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Russia among great power competition in its new border space 

When we discuss so called post-Soviet space (without Baltic States) it is necessary to 

attract attention to the following. In 1990s Russia tried to get approval from the West of its 

“special interests” and “special role” in post-Soviet space. Post-Soviet countries, including 

Russia, were accommodating themselves to their new independent statehood, and joined the 

Commonwealth of Independent states (CIS) more on inertia than real understanding of its 

function, pluses and minuses of this kind of integration. Russia was busy trying to become part 

of the West and establish strategic relations with the United States, developed special relations 

with Belarus, donated economies of Ukraine and some other countries (low prices for energy). 

By 1996-1997 the CIS was in crisis because there was not any real progress of integration, and 

Russia was blamed for that by leaders of Central Asian countries. After 1998 when Russia found 

itself in deep economic crisis and the idea of strategic partnership with the U.S. failed, post-

Soviet integration got new impulse. Among the majority of post-Soviet countries there was also 

realization of importance of closer and better organized integration system around Russia. 

In 2000 Russia also realized that her “special role” cannot be given for granted, that she 

also needs economic, military and political cooperation with neighbor states. It was evident that 

space around Russia was becoming sphere of tough competition between big centers of power 

for territories (strategic factor – military bases), natural resources (mostly oil and gas) and 

transportation roots, and for political orientation of these countries (democracy) to be able to 

control and program their development. There was also visible competition among post-Soviet 

countries for regional influence; they were looking for their place in configuration of forces in 
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“Big” and “Small Eurasia” 1. Some of them chose Western vector and model; others preferred to 

be part of a separate subsystem “Malaya Evrazia” (Smaller Eurasia) where Russia remains the 

core of economic, security and political cooperation. The controversy of this subsystem is 

geographic presence of China with its very active policy, its membership and decisive role in 

Shanghai Cooperation Organization, and importance of relations with China for Russia.  

It is too early to state that status of all post-Soviet countries in regional and sub-regional 

systems has settled. Russia remains one of the most important players though its influence has 

been diminishing. In the paper we shall analyze “Russia’s new border space”, and perspectives 

of competition for Russia, China, and the United States. 

“Russia’s new border space”: general features and vectors of policy     

 For all new states emerged after the USSR dissolution one of the most important 

problems was to “organize” their new statehood and formulate strategy of relations with different 

members of international community. Russia after short period of debates returned to historic 

tradition of the Russian State: to act as a great power actor at global and regional levels, and be 

the center of integration for post-Soviet countries. For other new states the choice was different. 

Baltic States who never considered themselves part of the Soviet Union turned to the West; 

Ukraine, Moldova, Georgia and Azerbaijan were also Europe oriented but could not realize their 

plan quickly; Azerbaijan was inclined to keep both Russian and EU vector in its policy. Belarus 

and Armenia gave preference to close relations with Russia due to historic tradition and special 

terms of relations with Russia. Central Asian countries who realized complexity of regional 

surroundings, relations within new Central-Asian subregion, and acuteness of domestic 

problems, preferred to stay closer to Russia. 

 Kazakhstan, Kirghizstan, Tajikistan, Uzbekistan and Turkmenistan  together with Russia, 

Belarus, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Ukraine, Moldova constituted a new geopolitical community – 

Malaya Evrazia (Russia + CIS country-members), though Uzbekistan, Turkmenistan, Moldova 

and Ukraine are members with very changeable positions, and they do not participate in all CIS 

structures. 

 What is common for all new states is that they are so called “transit states” situated 

between Russia and other rather powerful actors. This is the source of their strength and 

maneuver. They use this transit territory factor to get certain political and economic dividends. 

                                                             
1 The term “Eurasia” is differently used in Russian and American political discourse. In Russia “Eurasia” is the 
Continent, geographic category. Russia and other post-Soviet states are part of Eurasia, and for convenience we 
define it as “Malaya Evrazia” (Small Eurasia).  
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This game is different in different cases: it is either aimed against one country (often Russia), or 

its aim is to bring into conflict bigger states, to play on contradictions between great powers, to 

get political and economic support, investments, credits, etc. In case of Baltic States, Ukraine, 

Moldova, partially Belarus, this “transit anti-Russian card” was (and is) successfully used in 

energy sphere. Trans-Caucasus countries are also interested in using their transit position for 

their economic benefits and support plans to build pipelines and establish sea roots outside of 

Russia2. Central Asian states do not play this transit card against Russia because their Southern 

neighbors are ambivalent in their actions: future plans of some big players are not quite clear 

(China, India); in some of them economic and political situation is unstable (Iran, Turkey, 

Pakistan, Afghanistan). 

 Russia has to take into account aspirations and attitudes of its neighbor states. Their 

policies often hamper Russia’s actions, however these states remain very important sphere of its 

interests. Russia depends on the actions and plans of its neighbors in the North, in the West and 

in the South. It is learning to play by the rules suggested (or dictated) by neighbor countries and 

find compromise. For these countries Russia is viewed as one but not the strongest among other 

active players. Model of “closed regionalism” introduced in 1991 does not satisfy interests of all 

post-Soviet countries3.  Russia as well as its neighbors has to diversify its policy, and neutralize 

the game of certain countries by the same practice: use its stronger economic potential, try to 

overplay them in relations with European and Asian powers; try to make the CIS and other 

regional structures more functional and interesting to its members; try to successfully fulfill its 

modernization program to become a stronger player and attractive partner to its neighbors as 

compared to other countries.  

 At present there are still a number of factors that support Russia’s border space 

integration: Russia is the richest country, it is an open and profitable market for resources and 

goods from these countries, is an open market for their labor force. Russia remains the main 

military power giving security guarantees to its neighbors. Formally it is a “nuclear umbrella” to 

members of Collective Security Treaty Organization (ODKB) while other post-Soviet states 

                                                             
2 August 2008 conflict between Georgia and Russia was not only the case of Georgia’s statehood – bring back 
Abkhazia and South Ossetia. Georgia wanted to consolidate the territory and establish full control over track in the 
Caucasus Mountains and the Black Sea shore and ports. In case of victory Georgia could fully play the transit card 
and make its territory eligible for military presence (NATO) and trade roots. 
3 Integration that developed after the dissolution of the Soviet Union is often defined as “integration for survival”. 
Present situation requires further integration but of different nature and forms. States are looking for various kinds 
and forms of integration; want to be included into different regional and global structures. Russia cannot be the only 
integrating center. Russia is also constrained by this form of integration, needs more advanced form of being 
involved into interaction of leading world and regional players.   
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either can get such guarantees from NATO (for instance, Georgia, Ukraine, Moldova), or have 

an independent course negotiating with both sides (for instance, Azerbaijan, Uzbekistan).  

 There is a lot said that Russia’s efforts to consolidate post-Soviet space under its 

influence and control were not successful. As we mentioned above, Russia is not a “special 

actor” for post-Soviet countries, it is one of players who have some advantages, as compared to 

other great powers also trying to strengthen their influence, and disadvantages too. Russia has 

less financial resources for direct investments into their economies, as, for instance, China, EU 

or the United States; has its own economic and social problems. But its attitude to neighbors 

takes into account  common historic past, “common macro-economic Soviet system”, whose 

elements are still working;  suggests special terms in trade and customs, establishing special low 

prices for its CIS partners (energy), let citizens of neighbor states to work in Russia and transfer 

capital to their native countries; Russian military potential gives “security umbrella”. Russia’s 

support prevented Central Asian countries from being “absorbed” or “torn apart” by mighty 

Asian powers. Potential for mutual support and interconnection has not exhausted yet. When the 

wave of “revolutions” continues in the Northern Africa and Persian Gulf Region, situation 

remains dangerous in Afghanistan, Pakistan, Iraq, unstable political and economic situation  

after “orange revolutions” is in Kirghizstan, Georgia and Ukraine, Russia looks more  attractive 

to Central Asian and Trans-Caucasian countries as close and not aggressive partner. 

 Despite the fact that Russia has lost its special position among post-Soviet countries, the 

outcome of processes that are taking place around Russia is not clear and predetermined. Much 

will depend on Russia’s ability to fulfill modernization of its economy, and on the outcome of 

political and economic development of the majority of post-Soviet states.  

Russia among great powers of the 21st century 

 Many Russian scholars do not accept realist description of contemporary world as 

polycentric or multipolar giving preference to unipolar conception of the world and proclaim the 

USA the only great power today. Quite a lot deny that Russia today can be defined as a great or 

leading world power. The same view is supported by many American scholars of liberal and 

neoconservative orientation who ignore Russia in their description of the future global governing 

structures. Only the United States, China and European Union (sometimes India) are considered 

global centers of power who will determine world order of the 21st century4. However there are 

                                                             
4 See, for instance: Zbigniew Brzezinski and Brent Scowcroft, America and the World. Conversations of the Future 
of American Foreign Policy ( N.Y.: Putnam’s House and Sons, 2008); Parag Khanna, The Second World. How 
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authors who do not see “the governing core” without Russia, and acknowledge that global 

decisions will be made not in Brussels but in Washington, Beiging and Moscow5. 

 In my view great powers will play dominant role and there are more than one great power 

in contemporary world politics. There is no consensus on the definition of a “great power” in the 

21st century among Russian scholars. Many authors do not give any definition of a “great 

power”; operate with categories of “global or regional leader” and “great power” as synonyms. 

However, these are different categories. Leadership in world politics is a form of realizing by a 

certain country of its great power or superpower status. Leadership is an opposite category to 

hegemony. It means that countries-followers accept without pressure or coercion global leader 

special position in world politics, and its conception of world order, are ready to participate in 

realization of declared global strategy. You cannot declare yourself a leader – global or regional. 

Leadership emerges and gets legitimacy from the support and actions of other players, first of all, 

leading world powers. So called “American global leadership” in world order construction was 

declared by the United States unilaterally, and in 2000s American policy took the form of 

hegemony. America’s special role of world order construction is not accepted by the majority of 

leading world powers. China, Russia, Brazil oppose it, India, though not objecting openly, does 

not actively participate in realization of American global plan. 

 In our understanding, “great power” is a special category that includes many parameters. 

Contemporary great power is a country that possesses traditional characteristics of a great 

power – territory, natural resources, population, intellectual resources, economic, military, 

technological potential, and high cultural and educational potential. A great power today is a 

country that is to a great extent (or absolutely) independent in conducting its domestic and 

foreign policy aimed at safeguarding national interests, exerts visible influence on macro 

regional and world politics, policies of other countries (world regulation policy); has the will to 

realize great power strategy. A great power must also have historic tradition of thinking and 

acting globally, tradition and culture of exerting influence on world politics, acting as a 

dominant or very active and influential player6 . 

                                                                                                                                                                                                    
Emerging Powers Are Redefining Global Competition in the Twenty-First Century (New York: Random House, 
2009). 

5 See: Robert Kagan, “The Return of History”, The Los Angeles Times, August 5, 2007 
(http://www.carnegieendowment.org/publications) 
 
6 See: Tatiana Shakleina, Rossia i SSHA v Mezhdunarodnikh Otnosheniayh XXI veka (Russia and the United States 
in International relations of the 21st Century)  (Moscow: Prospekt, 2011).   
No country is free in realization of its policy, even the United States, but within existing objective restrictions 
countries possess different degrees of freedom in conducting their domestic and foreign policies. As analysis of 
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 Let’s analyze Russia’s characteristics that can testify to its status of a great power.  

Traditional characteristics 

  Russia remains the biggest country in the world and one of the richest in natural 

resources. We cannot ignore this fact because in contemporary world possession of resources is 

becoming of vital importance. In case of Russia we can often hear assumptions that richness in 

resources is a curse for the country because it brings “easy money” (for instance, for oil and gas), 

strengthens corruption, and does not necessarily facilitate advanced technological development 

of the country. As a result national economy is very much dependent on world prices, world and 

regional trade markets, policies of certain countries or organizations. It is also stated that 

Russia’s resources are shrinking, and in 50 years or so, it will lose its privileged position in 

energy sector, and that will be the end of its independent policy, the end of any hope for 

successful modernization.  

It is true that natural resources are diminishing, and Russia is pressed by time to fulfill its 

economic and political reforms. However, Russia remains one of the biggest and richest 

countries in explored (known) resources, and there are huge resources on its territory that are 

still not known. Geological exploration of new fields and further extraction of resources will be 

much cheaper on the Russian territory, than for instance, in the Arctic Ocean or the Northern 

Pole area (where Russia also has big territory). So, shrinkage of resources is not the problem for 

Russia, it is a problem for countries without sufficient resources, for instance, for China, India 

and some European countries. The problem for Russia is to enlarge exploration, modernize 

resource industry, and use this “resource factor” for the benefit of the country, for economic 

modernization; to use natural resources smartly for achieving success and consolidating its 

position as a great power.  

 Territory is also very important. Those who deny importance of traditional characteristics 

in general, and territory in particular, state that population of the Russian Federation is too small 

and diminishing every year, huge territories are empty, can be lost in the near future and 

occupied by migrants from neighbor states. It is true, and the threat for Russia might be a failure 

to solve demographic problem and keep control of its vast territories. However at present, 

Russian territory is in its full possession and under control. 

Richness in territory and natural resources prevented Russia from severe aggravation of 

economic and social situation in the years following the dissolution of the Soviet Union. It is 
                                                                                                                                                                                                    
contemporary international relations shows, not so many countries are politically free. Great powers must be able to 
enjoy and safeguard this political freedom. 
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necessary to remember that Russia survived dismantlement of the superpower, a mighty 

federation of republics organized in common economic system, with all dramatic consequences. 

At macro-level, richness in natural resources saved Russian economy from complete collapse, 

and at micro-levels, territory with resources (free land, forests, rivers, lakes, etc.) helped people 

to survive, overcome unemployment and shortage of money, start small businesses. Possession 

of territory and natural resources should not be ignored when we characterize this or that 

country. Shortage of territory and resources for countries with big population can become source 

of instability, crisis, decline, aggression. The challenge for Russia now is to move away from 

dependence on resource export, make economy modern and effective, and improve social 

conditions.  

      Russia remains the second mightiest military power in the world, though it lags far behind 

the United States in military budget and development of advanced military technologies. Russia 

is not among the leaders in military expenditures, its arsenal is getting old, and according to 

foreign estimations; by 2025 Russia will lose its privileged position in the military sphere as 

compared to other growing powers. It is true that Russia has serious problems with 

modernization of its military forces and arms, military reform is going with great difficulties and 

mistakes; there is not enough money for development of new advanced types of weapons. 

Nevertheless, period of deep crisis has passed. Russian government introduced new programs 

aimed at dramatic improvement of the situation in military forces (salaries, living conditions, 

social benefits, fighting corruption, growth of finance for R&D, etc.). 

Russia and the United States have comparable military capabilities, practically equal 

nuclear arsenals7. Other nuclear states are still far behind in their nuclear and general military 

capability. Russia demonstrates steady support to non-proliferation regime, international control 

of nuclear weapons (NPT), while some of great powers refuse to join NPT (India), do not join 

Russia-American initiatives in arms control, trying to catch up with them. As a successor of the 

USSR policy in military sphere, Russia remains the most active participant in the establishment 

of collective security system; is against usage of military methods to solve political problems. 

                                                             
7 Rossia v Formirovanii mezhdunarodnoy systemi profilaktiki rasprostranenia oruzhiya massovogo porazhenia 
(Russia in the Formation of International System of Non-Proliferation of Weapons of Mass Destruction), ed. by 
Andrei Kokoshin and Alexei Bogaturov (Moscow: URSS, 2008), pp. 14-35, 72-138. 
One of the main arguments of American experts when they characterize Russia is that it is the only country in the 
world that is capable of destroying the United States See: An Agenda for Renewal. U.S. – Russian Relations. A 
Report by the Russian and Eurasian Program of Carnegie Endowment for International Peace. (Washington, D.C.: 
CEIP, 2000). 
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 Economy is the weakest point for Russia. The country managed to survive after the end of 

the Soviet economic system. Soviet economic heritage was very controversial: what was left to 

Russia was enough to sustain certain level of economic development and survival for the 

population, but it was not enough to remain among most developed countries, and be able to 

participate in global and macro-regional decision making on financial and economic issues. As 

compared to other great powers, Russia lags behind them: China, India and Brazil occupy 5th, 7th, 

and 15th positions in GDP growth rate, while Russia is 88th; they occupy12th, 17th and 10th 

positions in industrial production growth rate, while Russia is 25th; China has become the second 

biggest economy in the world; Russia lags behind all leading world powers in development of 

advanced technologies8.  

We can continue the list of figures that look very unfavorable for the Russian Federation 

today. However, we should be careful with figures. High figures of industrial growth cannot be 

always viewed as characteristic of great power status, without other attributes mentioned above; 

they do not make this or that country a great power actor in global or macro-regional politics. 

Other questions to think about when we concentrate on high GDP growth and production figures 

are the following: 1) do we really need to compare our economic figures to ones of China, for 

instance, where the population is 1,5 billion, and production must grow tremendously to satisfy 

its population increasing needs? 2) does anybody think of consequences of such tempo and scale 

of economic development if we continue to compare our economic development, needs and 

achievements to Asian economies?  

 It seems that not quantitative but qualitative results are of primary importance. Russia 

does not need the same quantities, but really needs to catch up with most developed countries in 

the development of advanced technologies. Russia still possesses impressive scientific potential 

to a great extent due to what was left after the USSR, and what we managed to preserve during 

20 years. But science and research are in critical situation. Russia lags behind the United States, 

China, India, Germany and many other countries in expenditures on science and research. If 

Russia does not fulfill declared program of modernization and reinforcement of its scientific and 

technological development, its decline might become an irreversible process. 

                                                             
8 The figures are taken from the CIA website: https://www.cia.gov/library/publications/the-world-
factbook/rankorder/2003rank.html 
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 The strong point for Russia is its culture and education. Cultural historic tradition and 

heritage are huge and are inherent part of Russia’s existence and source of its influence. Quality 

of education suffered for a number of reasons: Russia inherited educational system left after the 

Soviet Union but did not have enough finance and employees to keep it at established high level; 

general poor financial and economic situation did not allow to keep previous high level and 

scope of educational system  – many schools and universities found themselves in severe 

financial crisis, did not have enough money to pay teachers salaries and provide necessary 

conditions for teaching process; change of political system and political ideology brought radical 

changes in content (teaching programs and text-books) and methods of education. As a result a 

lot of secondary and professional schools (colleges) in the regions were closed, many regional 

and even Moscow and Saint-Petersburg universities had big financial and other problems. New 

private colleges and universities that appeared after 1991 not always demonstrated high 

standards and quality of education. Introduction of paid college and university education also 

had impact on the number of students (at the state universities half of the students get free 

education, and the rest - pay). Despite mentioned facts, population in Russia is still almost 100% 

educated (secondary education), and university education is still very popular and growing. The 

number of those who go to study abroad is not big. Real challenge for Russian education system 

is to make university education compatible with European and American education systems, to 

improve financial conditions of Russian schools and universities, to stop decline of secondary 

education in provinces; to make Russian universities attractive to foreign students (now the 

number of foreign students is not big, students usually come from the CIS and Asian countries). 

 To summarize traditional characteristics of contemporary Russian State we can say the 

following: despite the fact that some characteristics are low (advanced technology, 

demography), or average (economy, science and research), Russia still possesses a number of 

high qualifications (territory, natural resources, military potential, culture, education). 

 Besides mentioned traditional characteristics it is necessary to add two very important 

distinctive features of contemporary great power: 1) historic experience, tradition and culture to 

exert decisive or visible influence on world politics, to determine or very actively participate in 

the formation of world order; 2) ability to pursue independent domestic and foreign policy aimed 

at safeguarding national interests. A great power actor must have the culture of thinking globally 

and have the will and be able to behave globally. These two characteristics cannot be ignored, as 

great power policy cannot grow out only of economic or military might, and it takes a lot of time 

(in the past - centuries) to form great power culture. Russia has been living with this culture, 

mentality and tradition through its history. And this is what keeps Russia at great power level.  
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            Among contemporary great powers Russia is not the mightiest, but remains influential 

and cannot be ignored at global and regional levels. After the United States Russia looks most 

active in initiatives for the formation of the new world order, and also remains the most active 

country trying to preserve positive heritage of the bipolar world regulation when we managed to 

keep the world without big war for half a century. Other great powers, like China and India did 

not express clear position on the global order formation; they are still inward looking, trying to 

decide domestic problems. Russia on the contrary, according to its historic tradition combines 

domestic and international policies. Brazil does not have historic global regulating tradition and 

experience, but it is trying to develop one, though also not very effectively. European great 

powers – Germany and France are very much constrained by EU membership and adherence to 

common EU policy; Great Britain remains visibly dependent on the US policy. General picture 

of great power characteristics among five acknowledged great powers of global dimension is 

presented in Table 1. 

Table 1 

Parameters of 

a great power 

United States China India Brazil Russia 

Territory + +/- +/- + + 

Natural 

resources 

+/- - - + + 

Population + +/- +/- + - 

Military 

potential 

+ +/- +/- - + 

Economy + +/- +/- +/- -/+ 

Advanced 

technologies 

+ +/- +/- -/+ +/- 

Science & 

Research

  

+ +/- +/- - -/+ 

Education + - - - + 

Culture + +/- +/- -/+ + 
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Tradition to 

act globally 

+ -/+ - - + 

 

When we give double figure +/-  or -/+ it means that this characteristic of a great power is 

controversial and twofold.  It contains both positive achievements or potential, and at the same 

time has quite visible deficiencies. For instance, Russia has very good technological and science 

and research potential left after the Soviet Union. However, it does not sufficiently and 

effectively develops modern advanced technologies, lags behind other developed countries in 

R&D, is not the member of OECD (as well as China, India and Brazil). Still, in a number of 

fields Russia remains highly developed, for instance, in space technologies and research, military 

technologies, and some others. For China and India territory is rather big, but is not enough for 

huge growing population which can create migration problem for Russia, for instance, and other 

countries where number of migrants from these countries is growing. In these countries 

economies are rather strong, but due to huge and poor population economic effectiveness and 

prosperity are of controversial character. The same can be said about education which remains a 

big problem for India, Brazil, China, while in Russia population remains very well educated as 

we mentioned above, despite the fact that Russia is spending less for education than other great 

powers.  

 Table 1 shows that only the United States possesses all characteristics of a great power in 

full. Other four great powers have pluses and minuses making them comparable both in 

achievements and losses. The time will show which of them will manage to have absolutely 

positive characteristics, and whether there will be one more superpower. At present such a 

perspective seems problematic. Much depends not only on the desire and efforts of a great power 

to achieve higher position, but also on the general situation in the world which does not seem 

stable and fully predictable. It is not clear what relations will be between Russia and China, what 

will prevail: America and China desire to establish a bipolar world order, or Chinese adherence 

to multipolarity and interaction with remaining biggest Eurasian country – Russia.  

 It is also interesting to see what are options of different great power players in post-Soviet 

countries (without Baltia states). They are shown in Table 2. 
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Table 2.  

 

Positions in 

Post-Soviet 

countries  

RUSSIA CHINA UNITED 

STATES 

EU INDIA 

Economy: 
macrostructure, 
integration, 
energy,  
labor market, 
trade market, 
investments 
 

 
+ 
+ 
+ 
+ 
+/- 
+/- 

 
- 
- 
- 
-/+ 
+ 
+ 

 
- 
- 
-/+ 
- 
- 
-/+ 

 
- 
+/- 
+/- 
+/- 
+/- 
+ 

 
- 
- 
-/+ 
-/+ 
-/+ 
-/+ 

Political 
sphere: 
similarity of 
political 
regimes, 
common 
history, 
similarity of 
elites, 
political 
influence 
(revolutions) 
 

 
 
+ 
 
 
+ 
 
+ 
 
+ 

 
 
+ 
 
 
- 
 
-/+ 
 
- 

 
 
-/+ 
 
 
- 
 
-/+ 
 
+ 

 
 
-/+ 
 
 
-/+ 
 
-/+ 
 
+ 

 
 
- 
 
 
- 
 
- 
 
- 

Security 
sphere: 
common 
threats, 
security 
organizations, 
similarity of 
arms forces, 
military 
presence 
 

 
 
+/- 
 
+ 
 
+ 
 
+ 

 
 
-/+ 
 
+ 
 
+ 
 
- 

 
 
+/- 
 
-/+ 
 
- 
 
+/- 
 

 
 
+ 
 
-/+ 
 
- 
 
-/+ 

 
 
+ 
 
- 
 
-/+ 
 
- 

Cultural 
sphere: 
common 
history, 
cultural 
comparability 
 

 
 
+ 
 
+ 

 
 
- 
 
-/+ 

 
 
- 
 
-/+ 

 
 
+/- 
 
+ 

 
 
- 
 
- 

Total resource 
potential to 
put into post-
Soviet 
economies and 
guarantee 
security  
(money,  
joint 
companies, 

+/- 
 
 
 
-/+ 
-/+ 
 
-/+ 
+ 
+ 

+/+ 
 
 
 
+/+ 
+/+ 
 
- 
- 
+ 

+/+ 
 
 
 
+/- 
+/- 
 
+/- 
+/- 
+ 

- 
 
 
 
- 
+/- 
 
-/+ 
- 
- 

- 
 
 
 
-/+ 
-/+ 
 
- 
- 
- 
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technologies, 
specialists, 
military forces) 
 

    As Table 2 shows, Russia still enjoys the most favorable conditions and opportunities 

for strengthening its cooperation with post-Soviet countries, and for enlarging its role in Central 

Asia and Trans-Caucasus. As we mentioned above, the obstacle to Russia’s plans and ambitions 

is lack of needed financial resources to support countries in very hard economic condition. Other 

great powers – the US, EU, China are in a better economic condition but are not very eager to 

give much, and their terms are not always accepted by recipients. Post-Soviet countries are eager 

to get more money to improve political and economic situation, and investments to build 

working economic system, to conquer poverty and unemployment. They also need support to 

control or fight criminal structures. As twenty years of post-Soviet existence show, the United 

States and EU give money to support opposition tendencies and new revolutionary elites in their 

strive for democracy, but they are not very much concerned with real economic recovery and 

development of grantees. Russia is also not completely altruistic in its policy but very often it 

becomes a donor for post-Soviet countries, supports weak economies by selling cheap, buying a 

lot, and opening its labor market.  It opens its university education for young people (it is free for 

CIS countries). And gives security guarantees. China is acting rather aggressively and frightens 

Central Asian elites, besides culturally it is too different (despite all historic ties). 

 Twenty years of independent existence showed that money is important but it does not 

solve all the problems. Besides, it is clear that it is easier and cheaper to develop macro-

economic system with a strong, understandable, and not too aggressive country when there is 

much positive is left from mutual past. By 2010 there is understanding in Russia too that it is one 

of competing players, and should respect interests of its neighbors. So at present we can speak 

about certain consensus (despite existing disagreements) and understanding that post-Soviet 

space is the biggest arena of severe competition for resources and influence, and the outcome of 

this competition between China, EU, the US, India, Turkey and other countries (for instance, 

Afghanistan, Iran) for all states of “Small Eurasia” will be more favorable if they stay together. 

 Realization of this fact (though not always pronounced) plays for the benefit of Russia. 

Security and stability are also great stimulus for cooperation: countries of new Russian border 

space are afraid of the perspective that situation in Middle East and Persian Gulf region might go 

out of control – emergence of so called “arch of instability” from Europe to China on the borders 

of Russian and Central Asian states. NATO forces do not necessarily guarantee any political and 
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economic recovery. They also do not solve problems of criminal networks and criminal business 

in countries after “democratic revolutions”. It is a big question whether EU and the US are ready 

and able to finance recovery of this great number of “new democratic” states. In this situation 

China might become the “donor” and “creditor” having the biggest gold and currency reserves. It 

is also the player who can use very tough methods to conquer instability and opposition in case it 

becomes “the owner” of economies of weak destabilized countries. 

*** 

 After years of evident weakening of Russia’s influence in post-Soviet space and growth 

of Western and East-Asian influence the situation is very uncertain (even for Georgia and 

Ukraine). Russia was the first to realize that the “door” to the West is not easily open, and the 

price for its opening deserves better thinking. Other post-Soviet countries too started to think 

more seriously and pragmatically about inclusion into this or that political and economic 

structure. In 1990-2000s behavior of great powers became more outspoken and clear: it very 

much resembled realist and pragmatic policy for resources, markets and control. 

 At the same time, there emerged a lot of acute problems for great powers themselves: 

they had to spend more to improve their national economies and solve growing social problems9, 

to look for new sources of natural resources, to fight terrorism, and answer challenges to internal 

security. It is getting harder for the United States, EU to finance policy of enlargement of their 

presence and influence in the regions where they were not actively involved before (the Arctic 

Ocean and Northern Pole region, Northern Africa, Caspian and Mediterranean regions, Bigger 

Middle East, Trans-Caucasus and Black Sea region). So, the problem for Russia and other great 

powers is to choose between reasonable and highly expensive and dangerous behavior.   

For Russia and other post-Soviet countries it is the time to consolidate what has been 

done and go further to make “Small Eurasia” regional subsystem economically stable and 

beneficiary for every participant, and security guarantor against outer threats. At present Russia 

looks more attractive to them and is a desirable partner10.        

                                                             
9 For instance, China is putting a lot of money on domestic social programs instead of buying property abroad. As 
Chinese experts state, China is already the biggest owner and producer in world economy. It is time to spend more 
to improve standards of living in China, and to put investments to support other economies.  
Some American scholars think it urgent for the United States to become “the frugal superpower”, to stop growing 
consumption at home and not advance this ideology abroad. See, for instance: Michael Mandelbaum, The Frugal 
Superpower / http://www.guernicamag.com/features/1934/mandelbaum_8_1_10; 
Andrew Bacevich, The Limits of Power, New York: Holt Paperbacks, 2009. 
 
10 , Alexei Bogaturov, “Delayed Neutrality?”, Russia in Global Politics, No. 2 (March-April 2010) / 
http://eng.globalaffairs.ru 


