MHWHUCTEPCTBO OBPA30BAHNA 1 HAYKU PO

denepanbHOE TOCYAAPCTBEHHOE OI0KETHOE 00pa30BaTEIbHOE YUPEKICHUE
BBICIIIET0 00pa3oBaHus ""AcTpaxaHCKHUM roCy1apCTBEHHbBIH YHUBEPCUTET"

(AcTpaxaHCKHl rOCy1TapCTBEHHBIN YHUBEPCUTET)

Kadenpa anrnmiickoro s3pika

[TnceMeEHHBIN TIEPEBO

no kuaure " Russia’s Foreign Policy: Ideas, Domestic Politics and External
Relations"

Edited by

David Cadier - Fellow in Diplomacy and International Strategy, London School
of Economics, UK and Margot Light - Professor Emeritus, London School of
Economics, UK.

BrixoHbIE TaHHBIE:
First published 2015 by "Palgrave Macmillan UK, 2015",
pp. 245, ISBN 978-1-137-46887-1

ITepeBon ctp. ¢ 42 no 47
Jl1s cnaum KaHIMIAaTCKOTO dK3aMeHa

110 THOCTPAHHOMY SI3bIKY (QHTJIMHCKHI SI3BIK)

BeimoauI;

Moxcen Xaroun

Actpaxanb 2019 r.



No ENG

PYC

1 How Vladimir Putin’s World View

Shapes Russian Foreign Policy

Kak muposo33penne Biagumupa
IIyruna ¢popmupyeTr BHEIIHIOKO
noauTuky Poccun?

2 | Introduction: reuniting Russia and

Crimea

BBenenne: Boccoenunenue Poccun u

Kpbima

3 | On 18 March 2014, Russian President
Vladimir Putin stood in the Kremlin
before an assembly of Russian officials

and parliamentarians to address the
signing of documents uniting the

had just seceded from Ukraine, with
the Russian Federation.

nation. His speech marked the official

peninsular Republic of Crimea, which

18 mapra 2014 rona npe3uneHt Poccun
Binagumup Ilytun Beictynun B Kpemiie
nepe COOpaHueM POCCUUCKUX
OoQUIHANBHBIX JIUI U TapJIaMEeHTapUEB C
oOpamieHueM K Hapoay. Ero BeicTymieHue
MOCBSIIEHO O(pULIMaTLHMY MOAMNNCAHUIO
JIOKYMEHTOB, 00bEUHSIOLINX C
Poccuiickoit denepaiueii moiayocTpoBHYIO
PecniyOnuky Kpbim, KoTopas HejaBHO
BBIIIJIA U3 COCTaBa Y KPaWHBI.

4 Putin’s speech was intended to be
historic. It was laden, almost
overloaded, with references to several
centuries of Russian history. Putin
invoked the grievances that had
festered in Russia since the 1990s,
when the state was unable to protect its
interests after the disintegration of the
Soviet Union. His remarks ranged
back, long before the collapse of the
USSR, to the origins of Orthodox
Christianity in Russia and to the
military victories on land and sea that
helped forge the Russian Empire.
Crimea was at the centre of this
narrative.

Brictymnenue [lytuna 6110 HarpaBieHO
Ha ucroputo. OHO OBLIO HACKILLEHO, IOYTH
3arpyeHo CChIJIKaMU Ha HECKOJIbKO
cTosIeTUH pycckou ucropuu. [lyrun
COCJIAJICSL HA HEJJOBOJIbCTBO, KOTOPOE
pacrnpoctpaHnsioch B Poccuu ¢ 1990-x
roJI0B, KOT/1a FOCY/1apCTBO HE MOTJIO
3alUTUTh CBOU MHTEPECHI IIOCIIE pacnaia
Coserckoro Coro3a. Ero Bricka3bIBaHUS
3anoaro Ao pacnaga CCCP kocHynuch
HCTOKOB IPABOCJIABHOTO XPUCTHAHCTBA B
Poccuu 1 BoeHHBIX T00e]T Ha Cylle U Ha
MOpe, KOTOpbI€ CLIOCOOCTBOBAIIN
cra”oBieHut0 Poccuiickoi nmnepun. Kpeim
ObLT B LIEHTPE 3TOT0 MOBECTBOBAHMUSI.

Indeed, Crimea ‘has always been an
inseparable part of Russia’, Putin
declared. The bindings of history were
first torn by the Bolsheviks, who put
lands that Russia had conquered into
the new Soviet republic of Ukraine.
Then, in 1954, Soviet leader Nikita
Khrushchev made the fateful decision
to transfer Crimea from Russia to
Ukraine, where Crimea was left ‘like a
sack of potatoes’ when the Soviet state
fell apart. Moscow’s decision to annex
Crimea was rooted in the need to right
an outrageous ‘historical injustice’,
Putin asserted (Putin 2014a).

HeiictBurensHo, Kpbim «Bcerna Obu1
HEOThEMJIEMOM 4acThi0 Poccuny, 3asaBUI
[Iytun. ¥Y3b1 HcTOpUY OBUIH BIIEPBbIE
pa3opBaHbI OONBIIEBUKAMU, KOTOPBIE
BJIOKHIIM 3aBOEBaHHBIC Poccueil 3emiu B
HOBYIO COBETCKYIO peclyOnuKy YKpauHy.
3arem, B 1954 rony, COBETCKUU JHAEP
Huxura Xpy1ieB npuHsia BaXKHOE pelIeHUE
o nepenaue Kpsima ot Poccun B Ykpauny,
u KpbIM ocTancst Kak «MEIIOK KapTOILLIKK,
korjga CoBETCKOE rocyJapcTBO Pacnajgoch.
[IyTuH 3as8Bui, 4TO pemieHne MOCKBbI
aHHEKCUPOBaTh KpbIM yXOIUT KOPHSIMU B
HEO0OXOIUMOCTh UCIIPABUTH
BO3MYTHUTEIBbHYIO «HCTOPHUYECKYIO
HecnpaseynBocThy (Ilytun, 2014a).

Putin’s speech and the ceremony
reuniting Russia with its ‘lost province’

Peus [lyTnHa 1 iepeMOHMS BOCCOEIMHEHHUS

Poccuu ¢ ee «m1oTepstHHON IPOBUHLIMEH)




of Crimea was the product of several
months of political upheaval in
Ukraine over Kyiv’s pursuit of an
Association Agreement with the
European Union. President Viktor
Yanukovych of Ukraine withdrew from
the agreement process in late
November 2013, triggering a series of
demonstrations in Kyiv’s
Independence (Maidan) Square by
supporters of the agreement.

Kpbima cTanu pe3yiabTaToM HECKOIbKUX
MeECSIEB NOTUTUYECKHUX TOTPSICEHUM Ha
Ykpaune no nosoxny crpemiieHust Kuesa
3aKJIIOUUTH COTJIAIIEHUE 00 acCOIMAIlU C
EBpomneiickum Coro3om. IIpesunent
Ykpaunbl Buktop SlHyKoBUY BbILIET U3
Tpoliecca COTJIAlIeHHsI B KOHIIE HOSIOps
2013 roaa, 4To BBI3BAJIO CEPUIO
JIEMOHCTpALNIl CTOPOHHUKOB COTJIAIIICHUS
Ha iomaau Hezaucumoctu (Maiinan) B
Kuese.

The demonstrations quickly turned into
a large-scale protest movement,
centred in Kyiv, against Yanukovych’s
government. By February 2014, the
protesters were engaged in violent
exchanges with Ukrainian police, who
were trying to break up the protests and
clear Independence Square. On 20
February a series of sniper attacks left
more than 80 people dead, including
members of the Ukrainian security
forces.

JleMoHCTpanuu OBICTPO MPEBPATHIINCH B
MacIITabHOE MTPOTECTHOE JBUKCHHE,
cocpenotoueHHoe B Kuere, mpoTus
npaButenbeTBa SHykoBuda. K gespanto
2014 roga npoTtectyromue OblIu
BOBJICUCHBI B HACHJIBCTBEHHBIC OOMEHBI C
YKPaMHCKOW MONUIKEH, KOTOpas MbITajlach
pa3oTHATH MPOTECTHI M OYHCTUTH TUIOIIA]Th
HezaBucumoctu. 20 deBpains B pe3ynbrate
CepUH CHANEPCKUX OOCTPENIOB MOTHOIN
6onee 80 yenoBeEK, B TOM YHCIIE
YKPAMHCKUX CHUJIIOBUKOB.

On 21 February three European foreign
ministers and a Russian envoy
brokered an agreement between
Yanukovych and Ukrainian opposition
representatives to end the violence and
hold new presidential elections. The
agreement was immediately upended
when the Russian envoy refused to sign
the final document; Ukrainian
demonstrators reacted with outrage
when it was announced that
Yanukovych would remain in place
until the end of 2014.

21 deBpais Tpu €BPONMEHCKUX MUHUCTPA
WHOCTPAHHBIX €]l U POCCUUCKUI
MOCJIAHHUK 3aKJIFOYUIIHN COTJIAIEHUE MEXKIY
SlHyKOBHUYEM U TIPEICTABUTEISIMU
YKPAaUHCKOW ONIMO3ULIUU O MPEKPALLEHUN
HACUJIUS U TIPOBEICHUH HOBBIX
NPE3UIEHTCKUX BBIOOPOB. CornaiieHue
ObLIO HEMENJICHHO HapyLIeHO, KOraa
POCCHICKUI MOCTaHHUK OTKa3aJICs
MOAMKCATh 3aKIIOYUTEIbHBIN JOKYMEHT;
YKPaAuHCKHE IEMOHCTPAHTHI C
BO3MYILIEHUEM OTpearupoBajiy, Koraa ObLIo
00BSBIEHO, YTO SIHYKOBUY OCTaHETCS Ha
mecte 10 koHma 2014 ronaa.

President Yanukovych then literally
fled from Kyiv. He resurfaced several
days later in Russia, where he
announced he was still the legal
president and requested Putin’s
assistance in restoring order to

Ukraine. Yanukovych’s precipitate
departure left a vacuum that was
quickly filled by an interim Ukrainian
government, which set presidential
elections for 25 May.

[Tpesunent SAnykoBHUY TOraa OyKBaJIbHO
yoexan u3 Kuesa. Uepes HECKOJIbKO JTHEN
OH BHOBB nosiBWIICS B Poccun, riie o0baBuI,
YTO MO-MIPEKHEMY SIBJISIETCS 3aKOHHBIM
npe3usieHToM, u oopartuics k [lytuny 3a
IIOMOIIIBIO B BOCCTAHOBJIEHUH OpsAJIKAa HA
VYkpaune. [Tocniemnsiil yxon SnykoBuya
OCTaBUJI BaKyyM, KOTOPBIHA OBICTPO
3aI10JIHUJIO0 BPEMEHHOE YKPauHCKOe
MIPAaBUTEIBCTBO, HA3HAUMBIIIEE
MIPE3UJICHTCKHE BBIOOPHI Ha 25 Masl.

Simultaneous with Yanukovych’s
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OZIHOBpPEMEHHO C MOsIBIICHUEM SHYyKOBHYA

reappearance in Russia, unidentified

B Poccuio Hen3BecTHBIE BOOPY’KCHHBIC




JIIOJIA HAaYyaJld 3aXBaThIBaTh KOHTPOJIb HaJl
cTparernueckor nHppacTpykTypoi Kpeima.
28 (eBpaiis, CChIIASCh HA HEOOXOAUMOCTh
3aIIUATHI ITHUYECKUX PYCCKUX U
pycckosi3pluHbIX B KpbiMy OT
MIpECIIeIOBaHNUN CO CTOPOHBI BpeMeHHOro
npasurenscTsa B Kuese, [lytun nomyunn
0/100peHne pOCCUIICKOro MapjiaMeHTa Ha
IIPUMEHEHHE CUIIBI B Cllydae
HeoOxoaumocTu B KpeiMy 1 B Ipyrux
MeCTaxX Ha TEPPUTOPUH Y KPAUHBI.

armed men began to seize control of
Crimea’s strategic infrastructure. 1 On
28 February, citing the need to protect
ethnic Russians and Russian speakers
in Crimea from persecution by the
interim government in Kyiv, Putin
received approval from the Russian
parliament to use force if necessary in
Crimea and elsewhere in the territory
of Ukraine.

6 MapTa KpbIMCKHUI IapJaMeHT, CChIIAsCh

On 6 March, the Crimean parliament,
Ha T )K€ OIMAaceHusl, MPOT0JIOCOBA 3a

citing the same concerns, voted to hold

a referendum ten days later on

indicated that 97% of Crimean voters

February and 18 March 2014, Russia
moved from brokering peace to taking

independence and the prospect of
joining Russia. On 16 March, the
results of the snap referendum

had opted to unite with Russia. In a
short span of time, between 21

a piece of Ukraine.

BpemeHH, ¢ 21 ¢pespais no 18 mapra 2014
rozaa, Poccus nepenuia oT nocpeHu4eCTBa

npoBeieHue pedepeHayma CrycTs AecaThb
JTHEW 0 HE3aBHCHUMOCTHU U MIEPCIIEKTUBE
npucoenuHenus Kk Poccuu. 16 mapta
pe3yJIbTaThl JOCPOUHOTro pedepeHryma
nokasayiu, 4yTo 97% KpbIMCKUX
n30upareneil permmim 00beTUHUTHCS C
Poccueii. 3a KOpoTKHi TPOMEXKYTOK

B YCTAHOBJICHMM MHpPA K 3aXBaTy 4YacTH
YKpauHsl.
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Crimea, it is essential to understand the

experiences and by the broader context

To begin to understand President
Putin’s motivations for annexing

man himself. Putin’s view of foreign

policy and his perceptions of Russia’s

role abroad have been shaped by his
past personal and professional

in which he has operated in the USSR
and post-Soviet Russia.

UT0OBI MOHSTH MOTUBAITUIO MTPE3UJICHTA
[Tytuna nacuet anHekcuu Kpbima,
HEOOXOIMMO ITOHATH CAMOI'0 YEJIOBEKA.
Barsin [lytuHa Ha BHELIHIOO TIOJIUTUKY U
ero Bocrpusitue o posnu Poccun 3a
pyOexoM ObuTH COPMHUPOBAHBI €TI0
MIPOIILIIBIM JIMYHBIM U MPO(eCCUOHATBHBIM
OTIBITOM U 00Jiee ITUPOKUM KOHTEKCTOM, B
kotopoM oH jaerictBoBai B CCCP u
IMOCTCOBETCKOM Poccun.
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Understanding Vladimir Putin, his
goals and his methods

IHonumanue Baagumupa Ilyruna, ero
neJieil 1 MeTo10B

14

Putin is a product of his environment.
As Clifford Gaddy and I proposed in
our 2015 book, Mr. Putin: Operative in
the Kremlin , Putin and his mindset
are best understood as a composite of
six identities that stem from his
experiences — the statist, the history
man, the survivalist, the outsider, the
free marketeer and the case officer.

[Iytun - npoaykr ero cpenbl. Kak Mbl ¢
Kmuddopnom ' am npeayioxxuny B Haei
KHUre, onyonukoBaHHoH B 2015 1. r-H
ITytun: neiicrByromuii B Kpemte, Ilytun n
€r0 MBIIUICHHE Jy4lle BCEro MOHUMAKOTCS
KaK COBOKYITHOCTb LLIECTH JIUYHOCTEH,
KOTOPBIE BBITEKAIOT U3 €r0 ONBITA —
rOCyZapCTBEHHUK, UCTOPUK, CEPBANBEIINUCT,
ayTcaiiep, CBOOOIHBIM MapKETOJIOT 1
CHELUAJIUCT 110 JEIy.
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In combination, these identities made
Putin an effective behind-the-scenes
operator in Russian politics and helped

propel him into the Kremlin in 1999.

CoBMECTHO, 3TH TUYHOCTH CIIENAIN
[lytuna 3¢ (heKTUBHBIM 3aKYITHCHBIM
OIepaToOpOM B POCCUMCKON MOJIUTHKE U
ITOMOTJIM TPOoABHHYTH ero B Kpemub B 1999




These same identities shaped Putin’s
responses to developments in Ukraine
and what became Russia’s
confrontation with the United States
and Europe over Ukraine’s future
geopolitical trajectory.

rogy. JTH e TUIHOCTH cPOpPMUPOBAITH
peaknuio [TytruHa Ha cOOBITHS B YKpauHe U
TO, 4UTO CTaJI0 KOH(ppoHTauuei Poccun ¢
CoenunennbiMu [IITaramu u EBponoii mo
MOBOAY OYyyIlei reonoJuTUYECKON
TPACKTOPUHU Y KPauHBI.
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The idea of Putin’s approach and
responses being shaped in a specific
context was captured at the height of
the crisis over Crimea in March 2014

by German Chancellor Angela Merkel.

The chancellor reportedly told US
President Barack Obama that ‘Putin

lives in another world’ ( Er [Putin] lebt
in einer anderen Welt ; ‘Merkel

Schimpft’ 2014; Smale 2014). In other

words, Putin sees the world differently.

He makes his decisions on the basis of

information that is filtered through his

own particular frame of reference.

Everything Putin says or does is

completely rational within that frame,

even if it might seem irrational from an

outside perspective.

Wnes myTHHCKOro MOJX0/1a U OTBETHBIX
Mep, GOPMUPYIOIIUXCS B KOHKPETHOM
KOHTEKCTe, OblIa 3aKCHpOBaHa B pasrap
kpusuca Bokpyr Kpsima B Mmapte 2014 roga
kaHwepoM I'epmanun AHrenoit Mepkes.
[To cooOuienusM, KaHIIEp CKa3al
npesuaeHty CHIA bapaky O6awme, uto
‘[Tytun >xuBeT B Apyrom mupe’( Er [Putin]
lebt in einer anderen Welt ; ‘Merkel
Schimpft’ 2014; Smale 2014). Apyrumu
cioBamy, IIyTuH BUAUT MUp NO-APYTromy.
OH npuHUMAET PEIIeHUs HA OCHOBE
uH(opmanuu, KoTopas PrIbTpyeTCs Yepes
€ro COOCTBEHHYIO CUCTEMY B3TJIsi0B. Bee,
yT0 [IyTHH roBOpUT MM 1enaer,
MOJIHOCTBIO PAllMOHANIBHO B ATUX paMKax,
JIaKe €CJIM 3TO MOXKET [10Ka3aTbCs
UPPALMOHATILHBIM C BHEIITHEH TOUKHU
3peHusl.
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The Russian president’s mindset might
be quite different from his counterparts
in Germany and the United States, but
Putin’s world view is not unique in a
Russian context. Putin is a classical
conservative whose views have deep
roots in several centuries of Russian
political thought. Three of the identities
outlined in Mr. Putin — statist, history
man, and survivalist — illustrate and
underscore Putin’s conservative
perspective.

Mpl1eHHE POCCUICKOTO IIPE3UIEHTa
MOKET CHJIBHO OTJINYAThCS OT €r0 KOJUIET B
I'epmanum u Coenunennsix Illtarax, Ho
MHpoBo33peHue [lyTuna He sBusercs
YHUKAIIBHBIM B POCCUMCKOM KOHTEKCTE.
[IyTuH - k1accu4eckuii KOHCEPBATOP, YbU
B3IJIS/Ibl UMEIOT INTyOOKHE KOPHU B
HECKOJIBKMX CTOJIETHSIX POCCHUMCKOMN
MOJINTUYECKOU MBICIIH. TpH JIMYHOCTH,
ONMCaHHbIC B KHUTE T-Ha [lyTnHa —
roCyJapCTBEHHUK, UCTOPUK, CEPBANBEIUCT
— WUTFOCTPUPYIOT ¥ OAYEPKUBAIOT
KOHCEpPBAaTUBHYIO TOYKY 3peHus [lyTuHa.
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The statist identity is, in many respects,
a response to Russia’s experience in
the 1990s, which was generally
perceived in Moscow as a decade of
domestic crisis and international
humiliation (Hill and Gaddy 2015, 38—
62). In late 1999, Putin was selected as
successor to Russian President Boris
Yeltsin against the backdrop of a
Russian political elite consensus about
restoring order to the Russian state.

JIM4HOCTH rOCYAapCTBEHHUKA BO MHOTOM
ABJIAETCA peakuuen Ha onbIT Poccun 1990-
X TO/I0B, KOTOPBIH B IIEJIOM BOCIIPUHUMAJICS

B MOCKBE KaK JECATHIIETUE BHYTPEHHETO

KpHU3HCa U MEKTYHAPOIHOTO YHI)KEHUS
(Hill and Gaddy 2015, 38-62). B xonue
1999 roga Ilytun ObuT U30paH MPEEMHUKOM
npesunenra Poccun bopuca Enbuyna Ha
(hoHe KoHCeHCyca POCCUHCKON
MOJINTUYECKON JIUTHI OTHOCUTEIBHO

BOCCTaHOBJIEHUS NopsAsiKa B PoccuiickoM

rOCy/1apCTBeE.
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Putin used one of his first major
political statements — his so-called
Millennium Message of 30 December
1999 — to present himself as a statist.
Putin promised he would entirely
devote himself to putting Russia back
on its feet again as a ‘Great Power,’
politically, economically and
strategically. In June 2013, Putin even
intimated that the official separation
and divorce from his wife, Lyudmila
Putina, was the result of his service to
the Russian state (see Marandi 2013).

IIyTrH UCII0JIB30BaI OJHO U3 CBOUX
MEPBBIX BAXKHBIX MMOJIUTUYECKUX 3asIBICHUN
— Tak Ha3biBaeMmoe «Ilocnanue
TeicsiuenieTus» ot 30 mexadbps 1999 rona —
JUISL TOTO, YTOOBI IPEJICTaBUTh ce0sl
rocynapctBeHHUKOM. [TyTun nmooGeman
MOJIHOCTBIO TIOCBATUTH CEOST TOMY, YTOOBI
MoCcTaBUTh POCCHIO Ha HOTH KaK ‘BEITUKYIO
JIEp’KaBy’ B MTOJIUTUYECKOM,
HKOHOMHUYECKOM U CTPATErHUYE€CKOM ILIaHE.
B ntone 2013 roga Ilytun nake HaMeKkHyI,
YTO OQUIHATILHOE PACCTABAHHUE U PA3BOJ C
keHou Jlrogmunoit Ilytunon cranu
PE3YNIBTATOM €ro CIIYXKObl POCCHIICKOMY
rocynapctBy (cm. Marandi 2013).

20

His complete devotion to Russia left no
time for personal relationships. From
his earliest days in the Kremlin, Putin

pursued the goal of restoring and
strengthening the Russian state by
rediscovering and reclaiming Russia’s
fundamental values and re-energizing
traditions. its historical.

Ero monnas npenannocts Poccuu He
OCTaBJIsLIa BPEMEHH JIJIS JIMUHBIX
oTHomeHU|. C caMbIX TIEPBBIX JTHEH
npeObiBanus B Kpemiie [1ytun npecnenosan
1[eJIb BOCCTAHOBIICHUS M YKPETJICHUS
POCCHIICKOI0 rocy1apCcTBa, BHOBb
OTKpPBIBasi U BOCCTAHABIMBAs
dbyHramMeHTanbHbIC IEHHOCTH Poccuu u
BO3POXK/Iasi €€ UCTOPUYECKUE IIEHHOCTH.
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He promoted the revival of the Russian
Orthodox Church, emphasizing the
church’s principles of
communitarianism over Western
individualism. He drew direct links
between the modern Russian
presidency and the pre-revolutionary
Russian tsars. By the time he returned
to the Russian presidency for a third
term in May 2012, Putin had forged a
conservative political and social
agenda that was an amalgam of the
traditional ‘Russianness’ ( russkost’ )
embodied in the Russian Orthodox
Church and Soviet-era nostalgia. Putin
depicted Russia as a unique
‘civilizational pole,” distinct from the
West and standing apart from its
European neighbours.

OH cniocoOcTBOBaN BO3pOKAEHUIO Pycckoit
[IpaBocnaBHou [lepkBu, noguepkuBas
[IEPKOBHBIE TPUHIUITBI KOMMYHUTapU3Ma
HaJ 3anaJHbIM UHAUBUyanu3MoM. OH
YCTAaHOBWJI MPSIMBIE CBS3U MEKTY
COBPEMEHHBIM POCCUNCKUM
MpeiceaaTeIbCTBOM U PYCCKUMHU
JIOPEBOJIIOLIMOHHBIMU LapsiMu. K Tomy
BPEMEHHU, KOTJ[a OH BEPHYJICS Ha MOCT
npe3ujienTa Poccuu Ha Tpetuii cpok B Mae
2012 ropa, ITytun chopmupoBan
KOHCEpPBATUBHYIO MOJUTUYECKYIO U
COLIMAJIbHYIO TOBECTKY JIHS, IIpe/ICTaBIslIa
coboii cMech TpaAULIMOHHOM "pycckocTh”
(pycckocTh), BOTUIONIEHHOM B Pycckoit
MPaBOCIIABHOM LIEPKBU U HOCTAJIbIUU
coBeTckoi amoxu. [TyTuH n300pazun
Poccuto kak yHUKaJIbHBIN
CIUBUIN3ALUOHHBIA MOJIOCY, OTAWYHBIA OT
3anaaa v CTOSIUIUN OTAETBHO OT
€BPOIEUCKUX COCEIEH.

22

In creating his conservative agenda,
Putin blatantly used history as a
political tool. He deployed his own
interpretations of Russia’s past to
reinforce policy positions and cloak

Co3znaBast CBOIO KOHCEPBAaTUBHYIO
nporpammy, [IyTuH OTKpOBEHHO
HCII0JIb30BaJl HICTOPHIO KaK NOJUTHYECKHUM
uHCTpyMeHT. OH UCIOJIB30Bal CBOU

COOCTBEHHBIC HHTCPpIPCTALH TPOULJIOTO




decisions in the mantle of historical
legitimacy. In his official biographical
materials, Putin portrayed himself as a
‘student’ of Russian history, the history
man (Hill and Gaddy 2015, 63-75).
Throughout his presidencies and his
four years as Russia’s prime minister
(2008-2012), Putin tied his personal
destiny to that of the Russian state.

Poccun 1t yKperieH!s: OTUTHIECKIX
MO3UIUI 1 MACKUPOBKHU PEUICHUI B MAHTUU
HMCTOPUYECKOM JISTUHTUMHOCTHU. B cBOMX
oduIMaIbHBIX OHOTrpadUIECKUX
marepuanax [1ytun n3obpasun ceds
"y4eHUKOM" pOCCUICKON UCTOPUH,
uctopuxoM (Hill and Gaddy 2015, 63-75).
Ha npoTskeHuu Bcero cBoero
MPE3UICHTCTBA U YEThIPEX JIET B KAUeCTBE
npembep-munucTpa Poccun (2008-2012)
[TyTuH cBsI3bIBAT CBOIO JIMYHYIO CYABOY C
CyZIb00I POCCUICKOr0o TOCy1apCTBa.
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In September 2011, Putin selected the
hundredth anniversary of the death of
Pyotr Stolypin — prime minister under
the last tsar of the Romanov dynasty,
Nicholas II — to announce his intention
to return to the presidency. Stolypin,
who set out to stave off revolution and
build ‘a Great Russia’ by reforming the
tsarist system, was a frequent reference
for Putin during his own tenure as
Russia’s premier (Hill and Gaddy
2015, 71-75).

B cenTsa6pe 2011 roxa [TyTun BeIOpan
CTOJIETHIOIO roJoBIIUHY cMepTH [leTpa
CroJIbIlIHA — PEMBEP-MUHUCTPA TIPH
MoCceAHEeM Lape TuHacTHH PoMaHOBBIX
Hukomnae 11 — 9To0b1 0OBSIBUTE O CBOEM
HaMEpPEeHUU BEPHYTHCS Ha MOCT MPE3UICHTA.
CTOoJIBINH, KOTOPBIF HaMEpeBaJICs
MIPEIOTBPATUTDH PEBOJIOLHUIO U IOCTPOUTH
"Benukyto Poccuro" nyrem
pedopMUpPOBaHUS LAPCKOM CUCTEMBI, ObLI
JacThIM opueHTHPOM Jutst [IyTrHA BO Bpemst
ero npeObIBaHUS Ha TIOCTY MPEMbEP-
munuctpa Poccun (Hill and gaddy 2015,
71-75).
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Putin unabashedly used his personal
history to frame important events. His
parents were survivors of the World
War I siege of Leningrad. They lost a
son, who would have been Putin’s
older brother, during their ordeal. Putin
meshed his family’s harrowing tale
with Russia’s metanarrative, where the
state constantly battles for survival
against a hostile outside world.

[IyTuH OTKPOBEHHO HCIIOIB30BAIl JIMYHYIO
VCTOPHIO Ui OCBALLEHUS BaKHBIX
coObITuii. Ero poaurenu nepexuiaun
6nokany Jlenunrpana Bo Bpemst Bropoii
MUPOBOH BOWHBI. OHU NOTEPSIIM ChIHA,
KOTOPBIH OBl OBl cTapIIMM OpaToM
IlytnHa, BO BpeMsl UX TSKEJBIX
ucnelTaHui. [IyTHH coeAMHII CTpalIHyIO
HCTOPHIO CBOEH CEMBHU C POCCUUCKUM
METaHapPaTUBOM, I'I€ TOCY1apCTBO
MOCTOSIHHO OOpeTCs 3a BbKUBAaHUE TIPOTHB
BpaXK1€0HOTO BHEIIHETO MUPA.
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Every calamity and great sacrifice
reaffirms Russia’s resilience and its
special status in history. The tale of
survival against all odds in Russia’s
‘Great Patriotic War’ became one of
Putin’s rhetorical touchstones. In

January 2014, during the 70th
anniversary commemorations of the
end of the siege of Leningrad, Putin
laid a wreath at the siege memorial in

Kaxnoe 6enctBue u Oosblas xxepTBa
MIOATBEPKIAI0T yCTONUMBOCTh Poccun u ee
0co0bIl cTaTyc B uctopun. Pacckas o
BBDKMBAHHMM BOIIPEKU BCEM 0XKMJIaHUSM B
"Benukoit OteuecTBeHHOM BoiiHe" Poccun
CTaJl OTHUM U3 PUTOPUUECKUX
npoOyxaenuii [lyruna. B suBape 2014
rojia, BO Bpems npasaHoBaHus 70-neTus
okoHuaHus 65okaab! Jlennnrpana, [lytun
BO3JIOKIJI BEHOK K IAMATHUKY OCaJbl B

St Petersburg.

Cankr-IlerepOypre.




He stressed his personal connection —
‘I know this from my own family
history’ — while the Kremlin solemnly
noted that the Russian president’s own
brother was interred in a mass grave at
the St Petersburg cemetery (Bodner
2014). Putin further used the occasion
to stress the sacrifices of Leningrad’s
citizens, not just those of the Soviet
Red Army.
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OH NOJ4YEpPKHYJI CBOIO JIMUHYIO CBSI3b — <
3HAIO 9TO U3 HCTOPUU CBOEU CEMBU» — B TO

BpeMs Kak B Kpemiie Top)KecTBEHHO
OTMETHIIH, YTO OpaT POCCHUCKOTO
Npe3uICHTa ObLT IIOXOPOHEH B OpPaTCKOM
MOTHJIC Ha CAHKT-NIETepOYyprcKOM
knanoume (Bodner 2014). ITytun takxe
BOCIIOJIB30BAJICS CITy4aeM, YTOObI
NMOAYCPKHYTD KCPTBLI ICHUHIPAALCB, a4 HC
TOJIBKO COBETCKUX KPAaCHOAPMEHIIEB.

Ordinary citizens’ wartime sacrifices
and the shared experience of Russia’s
long, dark history have turned the
Russian population into survivalists.
They constantly think of and prepare
for the worst. After beginning his
presidency in 1999/2000, Putin moved
to address the issue of national, state-
level, survival.
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’KepTBbI IPOCTHIX Ipak/iaH B BOGHHOE
BpeMs U OOIIUIA OMBIT IOJITOM, TEMHOM
ucropun Poccun npeBpatuiu pycckoe
HacejeHue B BEDKUBaromux. OHu
MOCTOSTHHO TyMArOT ¥ TOTOBSITCS K
xynuemy. HauaB cBoe nmpe3uieHTCTBO B
1999/2000 roxy, ITyTun nepemen k
pEIICHUIO0 TPOOJIEMbI BBDKUBAHHS Ha
HallMOHAJIBLHOM, TOCYJJAPCTBEHHOM ypPOBHE.

He concluded that the colossal debts
racked up by his predecessors, Mikhail
Gorbachev and Boris Yeltsin, had
undermined the sovereignty of the
USSR and threatened the survival of
post-Soviet Russia. In the 1990s,
Russia was beholden to the IMF, the
World Bank, the Paris Club, and the
United States. It was unable to assert
itself or protect its interests. Putin paid
off Russia’s debts, and created massive
national financial and material reserves
to give Russia the resources to
withstand future economic crises,
natural disasters and wars (Hill and
Gaddy 2015, 76-105).
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OH npu1ien K BEIBOAY, YTO KOJOCCATbHbIE
JIOJITY, HAKOILICHHEIE €0
MpeAIIeCTBeHHUKaMH MuXanaom
I"'opbaueBsiM 1 boprucom EnpriuHbiM,
noaopsanu cysepenurer CCCP u
YIpOKaJld BBIXKUBAHUIO TTIOCTCOBETCKOM
Poccun. B 1990-¢e roasr Poccus Obuia
o0s13ana MB®, BcemupHomy 6aHky,
[Tapmwxckomy kiyoy u CoeTMHEHHBIM
IlITaram. OHa He cMOIJIa OTCTANBATh ce0s

WJIM 3aIUIIaTh CBOU UHTepechl. [1yTun
paccunTaiics ¢ noiramu Poccuu u cozman
OTPOMHBIE HallMOHANIbHBIE (PHHAHCOBBIE U

MaTepuaibHbIe pe3epPBbl, YTOOBI 1aTh
Poccun pecypcesl At IPOTUBOCTOSHUS
OyIyIIMM SKOHOMHYECKUM KPU3HCaM,
cTUXuitHbIM OencTBusM u BoiiHam (Hill and
Gaddy 2015, 76-105).

In Putin’s view, for Russia to survive
as a sovereign state and regain control
of its own destiny, the state had to
increase its ability to resist Western
pressure — including through creating
new instruments of economic leverage
and revitalizing its military forces. In
his 2012 annual address to the Russian
parliament, after returning to the
presidency, Putin summed up his
thinking quite clearly. He asserted that
Russia should ensure that it was in
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ITo muenuto [lyruna, yto6s1 Poccus morna
BBDKHUTDH KaK CyBEPEHHOE TOCY1apCTBO U
BOCCTAaHOBUTbH KOHTPOJIb HaJl CBOEH
cynb0oH, el He00X0IMMO OBIIIO TIOBBICUTH
CBOIO CIIOCOOHOCTH MPOTUBOCTOSITh
JaBJICHUIO 3ama/ia — B TOM YHCIe MyTeM
CO3/1aHMSI HOBBIX HHCTPYMEHTOB
HKOHOMUYECKOTO phluara U akTHBU3AINH
CBOMX BOOPYXEHHBIX CUJI. B cBoeM
€XKEroJIHOM OOpallleHHH K POCCUICKOMY
napiaameHTy B 2012 rogy, BEpHYBLINCH HA
noct npesuaenta, [lytun noctatouno

‘geopolitical demand’.

YCTKO IIOABCIT UTOI'M CBOCT'O MBIIIJICHH .




Oun 3agBui, uto Poccus noipkHa
00ecreunTsh "TeonoJINTUYECKOE
TpeboBanue".

Putin declared that ‘Russia should not
only preserve its geopolitical demand —
it should increase the demand, [Russia]
should be demanded [or needed] by our
neighbours and partners. ... This
concerns our economy, culture,
science, education and diplomacy ...
And, last, but not least, this concerns
our military might, which guarantees
Russia’s security and independence’
(Putin 2012c¢).
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[Tytun 3asBui, uto «Poccus 10JKHA HE
TOJIBKO COXPAHUTDH CBOE I€ONOIUTHYECKOE
TpeOoBaHUE - OHA JIOJIKHA YBEIUUUTh
TpeboBanue, [Poccust] nomkna ObITH
BOCTpeOOBaHa [MJIM HY)KHA| HAIITUMHU
COCEISIMU U MapTHEPAMH. ... ITO Kacaercs
HaIlIel SKOHOMHKH, KYIbTYPbl, HAYKH,
o0Opa3oBaHus U AUIIIIOMATHH ... M, HakoHer,
YTO HE MEHEe BaXKHO, 3TO KacaeTcs Hallel
BOEHHOM MOIIIM, KOTOpasi TapaHTUPYET
0€301MacHOCTh U HE3aBUCUMOCTh Poccumny»
(ITytun, 2012).

These three identities, statist, history
man and survivalist, described in Mr.
Putin , help explain Putin’s goals and
priorities for Russian domestic and
foreign policy. The second set of three
identities — the outsider, the free
marketeer, and the case officer —
explain Putin’s methods for achieving
his goals and priorities. These identities
provide more insight into Putin, the
man.
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OTHU TPH JINYHOCTH - TOCYAAPCTBEHHUK,
HCTOPUK U BEDKUBAIBIIHK, OTIMCAHHBIC B
kHure r-Ha [lyTuHa, momMorarot oObsICHUTD
uenu u npuoputetsl [lyTuHa Bo
BHYTPEHHEN U BHEIIHEN NTONUTUKE Poccun.
Bropoii Habop U3 Tpex Jau YHOCTEN —
ayTcaiiziep, cBOOOIHBIM MapKeTOJIOT U
pabOTHHK OMEPATUBHOTO COCTaBA —
o0BsicHsieT meTtoabl [lyTuna ans
JIOCTUKEHHUS €ro LEeJIe U IPUOPUTETOB.
OTH TUYHOCTHU Jar0T OoJibilie HHpOpMaIuu
o Ilyrune.

Putin was born and raised in Russia’s
second city, Leningrad (now St
Petersburg), the child of a factory
worker and sometime janitor with
earlier humble roots in Russia’s
Ryazan province. When he reached the
pinnacle of Russian power, Putin
assiduously cultivated the image of
himself as an outsider (Hill and Gaddy

2015, 106-131).
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[IytuH poauics u BEIpOC BO BTOPOM T'OpOAE
Poccuu - Jlennnrpane (HpiHe CaHKT-
IletepOypr), B ceMbe GpabprUuHOTO
pa0ouero u nHOrAa yOOpIIMKa, HMEBIIETO
CKpOMHBIE KOpHH B Ps3aHCKO ryGepHUH.
Korga oH nocTur BepmmHbl pOCCUNCKON
BiacTy, [IyTnH ycepaHo KyJIbTUBHpOBAI
o0pa3 ce0s kak ayrcaiinepa (Hill and
Gaddy 2015, 106-131).

Putin’s outsider status became a virtue
during the protest movements that
marked his return to the presidency in
2011/12, when he repeatedly stressed
his connections to ‘ordinary’ Russians
and distanced himself from Moscow’s
elites and urban professionals who had

taken to the streets.
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Craryc ayrcaiinepa Ilytuna cran
JIOCTOMHCTBOM BO BpEMsI IIPOTECTHBIX
JBUKEHU, KOTOPBIE O3HAMEHOBAJIN €T0
BO3BpAILICHHUE HA MTOCT IPE3UIECHTA B
2011/12, xorna oH HEOAHOKPATHO
MOAYE€PKHUBAIT CBOU CBSI3U C "0OBIYHBIMU"
PYCCKUMH U THUCTAaHUHUPOBAICS OT
MOCKOBCKHX JJIUT U TOPOJICKUX
po¢eccCuoHaNOB, KOTOPbIE BHIIILIM HA
YJIALIBL.

Neither Putin nor his family members
had been part of the leadership
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Hu [lyTuH, HU 4iIeHBI €70 CEMBU HE
BXOJWIN B COCTaB PYKOBOIALLUX CTPYKTYP

structures of the Communist Party of

KommyHnncrrueckoi naptumn CoBETCKOro




the Soviet Union (CPSU). In many
respects, Putin was even an outsider
within the KGB. He was recruited into
the institution in the 1970s as part of an
effort by KGB Director Yury
Andropov to bring in a new generation
of operatives from outside normal
channels. Putin did not rise rapidly
through the ranks of the KGB, nor did
he secure plum postings.

Coro3za (KTICC). Bo muorowm ITytun 6601
naxe nocroponauM B KI'b. OH Ob11
3aBepOoBaH B opranu3anuio B 1970-x rogax
B pamkax ycuinui qupekropa KI'b FOpus
AHJponoBa 10 NPUBJIEUYEHNIO HOBOT'O
MTOKOJICHUS OTIEPaTUBHUKOB CO CTOPOHBI
HOpPMaJIbHBIX KaHaoB. [lyTun He ObICTpO
noAHsuICs o ciyke6Ho# necthune KI'b u
He o0ecrieuns ce0e CIIMBOBBIX MOCTOB.

During the critical reform period of
perestroika in the 1980s, the KGB
posted Putin to the provincial city of
Dresden, in East Germany. By being
posted in Dresden from 1985 to 1990,
Putin missed the most revolutionary
and pluralistic political period of
perestroika and the high points of
Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev’s
reforms.
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B nepuon kputndeckoit peopmbl
nepectpoiiku 1980-x rogo KI'b ornpaBun
Ilytuna B Jlpe3neH, NpOBUHIUAIBHBIN
ropoj B Boctounoii I'epmannu. Haxoxasce B

Hpesnene ¢ 1985 no 1990 rox, [lytun
MIPOITYCTHUJI CAMbIA PEBOIFOLIMOHHBIN U
TUTIOPATUCTUYECKUI TTOJIMTUYECKUI TTEPUOJ
MePECTPOUKH U JTy4IlINe MOMEHTHI pehopm
COBETCKOro Juepa, Muxamna ['opbadesa.

In Dresden, Putin watched East
Germany implode as a result of a
struggle between would-be East
German reformers and the hard line
regime of Erich Honecker. He
witnessed protests and street violence
and developed (as he himself admitted
in biographical interviews) a very
negative view of the consequences of
the rise of political opposition
movements (Putin et al. 2000, 76-81).
Putin saw firsthand the ability of
protestors to bring down governments
and destroy states.
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B dpesnene [lytun nabmronan, Kkak
Bocrounas I'epmanus B3pbiBaeTcs B
pe3ynbrate 00pbObI MEXKIY OYIyITUMU
BOCTOYHOTEpPMaHCKUMHU pedopMaTopamu u
KECTKUM pexxuMoM Dpuxa XoHekkepa. OH
ObUI CBUJIETENIEM IIPOTECTOB U YIIMYHOTO
HACWINS U y HETO CIIOXKHWIOCH (KaK OH caM
MpU3HAJICS B OMOrpapMuecKuX HHTEPBBIO)
OUYEHb HEraTUBHOE MPEJCTABICHUE O
MOCJEICTBHUIX POCTA MOIUTUYECKUX
ONMO3UIMOHHBIX BWKeHuH (Ilytun u ap.
2000, 76-81). ITyTuH He NOHACBILIKE
BHJIEN CTOCOOHOCTH TTPOTECTYIOITUX
CBEprarb IPaBUTEJIbCTBA U Pa3pyLIaTh
rocy/1apcTBa.

Moreover, when Putin came back to
the Soviet Union after the fall of the
Berlin Wall, he found the USSR in its
death throes. The Soviet Union and, by

default, Russia had lost its dominant
position in eastern Europe. It was about
to lose its own statehood as a result of
the same political and economic forces
that pulled East Germany apart.
Russia’s loss of position and statehood
in 1990/91 was for Putin, as he stressed
in his 2005 annual address to the
Russian parliament, one of the greatest
geopolitical catastrophes of the
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Kpowme Toro, koraa [lytun BepHyics B
Coserckuii Coro3 nocie najieHus
bepnunckoii crensl, on 3actan CCCP B
npencMmeptHoi aronuu. Coserckuii Coro3
", 110 yMOJIYaHu1o, Poccus norepsnu cBoe
JOMHUHUPYOIIIEE MoJI0)KeHne B BoctouHoi
EBpomne. Ona 6b1a 651M3Ka K motepe
cOOCTBEHHOM rOCYJJaPCTBEHHOCTH B
pe3yJIbTaTe TEX K€ MOJIUTUIECKUX U
SKOHOMMYECKUX CUJI, KOTOPbIE pa3aesIuin
Bocrounyto I'epmanuto. I[Toreps Poccuen
CBOETO TMOJIOKEHHS U TOCYIapCTBEHHOCTHU B

1990/91 ronax 6buta ans [lytuna, kak oH
MOTYEPKHYJ B CBOEM €KETOIHOM MOCIaHUH

twentieth century (Putin 2005).

poccuiickoMy napiaMmenty 2005 rona,

10



OJTHOH U3 BEIWYaUIINX I'eOIOIUTHYECKUX
karactpod XX Beka (ITytun 2005).
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After his tenure as deputy mayor of St
Petersburg in the early 1990s, Putin
was specifically brought to Moscow as
an outsider in the summer of 1996. He
was recruited as a member of the team
of liberal reformers around President
Yeltsin headed by Anatoly Chubais.
Putin’s mission was to help root out the
entrenched political interests in
Moscow that were blocking economic
reforms (Hill and Gaddy 2015, 132—
152).

[Tocne cBoero npedbIBaHUs HA TIOCTY
3amectuTens mapa Cankr-Ilerepbypra B
Havane 1990-x ronos, [lytun nerom 1996
roja ObUI crielMaIbHO NpUBe3eH B MOCKBY
B KauecTBe ayTcaiiepa. Ero 3aBepOoBanu B
KOMaHAy JIMOepabHbIX peopMaTopoB
BOKpYT npe3usieHTa EnpiinHa Bo riiaBe ¢
Amnaronuem Yybaiicom. Muccus [Tyruna
COCTOSIa B TOM, YTOOBI IOMOYb
UCKOPEHUTH YKOPEHUBIIHECS
MOJIMTHYECKUE UHTEpeChl B MOCKBe,
KOTOpBIE OIIOKUPOBAIIA IKOHOMUYECKUE
pedopwmsl (Hill and Gaddy 2015, 132-152).

39 Putin seemed, at first, to fit into the Cnauana ka3anocs, uro [lytun
Chubais team. His outsider status and BITMCBIBaeTCs B Komanay Yyoaiica. Ero
pragmatism had enabled him to reject | cratyc ayrcaiiaepa(lioCTOPOHHUH CTAaTyC) U

two of the central tenets of [IparMaTH3M MO3BOJIUIN EMY OTBEPTHYTh
communism: state ownership and JIBa IEHTPAIbHBIX TPUHIIMIIA KOMMYHH3MA:
central planning. History taught Putin rOCyIapCTBEHHON COOCTBEHHOCTH U
that the Soviet economic system had HEHTPATM30BaHHOTO TIJITAHUPOBAHMS.
failed. Private property, free enterprise Uctopus yuuna IlytunHa, 9To coBeTcKas
and the market were superior. HKOHOMHYECKAs CUCTEMa MoTepIiesa Kpax.
YacTHast cOOCTBEHHOCTD, CBOOOIHOE
NPEANPUHIMATEIBCTBO U PHIHOK OBUIH
JydIe.
40 | Putin’s understanding of capitalism, OnHako NOHUMaHHE KalluTalu3Ma

however, was much more limited than
others in the reformist circles. He had
no formal economics training. He was
more a free marketeer, a wheeler-
dealer, than an adherent of the free
market in a Western sense.

[TyTuabIM OBLTO TOpa3no 6osee
OTpaHUYEHHBIM, YeM JPYTHUMH B
pedopMUCTCKUX Kpyrax. Y HEro He ObLIo
HUKAaKOTO SKOHOMUYECKOTO 00pa30BaHusl.
OH 0bUI O0JIBIIIE CBOOOIHBIM
MapKeTOJIOrOM, AUIEPOM, YeM
MIPUBEPIKEHIIEM CBOOOTHOTO PHIHKA B
3aIaHOM CMBICIIE.
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