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TEeKCT Ha OPUTMHAIBHOM SI3bIKE ‘

\ IlepeBon Ha pyCCKUH SI3BIK

Russia’s Foreign Policy: Change and Continuity

Russia’s foreign policy was formed in different
external contexts, while responding to some
similar sets of security challenges. This
combination provides Russia’s historical foreign
policy with elements of change and continuity.
Changing Contexts At least since Peter the Great,
Europe and—after World War ll—the West in
general played an especially prominent role in
creating for Russia the system of meanings in
which to defend international choices. To many
Russians, the West represented a superior
civilization whose influences were to be
emulated or contained, but never ignored. Yet
Western contexts were changing over time,
presenting Russia with different policy dilemmas.
More specifically, different Wests have been
associated respectively with sovereign monarchy,
the rise of a liberal political system, and finally
the consolidation of a liberal political system.
Sovereign monarchy emerged as a dominant
political form in seventeenth-century Europe
after the era of religious wars. It was the era of
increasingly secular sovereign statehood, and it
was in this context that Peter the Great assumed
power in 1694. In the context of European
secularism, Peter introduced a new ideology of
state patriotism, or loyalty to the state—a sharp
break with the religious autocratic Russia that
had emerged after the two-centuries-long rule by
the Mongols. Despite opposition from the
Eastern Orthodox Church, the czar decisively
turned Russia in the secular nationalist direction.
Although religion was still playing an important
role, it was increasingly subjected to
considerations of the state. European
international politics, and with it Russia’s
international politics, was becoming the politics
of accumulating national power rather than
affirming religious values. The liberal and
egalitarian ideas of the French Revolution of 1789
further changed Europe by splitting it into
progressive and antirevolutionary camps. The era
of the rising Europe of Enlightenment,
constitutionalism, and capitalism presented
Russia with new international dilemmas. Russian
rulers had to decide between the old monarch-
centered vision of sovereignty and the new
popular sovereignty, and this choice was then to
shape the nation’s international behavior. Some
rulers—most prominently Alexander I[l—
attempted to yet again redefine the country’s

BHewwHAA noAuTuKa Poccun: usmeHeHus u
HenpepbIBHOCTb

BHewHAs nonmtmka Poccum dopmuposanach B
Pa3/INYHbIX BHELUHUX KOHTEKCTaX,
O4HOBPEMEHHO pearnpysa Ha HekoTopble
aHafornyHble npobaembl 6e3onacHOCTH. ITa
KOMbuHauma obecneymBaeT UCTOPUYECKYIO
BHELLHIOO NOJIMTUKY Poccum nocpeacTBomM
N3MEHEHUA U HENPEpPbIBHOCTU. M3MeHeHue
KOHTEKCTOB HaumHasA ¢ MNetpa Benukoro, ganee
EBponbl 1 nocsie BTropoii mMpoBoit BOMHbI -
3anaga B LLe/I0OM, Cbirpana 0COOEeHHO BaXKHYHO
poJib B co3a4aHuu gns Poccum cuctembl
3HAYeHMUI, B KOTOPbIX MOXHO 6b110 6bl
3aWMLLATb MEeXAYHAPOAHbIN BblbOp. 1A MHOrMX
poccuaH 3anag npeacTtasaan cobou
NpPeBOCXO4HYI0 UMBUAN3ALMIO, BAUAHME,
KOTOPOW A0/KHO BbIN0 BbITb B3ATO KaK Npumep,
HO HW B KOEM C/ly4ae He UTHOPUPOBATLCS.
OfHaKo 3anafHble KOHTEKCTbl MEHSIUCD CO
BpemeHem, npeactasnsa Poccum pasHble
NnoanTUYECKNE Annemmbl. B yactHocTw,
pa3nnyHble BecTbl 6b1M CBA3AHbI
COOTBETCTBEHHO C CYyBEPEHHOM MOHapXMel,
pocTtom nnMbepanbHOM NOANTUYECKOM CUCTEMBI U
HaKoHeLl, KoHcoMaaunen nmbepanbHol
noanTUYecKkon cuctembl. CyBepeHHan MoHapxus
CTana 4OMUHUPYIOLLEN NOANTUYECKON popMoit B
EBpone ceMHaALaTOro Beka nocse anoxu
pennrnosHbix BomMH. 3To bbla anoxa Bce bonee
CBETCKOW CyBEepPEHHOW rocy4apCTBEHHOCTH, U
MMEHHO B 3TOM KOHTeKcTe NeTp Bennkuii npuHan
BnacTb B 1694 roay. B KoHTeKcTe eBponeickoro
cekynspusma MeTp BBEN HOBYIO UAEONOTUIO
rocy4apcTBEHHOro NaTpMoTU3Ma AN NOASIbHOCTHU
rocyaapcTBy - Pe3Ku1iA paspbiB C PEIUTMO3HON
camogeprkaBHoM Poccueld, BO3HUKLLEN nocne
[ABYXBEKOBOIO NpaB/ieHMA MOHIronoB. HecmoTps
Ha conpoTuBneHne BoctouHow MpaBocnaBHOM
LlepkBu, Lapb pewnTenbHo npespaTna Poccuio B
CBETCKOE HaLMOHANCTMYECKOE HanpaB/eHue.
XOTs penurus Bce elle UrpaeT BaxkHYH poJib, OHa
BCe Yalle NoABepraeTca pacCMOTPEHUIO ee
cocTosiHuA. EBponeickan mexayHapoaHas
NosNTMKaA, @ BMECTE C HEN U MeXKAyHapoaHas
nonntuka Poccum, cTanm NoSIMTUKON HaKoNAeHUs
HaLMOHANbHOM BNACTK, a HE YTBEPKAEHUSA
PeNUrnMosHbIX LeHHOCTel. JlInbepasbHble U
aranuTapHble naeu ®paHuysckol pesonoLmm
1789 ropa eule bonblue nsmeHunum Espony,
pa3fenvs ee Ha NPOrPeCcCUBHbIE U
aHTMPEBONIOLMOHHbIE nareps. Ipa BocxoaALLel




identity in line with the new European ideas of
freedom and equality. Their moderate foreign
policies reflected the need for Russia to undergo
considerable domestic changes. Other rulers
were fearful of the new Europe and sought to
defend the basic features of the old monarchic
regime. Thus, Alexander | insisted on the need to
defend the status quo in the post-Napoleonic
Europe and embraced antirevolutionary Germany
and Austria, rather than progressive France, as
his role models. Alexander Il also continued
policies of siding with European autocracies and
repression at home. As Europe was fighting its
way through the crisis of rising liberal ideas, some
Russians began to advocate a break with both old
and new Europe. Alexander Herzen, for instance,
grew disappointed with European conservative
restorations of the 1840s and argued for Russia’s
own, nonEuropean way of “catching up”
economically and socially. The Bolsheviks pushed
this line of thinking to its extreme and adopted a
fundamentally different political system and
foreign policy. The Bolshevik revolution of
October 1917 reflected the crisis of European
identity and the Russian leadership’s inability to
choose between the two Europes. The czar failed
to prevent the country from the nearing
destruction, revolution, and civil war. The rule of
Nicholas Il was symbolic in this respect. In 1904,
he dismissed his finance minister, Count Sergei
Witte, a proponent of the new Europe and an
economic reformer, and chose to sacrifice
domestic reforms to the goals of foreign policy
expansionism by going to war against Japan. By
then entering World War |, Nicholas further
brought the European crisis closer to home and
made it impossible to prevent the spread of
extremist Marxist ideas in Russia, a move which
brought his downfall in the Bolshevik revolution
of 1917. In recognition of the West’s world role,
however, even the Bolsheviks sought to engage
Western nations and related to their
technological and material power.

Esponebl MNpoceeleHmna, KOHCTUTYLUOHANN3MA U
W KanuTanmMsama npeacrasmna Poccmn HoBble
MeXKAYHAPOAHble Annemmsbl. Poccninckmm
NpasuTeNAM NPUXOANIOCH pPeLlaTh MeXKay
CTapbIM B3rNA40M Ha CYBEPEHUTET N HOBbIM
HApPOAHbIM CYBEPEHUTETOM, OPUEHTUPOBAHHBIM
Ha MOHapXxa, 1 3TOT BbIOOP TOrAa A0/IKeH Obi
onpeaenaTb MeXAyHapoaHOe NoBeaeHMe HaLmu.
HeKoTopble NnpasuTenu - B NepByto oyepesb
AnekcaHgp Il - nonbITanncb BHOBb
nepeonpeaenntb UOEHTUYHOCTb CTPAHbI B
COOTBETCTBUM C HOBbIMU €BPONENCKUMU NAEAMM
cBoboabl M paBeHCTBa. VX ymepeHHan BHELHAS
NOSIMTUKA OTparkana HeobxoAMMOCTb TOro, YTOObI
Poccua nopsepranacb 3Ha4YNTE/IbHbIM
BHYTPEHHUM M3MeHeHUAM. [pyrne npasuTtenm
60aM1Cb HOBOM EBpONbI M CTPEMUANUCH 3aALUNTUTD
OCHOBHbIe YepTbl CTapPOro MOHAPXMYECKOro
perxknma. Takum obpasom, AnekcaHgp |
HacTanean Ha He0bX0AMMOCTH 3aLMLLATD CTATYC-
KBO B MOCT-Hano/seoHOBCKOM EBpone 1 obpetan
aHTMPEBOOLMOHHYIO0 FepmaHuio n ABCTpuio, a
He nporpeccupytoyto PpaHUUIO, MOCKONbKY OHU
Ana Hero 6blan 06pa3Lpl AN NoapaxkaHUA.
AnekcaHgp Il TakKe NPoAoAKUA NONUTUKY
pa3smeLLeHNA eBPONENCKMX aBTOKPATUIA 1
penpeccuit y ceba noma. Nockonbky EBpona
60p0Nach C KPU3MCOM PACTYLLMX MBEepanbHbIX
naen, HeKOTopble POCCUAHE CTaNM BbICTYNATb 33
pa3pblB CO CTapoii u HoBol EBponoit. Hanpumep,
AnekcaHap lepueH pa3ovyapoBsasca B
€BPOMNeNCKUX KOHCEPBATMBHbIX pecTaBpaLmax
1840-x rog,0B 1 BbICTyMNan 3a COBCTBEHHbIN,
HeeBpPONEenCcKNin cnocob «JOoroHATbLY
9KOHOMMWYECKM U coLumanbHo. bonblesmKu
BbIABUHY/IN 3TY IMHUIO MbILUJIEHMA A0 KPAaUHOCTU
W NPUHAIM NPUHUNNNAIBHO APYTYHO
NOJINTUYECKYHO CUCTEMY U BHELLHIOKO NONUTUKY.
BonblIeBUCTCKasA peBoatoLUa OT okTAbpsa 1917
roga oTparkasa Kpusuc eBponenckon
NOEHTUYHOCTU U HECNOCOBHOCTb POCCUIMCKOrO
PYKOBOACTBA BbIOUPATb MeX Ay ABYMsA
EBponamu. Lapb He cmor npegocTepeyb CTpaHy
OT NPUBAMIKAIOLLMXCA Pa3pyLIEHUIA, PEBOIIOLUN
W rpa*kgaHCcKon BoMHbl. Mpasuao Hukonas Il
6bl1/10 CUMBOIMYECKMM B 3TOM OTHOLLEHMW. B
1904 roay OH yBOAIMA CBOErO MUHUCTPA
dwnHaHcoB rpada Ceprea Butre, CTOPOHHMKA
HoBOW EBponbl n aKoHOMUYecKkoro pedpopmaTtopa,
W peLna NoXKepTBoBaTb BHYTPEHHUMM
pedopmamu Ha LEen BHELLHENOANTUYECKOTO
3KCMAaHCMOHM3MA, BOMAA B BOMHY NPOTMB
AnoHun. K Tomy BpemeHu, sonaa B MNepsyto
MWPOBYIO BOIHY, HMKONalt ele bonblue




The Bolsheviks’ concept of Soviet power and
proletarian democracy was also a response to
egalitarian ideas of the French Revolution.
Furthermore, Bolsheviks’ foreign policy, after the
early efforts to overthrow the “bourgeois”
governments in Europe, was that of
rapprochement and pragmatic cooperation with
the West. As Europe reemerged as a consolidated
liberal-democratic continent after World War 11,
the Soviet rulers sought to preserve a connection
with the new West. The intercourse with the
West grew stronger under Nikita Khrushchev and
then Mikhail Gorbachev. Soviet leader Nikita
Khrushchev’s famous de-Stalinization speech at
the XXth Communist Party congress broke many
taboos of the old thinking and was meant, among
other things, to bring Soviet Russia closer to
Europe. Despite Khrushchev’s removal, the
impact of de-Stalinization proved to be
irreversible—a considerable part of a new
intellectual generation now referred to
themselves as the “children of the XXth party
congress” and worked within and outside the
establishment to bring Soviet Russia closer to the
West. The post-Stalin period saw, in particular,
growth of specialized institutions in which
researchers carefully analyzed Western
viewpoints, such as those generated by American
international relations (IR) scholars. Ultimately,
the new Western influences contributed greatly
to the discourse of human rights and democracy
in the Soviet Union, creating the environment for
reformers and helping Gorbachev come to
power. Although he never meant for the socialist
system to be replaced by that of Western
liberalism, Gorbachev proclaimed a new era in
relationships with the West and therefore greatly
contributed to the new fundamental change. In
addition to Khrushchev’s policies of de-
Stalinization and peaceful coexistence,
Gorbachev drew from ideas of Russian
liberalminded scientists, such as Vladimir
Vernadski, Pyotr Kapitsa, and Andrei Sakharov—

NpMbAN3nI eBPONENCKMI KPU3MUC K cebe Aomon n
caenan HeBO3MOMKHbIM NpeaoTBpalleHue
pacnpocTpaHeHusa B POCCUM SKCTPEMUCTCKUX
MapPKCUCTCKUX AN, YTO NPUBEJIO K ero nageHuto
B 60/1blLEBMCTCKOM peBontounm 1917 roaa.
O/AHaKo B 3HaK NPU3HAHNA MUPOBO POAU
3anaga faxe 60/bWEeBUKN CTPEMUANCH
npuBaeYb 3anagHble Hapoabl M OTHOCUIUCH K UX
TEXHONOMMYECKOW U MaTepuabHOM BACTU.

KoHuenuua 6onblieBnkos o COBETCKOM BNacTu U
NposieTapcKkoM AeMOKPaTUM Bbina TaKKe OTBETOM
Ha arasMTapHble naen PpaHLy3CcKon PeBoOOLUN.
Bonee TOro, BHeLWHASA NONTUKA 6ONbLUEBUKOB
nocne nepBbIX MOMbITOK CBEPXKEHMUA
«ByprKyasHbIx» NpaBuTenbcTs B EBpone
3aK/toYanacb B CONMMKEHUM U NPArMaTUYECKOM
coTpyaHuyectse ¢ 3anagom. MNMockonbKy EBpona
nocse Bropoii mmpoBoi BOMHbI BHOBb CTasa
KOHCO/IMANPOBaHHbIM nbepanbHO-
OEeMOKpPaTU4YEeCKMM KOHTUHEHTOM, COBETCKUE
npaBUTeNN CTPEMUANCH COXPAHUTb CBA3b C
HoBbIM 3anaaom. Bsaumogelicteme ¢ 3anagom
ycunumnocb nog, HUKMToM XpyLuesbim, a 3aTem
Mwuxannom lNopbayesbim. 3HameHUTan
AeCTa/IMHN3aLMOHHaA peyb COBETCKOro maepa
Hukntbl Xpywesa Ha XX cbesge
KOMMYHUCTUYECKOM NapTUM CNOMaNa MHOMECTBO
Taby CTaporo mblWAeHUA U UMena B BUAY, cpeam
npodyero, npnbansntb CoBeTcKkyto Poccuio K
Espone. HecmoTpa Ha ycTpaHeHue XpyLuesa,
B/IMAHME AeCTa/IMHU3aLMN OKa3anocb
HeobpPaTUMBbIM - 3HAUUTENIbHAA YaCTb HOBOTO
WMHTENNEeKTYya/IbHOrO NOKONIEHMA Tenepb
HasblBana cebna «aeTbmm XX cbesga napTmm» u
paboTana BHYTPU U BHE yYpeaeHus, YTobbl
npnbansnTb CoBeTckyto Poccuio K 3anaay. B
NOCTCTa/IMHCKUI Nepunog, Habaopancs, B
YaCTHOCTU, POCT CNEeLnann3nNPoOBaAHHbIX
yupexneHui, B KOTOpbIX Uccienosatenm
TLWATeNbHO aHA/IM3MPOBA/IM 3anagHble B3rAabl,
Hanpumep, Te, KOTopble BblIN CO3AaHbl YYEHBIMM
aMEepPUKaHCKUX MEXAYHAPOOHbIX OTHOLIEHUM
(IR). B KOHEYUHOM CYEeTe, HOBbIE 3aMnafHble
BMSHWUA BHEC/IM 6O/bLLOM BKNAL B AMUCKYPC NpaB
yenoBeka u gemokpatum B Cosetckom Cotose,
co3aaB cpeay Ana pedopmaTopos 1 nomoras
lopbayeBy NPUATK K BAACTU. XOTSA OH HUKOrAa He
xoTen, 4Tobbl coumanncTuyeckas cuctema boinia
3amMeHeHa Ha 3anagHblii ainbepanmsm, Nlopbaves
NPOBO3rNacK HOBYIO 3Py B OTHOLLIEHMAX C
3anafom u, cnepoBaTtesibHO, BHEC 60/1bLLOM
BK/1ag, B HOBble PyHAAMEHTA/IbHblEe U3MeHeHMA. B
OONONHEHME K NOAUTUKe XpyLLeBa no




all long-term advocates of developing
relationships with the West.

The leader of perestroika was also building on
European socialdemocratic ideas, as well as
American theories of transnationalism and
interdependence. The Soviet collapse of 1991
completed the process of the country’s difficult
adjustment to the new international context and
laid the groundwork for the establishment of
Russia’s liberal foreign policy orientation. The
new liberal context continues to be highly
contested in Russia and will be shaped further by
the country’s interaction with Western nations. If
the West remains a relatively consolidated liberal
entity with a clear and unambiguous message to
the world, the new liberal identity has a good
chance of taking stronger root in post-Soviet
Russia.

Three Schools of Foreign Policy Thinking

Although Russia’s foreign policy was a response
to various international contexts, it also displayed
a remarkable degree of historical continuity.
Across the eras of monarchy and liberalism,
Russia’s engagement with the world followed
several persistent patterns of thinking and
behavior. As a borderland nation in an uncertain,
often volatile external environment, Russia had
to continuously respond to similar challenges to
its security. These challenges included unrest in
neighboring territories, threats of external
invasion, and difficulties in preserving internal
state integrity. Over time, the country has
developed three distinct traditions, or schools, of
foreign policy thinking—Westernist, Statist, and
Civilizationist. Throughout centuries,
Westernizers, Statists, and Civilizationists sought
to present Russia’s international choices in ways
consistent with the schools’ historically
established images of the country and the
outside world. Westernizers placed the emphasis
on Russia’s similarity with the West and viewed
the West as the most viable and progressive
civilization in the world. The early Westernizers
sought to present Russia as a loyal member in the
family of European monarchies.

OEeCTaIMHU3aLUN N MUPHOMY COCYLLECTBOBAHUIO
FopbayeB UCNo/s1b30Ban NAEN POCCUNCKUX
NnbepanbHbIX yY4eHbIX, TaKUX Kak Bnagumup
BepHaackui, Metp Kanuua n AHapeit Caxapos -
BCE A0/IFOCPOYHbIE CTOPOHHWUKM PA3BUTUSA
OTHOLLEHMI ¢ 3anagom.

Nnpep nepecTpoikm TakKe OCHOBbIBANCA HA
€BPOMNenCcKMX couman-aeMOoKpPaTUYECKNX NaesX, a
TaKKe Ha aMepPUKAHCKUX TeopUaxX
TPaHCHaLMOHaNM3Ma 1 B3aMMO3aBUCUMOCTMU.
CoBeTckuii Kpax 1991 roaa 3aBepLuuna npouecc
YKECTKOM aganTaumm cTpaHbl K HOBOMY
MEXKAYHAPOLHOMY KOHTEKCTY 1 3a/10XKMN/1 OCHOBY
ANs co3paHuns anbepanbHoOM
BHELUHENO/IMTUYECKOM opueHTaumm Poccum.
HoBbln nnbepanbHbIi KOHTEKCT NO-NPeKHEMY
CUNbHO ocnapueaeTca B Poccuun n byaet
onpeaensTbCa AanbHeNWnM B3aMoLeNncTBUEM
CTPaHbI € 3anaaHbIMK CTpaHamu. Ecam 3anag
OCTaeTCs OTHOCUTENIbHO KOHCONMNANPOBAHHBbIM
nmbepanbHbiM 06pa3oBaHUEM C ACHbIM U
OZHO3HaYHbIM NOC/AHMEM MUPY, HOBas
nmbepanbHas MAEHTUYHOCTb MMEET XOPOoLLnE
LUIAHCbl YCUNUTb KOPEHb B MOCTCOBETCKOM
Poccuu.

TpVI LWKOJ1bl MbILW/IEHUA BHELUHEN NOAUTUKM.

XoTs BHEWHAA NoMTUKa Poccum b6biia oTBETOM
Ha Pas/INyHble MeXAYHAPOAHbIE KOHTEKCTbI, OHa
TaK¥Ke NoKasana 3HaYUTeNbHY NCTOPUYECKYIO
NpeemcTBeHHOCTb. Ha NpoTAKEeHUM MHOTUX 3MOX
MOHapXx1un 1 "Mbepannsma B3aMMOAENCTBOBAM,
Poccuun ¢ MMpOM cnesoBasio HECKO/IbKUM
HacToM4YMBbIM 06pasLLAaM MbILWIEHUA U
noseaeHus. byayym norpaHUYHOM Haumel B
HeonpeAaeneHHOM, YacTo HecTabunbHOW
BHelWHel cpeae, Poccun npuxoamnoch
NOCTOSHHO PearnpoBaTh Ha aHaNOTUYHble
BbI30Bbl ee 6e3onacHoOCTU. 3TU Npobemsl
BK/tOYaNM 6ecnopaakmn Ha coceHUX
TEPPUTOPUAX, YTPO3bl BHELLIHETO BTOPMKEHUA U
TPYAHOCTU B COXPaHEHUU BHYTPEHHEN
rocyAapcTBeHHoM LenoctHocty. Co BpeMeHem B
CTpaHe CNOKUANCL TPU PasanYHbIe TPagnuumnm
WM LWKOJIbl: BHELHENO/IMTUYECKOE MbllUNEHME -
3anagHoe, CTaTUCTMYECKoe U LIMBUIM3ATOPCKOe.
Ha npoTsaxeHMM BEKOB 3anagHNKK, CTaTUCTUKK U
LUMBUAN3ATOPbI CTPEMWUIUCH NPEACTaBUTbL
MeXKayHapoaHbIi Bbibop Poccmm cnocobamu,
COrNacoBaHHbIMM C UCTOPUYECKMN CIOKMUBLLUMMUCA
06pasamm LWKObI CTPaHbl M BHEWHEro Mupa.
3anagHuKM 06paTUAN BHUMaHMWE Ha CXOACTBO
Poccuu ¢ 3anaaom v paccmaTpusanu 3anag, Kak




Historically the emergence of this school of
thinking can be traced back to Peter the Great’s
military Westernization. Peter was the first to
admire the West for its technological superiority
and to raise the possibility of borrowing Western
technology to overcome Russia’s backwardness.
Alexander | was more consistent in defending the
values of the old Europe and vigorously opposing
the spread of French egalitarian ideas. After the
defeat of Napoleon, Alexander championed the
so-called legitimist policies and established the
Holy Alliance with Germany and Austria in order
to suppress revolutionary activities on the
Continent. Liberal Westernizers identified with
the Western values of constitutional freedoms
and political equality. After the era of great
reforms and Russia shifting its relations from
Germany to France and Britain under Alexander
I, the czarist government seemed more willing to
embrace the new European values of
constitutionalism. Pavel Milyukov, once a foreign
minister and a leader of Russian liberals, took the
most active proEuropean position by insisting
that Russia must stay in World War | as an active
member of the anti-German coalition. To
Milyukov, support for the European allies—
despite all the devastation that the war had
brought to Russia—was a matter of principle and
the country’s identity orientation. Westernizers
within the Soviet system saw Russia as standing
not too far apart from European social
democratic ideas. For instance, one of
Gorbachev’s favorite lines of thinking was that
the Soviet Union had to “purify” itself of Stalinist
“distortions” and become a democratic, or
“human,” version of socialism (gumannyi
sotsializm). In his foreign policy, Gorbachev
pursued the notion of mutual security with the
West and presided over a series of revolutionary
arms-control agreements with the United States,
as well as over the Soviet military withdrawals
from Europe and the third world.

Hanbosee KN3HeCnoCcobHYO N NPOrPECCUBHYIO
LMBMAN3ALMIO B MUpPe. PaHHMe 3anagaHMKN
CTPEMUAUCH NPeacTaBUTb Poccuto B KayecTse
JIOSNIbHOTO Y/1eHA B CEMbE €BPONENCKUX
MOHAPXUA.

NcTopuyeckm BO3HUKHOBEHME 3TOM LLIKO/IbI
MbILWNEHNA MOMKHO NPOCAeanTb 4,0 BOEHHOM
BecTepHu3aumu Metpa Bennkoro. MNutep nepsbim
nontoboBancA 3anafom CBOMM TEXHONOTUYECKUM
NpPeBOCXOACTBOM U NOAHAN BO3MOXKHOCTb
3aMMCTBOBaTb 3aMagHble TEXHONOMUU ANA
npeoaoneHua otcranoctn Poccumn. Anekcanap |
60nee nocnenoBaTe/IbHO 3aLMLLANA LLEHHOCTH
cTapoit EBponbl U 3HEpPr1MYHO BbICTYNan NPOTUB
pacnpoCTPaHeHMA aranTapHbIX naen PpaHuymm.
Mocne nopaxxeHna HanoneoHa AnekcaHap
OTCTamBas TaK HA3bIBAEMYHO IETUTUMMUCTCKYHO
NOMIUTUKY M yupeann CBALLEHHbIN COH03 €
lepmaHuen n Asctpuei, ytobbl NOAABUTb
PEBOJIIOLMOHHYIO AeATENbHOCTb HA KOHTUHEHTE.
NnbepanbHble 3aNagHUKN onpesennam c
3anagHbIMU LLEHHOCTAMM KOHCTUTYLIMOHHbIX
cB0b60A, U NOANTMYECKOrO paBeHcTBa. MNocne
3NOXW BENIMKUX pedOopM M NepecTaHOBKM
Poccuelt oTHoweHKI ¢ FepmaHneint Bo PpaHumto
n BennkobputaHuio npu AnekcaHape Il uapckoe
NpPaBMUTENbCTBO, MOXOXKe, 6o/bLUE Kenano
NPWHATb HOBblE EBPOMNENCKME LLEHHOCTU
KOHCTUTYUMOHanu3ma. Nasen Muntokos, byayum
MWHUCTPOM MHOCTPAHHbIX AeN U MAEPOM
poCcCUMCKMX 1Mbepanos, 3aHAN CaMyto aKTUBHYHO
NPOEBPONENCKYI0 NO3ULMIO, HAaCTaMBasA HA TOM,
yTo Poccua fonxKHa octaBaTbeA B Mepsol
MWPOBOW BOMHE KaK aKTUBHbIM Y/ieH
aHTUTEPMAHCKOM Koannuumn. MunioKosy,
NoAyYnn NoaaepKKy OT eBPOMNENCKUX COO3HUKOB
- HECMOTPA Ha BCe ONYCTOLLIEHUSA, KOTOPbIE BOMHA
npuvHecna B Poccuto, - 3T0 BONPOC NPUHLMNA U
OPUEHTALMA HA MAEHTUYHOCTb CTPAHbI.
3anaAHWKKN B COBETCKOM CUCTEME BUAENN, UTO
Poccus ctosna He CAMLWKOM Aaneko ot
€BPOMNENCKUX COLMaN-AEeMOKPATUUECKMX NOEN.
Hanpumep, oaHUM U3 Nt06UMBbIX cnocobos
MblLweHns Nopbayesa 66110 TO, 4TO CoBETCKOMY
Cot03y NPULLNOCL KOYNCTUTLY cebs oT
CTAZIMHUCTCKUX KMUCKaXKEHUI» N cTaTb
OEMOKPATUYECKON MU «4eNIOBEYECKOM»
Bepcuelt coumanmnama (rymaHHbIn coumanmsm). B
cBoeli BHelWHen nonntuke Nropbaues
npecnenoBan NOHATUE «B3aUMHOM
6e30nacHOCTM» € 3aMagoM U PYKOBOAMA PALOM
PEBOJIIOLLMOHHbBIX COTNALLEHNI O KOHTPOJIE HaL,
Boopy:KeHnamu ¢ CoegmHeHHbIMK LLTaTamuy, a




By introducing the idea of a “common European
home,” Gorbachev meant to achieve Russian-
European integration based on the principles of
European social democracy. Finally, the liberal
Westernizers in post-Soviet Russia argued for the
“natural” affinity of their country with the West
based on such shared values as democracy,
human rights, and a free market. Liberal
Westernizers warned against relations with
former Soviet allies and insisted that only by
building Western liberal institutions and joining
the coalition of what was frequently referred to
as the community of “Western civilized nations”
would Russia be able to respond to its threats
and overcome its economic and political
backwardness. Andrei Kozyrev and Boris Yeltsin’s
vision of “integration” and “strategic partnership
with the West” assumed that Russia would
develop liberal democratic institutions and build
a market economy after the manner of the West.
Throughout 2009-2012, President Dmitri
Medvedev advocated a new era of improving
relations with the Western nations based on a
common assessment of security threats and
greater openness in economic and political
systems. He initiated a new pan-European
security treaty and argued for liberalizing the
economic and political system in order to
overcome Russia’s backwardness, corruption,
and rigidity. Statists have emphasized the state’s
ability to govern and preserve the social and
political order. This is, arguably, the most
influential school of Russia’s foreign policy
thinking. It is explicit in choosing values of power,
stability, and sovereignty over those of freedom
and democracy. Critical to Statism is the notion of
external threats to Russia’s security. Ever since
the two-centuries-long conquest by the Mongols,
Russians have developed a psychological complex
of insecurity and a readiness to sacrifice
everything for independence and sovereignty.
Multiple wars in Europe and Asia further
reinforced this mentality and provided Statism’s
supporters with extra justifications for their
reasoning.

TaK)Ke O BbIBOZE COBETCKMX BOMCK M3 EBponbl 1
TpPeTbero Mmnpa.

Mpeactasaas naeko «obLero eBponenckoro
Aoma», lopbayeB nmen Lenbio 40CTUYb
POCCUIACKO-EBPONENCKOM MHTErpaLmu,
OCHOBaHHOW Ha NPUHLMNAX eBPONencKom
couman-aemoKpaTun. HakoHel, anbepanbHblie
3anagHuKM B NOCTCOBETCKOM Poccuu cnopuam o
«eCcTecTBeHHOM» 61M30CTU CBOE CTPaHbI C
3anafom Ha OCHOBE TaKWUX 0BLLMX LLEHHOCTEN,
KaK AeMOKpaTus, NpaBa YesoBeKa U cBOBOAHbIN
PbIHOK. /lInbepanbHble 3anagHUKK
npeaynpexaann npoTUB OTHOLWEHWN C BbIBLUMMM
COBETCKMMM COO3HUKAMM U HAacTauBau Ha TOM,
YTO TOJ/IbKO NyTEM CO34aHMA 3aMagHbIX
NMbepanbHbIX MHCTUTYTOB U BCTYNJ/IEHUA B
KOaNMLMIO TOTO, YTO YaCTO Ha3blBatOT
coobLwecTBOM «3anagHbIX LLUBUIN3OBAHHbIX
CTpaH», Poccma cMoKeT pearnpoBaTb Ha CBOMU
yrpo3bl U NpeosoaeBaTb CBOM SKOHOMUYECKME U
NnosMTUYECcKas oTCTanocTb. MNpeacrasneHne
AHapes Kosbipesa n bopuca EnbumHa o
KUHTErpaLmm» 1 «CTpaTerMyeckom napTHEpPCTBE C
3anagom» npeanonarano, 4to Poccua byaet
pa3BuMBaTb AMbEepasbHO-AEMOKpPaTUIECKME
WUHCTUTYTbl U CTPOUTb PbIHOYHYO SKOHOMMKY NO
nogobwuio 3anagHon. Ha npoTsxeHun 2009-2012
rogos npesngeHt Amutpuit Meagenes BbiCTynan
33 HOBYHO 3pY YAy4YlleHWA OTHOLWEHUI C
3anagHbIMK CTPAaHAMM Ha OCHOBE 06LLEel OLEHKM
yrpos 6e30nacHoOCT 1 6onbLIEN OTKPbLITOCTU B
SKOHOMMYECKUX U NOAUTUYECKUX cucTemax. OH
WHULMNPOBAN HOBbIN 0bLLeeBponeickmui
A0rosop o 6e30MacHOCTU M BbICTYNWUA 3a
nmbepanunsaumo SKOHOMUYECKOM U
NOJIMTUYECKOW CUCTEMDbI, 4TODbI NPeoaoNeTb
OTCTaNOCTb, KOPPYMUMIO U KeCTKOCTb Poccuu.
CTaTUCTUKM NOAYEPKHYAN CNOCOBHOCTb
rocyapcrsa ynpasaaTb U COXPAHATb
06LLEeCTBEHHO-NOIMTUYECKUIA NOPAAOK. ITO,
BO3MOXHO, CaMas BAMATEIbHAsA LWKONA
BHELIHEeNOIMTUYECKOro mblwaeHna Poccumn. OH
ABCTBEHEH BaXHbIM GaKTOpPOM Npwu BbibOpeE
LEHHOCTEN BNacTU, CTabUabHOCTU U
cyBepeHUTETa Ha cBOOOAAMU U fleMOKpaTHEN.
KpUTUKOW ANsA CTaTUCTUKM ABNAETCA NOHATUE
BHeLWHMX yrpo3 6esonacHoctn Poccum. C
MOMEHTA 3aBOEBAHWSA MOHIO1aMM BYXBEKOBOIO
BEKa pPyCcCKMe pa3paboTanm NcMxonornieckni
KOMMNEKC HEYBEPEHHOCTU U FOTOBHOCTU
YKepTBOBaTb BCEM PaAM HE3ABUCUMOCTHU U
cyBepeHuUTeTa. MHOroYMCcAeHHbIE BOMHbI B
EBpone 1 A3unu ewe 60/bLUe YKpenuam sToT




For instance, when justifying the need for rapid
industrialization, the leader of the Soviet state,
Josef Stalin, famously framed his argument in
terms of responding to powerful external threats.
The history of the old Russia was the continual
beating she suffered because of her
backwardness. She was beaten by the Mongol
khans. She was beaten by the Turkish beys. She
was beaten by the Swedish feudal lords. She was
beaten by the Polish and Lithuanian gentry. She
was beaten by the English and French capitalists.
She was beaten by the Japanese barons. All beat
her—for her backwardness. . .. We are fifty or a
hundred years behind the advanced countries.
We must make good this distance in ten years.
Either we do it, or we shall be crushed. The
Statists, however, are not inherently anti-
Western; they merely seek the West's
recognition by putting emphasis on economic
and military capabilities. The Statists of the
monarchical era valued Russia’s autocratic
structure of power, partly because such were the
structures of European monarchies as well. In
foreign policy, Statists often trace their
intellectual and policy origins to Prince Alexander
Gorchakov. Gorchakov labored as Alexander II’s
foreign minister to recover Russia’s lost
international positions after the defeat in the
Crimean War. He pursued the policy of
“concentration” by developing a system of
flexible alliances and limiting Russia’s
involvement in European affairs. Other Statists
trace their roots to Peter the Great. Unlike
Westernizers emphasizing Peter’s Europeanness,
Statists relate to Peter’s military competitiveness.
It was state security and military
competitiveness, they argue, that brought about
the czar’s notion of getting closer to Europe. The
socialist Statists insisted on the importance of the
Communist Party’s firm control over the society
for the purpose of maintaining political order and
averting external “capitalist” threats. Within the
Soviet lead ership, this school was always
suspicious of efforts to activate political
institutions outside the party and opposed
Gorbachev’s democratization reform.

MEHTANINTET U NPEeAOCTaBUAN CTOPOHHMKAM
CTaTM3MA AONOJIHUTENbHble 060CHOBAHUA ANA UX
paccyKaeHui.

Hanpumep, ob6ocHoBbIBas HEOHXOAMMOCTb
6bICcTpOl MHAYCTpUanusaumm, angep CoBeTckoro
rocyaapctea Mocnd CtanmH nmxo
3apeKoMeH0Ban CBOM apryMeHT B NaaHe
pearMpoBaHMs Ha MOLLHble BHELHME Yrpo3bl.
UcTopua ctapoit Poccun - 3To NOCTOAHHOE
n3bureHme, KOTopoe OHa UCMbITana U3-3a ee
oTcTanoctu. OHa 6bin1a M36MTa MOHTONIbCKUMM
XaHamu. OHa 6bln1a n3buTta Typeukummn 606amum.
LLiBeackune deomannl 6b1am n36uTbl. OHa 6bina
n36MTa NOSbCKOM W IMTOBCKOM WAAXTON. Ee
n3bunm aHrnuniickme n ppaHLy3ckue
KanuTanuctbl. ANoHcKMe 6apoHbl 6blv U36UTLI.
Bce n3bwunu ee - 3a ee oTCTaNOCTh.... Mbl 33
NATbAECAT UM CTO NET OTCTaNIN OT PA3BUTbLIX
cTpaH. Mbl LOMXKHbI CAENaTb 3TO 33 AECATb NIET.
JInbo mbl 3To caenaem, nmbo bygem
pasgasneHbl. OAHAKO CTaTUCTUYECKME AaHHble
He ABNAIOTCA NO CBOEWM CYTM aHTU3anaAHbIMU;
OHM NPOCTO A06MBAIOTCA NPU3HAHWA 3anaaa,
Aenan ynop Ha SKOHOMMUYECKME U BOEHHbIE
BO3MOXHOCTU. CTAaTUCTUKM MOHAPXMYECKOM
3NOXW OLLEeHMBAIN ABTOKPATUYECKYHO CTPYKTYpPY
Bnactu Poccuu, otyacT noTomy, 4TO TaKOBbI
6bINN N CTPYKTYPbI EBPONENCKUX MOHAPXU. Bo
BHeLlHen noanTuke CTaTUCTUKM YacTo
NPOCNEeXKMBAIOT CBOE UHTENEKTYaNbHOE U
NOSIMTUYECKOE NPOUCXONKAEHNE KHA3SA
AnekcaHgpa lopyakoBa. lopuyakoB paboTtan Kak
MMUHUCTP MHOCTPaHHbLIX aen AnekcaHgpa ll,
YTOObI BEPHYTb YyTPaYeHHblE MeXAYHAPOAHble
nosuumm Poccmm nocne nopaxerHns 8 KpbiIMcKoi
BoiiHe. OH NpoBOAUA NOAUTURY
«KOHLLEHTPaLUUMn», pa3BuBasa CUCTEMY TMOKMX
CO030B M OrpaHnYmBan yyactne Poccum B
€BPONeNCKUX genax. pyrne UCTopuKku
NPOCNEeXKMBAT CBOU KOpPHU y lMNeTpa Bennkoro. B
OT/IMYME OT 3aMa4HMKOB, NOAYEPKNBAIOLLMX
€BpPONenCcKyto YucToTy MeTpa, ctTaTucTuyeckmne
AaHHble KacatoTca BOEHHOM
KOHKypeHTOoCcnocobHocTu Mutepa. Mo nx
MHEHMI0, 3TO Oblna rocyapcTBeHHasn
6€30MacHOCTb M BOEHHas
KOHKYPEHTOCNOCOBHOCTb, YTO NPUBENO K TOMY,
YTO LLapCKoe NoHATMeE Npubansnnock K EBpone.
CouManncTnyeckme CTaTUCTUKM HacTaMBaam Ha
Ba*KHOCTW TBEPAOr0 KOHTPOIA KOMNAPTUN Hag,
06LLEeCTBOM C Lieblo NoaAepKaHusA
NOJIMTUYECKOro NopAAKa U NpeaoTBpaLLeHUA
BHELUIHMX «KanuUTaIMCTUYECKUX» yrpo3. B
COBETCKOM PYKOBOZCTBE 3Ta LWKOJA BCerga ¢




In foreign policy, some Statists advocated
relative accommodation with the West, while
others favored balancing strategies. Maksim
Litvinov, for instance, supported a “collective
security” system in Europe in order to prevent
the rise of fascism. Nikita Khrushchev, too,
wanted to break taboos of isolationism and bring
Soviet Russia closer to Europe. He also called for
a return to Lenin’s principles of “coexistence”
with the capitalist world, although he later
slipped into several incidents of confrontation
with the West. Both Litvinov and Khrushchev saw
themselves as supporters of the late Lenin’s
course toward giving up the idea of the world
revolution and learning to live and trade with the
potentially dangerous capitalist world.

noAo3peHMemM OTHOCUAACh K YCUANAM NO
aKTUBM3ALUKN MONUTUYECKMX MHCTUTYTOB 33
npegenamu NapTUun 1 BbiCTynana NnpoTus
pedopmbl gemoKpaTusaumm Mlopbayesa.

Bo BHelwHel NoANTUKe HeKoTopble CTaTUCTUKM
BbICTYNaIN 32 OTHOCUTEIbHOE pa3MeLLeHmne C
3anagom, B TO BpemsA Kak gpyrue BbiCTynaam 3a
6anaHcupytowme ctparternn. Hanpumep, Makcum
JNIuTBMHOB NnoaaepKan cUCTEMY «KONNEKTUBHOW
6e3onacHocTu» B EBpone, 4Tobbl NpeaoTBpaTmTL
pocT pawmnsma. HuKMTa XpyLies Toxe xoTen
pa3buTb Taby nsonauMoHn3mMa n npubansmnn
CoseTckyto Poccuto K EBpone. OH TaKkKe npu3Ban
K BO3BPALLEHMIO K NnpuHumnam JleHnHa
«COCYLLLECTBOBAHMAY C KaNUTaIUCTUYECKUM
MMPOM, XOTA NO3¥KE OH NepeLlen B HECKO/IbKO
cny4YaeB KOHGpPOHTauuK ¢ 3anagom. U JIMTBMHOB,
n XpyLies cumTann ceba CTOpOHHMKaMu
No34Hero IEHMHCKOTO Kypca OTKa3aTbCA OT Uaeu
MWPOBOW PEBONOLMM N HAYUUTBCA KUTb U
TOProBaTh C MOTEHLMAbHO ONACHbIM
KanUTaMCTUYECKMM MUPOM.







