them. For
there comes a time when even plums cannot
satisfy — plums from our great world cake, as
well as from Christmas cake. But more often
than not, the longer it takes to find them, the
more satisfying when they are found...

And how many kinds of plums there are!
There are sweet plums and sour plums, green
plums and ripe plums, small plums and large
plums... And how strange that the same plum
will affect the tastes of different people. — Here,
for example, is a little “musical” plum, which
someone has just discovered and then thrown
back in disgust, but in a moment some other
little Jack will snatch it up and carry it off in
triumph. And so we find that everything in this
world (and this pie) that is green and sour to
one little Jack may be big and sweet to
another... And now, when we are about to start
looking for our plums, and the crust of the pie
is still intact, we lift the edge with no small
curiosity and look inside. What is inside looks
very attractive, and we think we see plenty of
plums, but whether we shall have them or not
depends entirely on ourselves.

Let us be very careful in our choice, not
to pick the first one we see, but to consider,
after we have it, whether we shall be truly
satisfied... For we cannot depend on our pie
or our plums, and after a while it will be too
late to “pick” more, and we shall have only
those which we picked in our youth, and
perhaps, to our sorrow, we shall regret our
choice... And let us not confine ourselves to
plums of one kind...

Will we all sit in one corner and hunt for
our plums together, as we have searched for
the knowledge by which they can be found, and
will we share equally what we find, or will one
of us, having with great labor and skill secured
for himself the greater part, look proudly at the
rest and exclaim, “What a good boy I am!”

.. Time will tell... [5]

Little additional commentary is required, as
the speech reflects exceptional thoughtfulness for
someone of sixteen years. It seems to me that
any parent would be delighted if their sixteen-year-
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old child could express ideas in such an
extraordinary and creative manner. I would like
to draw the reader’s attention to the fact that Lou
Henry’s speech is full of metaphors and
wordplay — and that this particular fairy tale was
most likely chosen intentionally. In English, the
word “plum” has several different meanings. First,
it denotes the fruit itself, but it can also mean
“a tasty morsel,” “the best thing,” and “the
cream,” and in colloquial American usage, “a
lucrative position” or “a profitable job” (as in the
expression “plum job” — “a cushy job”). When
encountering the word ‘plum’ in the text, mentally
substituting these alternative meanings allows the
passage to take on a slightly different sense — the
one that, it seems, Lou Henry intended for her
speech.

For readers who may find Lou Henry’s
speech too allegorical or complex, it should be
remembered that I am discussing the late
19™ century, when people spoke — and thought —
in a very different manner, and essays — political,
literary, or religious — were a common way of
expressing one’s feelings and ideas. In the same
year, 1890, a few months earlier, Lou wrote
another essay in pencil, dated January 31, in which
she presented her vision of the concept of the
“Independent Girl.” Here is its full text:

The Independent Girl is really quite
modern in origin, and is, as a rule, the most
bewitching little piece of humanity. Although the
word may be taken in many different senses,
but the generally accepted one nowadays refers
to an ambitious little character who never asks
for anything and seldom receives any advice;
who will not seek help from anyone, especially
if she slightly suspects that the offer was
prompted by even a little feeling of charity or
sympathy for herself. She prefers to fight her
own battle in this life and approaches each
encounter with an amazing fighting spirit.

If there are several pairs of admiring or
doubting eyes watching her line of conduct,
she finds pleasure in the fact that, meeting many
obstacles in her path, she overcomes them with
a clever engineering solution, or outflanks
them with a skill worthy of a great army
strategist.

An independent girl is a person whose
wrath only the bravest dare to resist, and then,
no doubt, with inner fear and trembling.
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But sooner or later she is sure to meet a
man as independent as herself, and then — a
clash occurs, ending in a fight to the death,
or they join forces and go forward together,
towards the world [6].

As we see, the author of the essay certainly
considers herself to be an independent girl and
begins to imagine her future life partner —
as modern and independent as she is...

Another essay, on the topic of universal
suffrage, was written in 1889. Lou Henry was
only 15 years old at the time, yet she was already
actively engaged in women’s civil rights. In this
essay, she argued against the classification of
women alongside the “feeble-minded, maniacs,
and criminals.” She also criticized the authors of
the bill that infringed on women’s rights [31, p. 20].

During her time as a senior at the “Bailey
Street School,” Lou Henry enjoyed attending
various elective classes, topics ranging from
geology to literature. Thus, one day at a school
masquerade, she appeared in the guise of Joan of
Arc — wearing armor hand-carved from tin
disks [13, p. 79].

Speaking of the character of the heroine of
this study, which had been almost fully formed by
the period described, we should particularly note
that Lou Henry’s distinctive qualities were, above
all, her striking self-sufficiency, insight, and
independence, including independence from
outside opinions. “It is not so important what others
think of you,” she once noted in a conversation
with one of her classmates, “what is much more
important is what you yourself feel deep down
inside” [29, p. 18]. According to another
acquaintance of Lou Henry, she “could seem
skeptical and even a little cynical, while remaining
a very sweet and charming girl” [26, p. 71].

After graduating from high school in 1891,
Lou Henry went to Los Angeles, where she
attended State Normal School, but then, in 1892,
transferred to a similar school in San Jose, now
called San Jose State University.

While studying in Los Angeles, she was
active in a club called “The Agassiz Club” [13,
p. 79]. This club consisted of young female
students who met regularly, about once a week,
to contribute to the college museum collection.
They collected unusual, unique pets [15].

It was during her student years that Lou
Henry became actively interested in politics, clearly

preferring the Republican Party — in her opinion,
the most far-sighted and progressive at that time.
One of her student works is called “Why I am a
Republican.” Lou Henry explains her dislike of the
Democrats for their decision to secede from the
Union during the Civil War. Judging by the course
syllabi for 1892—1893 preserved in the archives,
Lou Henry studied a wide variety of disciplines in
college — from the humanities, such as Professor
Melville B. Anderson’s course on Representative
Poets of the 19" century (G. Byron, W. Hugo,
P. Shelley, A. Tennyson, etc.), to socio-economic
courses like “Poverty and Pauperism in the United
States.”

In addition to her main classes, Lou Henry
attended the “University Extension Club of San
Jose.” It was there in the fall of 1892 that she
had attended the course on geology taught by
Professor John Casper Branner. According to the
schedule of classes preserved in the archives,
lectures were given on Wednesdays, starting at
7:45 a.m. The course sections included Volcanoes,
Volcanic Mountains, and Metamorphism of Rocks,
and one of the lectures was titled “The Geological
Work of Heat” [7].

It is generally accepted among Lou Henry’s
biographers that it was Professor Branner and
his series of inspired lectures on geology
(“The Bones of the Earth™), given in the summer
of 1894 in Monterey, which Lou Henry allegedly
attended by chance, that prompted her to enroll
in the geology department at Stanford University.
As we see, contrary to this version of events, the
main character of our story did not meet
Dr. Branner for the first time, nor by chance in
the summer of 1894 — she had studied geology
under his guidance one and a half to two years
earlier, beginning in the fall of 1892, within the
walls of the college in San Jose.

After graduating from San Jose Normal
School in May 1893, Lou Henry received a teaching
degree like her mother Florence, and after working
briefly as an assistant cashier at her father’s bank,
she then began working in her specialty as an
elementary school teacher in Monterey, teaching
third-graders [30, p. 10]. But, having begun working
in her specialty, the future first lady quickly realized
that teaching was not her calling. Increasingly, in
conversations with her parents, she tried to justify
her new choice. “I love field research,” she said,
“and I want to know how this world is made —
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that’s what I’m going to study in geology” [29, p.
18]. Researchers note that at that time, sending
daughters to study at a university was still
considered somewhat unconventional, but Lou
Henry’s family was progressive enough that no one
interfered with her desire [12, p. 65].

At that time, tuition at Stanford University
was free, which made it very attractive to potential
students and their parents. Since Stanford
University was a charitable project for its
founders, Leland and Jane Stanford, in memory
of their prematurely deceased son Leland Jr., the
tuition fee was first charged to Stanford students
only in the 1920-1921 academic year in the
amount of $120 per year [27, p. 13]. Luckily, the
distance from Monterey to Palo Alto was just
under 90 miles, which wasn’t that far by California
standards.

Stanford University, whose campus was built
on lands owned by Leland Stanford in the
picturesque Santa Clara Valley near Palo Alto,
55 kilometers south of San Francisco, and named
after Leland Stanford Jr., opened in the fall of
1891. The Geology Department was established
in the year of the university’s opening, and its first
students numbered 11 young men, among whom
was the future 313 US President, Herbert Hoover.
In total, in the first year of the new university’s
existence, 555 young people became its students
— this generation of the first “Stanfordians” would
be proudly called the “pioneer” class ... Its first
president was a talented ichthyologist, and most
importantly — an outstanding administrator, who
had previously successfully headed Indiana
University, Dr. David Starr Jordan.

Lou Henry was accepted into the Stanford
University Geology Department three years
later, in the fall of 1894. She became the first
female student in this all-male department [1,
p. 21]. In addition to geology courses, she chose
to study Latin, chemistry, and a literature-related
subject.

A new, and perhaps the most vivid and
interesting, period of her life began... Researchers
generally report very superficially on the details
of Lou Henry’s time at Stanford, usually limiting
themselves to noting her status as the first female
geologist and her meeting with her future husband.
Of course, this is clearly insufficient to recreate
the full picture of Lou Henry’s eventful student
years. It should also be noted that during her time
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as a student, the future First Lady excelled
academically, was actively involved in sports,
distinguished herself in extracurricular activities,
and left a lasting positive impression — according
to the university’s first president, Dr. Jordan, Lou
Henry was “one of the most talented women ever
to study at Stanford” [12, p. 83]. It was here that
she met her future husband, Herbert Hoover.

Herbert himself first mentioned his future
wife in November 1894: “We have a young girl
who has chosen geology as her specialty — a very
nice, lovely young lady” [14, p. 8]. “I felt it my
duty to aid the young lady in her studies both in
the laboratory and in the field. And this call to
duty was stimulated by her whimsical mind, her
blue eyes, and a broad grinnish smile...”, notes
Herbert Hoover in his “Memoirs” [10, p. 23].
The meeting with Lou Henry took place in the
laboratory of the first dean of the Department of
Geology and Mining, Dr. John Casper Branner.
Such meetings are usually called fateful.
The future 31% president of the United States later
called this event “the most important in his
life” [25, p. 26]. Lou Henry, in turn, also referred
to her acquaintance with Herbert Hoover as “her
most important acquisition at Stanford” [26, p. 71].
The acquaintance would soon develop into
friendship and then into a strong relationship,
despite various circumstances and great
distances — Herbert Hoover, after graduating from
Stanford University in 1895, left two years later
to work on a contract in Australia. Their wedding
would take place in early 1899 in Monterey. Ahead
of them lay 45 years of happy life together...

Results and conclusion. I would like to
emphasize once again that Lou Henry Hoover’s
personal development was influenced by a number
of external (environment, genetics, upbringing,
culture) and internal (motivation, ambition,
experience, intelligence) factors and also included
several key stages related to the peculiarities of
her early biography. The first, childhood stage of
the future First Lady’s development took place in
Waterloo, lowa — it can be conditionally called
“lowa” — and the second, adolescence (“teenager”),
was associated with the Henry family’s move to
Whittier and then Monterey — “California.” At the
same time, the less significant “transitional” period
(“Kansas” and “Texas”) also, in my opinion, played
a role in the formation of Lou Henry Hoover’s
character and personal development, expanding
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her horizons and knowledge of her own country
in all its geographical and cultural diversity.
The next most important stage in Lou Henry’s
life was entering Stanford University and meeting
her future husband, Herbert Hoover, with whom
she would go through a long and fruitful journey
together, including their ascent to the heights of
political Olympus.

The combination of the above stages and
factors in the personal development of the future
First Lady and their interrelation led, in my opinion,
to the formation of the unique character traits of
Lou Henry Hoover — a personality who was
integral, creative, charismatic, and unique in her
own way. She was an outstanding American —

a wife, mother, philanthropist, fighter for women’s
rights, polyglot, and opinion leader. As the First
Lady, Lou Henry Hoover was a symbol of the
nation, a role model, a “style icon,” a moral
compass, and a person who left behind a huge
creative and humanitarian legacy. I have tried to
analyze the features of the formation of the main
traits of her character in childhood and
adolescence, since, as the outstanding Russian
educator V.A. Sukhomlinsky said, “the years of
childhood are, above all, the education of the
heart” [2]. It was the “correct education of the
heart” of Lou Henry Hoover during her childhood
and adolescence that led to such an excellent
result.
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Muccus xypHana «Bectauk Bonrorpaa-
CKOTO TroCyapCcTBEHHOTO yHHBepcuTera. Cepus 4.
HUcropus. Peruonosenenue. MexxayHapoaHbie OT-
HOIIECHUS» — CONCHCTBUE KOITA0OpaIiu POCCUI-
CKOTO U MEXAYHApOJHOTO NMPOo(heCCHOHAIBHOTO
coo01mIecTBa B LENIX HHTEPHAIMOHATN3AUH HC-
TOPUYECKON U MOJTUTUUECKON HAYK.

Penakuyonnas monuTrKa >KypHaja HalpasiieHa
Ha ITyOJIMKAIMIO CTaTe|, OCBSIICHHBIX OOIMM M 4acT-
HBIM TIpoOsieMam uctopuu EBporter, Amepuku u Poc-
CHH ¥ BOIIPOCAM HOJIUTUYIECKOTO Pa3BUTHS COBPEMEH-
Horo mupa. Penaknus npruHUMAET K OITyOJINKOBAHUIO
PYKOIIHCH, TTOATOTOBJICHHBIE B PyCII€ KITACCHUECKUX Tpa-
JIMLUIA ¥ COBPEMEHHBIX HaIpaBJIEHUA HCTOPUYECKON Ha-
yku. [TyOnmKyemble CTaThy ITO3BOMISAIOT YUTATEIIO YBH-
JIETh TECHYIO CBSI3b MEXy HCTOpUEH 1 COBPEMEHHBIM
COCTOSIHHEM O0IIECTBA, MOKa3aTh Pa3IMYHbIC B3TIISbI
POo(e€CCHOHANTBHOTO COOOIIEeCTBa HA MUPOBYIO U pOC-
CUICKYIO UCTOpHIO. B )KypHaie NpUBETCTBYIOTCS MEX-
JTUCLIUITIMHAPHBIC NCCIIEOBAHNS W HAYYHBIE JHCKYC-
CHH TIO aKTyaJIbHBIM MPOOJIeMaM UCTOPHIECKUX H I10-
JIUTHIECKUX HayK.

Henwm xxypHana:

— IMyONMKaIys OpUTHHAIBHBIX HCTOPHUYECKUX H
TIOJIUTOJIOTMYECKHX UCCIIEIOBAHMI, OCHOBAaHHBIX Ha TIIA-
TEJIFHOM aHAJIN3€ UCTOYHUKOB W UCIIONBb30BAHUH KJIAC-
CHYECKHX WJIN HOBBIX METOJIONOTHYECKHUX MOIXOIO0B;

— 03HaKOMJIEHHE IIMPOKOTO Kpyra HccieioBaTe-
JIel ¢ COBPEMEHHBIMH TEHACHIMAMH U TOCTHXCHUSIMA
HCTOPUYECKHX H TIOUTHIECKUX HAYK;

— COIEHCTBUE MHTETPALIK POCCUICKON UCTOpUYEC-
KOM HayKW B MEXJYHapOIHOE HayqHOE IPOCTPAHCTBO;

— O6epeXxHOE OTHOIIEHNE ¥ KPUTHIECKOE HCIIOIb-
30BaHUE TPYAOB M 3HAHWH, MOTYyIEHHBIX NCTOPHKAMHU
TMIPOLIIBIX JIET, KAK POCCUICKUMH, TaK 1 3apyOe)KHBIMH.

The mission of Science Journal of Volgograd
State University. History. Area Studies.
International Relations is to promote the
collaboration of the Russian and international
professional community with the aim to
internationalize historical scholarship and
political science.

Following the Editorial policy, the journal
covers articles on general and specific problems of
the history of Europe, America and Russia and on
political development of the modern world. The
editors publish articles prepared in accordance with
both classical traditions and modern trends in
historical scholarship. The published articles let
readers reveal the close connection between history
and modern society, show different views of
professional community on world and Russian
history. The journal also seeks to transcend traditional
disciplinary boundaries and foster academic
discussions on a wide range of topical issues of
historical scholarship and political science.

Purposes of the journal:

— to publish original historical and political
research based on thorough source studies, traditional
and new methodological approaches;

— to promote modern trends and advances in
history and political science to a wide range of
scholars;

— to foster the integration of Russian historical
scholarship into the international academia;

— to respect and critically apply knowledge
obtained by Russian and foreign historians of the
past.



YCJIOBUSA U TPABUJIA OITYBJIMKOBAHUS
CTATEM B )KYPHAJIE

1. PenakuuonHas Koiulerus KypHajaa MpUHUMA-
€T K MeYaTd OpUTHHAIbHBIE aBTOPCKUE CTAThH.

2. Ilomaua, perneH3upoBaHUE, PEJAKTHPOBAHHE U
MyOJMKAIWs cTateil B JKypHaJle SIBISFOTCS OECIUIATHBIMU.

3. ABTOPCTBO NOJXKHO OTPAHUYMBATHCS TEMHU,
KTO BHEC 3HAYMTENBHBIN BKJIAJ B KOHLEIIIHUIO, TU3aiiH,
WCIIOJTHEHNE WIIM MHTEPIIPETalnio uccienoBanus. Bee
OHH JOJDKHBI OBITH YKa3aHBl B Kaue€CTBE COABTOPOB.

4. CraThs JOIKHA OBITH aKTyaJlbHOH, 00nanath
HOBH3HOMH, colepXaTh IMOCTaHOBKY 3aaad (IIpodiem),
ONMCaHHE OCHOBHBIX PE3YNbTaTOB HCCIENOBAHHS, I10-
JTy4eHHBIX aBTOPOM, BBIBOJBIL. [IpencraBnsemast s
MyOJTUKAIMU CTaThsl HEe JOJDKHA OBITH paHee OmyOiH-
KOBaHa B JIPYIUX U3TaHUSX.

5. ABTOp HEceT MOJIHYIO OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 3a MO~
0Op M JOCTOBEPHOCTh MPHUBEACHHBIX (AKTOB, LIUTAT,
CTAaTHCTUYECKHUX M COIMONOTHYECKUX NaHHBIX, HMEH
COOCTBEHHBIX, Teorpa)MueCKUX Ha3BaHUHM M MPOYUX
CBEJICHHH, 3a TOYHOCTh OHOIHOrpaduueckor uH)Op-
MaIlfd, COAepIKaIleiics B CTaThbe.

6. B ciryqae oOHapyxeHHs OMIMOOK MM HETOU-
HOCTEH B CBOEH OIMyONMKOBaHHOI paboTe aBTOp 00s-
3aH HE3aMEIJINTENFHO YBEJOMHTE 00 3TOM pegaKTopa
KypHana (WX U3JaTelns) U COTPYIHHYATh C HUM, UTO-
OBl OTMEHUTH CTAaTHIO WJIM BHECTU B HEE MCIPABICHHUS.

7. ABTOp 00s3aH yKa3aThb BC€ MCTOYHHKH (U-
HAHCHPOBAHHS HCCIEJOBAHUSI.

8. [IpencraBnenHas cTaThs JOKHA COOTBETCTBO-
BaTh MPUHATHIM ’)KYPHAJIOM MpaBujaaM oopMJIeHHUS.

9. TekcT cTaThu MPEACTABISIETCS MO DIIEKT-
POHHOW TOYTE Ha aJpec PEeAKOJIETHH >KypHalla
(vestnik4@volsu.ru). O06s3aTeIbHO HaJTUYUE CO-
MPOBOJIUTENBHBIX JTOKYMEHTOB.

10. ITomHOTEKCTOBBIE BEPCHM CTAaTEW, aHHOTA-
LIMH, KIIOYEBbIC CJI0Ba, HHpOpManus 00 aBTOpax Ha
PYCCKOM M aHTJIMHACKOM SI3BIKaX pa3MeIlaroTcs B OT-
KpbiTOM Aoctyne (Open Access) B IlHTepHere.

OTnpaBka aBTOPOM PYKONMCH CTATHH U COPO-
BOJAUTEIBHBIX JOKYMEHTOB Ha e-mail pemakuuu
vestnik4@volsu.ru sisercst popmoii akuenTa ogeprsl
Ha TIPUHATHE J0TOBOpa (IyONMIHON oepThl) mpemoc-
TaBJICHHS TIPaBa WCIONB30BAHUS TPOU3BEICHNUS B TIEPH-
onuvecKkoM TedaTHoM m3nannu «BectHnk Bomrorpanc-
KOro rocynapcTBeHHoro yHusepcurera. Cepus 4. Hcro-
pust. PernonoBenenune. MexxayHapoiHble OTHOLICHHSY.

Penkonnernst mpuctymaer K pabore co crarbeit
MOCJIe TIONYYSHUSI BCEX CONPOBOJUTENHHBIX TOKYMEH-
TOB TI0 DJIESKTPOHHOHU mouTe. Pemenne o myOnukanuu
cTaTell MPUHUMAETCS TOCIe peleH3nupoBaHus. Pemgak-
LUsT OCTABIISIET 32 COOOM MPaBO OTKIOHUTH I OTIpa-
BUTH NPEACTAaBICHHBIE CTATbU Ha NopaboTKy. Ilepepa-
OOTaHHBIE BapHAHTHI CTATeH paccMaTpHBAIOTCS 3aHO-
Bo. CpenHee KOIMYECTBO BPEMEHH MEXIY Iofadeld u
MPHUHATAEM CTaTbU COCTaBJISIET BOCEMb HEJIENb.

ITonpoGHee o mpoiecce MoIa4YH, HAMPABJIEHHSI, pe-
LIEH3UPOBAHMA U OIYOJIMKOBAHMS HAYYHBIX CTaTel cM.:
https://hfrir.jvolsu.com (pa3aen «list aBTOpoB»).

CONDITIONS AND RULES OF PUBLICATION
INTHE JOURNAL

1. The editorial staff of the journal publishes only
original articles.

2. The submission, review, editing and
publication of articles in the journal are free of charge.
No author fees are involved.

3. Authorship should be limited to those who
have made a significant contribution to the conception,
design, execution, or interpretation of the reported study.
All those who have made significant contributions
should be listed as co-authors.

4. An article must be relevant and must include
a task (issue) statement, the description of main
research results and conclusions. The submitted
article must not have been previously published in
other journals.

5. The author bears full responsibility for the
selection and accuracy of facts, citations, statistical
and sociological data, proper names, geographical
names, bibliographic information and other data
contained in the article.

6. Ifthe author discovers a significant error or
inaccuracy in his/her own published work, it is the
author’s obligation to promptly notify the journal editor
or publisher and cooperate with the editor or publisher
to retract or correct the article.

7. The author must disclose all sources of the
financial support for the research.

8. The submitted article must comply with the
journal’s format requirements.

9. Articles should be submitted in electronic
format only via e-mail vestnik4@volsu.ru. The author
must submit the article accompanied by cover
documents.

10. Full-text versions of published articles and
their metadata (abstracts, key words, information about
the author(s) in Russian and English) are available in
the Open Access on the Internet.

Submitting an article and cover documents via
the indicated e-mail vestnik4@volsu.ru the author
accepts the offer of granting rights (public offer) to
use the article in Science Journal of Volgograd State
University. History. Area Studies. International
Relations printed periodical.

The editorial staff starts the reviewing process
after receiving all cover documents via e-mail.

The decision to publish articles is made after
review. The editors reserve the right to reject or send
submitted articles for revision. Revised versions of
articles are reviewed repeatedly.

The review usually takes 8 weeks.

For more detailed information regarding the
submission, review, and publication of academic
articles, please refer to the journal’s website https://
hfrir.jvolsu.com/index.php/en/ (section “For Author”).
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