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1. An account of research activities:

a) Conferences, seminars, meetings

Conference ,The Future of East-Central Europe”, Lublin 1996, paper
presented: ,The Russian Historical and Politicabdght Towards the Conception of
the East-Central Europe”.

Conference ,The European Iconographies” organised by Commission of
Political Geography of the French National Committee of Geography and
Commission of the World Political Map of the International Geographical Union,
Sorbonne, Paris, Octobdi996. Paper presented: ,The New State Flags as the
Iconographic Symbols of the Post Soviet Space”.

Annual conference of the AAASS in Seattle, USA. The paper presented:
.eastern Trans-Border Euro-Regions of Poland as a Part of Integration and
Disintegration in East-Central Europe and Former Soviet Union”.

Second International Geo-Political ResearchlloGoium on Euro-Atlantic
Security, George C.Marshall European Center for Security Studies, 6-10 may 1998,
Garmisch, Germany. Paper presented: ,The Invisible Borders of East-Central
Europe”.

Conference ,Global Challenges. Newp@s of Secuty Risks”. Hungary, 24-27
June 1998. Paper presented: East-Central Europe and Rusian Security Conceptions”.

I have an agreement with prof. W.Rozkowski, director of the Institute of
Political Studies in Warsaw about thaper on the tditional Institute annual meeting
in Fall 1998. The papsditle will be the same as the project title: Geopolitical Analysis
of the Former Soviet and Current Russian Strategic Conceptions.

| got an invitation from the Professor Antony Z.Kruszewski from the University
of Texas in El Paso to visitthe USA with the presentations at the American
Universities. The title of presentation will be ,Geopolitical issues of modern Russia”.
The trip will include paticipation at the Annual Conference of tAAASS at Boka
Faton, Florida 24-27 September 1998; 28-29 September presentation at the Florida
State University in Tallahassee; 30 September - 01 October 1998, nafdxew
Orlean; 2-3 October 1998, Rice Unigrsn Houdon, 4-50ctober, North Texas
State University, in Dallas; 6-8 October Uniursf Texas at El Paso, EI Paso; 9-10
October University of California and Los Angeles, Los Angelekt-13 October



1998, Chicago; 14-15 October, Jale Uniigrd6-17 City College of New York,
and Rutgers University.
b) Study trips

Abroad

February 21 - March 1, 1997 - Sa+Peterburg, Russi

a)Visits to the state institutions and research centres, dealing with the strategic
problems of the modern Russian society. In the field of the proje&t-Batersburg
is important first of all as a center of various fundamental researches in the field o
economy, demography, political andlitary geography. Giéng substahal material
from the state administration of the Petath Establishing futher contacts with the
researchers in the field of strategic and political studies. These interviews also led to
my much better understanding of the structure and ttisiale making process in the
field of the strategy of future state development. The interview with prof. S.Lavrov,
member of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR in 1989-1991, and later the deputy of
Russian Duma, Chairman of the r@mittee of National Relations. Interview with
M.Amosov, member of the Sankt-Peterbadmnistration, engaged into the strategic
problems of the northern part of Russia. InterviehwN.Miezhewich, who is the
Chairman of the Peterburgede Committee on Igration, andRussian represerthae
in the EstoniarRussianboundary negotiations.

b) Interview with the representatives of the Peterburg research centers working
in the field of strategic studies (prof. O.P. Litowka, director of the Institute of the
Social and Economic Problems, Dr V.Lavrukhin, a specialist in the field of political
geography at the State University of Sankt-Peterburg, prof. N.Kaledin from the same
department of the University, prof. V.Suchorukov, a specialist in the field of political
geography at the Petersburg Highitdry School of the Air Force).

c) Work at the Saltykov-Shedrin State Library, at the Library of the Russian
Academy of Science, at the Library of the State University. The main task of my work
was to gather all the possible materidlsw the general geopolitical conceptions of
future development of Russia. At the same time | was interested in renewing my
knowledge boutgeneral tendencies of the former Soviet Union.

March 1 - 8, 1997, Moscow, Russia

a) Meeting with researchers working in the field of strategic studies. The mos
important of these meeting was one with prof. Aleksander A. Konovalov, director of
the Center for Military Policy and System Analyses That meeting gave me an
opportunity to get some substiahmaterials. A meeting with prof. N.Pietrov, who is
the leader of a group of researchers working in the field of ethnic conflicts at the
Moscow State University. | was able to discuss the modern strategic conceptions of
the post-Soviet space with prof. G.Starowojtowa, who is a member of the Russian
Parliament and the leader of the Democratic Party Fraction in the parliament.
Especially uskil to me was the possibility to look on theoplem of the future
Russian development from the point of view of the parliament opposition.

b) Very useful were also visits to the Russia’s Institute for Strategic Studies. |
discussed some aspects of my project with prof. Marina E.Kuczynska. She had a quite
different point of view on the problem, but this discussion gave me additional
information on the many of already existing strategic conceptBsyzecially usefull
were my contacts with Dmitri V.Trenin program Associate at the Carnegie



Endowment for International Peace from the Carnegie Moscow Center. Prof. Trenin
is a retired officer of the Soviet Army, closely linked with decisioaking circles,
engaged into preparingnailitary reform in Russia.

b) Research in the State Library of Russia mainly based on the cuesst@r
get an additional infenation dout the new emerging strategionceptions, research
in the Library of the Institute of the Social Sciences.

March 8-13, 1997 - Minsk, Belarus

a)Visit to the Institute of Strategic Studies in Minsk

My project concerns the strategic conceptions of Russia, but it was interesting
for me to get some informatioaut how do the Belorussian spdista in the field of
strategic studies apprate the Russian strategionceptions. | got a lot of maias
abourrussian geostrategical aims on Belorus territory.

b) Visit to the Laboratory of Ethnic and Religious Geography atStete
Pedagogical Univetty in Minsk. Interview with Alyaxandr M.Bilyk, the chief exper
in national minorities blems in the Belarus Council of Ministers about dfienic
tensions in the republic,ithh Mikhail A.Slemnev, former Member of the Presidium of
the Supreme Soviet of the Belorussian Republic, Chairman of thenSsion on
National Policy and Relations Between Nations, now the council of BelarublRepu
in Bialystok (Poland) about the Polish-Belorussian modern ethnic relations and
generally about the derstanding of a role of Russia in that part of Europe. These
interviews also led to my better understiag of the stucture and the decision
making process in Belarus in the field of international relatiatts tlve neidpbours.

c) A lot of the meetings with the people working in the stdteiristration and
from the parliamentgpostion which hdéped me to understand perspees of
development of the Russia-Belorus Union. Gathering materials concerning the
strategic interests of both sides in thiganstrategic aims of the Russian-Belorussian
military cooperation.

d)Researches in the National Library, in the Library of the Academy of Sciences

May 5-10, 1998 - Garmisch, Germany

a) Research work at the George C. Marshall European Center for Security
Studies. | discussed my research project with many of the researchers, espehially
Prof. Detlef E.Herold, who is a GeoPolitical Analyst at the Marshall Center. At the
same time | had possibility to work a couple of days at the library of the
MarshallCenter in Garmisch-Partenkirschen, to loolouph the materials of the
Conferencies which were held by the Marshall Center in the field of GeoPolitics and
Euro-Atlantic Security.

In Poland

September 04-05, 1996 - Warsaw

*research in the National Library in Warsaw, collecting and copying text on the
perspective plans of development of the former Soviet Union and modern Russian
strategic conceptions

*visit to the Center of Eastern Studies, using their computer data base
especially in thei¢ld of a map presentation of modern Russian strategies.



*interviews with prof. Henry Huttenbach, prof.Michael Rywkin and dr Jan
Brenner from the American Association for the Study of National Problems of the
Former Soviet Uni

*visit to the Eastern Summer School of the Center of the Researches of the
Eastern Europe and the Middle Asia at Warsaw Usityer

November 21 , 1996 - Warsaw

* interview with Prof Wojciech Roszkowski, director of thestitute of Plitica
Studies, Polish Academy of Sciences.

* interview with prof. Antony Z.Kruszewski, Professor and Director of Cross-
Cultural Southwest Ethnic Study Center, Department of Political Science at the
University of Texas at El Paso.

*research in the Library in Warsaw University, collecting and copying texts on
the perspectives of the Russian political situation development.

November 27, 1996 - Warsaw

* interviews with prof. Piotr Eberhardt, a wé&thown spemlist in the field of
eastern studies, and prof Jan.Malicki, editor-in-chief of the EastevieviRe
Magazine.

*research in the National Library in Warsaw, collecting and copying texts on the
militar politics on the territory of the former Soviet Uni

December 181996 - Warsaw
*research in the Parliamentary Library in Warsaw, collecting and copying texts
on the geopolitical problems of the former Soviet Union

January 28, 1997 - Warsaw
*research in the Parliamentary Library in Warsaw, collecting and copying texts
on the geopolitical problems of the former Soviet Union

February 02, 1997 - Warsaw
*research in the Parliamentary Library in Warsaw, collecting and copying texts
on the geopolitical problems of the former Soviet Union

April 10, 1997 - Warsaw

*meeting with a group of Moldavian researchers in the field olaksciencies
and discussion with them the problem of the role of Moscow in the Moldova-
Transdnestrean Republic’ and the Moldova-Gagauz and Moldova-Bulgarian conflicts.

*visit to the State Committee on the cooperatvith Poles Abroad. Interew
with Mr.J Bazydto about the political and social situation of Poles in Russia,
perspectives of Russian society development and changes in the geopolitical situation
of Poland in the light of Polish-Russian relations.

*research in the Parliamentary Library in Warsaw, collecting and copying tex
on the geopolitical problems of the former Soviet Union

May 20-23, 1997 - Warsaw

* research in the National Library of Poland in Warsaw, where there is a good collecion
of the modern Rusian and former Soviet literature on the political and geopolitical issues. |
had a possibility to read some of the Russian newspaper, which are not available in Lublin.



Visits to the two existing in Warsaw book shops with Russian books, where | had a possibility
to buy some books, necessar me for the realisation ofdfecpr

June 16-17, 1997

* research in the National Library of Poland in Warsaw, where there is a good collecion
of the modern Rusian and former Soviet literature on the political and geopolitical issues. |
had a possibility to read some of the Russian newspaper, which are not available in Lublin.
Visits to the two existing in Warsaw book shops with Russian books, where | had a possibility
to buy some books, necessar me for the realisation ofdfecpr

August 4-5, 1997

* research in the National Library of Poland in Warsaw, where there is a good collecion
of the modern Rusian and former Soviet literature on the political and geopolitical issues. |
had a possibility to read some of the Russian newspaper, which are not available in Lublin.
Visits to the two existing in Warsaw book shops with Russian books, where | had a possibility
to buy some books, necessar me for the realisation ofdfecpr

September 03, 1997 and 16 September 1997

* research in the National Library of Poland in Warsaw, where there is a good collecion
of the modern Rusian and former Soviet literature on the political and geopolitical issues. |
had a possibility to read some of the Russian newspaper, which are not available in Lublin.
Visits to the two existing in Warsaw book shops with Russian books, where | had a possibility
to buy some books, necessar me for the realisation ofdfecpr

October 22-23, 1997

* research in the National Library of Poland in Warsaw, where there is a good collecion
of the modern Rusian and former Soviet literature on the political and geopolitical issues. |
had a possibility to read some of the Russian newspaper, which are not available in Lublin.
Visits to the two existing in Warsaw book shops with Russian books, where | had a possibility
to buy some books, necessar me for the realisation ofdfecpr

November 12-13, 1997

* research in the National Library of Poland in Warsaw, where there is a good collecion
of the modern Rusian and former Soviet literature on the political and geopolitical issues. |
had a possibility to read some of the Russian newspaper, which are not available in Lublin.
Visits to the two existing in Warsaw book shops with Russian books, where | had a possibility
to buy some books, necessar me for the realisation ofdfecpr

January 12, 1998

* research in the National Library of Poland in Warsaw, where there is a good collecion
of the modern Rusian and former Soviet literature on the political and geopolitical issues. |
had a possibility to read some of the Russian newspaper, which are not available in Lublin.
Visits to the two existing in Warsaw book shops with Russian books, where | had a possibility
to buy some books, necessar me for the realisation ofdfecpr

c) Field research and their activities

*organising the monitoring over the former Soviet and modern Rusgizallac
discussed strategic conceptions, over the changes in the geopolitical situation of
Russia on the basis of the current press in the former USSR ( analise of the articles



about the geopolitical rpblems from more than 70 post-Soviet newspapers and
magazines).

* study trips to Russia (Peterburg and Moscow), Belarus Republicand German
as well as in Poland during which interviews with government officials, decision-
makers, military officials and academic researchers wamndwted

* research at the Russian State Archives (State Archives of the Red Army, and
the State Archives of the National Economy) in the field of Soviet Military strategy
and its geopolitical aspects

* collecting texts of articles and other materials and pieces of informations
about the geopoliticalrpblems of modern Russia and stgiteconceptions of the
state;

* collecting texts of the government documents in the field of strategic studies

* preparing a broad bibliography divided into two parts: theoretical aspects o
the strategic conceptions and their geopolitical aspects (definition, general way of
their development, the main features , difference between strategeptions and
short-time plans, etc.) and informatory bibliography with the sources of concrete
information of the available strategic conceptions;

*preparing an academic course on geopaltproblems of the modern Russia
in comparison with the former Soviet Union at the Marie Curie-Sktodowska
University, Department of Political Science;

d) Publications :

»The New State Flags as the Iconographic Symbols of the Post-Soviet Space”, to b
published by the Sorbonne Universityl®97 (in Engjsh).

,D0 Russian want war?!"(soviet and russian military doctrines), to be published in
1997 by Eastern Review, Warsaw (in Polish).

»1he Russian Historical and Politicalhdught Towards the Conception of the
East-Central Europe”, published by Marie Curie-Sktodowska University in 1996 (in
English).

.1he Invisible Borders of East-Central Europe”, to be published by the
Marshall Center in Garmisch, Germany during 1998.

.£ast-Central Europe and Rusian Security Conceptions”, to be published by the
Institute of Civil-Militar Relations in Bdapestin 1998.

»1he West-Nothern Region of Russia in the modern GeoPolitical Conceptions”
together with Dr.Christer Pursiainen from the Finnish Institute of International Affairs
in Helsinki and Dr Nikolaj Mezhevich from the Nevski Institute in Sankt-Petersburg
(Russia), broshure which have to be published by the Finnish Institute of International
Affairs in the end of 1998.

A book ,GeoPolitics of modern Russia”, which have to be published by the
,Clio Publishers Ltd.” (Lublin) at the beginning of 1999.
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INTRODUCTION

Only about ten years ago, at the end of the nineteen-eighties ginditg o
the nineteen-nineties, the Soviet Union - a communist state based on totalitarian
power structures - found itself facing a very difficult choice. At tina¢ in thewhole
society - not only among the decisiorakers, but also among the educated stratas of
society - it became clear that the communist ideology with a stnilitgry state as
its main element became the main obstacle block for the further development of the
country. In other words, at the end of the eighties it became clear that the Sovie
Union was no longer able to keep the highel of the arms rise in its competiti
with the West. It became clear that if the USSR didn’'t give up withdraw from the
extremely high finansing of the army it would lead to a complete economic collapse o
the state. In front of such perspective the USSR had to make a very important and
hard choice.

The Soviet power and partly the Soviet society itself was ready and éiren w
to pay a high price for inevitable changes. The first step on this wagiwasup the
Louter empire”, i.e. the ideological and sometimeditary control over the states of
East-Central Europe and allies in the Third World. It is clear now that the freedom for

the states of East-Central Europe was brought from Poland by the powerful wave of



resistance against the Soviet slavery, but it has to be remembered that if it were not
for a silent permission from the Knéin, East-Central Europe wouldilstbe
remaining in an unwelcome hostilelical system, as it was in the casesof the earlier
uprisings of Hungarians, Czechs and Poles.

When it became clear that the desintegration of the Soviet outer empire had in
no way improved the fang economics of the USSR, and the wave of the aspirations
for freedom had begun to rise in many republics of the Soviet Union, at the end of
1991 the Krenlin decded tadissolve the Soviet Union itself. The Russian Federal
Republic was created as an independéate, other former Sovieepublics also
became independent states.

In 1989 and 1991, very few realised real difficulties of the transition from the
communist economy and system of the post-Soviet states into the democratic and free
market forms.

Seven years have passed since the collapse of the USSR. Today, the more
distant the long-awaited steady economic growth seems,itlee disllusionment is
spread, and more often it is asked whether the restsntbo hurriedly abaoned
traditional geopolitical doctrines which proved their viability for centuries. In this case
it very important to compare geopolitical and geostrategmateptions of the USSR
and of modern Russia which are in the most common way described as ,old

traditional geopolitics” and ,new geopolitics”.

Since the very beginning of the existence of the modern Russian state, Europe,

then the whole world, has been interested to find an answer to themguebkere is
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Russia leading? The complicated history of the XXth century ¢@viirmed the idea

that events in Rusia have a very important meaning to the fate almost of the whole
world. That fact, through the centuries and decades of existence of the Biasean

and later the USSR, stamped the mentality of Soviet politicians with impeniauho

and a feeling of their own strenth, which to the rest of the world has been an endless
source of fears and hopes. Moderngtus the main succesor of the former Sovie
empire. ,You do not have to be frightened by Russia, you have to understand

said somebody in the pastiggesting that only known and understood Russia can be
predictable. But how can we understand Russia when the Russian themselves have
problems wvith that? How can we foresee the political development on the Russia’s
enormous territories?

The main aim of the proposed project, generally, is to answer the above
guestion. These questions are not easy even for me - Russian by origin, grown up and
educated in Russia. So, it can't be expected that the anamldrs explicit and
prophetic - they will be such as sources available today, the scientifiaralese
methods and myriowledge of the Russian mental, social and political realities permit
Historia magistra vita est as an old Latin proverb says - is a leading thought of the
following project, which can be translated into the language of the modern scientific
researches as a comparative analysis of the strategic conceptions of the formet USSR
and moder Russia, understood as an element of the long historical processes.

An object of the geopolitical researches, whenumderstand geopolitics as a
science about the relations and mutual dependences between the geographica
situation of the state and itslgios, is a social and political situation of a concreet
state seen from the point of view of the geographical and temporal aspects and

looking for the best possible ways of a state development, making prognoses of a
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political strategy of space changes. Geopolitical andlysis also the comparative
analysis of the Soviet and Russian strategic conceptions, which is the subject of the
presented research project, have to include the following fageographical facto

(space localisation, natural resaesy; political factor (type of statehood, power
structure, social structure, level of the civic society existence, freedom of information
exchange, relations with theigkbour states, character of thate borders and the
way of their functioning)economic facto (level of life of a society, level of industry

and agriculture, transport, communication and infrastructure development
mobilisation possibilities, strategic resources, economic relations with other states);
military factor (level of development, readiness and efficiency of the strategic
military forces, development of the military infrastructure, level of the military skills,
level of high militaryeducation, level of sks and knowlelges of &iicers and reserve
soldiers, international agreement abdumiting and reduction of weapons and
international military cooperations, moratorias on testing some kinds ooneand
using new weapons and military technics, the proportion of the state economy
militarisation etc.); ecologic facto (demographical pressure on limited natura
resources, amount of the natural resources, level of pollution, situation of flora and
fauna, usage of the radioactive, explosive technologies, natural catastrophies);
demographical factor ( density and strcture of ppulation, tempo of the
demographical developmentgultural, religious and ethnic factors (religious and
ethnic structure of population, ethnic problems and problems of ethnic minorities,
cultural traditions, interests of the ethnic representatives in the other countries, leve
of education, medicine, urbanisationnanal stuation, cultural and scientific contact

with other states).
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In the history of the Soviet science, geopolitics - in the western sense of the
word, - newer existed, because the Soviet authorities considereditgsops a
collection of bourgeois doctrines and inventions of the West, used to motivate the
territorial claims. The strategiconceptions of the USSR were described in the
pseudoscientific works, on thmain aims of the communist society going into the
direction of a ,bright future” for all the peoples living in that ,paradise”, and
widespreading the revolution to all other parts of the wbfihce the post-Soviet
science is still in arrears in the field of geopolitics after the decades of the communis
rule, it can be said that there are no reliable published geopolitical synthetic works,
but during the last years it is impossible to say that there is a deficite of the
geopolitical literature. It is even possible sfgeak about a spéc Russian
~geopolitical fashion”, with almost every known newspaper havinglamm entitled
,=geopolitics”. The leading Russian politicians publisboks, which in theirtitle
usually contain some geopolitical notiorfs. It has to be undkmed, though, that
almost in all modern Russian publications the undedstgrof the termgeopditics”
is not clear, not concrete, and even controversial. Alimost every guikt®rin this
term everything that suits him; in the case when the authors are active politicians the
term ,geopolitics” must comprise anything that promotes the author’s political ideas.
The term ,geopolitics” in the modern Russian sense of the word describes, most o
all, the Russian national interests and the place of Russia in the international politics.
In Russian publications concerning geopolitics the thesis about ,old” and ,new”
geopolitics is omnipresent. The ,old geopolitics” - although such a term was not used
previously - according to the Russian authors, was using the ideas of the communis
superpower and its interests in the two-polar world. Sometimes the ,0ld geopolitics”

refers to the geopolitical constructions of the tsarist Russia. The ,new Russian
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geopolitics”, according to the opinion of the same authors, appeared after 1991 and is
trying to speak in terms of the ideas of the modern non-empirial Russia and of the
interests of the new post-Soviet states. The modern Russian authors underline that if
the ,0ld” geopolitics focused on such arguments as the@amretc. - the so-called
material issues (population, land, natural resources etc.), the ,new” Russian
geopolitics pays more attention to non-material issues.

The western sources, which are very well known to the NATO experts anyway,
have not been widely used in this work. Hence, the research for this project is based
mostly on Soviet and Russian sources.

The basic sources for the project are materials from party and parliamen
congresses of the former USSR and materials, which are included in the modern
Russia’s government reports; materials of Soviet and modern Russian press; Soviet
and Russian archivesistorical works about the former USSR; informatibouat the
actual situation in Russia, accessible via Internet; strategic conceptions of economic
end military reforms, which were prepared gudblished by varioupolitical centers,
many other Soviet and Russian sources, which in an indirect way describe the
strategic concepts (economic, military etc.). One sueimple of an indirect soce
of information may be analysis of the former textbooks of the Soviet military
highschools [Soviet military doctrine was mpsoncentrated on an offensive

maneuvre, and not on a defensive one].

PART I.
GEOGRAPHY. TERRITORY. BOUNDARIES.
The Soviet Union was the biggest state of the world. Its teritory covered abou

22400000 sg.km, which was one-sixth of the Earth. The USSR had easy access to 13
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seas and the Pacific ocean; the USSR bordered with tweltes stmong which only

Iran, Norway and Turkey were tistates with a political system different from the
Soviet one, at the same time being the (two latter states - Norway and Turkey)
members of NATO. On the west, the USSR bordered with the states dependent on it
- with the exeption of Romania all of them were members of the Warsaw Pact.
Almost entire southern border of the Soviet Union ran through hostile mountain
ranges which gave the state &unal shéter and security. The longest part of the
Soviet border was the Soviet-Chinese border, where after the period of friendly
relations between the Soviet state and China, the border conflicts rteNtany)
happened rather often. The rest of the states which bordered with thesSateiebn

the south were under theatig Soviet influence (Mongolia and Afganistan).

During the last ten years the whole world withessed enormousltieapo
changes, which mostly touched Europe and Asia. Reuniting of Germany, division of
Czech-Slovak Republic, collapse of Yugoslavia, returning Taiwan from Great Britain
to China - all these events were extremely important for the two continents. The even
which was especially important and had teextious consequences was the collapse o
the Soviet Union, which at the same time led to the revival of Russia as an
independent state, and birth of some new independent states. As a result of these
changes, the geopolitical picture of the world was completepgata All these
changes are shown on the maps ,Geopolitical @iuaof the USSR” and
,<Geopolitical situation of modern Russia” (See: Map No 1, and Map No 2).

As it was mentioned above, modern Russia with its territory of more than
17100000 sg.km is considered by the whole world and by itself the heiress of the
former Soviet Empire. In that sense,nquared to the Soviet level of posiess

Russia lost its power over more than five milion square kilometers and lost its
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control over some of the alietases. From this point of view, the most important fact

for modern Russia is the emergence of a strip of independent states between the
Baltic and Black Seas. These newly independent states had thrown away the name
.eastern Europe”, under which they had been functioning since the World War II
together with the European part of the USSR. To underline their many-centur
history of contacts with the spiritual, material and political culture of the Western
Europe, they began to call themselves ,East-Central Eufope”.

As the states of the former Eastern Europe, which have always been closely
linked with the West, are @ieed today as E&sCentral Europe, the former name -
Eastern Europe - may be used for the region including the former Slavonic republics
of the USSR and Moldova. In this case the name ,Eastern Europe” can refer to the
natural homeland of Russia, the historical area ohfitsence and interests. The idea
of such Eastern Europe has very deep hestioroots and may be realised now in a
new form, first of all on the basis of the economic integration, what is appreciated as
one of the most vital interests of modern Russia.

The emergence of the stripe of new independent states between the Baltic and
the Black Sea is very important for Russia; in the territorial and psychologisa se
the word it moved Russia away from the centre of Europe and pushed down to the
geographical margin of the European world. It is inevitably a sign of times, because
both seas (Baltic and Black) were the way of Russia’s integraiitntme European
space, and after the collapse of the USSR went away from Russia’s influence.

From the angle of traditional geopolitics, with the collapse of the USSR in late
1980s - early 1990s, Russia lost almost all geopolitical gains in the West it had
conquered sincd700s. The states of the East-Central Europe have always been

perceived in the Soviet Union as a more advanced entity which requires a specia
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attitude of the Soviet Empire. Contrary to what, eg. Poles, think these states were
never accepted as fully reliabldli@s. Moreover, along with increasing economic
difficulties in the USSR, the East-Central European allies were often presented to the
Soviet society as a burden to the Soviet economy which hadpfdysthem with oil

and gas for artificially low prices in exchange for their loyalty and low-quality
consumegoods.

In the atmosphere of disintegration of the Slavic core, which was often
perceived as the Russian core, the reinstitution of the Batliependence was
accepted not as painfully as that of Poland, Slovak Republic, Czech Republic, Ukraine
and Belorus. From the traditional geopolitical point of view, ginidgjendence by
Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania meant aedk-up with another important Russian
doctrine. In early 18th century Peter the Great, who is sometimes considered one of
the first Russian geopoliticians, started his Westernisation policy fromingrea
~window into Europe” through securing unlimited access to unfrozen Baltic ports.
From the times of Peter the Great up to 1914, the territory of the R&sspare was
enlarging 83 sg. km per day, or 800sq. km per year. It means that the territory of
the former USSR in 90% was formed not by the totalitarian communist system, but by
the pre-revolutionary Russian ahge monarchy. The teitory of the Russian state
formed at the end of the 19th and beginning of the 20th centuries was the common
economic and cultural space for numerous conquered ethnoses. The value of the
enormous Russian space was many times underlined by great Russian scientists such
as Semionov Tian-Shanski and Lev r@lev, and by the western famous
geopoliticians as the ,father” of geopolitics F.Ratcel and H.Mckinder.

In the years 1989-1991 Russia, which is politically and morally the heiress of the

USSR, lost a position of the world superpowielaa half of a century and now it is
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fasing a fact of NATO’s enlargement in its direction. The differencies between
geopolitical situation of the USSR and modern Russia may be in the clearest wa
shown on a fact that some years ago the geopolitical border of the Soviet Union ran
through the middle of Germany, and now it is less than 200 kilometers away from
Moscow. The western border of Russia, which during more than 200 years screeped
to west, during only two years (1989-1991ittwa very Iigh speed moved towards

east and returned to the same place where it was in the middle of XVIII century (the
border between Russia and Polish State till £772)

As a result of the changes over western border of Russia (revival of the Baltic
independent states and Ukraine) the Russian access to the Baltic and Black Seas was
limited. Russia lost its dominating position in the regions of these seas. At the sam
time the Russian region of Kalinigrad @gKigsberd) was cut from the Russian
territory. For the first time in its history Russia is staying in front of quicklyvgrg
powers in the east abd south of the country. On these directions Rillss&ve/to
solve two kinds of problems: internal separatism inside the Russian Federal Republi
and external threat of the islanfiitmdamendlism in thestates bordering Rsis in the
south.

From the moment of the collapse of the USSR the geopolitical situation o
Russia changed in thellfawing way:

A. In comparison with the USSR Russia was pushed away to the northeastern
corner of the Euro-Asian continent and waprived of the direct contacts with
Europe, Asia and Africa. The Russian access to the European seas, which Russia
fought for almost during wholés history, was limited in a very big proportion,.

B. The new geopolitical regions erged between Russia and the rest of the

world: western region, which lies close to the western anthssestern borders of
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Russia; southern region, which is spread along the southern borders of the state. In
both these regions complicated desintegrational processes are taking place, which is a
real threat for the Russian stability amditary security.

C.The developed westerates are sure that Russidl semains a military
threat for the West. This fact is appreciated by Russian politicians as an emphasis o
the Western victory in the Cold War.

D. Russia, contrary to the USSR, cannot be a guarantee to the post war borders
of its neighbours andli@s. After the collapse of the USSR Russia itselt&dme an
object of the territorial claims almosbalg the whole its border.

Even a very brief analysis of the modern geopolitical situation of Russia in
comparison with that of the former USSR, makes possible to declare that the modern
situation is almost at catastrophie. But it is too early to dalut tragedy. Russia,
which is a successor of the USSR, is going along the same way as all the former
empires, as the ancient Rome, Bizantium, and in the modern times Spain, Turkey,
Austria, Japan, Holland, Begium, Great Britain, France and Portugal. The loss of the
empire status leads to the fall of former superpower, which, probably, cannot be
restored. These events usually lead todhe period of instahity in a metropo™.

One of the most important national issues for Russia now is its territoria
indivisibility. In this sense the most dangerous to Russia is separatism, which lately
has changed from the lgical separatism into the economical separatism. In the
Kremlin most of the authorities are sure, that contrary to the Soviet Union, Russian
Federal Republik W not be divided into parts. This statement is not absolutly true,
because centrifugal regiomabvements become estrger and in the neast future

may lead to the desintegraton of the Russian State.
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There are two groups of important tasks, which modersiRisfacing. The
most important one is to reorganise a post-Soviet space, with respect for the newly
independent states, and in such a way as to restore all the boidkieks. If Russia
will not do that,its close nieghours will soon become its far neighbours, and the
geopolitical and geostrategical situation of Russiblvecome worse. Therefore, the
main aim for Russia is the integrational procéss.

Part of the Russian politicians believe that the Commoatived Independent
States (CIS) which is dominated by Russia, and includes 12 from the 15 former Soviet
republics, may become a very important geopolitical element in this region. The new
name of the CIS was invented - Euroasia. The real situation on the territory of the
former USSR is developing in another direction. The result of this development are at
least three geopolitical regions which were formed on the ruins of the Soviet Union.
These regions cooperate with each other in a limited way, but all of them have one
common feature - noticeable @tig donination of Russia. These regions are: Eastern
Europe including Belorus, Ukraine and Moldova; Caucasus, and Central Asia. |
must be unddéined that Russia is stounded by the integrational processesilar to
those that were observed at the time of the USSR. These processes led to the
emerging of the main part of the Commonitleaf Independenftates, composed
by Russia, Belorus and Kazachstan.

The Russian paliticians believe that the negattticude of the West towards

the integrational processes between the republics of the former USSR, which are the
independent states now, is tmaror reflection of the Soviet authoritiesttitude t
the integrational processes in Western Europe. The Russians explain the necessity o
this new integration by a fact that the territory of CIS belonged to the same stat

structures not only during last seventy years, but some centuries earlier. During tha
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time numerous migrations took place on that territory, which entirely changed the
demographic situation. Now more than 26 million Russians live abroad of Russia. The
integration of CIS doesn’t mean a restoration of the USSR. The Ministry of Foreign
Affairs of Russia declares that the main directions of the Russian foreign policy are:
1)the reorganisation of the CIS and 2)solving the conflict situation which emerged
during this process.

Now Russia is trying to creataside the Commonwealth of the Independen
States some integrational polars - for example the union Russia-Belorus or so-called
,union of the four”: Russia-Belorus-Kazachstan-Kirgiztain the case of the Russia-
Belorus union thenain aim for Russia was to move the western border of the Russian
Federation farther towards East-Central Europe, which allbmgation of Russia’s
isolation of Russia from Europe, if ,Baltic-Black Sea Union” will come to reafitst
the same time Czeczen Republic suggested to Georgia to build a highway between
Grozny and Thilisi, which will give Czeczen an access to Bieck Sea, and
Georgians will get a new market for thgoods. The realisation of suclplan may
change a geopolitical situation on the western nd soutireation of Russia in a
decisive way"®

The modern borders of Russia are close to those from the year 1650. All the
border changes took place over western and southern borders of the USSR-Russia.
As a result of these changes between Russia and formebaarghof thdJSSR
emerged a strip of new independent states. Together with the lost of enormous
territories Russia lost its empire status. In the historical sense of the word, in the
Russian geostrategy in the European direction the most important now is a line

Moscow-Berlin.
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Part I

ETHNO-DEMOGRAPHY

As a result of a collapse of the USSR, Moscow state lost abounifiien of
squarekilometers of territory and almost a half of its population. These losses are
even more than the estimates of McNamara concerning the losses from the probable
nuklear hit. In 1991, at the moment of the collapse of the USSR, abroad of Russian
Federation livedlaout 25 million of Russians, which were chocked by the changes of
their social status. At one moment Russians living in the-Russian replblics
became not a ruling class but a national minority with no defigats. At the sam
time Russia inherited from the USSR many of the ethnic minorities, between
local separatism becomes more amaterpopular.

The demographic problems of Russia are hidden deep in the Soviet history. As
the results of all that problems Russians in the ninteen eighties composed only a little
more than 50% of the population of the USSR. Taking into account the birth-rate o
that time it was estimated that Russian would compose less than a half of the
population before the end of the XX century. This situation was based on the fact,
that during all the Soviet time the human resources of the USSR were wasted
(repressions, mixed marriges of the Russian in the ethnic republics etc). The natura
increase of Russian population was than lower that of the nations of the Caucases and
Central Asia.

Recently the data of the level of suicides in Russia in 1990-1997 were published.
In 1990-1992 there were registerdmbat 130000 suicedes; in 1994196 that mmber
was doubled. 11997 the nmber of the suides was about 5500, or 10% less than in
1996. The prognoses for 1998 are not optimistic, becausemigiéions of life, which

are in the many cases the main reason of the suicide, are becoming worse and worse.
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The demographic indexes are giving alarm in Russia. From 1993uithteen of
the births is lower than the number of dead abauilibn persons. Every year losses
of the population so high as if it was Home wairtg place in the country. The mos
of the Rusian families have only onaldhthe fetility of Russian women istaut 1.8-

1.4, at the time when the index of the renewing of thgila@n is 2.15hildren per

one woman. According to the estimates of the demographers Russians even in
Russian Federaton in the half of the XXI century will constitute less than 50% of the
population.. The rate of deaths of the Russian children is about 20Gghof births,

at the same time in the developéaltss this index is-82 to 1000 birth. The average
lengh of life of a man in Russia is going down from the middle of the seventies and
now is estimated as 57 years. Because of the high rate of the male deakian Ru
now there are 9 milion women more than mén.

The most important and the most difficult to solve problem of the modern
Russia (as well as of the whole territory of the former USSR) is the problem of the
numerous ethnic conflicts. When in the late eighties the first ethnic conflicts in the
USSR exploded, Michail Gorbatshev declared that the main cause of these conflicts
lies in the resignation from the main principles of the Lenin’s etholicyp So, to
solve the conflicts, it is necessary to return to these principles. Soon it turned out tha
the father of revolution ideas are absolutely powerless in the situation of an ethnic
conflict. In Decemberl991 the Soviet Union dapsed. At that time itgpeared
clearly that the peoples living in the Soviet Empii@ survive as separate entities and
preserved their mother languages, traditions, histoemory, &achment to their
own, strictly defined piece of land and that they are full of determination to fight for
their place in the new reality. They are still alive, despite ofdiéeades of Sovie

declarations that in the USSR a new socammunity was created - a ,Sovie
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people”. An extraordinarily complicated ethnic structure of the USSR’s population
and a low level of the political culture of the former Soviet peoples caused that the
ethnic conflicts exploded with an enormous power. They iex various forms, fro
newspaper discussions to open wild wars with many thousands of castalties.

The first bloody ethnic conflict exploded in Februa888 between 2ers and
Armenians in Sumgait. 32 people were killed. Since that time on theryeof the
former USSR nearly 160 ethnic conflict have taken place; in 22 caspsnware
used and there were peopiiekl. ° It is estimated that in the ethnic conflicts in the
former USSR in 1988-1995 at led®0 tousands people were killed. The tensions
between the former USSR peoples can be seen from the public opinion poalls.
According to their results among the 2&dllion of the former Soviet Union
inhabitants more than 40% are now ready to fight with weapon in hand for their
ethnic rights.

.Perestrojka” in the Soviet Uon, which was initiated by Michail Gorbatshew,
meant a softening of a halfof a century’s repressions which giuckly led to the
religious and ethnic awakening of the Soviet society. The ,perestrojka” had begun in
1985, so it was interesting to analise how the processes it initiated looked like ten
years after the beginning. It may be supposed that all possible ethnic and religious
conflicts, which existed in the former USSR showed themselves irR1BEER It was
decided to use a territorial critem in their analyses. Wh this in mind, the territory o
the former Soviet Union was dividéato four regions. The first region used for the
analysis of the ethnic conflict is the territory of the Russian Federationsédund
region is formed by the former Soviet republics on the western USSR border:
Ukraine, Belarus, Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia. The third region include the new

independent Caucasiamates: Georgia, Azerbejan and Armenia. The fourtiomeéigs
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in the Central Asia: Tadzhikistan, Uzbekistan, Kazakhstan, Kirghistan, Turkmenistan.
The results of the research are shown on the maps.

One of the most difficult issue was to decide what definition of the ethnic
conflict to choose because of theirltitude. Itis seen now that the definitions of an
ethnic conflict are differ not only between the western researchers and the post-Soviet
researchers, but also they differ in the former Soviet states, where now nearly each
researcher determing the subjectin his/her own way. The most important aspect of an
ethnic conflict is the role of ethnic demands of the sides of the conflict. Usually it
happens that there are many factors which caused a conflict: social, economic,
territorial, religious etc. A proportion of ethnic elements in the conflict dexdbe
its nature. Very close to the ,pure” ethnic conflict are territorial claims, Soras it
is even impossible to divide one from other. On the basis of collected information it
was constructed a scheme of each conflict analysis. The second stage was an analysis
of the stage of development of every conflict. In such way | was able to propose a
clasification of the ethnic conflicts. Some of them even is impossible to call conflicts.
They may be determined as tensions. The lowest level of these tensions is the level
where these tensions fuion only in anoral form. The next stage of the tension
functioning may be callegwritten” , at this stage the anti-ethnic articlesegpn the
local and centrall press. The next stage begins when the anti-ethnic elements are
included into the programm daments of the glitical paties and social ethnic
movements - it can be described gpdlitical” stage. The fourth stage begins when
the anti-ethnic elements apper in the offiagpvernmentdocuments. The last to
stages include the human casualities (only some of them when conflict has a local

charakter and many of them if the ethnic conflict becomelgtary conflict). 1 have
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begun the comparaive analysis of the different types of conflicts planning to prepare a
detailed characteristics of each type.

During the period of 1982995 there some estimates were made of the number
of ethnic conflict on the former USSR territory from only some of them with human
casualties up to more than hundred. On the basis of the definition | was able to make
a list of all the conflicts I described.

Table 1.The most important ethnic conflicts on the post-soviet space in 1988-

1995
Nr. |Lokalisation of a conflict Sides of a conflict
1. | Sumgait Armenians - Azers
2. | Fergan Valley Uzbeks - Kirghizs
3 Novy Uzien Armenians - Azers
4 Georgia Georgeans - Russians and between

various tribes of Georgians

5 Abchazja Abchazs - Georgeans
6. | Dushanbe Turks(Meshetins) - Tadzhiks
7. | Tadzykistan Various tribes of Tadzhiks
8 Osh Kirghizs - Russians
9. | Dubossar Moldavs - Russians
10. | Southern Osetia Osetins - Georgeans
11. | Mountain Karabakch Armeneans - Azers
12. | Chechen Republic Chechens - Russians
13. | Lithuania Lithuaneans - Russians
14. | Latvia Latvians - Russians
15. | Estoni E®neans - Russians
16. | Rostov Regi Caucaseans - Cossacks
17. | Chechen -Ingush Republic Chechens - Ingushes
18. | Nothern Osetia Oseteans - Georgeans
19. | Eastern Kazachstan Kazakhs - Russians
20. | Lithuania Lithuaneans - Poles
21. | Moldova Moldaveans - Gagaus
22. | Moldova Moldaveans - Bolgars
23. | Ukraine Ukraineans - Russians
24. | Krasnodar Region Russians - Greeks
25. | Krasnodar Region Rusians - Cossacks
26. | Adygea Adygs - Russians
27. | Cherkes Republic Cherkes - Abazins
28. | Cherkes Republic Cherkes - Karachaevs
29. | Kalmyk Republic Nogajs - Russians
30. | Kabarda Caucaseans - Cossacks
31. | Dagestan Kumyks - Dagestans
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32.

Dagestan

Avars - Dargins

33.

Azerbajan Republic

Lezgins - Azers

34.

Chechen Republic

Chechens - Dagestans

35.

Saratov Region

Germans - Russians

36. | Tatarstan Tatars - Russians
37. | Bashkortostan Bashkirs - Russians
38. | Chuvashen Chuvashs -Tatars
39. | Udmurcia Udmurs - Russians
40. | Tuva Tuvins - Russians
41. | Burats Republic Burats - Russians

42.

Sacha Republic

Jakuts - Russians

43.

Adzhar Republic

Adzhars - Georgeans

44,

Eastern Georgia

Avars - Georgeans

45. | Azerbaja Kurds - Azers

46. | Azerbaja Talyshes - Azers

47. | Karakalpakstan Karakalpaks - Uzbeks
48. | Uzbekistan Uzbeks - Tadzhiks
49. | Turkmenistan Kurds - Tadzhiks

50. | Turkmenistan Beludges - Tadzhiks
51. | Mangyshlak Turkmens - Kazakhs
52. | Nothern Kazachstan Kazakhs - Russians
53. | Tuapse Shapsugs - Russians
54. | Krimea Tatars - Russians

55. | Tian-Shan Mountains Tadzhiks - Kirghizs
56. | Balkarian Republic Balkars - Kabardins
57. | Belarus Russian - Belaruses

| had prepared a map on which all the conflicts listed in the above table are
shown. At the same time, seeing the importance of territaiaeisll prepared a map
of that phenomenon. These both maps are enclosed (Map No 3, and Map No 4)

X X X

From the very beginning Russia was a multi-national state, which, as a result o
its history of conquerts absorbed more and more territories witbugapeoples
living there. From that point of view the Soviet Uniodmli differ greatly from the
tsarist Russia. The most reliable indicator of Russian and Soviatdattio the

peoples which lived on their territories was the official number of the peoples (the
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total number of all ethnic communities whose existence was accepted by the
governing power and which were legalised).

At the end of the nineteenth century the tsarist official experts estimated tha
there were about 800 ethnic conmities on the former Russia’s territory. The Sovie
administration declared in 1926 that in the USSR lived 194 peoples and various ethnic
groups. In 1939 Stalin declared that during the process of the creation of the ,Sovie
people” the number of peoples and ethnic groups in the USSR grew smaller down to
60. The reduction of theffial numer of the peoples in the USSR had to lead to the
obliteraion of ethnic differencies, and as a final result of the process wasptarla
-New social unit” - a ,Soviet people”. After Stalin’s death, when the Soviet society
began to breathe a little more free, the number of the peoples grew up to 109, but in
1970 again it was reduced to 104, and in 1979 to 101. The process of stagnation of
the Soviet power and its way to the collapse can be seen clearhabdve
differences in the number of the ethnic units was not a reflection of the real picture,
but as so many things in the Soviet Empire - was planned from above and aimed into
producing evidence for a Lenin-Stalin theotyoat the integrigon of small ethni
units into big ones. The dynamics of the change of the number of the peoples in the
USSR shows that Stalin’s ethnic policy survived its creator for many decades and
was used until the collapse of the Sovieiddnlt is possible to say, that even now
when there is no new effective ethnic policy in the Russian Federation, many of the
old methods of the eomunistethnic policy are used.

Russia has a deep ditzon in the field of the ethnic research, which began on a
wide scale in the send half of the XIXth century. In the pre-revolutionary (before
1917) period oftime many ethographic expeditions were organised, first very

detailed ethnic maps of many regions of the Russian Empire were prepared and
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published, etc. The research and publications were carried on even afterdhi diffi
time of the revolution anlome war till the middle thirties, when Stalin ,solved” a

the ethnic problems of the Soviet Union by the theory of the absolute equality of the
communist society members - in the communist mono-e#taie the research and
knowledge hout ethnoses were unnecessary. As a result, of that situation now there
are few experts who are able to answer thetiguesdout the size, historical rights

and independence level of a given ethnic unity (ethnos, ethnic groupe etc.). At the
same time, even in the conditions of thadewtlack of knowledge and juridica
background, new post-Soviet power structures have to decide (and do thatfrom
.=above’as it was done previously) in very complicated ethnic problems. Sometimes,
like in the old Soviet times, the new regional administration desdideit the right o

an ethnic unit to call themselves an ethnos, about their right to their land, rights,
perspectives.

The communist party played the key role in tbmmistrative structure of the
Soviet Union. When that party lost its power and influence, the whole structure of the
communist state crashed, and the USSR'’s collapse inspired in the peoples dependent
on Moscow a desire to declare their own independent state forms. As it became
known from sources disclosed in the lastyears, when the Sowvietnment
demarkated the borders of Soviet and authonomous republics, regions and other
administrative units, no attention was paid to the histarglats of the inhabitants to
their land. The only criteria in delimitag administrative borders were: easy control
over the inhabitants, political priorities defined by the communist party, temporary
economical conceptions, and even simply a whim of regional or central communist
leader. As a result of such attitude to the administrétorelers, many of the peoples

on the territory of the former Soviet Union found themselves sudediint
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different administrative units. With the collapse of the Sayssternment, the
administrative system also crashed and all borders lost their meaning; the peoples of
the former USSR began to demand a creation of their own indepestdtsd, or
sometimes, correction of the already existing borders.

The explosion and widening of the ethnic conflicts on the former USSR
territories is also fed by ineffectivness of the authorities to solve them, and at the same
time, making use of the conflicts by the political elites in the new post-Soviet
independent states. The mess in the ethnic issues in the former USSR s intensified
also by the fact that there are numerous research centers and institutions investigating
the problem, but only few are competent; moreover, the decision-makers very seldom
make any use of the research. At the same time, it is worth to emphasize that there is
no general conception of the regulating of ethnic conflicts on the territory of the
former USSR: the Ministry of Internal Affairs has and uses its own conception,
Ministry of the CIS Cooperation its own, as wellas Ministry of Nalites
President Administration, Ministry of Extraordinaitustions etc.

A very important cause of the ethnic conflicts on the former USSR territory are
the repressions which were used agains the whole ethnoses during the years of the
communist regime. One of the most cruel forms of repressions were diepsrta
during which millions of people, only on the basis of theiohgihg to an ethnic
group, were entirely and quickly deported to the other parts of the SommteEand
setled on the land, which historically belonged to other ethnoses. Deportations
entirely changed the natural ethnic geography of the USSR and from the end of the
eighties lay at the root of two kinds of conflicts: 1) a conflict betweeepartated
ethnos and the native inhabitants of the region where déipostavere directed; 2)

conflict betweerdeported ethnos and the peoples which were settled on the lands o
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deported peoples ( when the deported got the right to return they had found that their
historical land was already taken by newcomers). In the nineties President Jeltsyn had
signed some decrees about the rehabdritaf the repressioned ethnoses. According

to these decrees the repressioned may return to theiridaktand. But as the
decrees do not define the principles of the restoration of the former ethni
administrative units, no onemang the modern post-Soviet republics or regions i
interested in giving back the land to its real owners - repressioned ethnoses. The
complications connected with the former Sodeportations are an important barrier

for the revival of the Soviet ethnoses and, at the same time, these complications are a
real cause of many ethnic conflicts.

Regardless of the above-mentioned factors, the ethnic conflicts always explode
when the new emerging republics try to become really independent from Russia - the
successor of the Soviet Union. Such was the Russian-Chechen war, on whose
example Russia wanted to warn away every post-Soviet ethnos from seeking rea
independence.

For the pastyears the former Soviet territory has been a place of unexpected,
violent changes, going on a various scale and with different speed, butin all spheres o
the social life. The first sign of the changes was the religious revival of the Soviet
society which took place in the mid-eighties. As soon as it became possible, numerous
churches, monasteries, mosques and synagogues, closed for decades, were reopened.
People began to restore the religioumnuurities of the old,traditional” confessi
and to built the commmities of new confessions preugy unknown in the USSR.
Naturally, there are some conflicts over the religious communities’ propbayt a
the right to be ,the main” confession on a territory, conflicishvihe reional

churches which do not want to be under the Moscow Patriarhy. Nonetheless, it is
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hard to speak beout rdigious conflicts on the former USSR teory. Sill, the
religious aspect is very important in almost all ethnic conflicts (muslim Azers-
Christian Armenians, Orthodox Russians-muslim Chechens etc.) Unrestricted return
to the ,fathers’ faith” is a very important factor for every ethnos in itsggte for
independence from the central (Moscow) power. Religious aspect, ethnic
consciousness, deportation adn other repressions, which sometitaestiia peoples
with the same fate, were the reasons of the survival of many ethnic groupes. Among
these groupes there are also Cossack. The Cossacks re phenomenon completely no
known on the West, but very important for the internal situation on the former Soviet
territory. The Cossacks play a very important role in the process ofolijeap
changes in the relations of modern Russia with the newly indepdndant states. The role
of the Cossacks, because of the military character of this ethno-socipkgrall be
described in the part, devoted to thelitar aspect of the post-soviet geopoliticl
situation and strategic conceptiongtsfdevéopment

The causes of the ethnic conflicts on the former Soviet territory have to be
sought first of all, in the history (deeds) of the Soviet state. The main causes of the
modern ethno-political situation on the former USSR territory are: the attitude of the
Soviet authorities towards the ethnic issues, shortage of the scientific research of the
ethnic processes and, possibly the major thing, lack of gatbdbfsthe modern
Russian and other post-Soviet politicians in solving ethnic conflicts using non-military
methods. The development of a conflict depends on the geographical situation of a
region where the conflict is going, the level of the economic development of the
region, the religious situation thereglipical culture of the elites, historical ti#ions,
and the independencelhof the ethnoses involved into the conflict. It canrtaticed

that one of the main roles in the ethnic conflicts on the former USSR territory is
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played by Russia which implements an old Roman principle ,divide et impera” as a
method to keepontrol over the peoples of the former Soviet Union. Itis also a result
of Russia’s intentions to keep the jtioa of a superpower in that part of the world.
Without a big mistake it can be said that there is no ethnic conflict on the former
Soviet territory in which, openly or not, Russia is notinvolved. There are no grounds
to assume that the policy of the modern Russia’s policy is developing into the
direction where the state will resignate from the power over the former USSR'’s
peoples, so it is rather obvious that the ethnic conflicts on the former Soviet territor
will continue on during the neareseahdes. The prognoses of the dibnés
development in the area with a very complicated ethnic structure and numerous ethnic

conflicts is possible only inlemited way

Part Il

ECONOMIC CONCEPTIONS.

It is hard to define Russian strategic conceptions in an economic field. Neither
Russia, nor other post-Soviet states do not know what way to choose in their
economic reforms. The situation, the direction of the development (stagnation, crisys
etc.) are czanging very rapidly. The only stable geopolitical elements in the whole
issue of economic conception are the integration economic processes and the issue o
oil. The detail analysis of these issues needs more place, and will be done in the book
version of the report. Below are only some aspects linked with the strategic
conceptions on the post-Soviet space.

According to the last estimates the aktual National Product of Rusia is abou
1/3 of the National Product of the former USSR. The Russian Federal Fund for

Estimates that the itee of the economics of Rsia is now hout 320-380 trin USA
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dollars worth, when 80-85% of this enormousa canpose value of the natural
resources. Based on the mentioned figures the value ofatee economics per one
inhabitant is in Russia the highest in the world. From the point of view of the summ o
the National Profit per one inhighnt, Russiglaces on th&6th position in the world
rankings. The Federal Fund for the Reformslipbied datas, which tafy that
generally economic and government reforms in Russia already were realised. As a
result of the mentioned reforms 56% of the National Property are concentrated now
in the hands of 1.5% of Russiaitizens. 8-10% of the Russian population earn
enough to spendgood life. At the same time 65% of the popiglaiost everything

they had before the reforms. The last year deficit of the Federal Budgebowt 28

billon dollars, at the same time thetiemtes of the profits fromllegal business i
Russia is appreciated obaut 120 ilion dollars.*

In Ashchabad in Jabuary 1998 a meeting of the five Central-Asian Presidents
was held, where again became clear that the former Soviet Union adérmm
Commonwealth of the Independent States are desititegirathe economic sence.

The Central Asian Republics ,move” in ttieection of their sothern neighours:
Pakistan, Afganistan, Iran and Turkey and in the sanein the direction of the
western industrial states. At the beginning of 1998 President of Turkmenistan
Nijazov and the President of Turkey Chateini ceremonially opened a first gas-pipe line
between Iran and Turkmenistan. The pipe, which is 200 km long, wafib190

million dollars. This gas-pipe will transport 4llon m3 of gas per year and up to the
year 2006 its capability W be doubled. In the Fall 1996 a mixed Russian-Turkmenian
firm was organised, in which 51% of actiondobg to the Tukmenian state gas-
company, 45% posess the famous Russian firm ,Gasprom” and 4% of actions are in

the hands of American energetic firm ITERA.
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In 1996 emerged a new economical union signed by Georgea, Ukraine,
Azerbejan and Moldova (GUAM), which as its first aim declared opposition to the
Rusian interests (especially ecocnomic) on the territory of the statespaets o
the union?® The lider of the new union isigposed to be Ukraine, which do not hide
its aspirations to play a leaing role@mng the united in GUAM states. Together wit
political issues the second main important issue is oil ant the ways of its trarmgsport
During the visit of Piotr Luczinski, President of Moldova, to Azerbaijan it was
decided about posdlity of building of oil pipe though the territory of Moldova.
Such a decision may cover all the needs of Moldova in oil. Ideal variant in this case
will be to build an oil-pipetiough the tertory of Georgea, but Molava has access to
Black Sea itself through the Dunaj-river and in this place is going to buildalbig

terminal (with the finansial help of the World Bank).

PART IV.

CULTURE AND RELIGION.

As it was mentioned above modern Russia, as a heriness of the USSR, feels

itself not only frustrated by the loss of the superpower position, but also has a very
strong and negative figeg of the territorial, political, cultural and militar isolation.
The Minister of Foreign Affairs of Russia Evgeny Primakov many times applied to the
West not to create new divisions of Europe. Some other steps of the Russian
diplomathy, as for example last negotiations with Serbia in the issue of Kossovo
prove, that Russia wants to show to the Western world, thatist presense in Europe i
necessar, that Europe without Rusgauld not be able to exist, that Russians are

Europeans and their place is in &pe.
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The term ,East-Central Europe”, which includes the countries situated between
German and Russian culture in the wide sense of the term, appeared in the second half
of the nineteen-fifties. The term became widely known in the scientific and politica
circles during the last two decades, but its real career started after tpsecolla
communism. In the most traditional understiag, East-Central Europe includes the
following states: Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Belorus, Poland, Ukraine, Slovak
Republic, Czech Republic and Hungary. Multireth multi-religious, differing in
political preferences, modern East-Central Europe is an area of special importance for
the Euro-Atlantic security. It has to be remembered that it was exactly in East-Centra
Europe in its wide borders that both World Wars (the First and the Second) broke
out. It also has to be remembered that exactly this part of the world initiated the great
collapse of the Soviet Empire. This part of Europe, which is not very important at
first glance, has to be very attentively observed from the West as well as from the
East, from the point of view of the future European security. And observing East-
Central Europe means, understanding that its territory is cavered with a network o
various invisible borders besides the obvisteéte borders. Thesevisible borders are
ethnic, religious, cultural and social ones. Every observer of these borders has to be
able to determine them. Nadly, these invisible borders of Ba€entral Europe do
not exist on any modern political maps, but they have been very important for the
history of Europe and the whole world and they will playeguoally important role in
the field of the Euro-Atlantic security in the future.

For the better understding of the basicpblems of the region the states of
East-Central Europe have to be grouped according to their own statehood tradition.
The statehood tradition of Hungary, Czech Republic, Poland and Lithuania are hidden

deep in theMiddle Ages; Latvia and Estonia proclaimed their owates in the
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beginning of the XXth century; Belorus and Ukraine really were able to proclaim their
real independence after the collapse of the USSR. It must be borne in mind that the
East Belorus and the East Ukraine were part of the Soviet Empire during the whole
time of it existence; Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania and the West Belorus and West
Ukraine were occupied by the Soviets only for about a half of a century; Hungary
Czech and Slovak Republics and Poland for the last fifty years were part of the Soviet
Empire’s influence area. In practice it means that the communist systemthough

very repressive and heavy, never acquired such horrorfull features like in the states
which were included into the Soviet ldn. The relatively short duration of the
communist regimes in Hungary, Poland, Czech and Slovak Republics was one of the
reasons why the Soviet power didn’t succeetinfdant the commust idea to the
degree it was able to do with many otherpte® of the wdd. These East-Central
Europe states never accepted the loss of freedom and the nsinpaltical and
economic system. Again and again they tried to regain their freedom, as we could see
on the examples of the Hungarian and Checlsings and Polish attguts to be free
which were suppressed by the Soviet Union in a bloody way. The stormy existence
between Russia and Germany formed among these peoplesciic speourfu
cultural, historical and political mentality, which is characterised by a burnsigede

for freedom and democracy, their own ethnic consciousness and strong links with the
West-European roofé. All these observations can be used also towaittisianians,
Latvians, Estonians andkrainians from Western Ukraine who fought with arms i
their hands against the Soviet occupatitsthe end of 1950-s.. Decintad b
unbelievable repressions, deported to Siberiantijons, Lithuanians, Latvians,
Estonians and western Ukrainians were atlsafidued. But as soon as it only

became possible they showed the world their desire for freedom.
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To understand the modern invisible borders offzentral Europe we have to
make a short excursion to ancienttimes, when the newly created states of the region
were baptised. Situated within political borders resembhimge of today Czech
State, Poland and Hungary in IX-Xth centuries were baptised in the western
Christianity and found themselves in the area of the Roman culfreis Romanum
At the same time, in the Xth century, Rusian duchies were baptised in the eastern
Christianity and belong to the Byzae cultural tradition. By the XIVth century, b
way of receiving baptism also the territories of the modern Lithuania, Latvia and
Estonia had entered the domain of Roman cuftufsee: Map No 5The borders of
western and eastern Christianity in the IX-XIV centuries” in the Annex below]

Reaching so very far back in history can be rejected as looking for too old
analogies only on very sufieral grounds. As we can see from the mentioned map,
the border which was set up one thousand years ago between western and eastern
Christianity with a very narrow deflections is situated in the same place, as it was
situated one thousand years ago. It is the first, the oldestttemgirvisible border
which divides East-Central Europe. It has to be added that for thénpasand years
the border between eastern and western Christianity has been the border of Cyrillic
and Latin alphabet (Map No 6). In practice it means that Estonians, Latvians, Poles,
Czechs etc., trawelling west from their homeland always, even when they didn’
know foreign languages, have been able to read at least the name of a place, street,
the most common service placesirfk, post-office etc.). In the same situation an
average Russian, Belorussian or Ukrainian, who did not speak foreign languages
found himself absolutely helpless in front of a Latinligsgeinscriptions. The reverse
situation happened when a person from thalspelling world trawelled east of the

river Bug. It is common knowledge that such basittiab as reading inscriptions i
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the first criterion to divide the world into ,foreign” and ,own”. So, the border of
eastern and western Christianity and between the Cyrillic and Latin alphabet is, at the
same time, the border of fagn” and ,own”. To the east from that border begins the
world, which is foreign for Estonians, Latvians, Poles, Czddsigarians, Slovaks;

for Belorusians, Ukrainians, Russians the foreign world begins to the west from the
millenary border.

One thousand old border of the Latin and Cyrillik alphabet, the border o
eastern and western Christianity, has, at the same time, been for some centuries the
border between different systems of the agriculture and the different attitute towards
land property. Built on the basis of Roman law, the Estonian, Latvian, Polish,
Lithuanian, Czech, Slovak and Hungar@vil and criminal laws from the very early
times have been based on the sacred principle of the human right to posess private
property, and the land property as well. Courthouse records of property titles of the
Polish farmers are sometimes a few centuries old. That is why the communis
administration, in spite of repressions1®441956, was not able to take the land
from the Polish farmers and to persuade them intiective farms, promoted by
communists. Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia, as Soviet republics, after they had lost
their independence, were forced intdlemdive farms. A similar situation was with
Stovak, Czech and Hungarian farmers, wyere in spite of resistance, communists were
able to carry collective farms into effect. At the moment when theatesst
reestablished theindependence, one of the first steps was the restoration of the
private land property.

Quite a different situation exist east of the river Bug. In the tsarist Russia, fro
the very early times the traditional form of the land usage was afledc

»=obshczina”’(community), which was a llemtive form of usage of the lamtivided
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between the countryside inhabitants.The free farmers in Russia mostly represented b
the Cossacks also used their land immeonunities”. To tell the truth, from the XVI

up to XVIII centuries on the territories of modern Ukraine and Belorus, and again in
1918-1939 in the western parts of the tomed states, the Polish law of the land
property functioned. But it was, in a some sence, a foreign system, which was brought
from abroad and it never became a tradition of the land usage in that part of East-
Central Europe. So, it can be said that on the Russian lands as well as on the lands o
modern Belorus and Ukraine after the October revolution the ,rural coitgsUjust
changed their name. The former ,obshcziny”’(communities) became collective farms.
That form of the land usage together with the lack of a private land property had
became a traditional form for the Belorussian and Ukrainian societies. That is the
reason of the fact that althogh of the collapse of tienamist system severaggrs

ago, and Ukraine and Belorus are independttes now, neither of them has
established private land property. (Map No 7).

The invisible border of the existence and respect for the private landrtgrope
which is the basis of individual farming, is one of the most important invisible borders
which crosses the described regions of East-Central Europe.ighhefrthe private
land property deeply rooted in the social consciousness, at the same time creates the
foundation of respect for the same right of other persons. So, a person whibge fa
has posessed land property for many generations, is able to appreciate the right of the
land property, to fulfill obgations connected ith that ight and to respect the same
rights of other persons. The right for private land property or the absence of such
right creates a special kind of mentality, conditions people’s behaVioun that
sense the invisible border of the existence or not existence of private property rights

as a border of a certain collective mentality is one of the most important borders of
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East-Central Europe. It has to be underlined here that with only some slight
declinations, the private property border is the same as the border of eastern and
western Christianity which has been dividing East-Central Europe for more than a
thousand years.

As we can see on the enclosed map No 7, areas to the east of the western-
eastern Christianity border are inhabited by peoples who, in spite of the collapse of the
USSR, detect the private land property, individual form of farming etc. as elements o
the foreign, even hostile capitalist social and political systems. The invisible border o
the private property rights divides Eastern Europe into two camps. The people from
the territories to west of the border are afraid of the people from the East and are
convinced that they wouldn't respect their private property rightspl®éang east
of the border, accsept the fact of the existance of private land préperty.

The attitude to private land property rights and to the way of farming probabl
is decisivein the issue of tladtitude to a free market economy. As it can be shown on
the basis of public opinion investigations done in East-Central Europe in 1994 (the
results are represented on a Map No 8), the border between positive and negative
attitude towards free market economy is just the same, with one exception, as the
border of the private land property right and the border of eastern and western
Christianity, which have existed here more than a thousand §ears.

The other kind of invisible borders, which cut the northern part of modern East
Central Europe are political borders which ggaared a veryohg time ago. From
the end of the XVIII century till1914, the territories of modern Estonia, \iat
Lithuania, Belorus, almost the whole Ukraine and east-central regions of Poland
belonged to the Russian Empire; nothern and western Polammybdlto the German

Empire; southern-eastern region of Poland, lands of modern Czech Republik, Slovak
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Republic, Hungary and southern-western regions of Ukraitendesl to the
Habsburg Empire.

These borders now they are invisible, but they still exigtlinie, archtecture,
in the people mentality and consciousness. Poles who lived on the territories annexed
by Russian Empire and German State, lost their right for any state forms and any loca
government institutions and through some generations fought for survival: to save
their language, religion, ethnic consciousness. Some forms of freedom were granted
only to that part of Poles, who inhabited the lands annexed by Austrian Empire, and
there it was possible to develop social structures (some forms of parlamentarism, loca
government, farmers’ organisations etc.). As a result of such situation, the Polish
society of the former Austrian Empire, have up to now kept the traditions of strong
farmers’ organisations and local government, desire to decide by themselves about
their future etc: everything which is determined as specific features of a civil s&ciety.
The similar situation is in the case of Ukrainiatate, where inhabitants of the
territories of the former Austrian Empire differ from the rest of the state in their anty-
communist and civil attitudes. The existence of old , now invisible borders of the
Polish state partition frod914 can be seen on the maps of the results of president
and parliament election which took place in Poland and Ukraine in the nineties. On
these maps we can see the differencies along the former Austrian Empire border.
Those parts of Poland and Ukraine, whiclohged to the Austrian Enme now
demonstrate the stronger civil behaviours, active social and local government
institutions, and firm preferences in the selection of economic perspective.

In 1918 Es$onia, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, Czechefriblic, Slovkia and
Hungary got back their freedom, the western territories of the modern Belorus and

Ukraine were included into the Polish state, when the eastern parts were included into
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the USSR. The Polish-Soviet border which cut Belorus and Ukraine in halfs existed
til 1939. In a plitical sence this border existed only twenty years. During that time
Belorussians and Ukraineans, who found themselves in the Soviet state, were
repressed and fearfully indoctrinated in the religious sphere. The Belorussians and
Ukraineans, who lived on the Polish territory were not opressed to show thei
religious beliefs. Those territories were included into the Sovierionly after the
Second World War. The religious freedom was restored in the USSR only in the end
of the eighties. In that time, wined out that making use of the newgimbties was
available able first of all to the Belorussians and Ukraineans who lived on the
territories, which up to 1939 had belonged to Poland. On the territories of Western
Belorus and Western Ukraine, by mid-nineties almost every church and religious
congregations, which had existed there during the 1930s were redberidu:
inhabitants of Eastern Belorus and Eastern Ukraine didn’t need religious beliefs an
more. The religious revival of the modern Belorus and modern Ukraine went along
the Polish-Soviet border of 1939. Thevigible mlitical border from the past has
survived till now, but was changed into the border of ,belief and unbelief’. In the
same way the pre-war political border of Baltic states now functions not only as a
political border, but similar to Polish-Soviet pre-war border, as a ,belief-unbelief
border between the independenttdfsa, Latvia, Lithuania and the Russian
Federation.

The balans of political powers in Europe after 1945 caused that the European
space was cut by a new border named ,jron curtainto the sphere of the Soviet
influence were included all thetates of East-Central Europe and Eastern German.
That border existed only 44 years and was crushed up in 1989. The Berlin Wall

finished its existance, and the states of East-Central Europe restored their
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independence. During the next couple of years USSR collapsed; Estonia, Lithuania,
Latvia, Belorus and Ukraine declared their independence. The way in whistatbs

of East-Central Europe restore their independence and go out from the communis
system causes, that once again, a forgotten invisible border frétrousahd years
begines to alive. To west from that border, like it was many centuries ago, lay the
states of western Christianity, Latin alphabet, democratic traditions, free market
economy, private land property, indiual farm economy - to east from that border,

as many centuries ago, lay states of eastern Christianity( but mostly atheistic now), the
states of Cyrillic alphadt, totalitarian trdition, centralised economy, lack of a private
land property, and collective farm economy.

We can endlesly enumerate elements which are divided by the invisitdeaanill
border. But some details are especially importnat, as, for example the fakt, that the
decribed border divides the usage of some notions which are especially important for
the Euro-Atlantic security. In the mid-nineties, | did my private little research in
academic circles of East-Central Europe. | had only ondiguesWhat is
JLolerance”? It appeared the the wide usage of that term is normal only to the west o
invisible border discussed above. One of Belorussian professors of philosophy, when
asked what ,tolerance” meant, answered: ,We, Belorussians are tolerant people, we
don’t care about anything (,nam vsio ravno”). After seventy years from Lenin’s death
authors of press publications, who use the word ,tolerance” east of the river Bug have
to explain to their readers the meaning of the wordln the state of proletarian
morality the words toleration and mentality, which assume individuality of a man,
were out of use, forgotten, not needed. In the Soviet wobddyo had right to

toleration and different mentality.
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All the elements mentioned above lie at the bottom of the fact that in a ver
definite way the eastern border of Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Slovak Republigty Po
eastern border and its borders with the Kalinigrad region constitute wisiblin
border of a different understanding of space and one’s identification of one’s place in
the spacé?

The Soviet power didn’t succeed to create ,Soviet People”. That statement can
be proved by a numerous (abal0 ) ethnic conflicts on the former USSR’s
territory. But at the same time the Soviet pohwad succeed to seed in a multi-ethnic
society a feeling of a common house (common space). Many of the people ( not only
Russians), in spite of the collapse of the Soviet Union, thbdutathemselves as
inhabitants of a common statejked by one fate anstatdnood. That imaginative
state’s western end goes along the former USSR border, wherekiim@wnnfor the
.eastern people” world begins.

The attitude of the post-Soviet pg@to Poland is ambivalent. On the one side
Poland is a foreign, not-known world, different from the Soviet and post-Soviet
reality. On the other side, it was used to saychicken is not a bird, Poland is not
abroad”. In that phrase, whose roots are hidden deeply in the HRiliskian past and
in Russian mentality, there is a big proportion of a contempt, the feeling of own
superiority in comparison ith Poland, but at the same time a big proportion of fear in
front of a foreign world. It is a mentlitg of invador, who came for an eagjunder. |
had several occassions to listen to the people from the former Soviet territory talk
during their trade-trips to Poland. For them, though not for all, it is a strange world,
where there are so many goods, so many possibilities, but the inhabitants of that world
can not make good use of all of them. And here we are, we - the people from Belorus,

Ukraine or Russia. We came here for a short trip, we brought our cheap goods with
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us, we sold them for a higher price, we will take the best things from Poland and
return home.

In is an invador philosophy: to come, to take everything, what is possible and to
return to one’s own powerful, best homeland. The USSR does not exist, but in the
mentality of a post-Soviet man it still exists. iltda post-Soviet peopheith a feeling
of a special kind of practical wisdom, with a feeling of their own superiority. An
invador’s philosophy, a feeling of a higher initiation and knogéeof a Soviet man,
is exercised not only towards Poland, but the whole western world as alit the
United States in the former USSR it is said that it is a country for fools, where even
billiard holes are twice wider than in the Soviet model. Maybe that is why post-Soviet
mafia invents such methods itégal business which can’t born in mind of a western
man.

Contempt towards Poland, towards the whole western world, is caused by the
fact that Soviet people experienced such traumatic events during the communist times
that now they are afraid of nothing. They now know that they would be able to
survive in any circumstances. They feel contempt towards the western people who, i
their opinion, are used to living in cosiness of freedom and economic prosperity, and
who do not know, what it means to live and to survive. In many cases a feeling of
superiority is a part of Soviet mentality and plays a more important role than ethni
origin of a person. So, the example used below has to derstaodappreciated not
in the ethnic categories, but in the categories of the post-Soviet mentality, and the
West, if it looks for the new formule of an Euro-Atlantic security, has to understand
that first of all. The author of an article ,We and Europe” writggVe, Ukraine,
during many centuries were a rampart of Europe , and defended it from the East

invasion. Now Europe again needs our help. In Europe the spirit of Crusaders died,



46

the struggle fopower eded. The truth is only one: who doesn’t want to be a lord,

will be a slave. A modern European escapes the fight and is against a war, and this
is a position of the weak... Is Europe able to get out from the liberal- pacifistic
swamp? To my mind, - it is not. That is why only Ukraineans[ meaning Soviets -
S.M.] are able to help Europe to revive a real european spirit not poisoned by the
integration ideas.*® Who doesn’'t want to be a lord, willbe a slave. This is a basic
truth of the Soviet world, whicles at the backgund of the mentality and behaviour

of the post-Soviet people, which was set in the heads of the former USSR inhabitants
not by the ideolgy, but by their lifatsdf. Who, being free or being kept in GULAG,

was able to get atleast a little power, survived. Who wasn't able to do that, died or
became a slave. The people west of the river Bug, who are not able to put a strong
centralised power in their states are perceived as something worse, as a defenseless,
foolish mass, a society of slaves.

Everything said above is forming the modern, the nmogbrtant border of East
Central Europe. It is the invisible border of western and eastern mentality, which can
be understood as an attitude to spacplaee in the life attitude to democracy,
power, law, the scale of values and the understanding of the worldbddes lies
today almost in the same place where it appeared lanesdnd years ago, as the
border between Ronam Christianity and Byzantium, between Latin anllicCyr
alphabet. During these thousand years political borders changed many times. The
invisible borders of faith, lrlguage and mentalityemain in the same place. These
borders were especially important for the European security in the XthxXWlL,

XIX and XX centuries. It is absolutly clear that this border will be important for the
euro-atlantic security in the XXlst century. It is hard to imagine the Euro-Atlantic

security not bearing all this in mind.
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According to the contekst of the presented above religiadsiral and mental
aspects it can be seen that the isolation of modern Russia, which is described by the
Russian diplomats as the conscious isolation of Russia by the structures of the
Western Europe is not an invention of the West, but the isolation, which is caused by
the many centuries of the differencies, deepened in the years ofntineunist power
and continued now by the modern Russiatharities. In other words, Russia now is
single and isolated from the western world not because of the West position, bu
because of Russian history, because of the Soviet arslaRymolitics, veryslow
economic reforms and mentality of Russian authorities and society. All these factors
may be characterised by the word of the oath of the members of iaapqrty
Russian National Unity: , The member of the Party have to remember, that Russia
has no friends. Who foget this, become a traitor”.

From the historical point of view we can suppose that on its wagutope
Russia today is in the moment similar to the times of the tsar Peter the Great (1672-
1725). Thalifference between the strategy of that tsar and strategies of the modern
Kremlin authorities is based on a fact that Peter the Great was perfectly conscious that
the condition of Russia’s &y to Europe is the europeization of Russian life. He
understood that Europe would accept Russia only when Russia in the sence of law,
economics and mentally would be close to Europe. So, the strategy of the tsar Peter
the Great was based on a statement, that Russia needed Europe for its, Russian,
ingenious devepment. The strategy of the USSR, which was accepted and
developed by modern Rsia is based on aspposite statement - that Europe itself
needs Russia. The realisation of ideas of the tsar Peter the Greatevagpied in
1917 by the October rekaion. Only time wouldshow us, would the chosen strategy

lead Russia to its europeization or Russia would for ever be an asian state.
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PART V.

MILITARY AND POLITICAL CONCEPTIONS.

Integration processes are the most common phenomenon in the world in the end
of the XXth century. The whole world from the beginning of nineteen-fifties is
changing into one integrity. This is a natural process which is caused by globalisation
of economy and by the global character of the many phenomenon, for exampl
pollution. At the same time it may seem that from the nineteen-nineties the area o
East-Central Europe and former Soviet Union is overspread by the desintegrating
processes. At the moment of the collapse of the USSR many adherents of an ideao
saving the USSR used as an argument the fact that the whole world and Western
Europe is integrating, but the Soviet Union, the Warsaw Pact etc. are breaking int
parts, as if Russia has again chosen its ,specific’ way. But at that time only those ties
were broken, which were artificially forced upon that region by the Soviet
imperialism. These ties had no real integration character. Soon after the states of
region got independence or revived their statehood the real integration process had
begun. These processes had g#tigal background and few specific features, which
are characteristic only for that part of the world.

The new geopoliticigiation in Europe in1990s from one side liquidated the
division into two hostile camps and created conditions for political, economic and
cultural cooperation; from another side the diffgrencies in the level of economi
development between Western and Eastern Europe complicated the processo
European integration. The integrational processes in Eastern Europe are much more
weaker than in Western Europe, and they do not spread on all the states of the region.
The integration processes may be a specific key for understandingoofpiicated

mosaic of the post-Soviet world. In dependence of wether a state of East-Central
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Europe and a new post-Soviet state open or not for the integration processes, it can
be discovered what are gfataic conceptions of development and in what direction
this state is going.

The strategic conceptions of Soviet Russia and USSR even when they changed
with the changes of the political situation, during more than seventy years were based
on the idea of the ,world relgion”. In practice it meant that the Sovstuggl
with imperialism was held by a direct agression against the bordetimghe USSR
states and grouth of the Sovidtuence in the other parts of the world. For repke:
the agression against Poland, Lithuania, Latvia, Estonia during the World War I, war
in Afganistan, or not oficlly declared ingerention into the itlle East and African
Affairs. The Soviet stratgc conceptionfundioned in the three periods of time: short
perpective - or plans for 3-5 years in future; 2)middle perspective - 5-10 years; 3)long
perspective, which was understood as plans of thdapewent of the isuation for
15-20 years.

The decisive changes of the Soviet strategic conceptions could be seen only in
the last years of the Soviet Union’s existance. From the middle of the nineteen-
eighties of the XXth century although the Sowkite fundioned according the
Lorder-administrative” system andilstvas subordnated to the idological dogmas,
the political and military external onditions and internal economic situation
compelled Michail Gorbachev to declare a ,perestrojka” programm. Intithett
became clear to the leading Soviet politicians that the Soviet military strategic
conceptions based on the idea that the Soviet Army had to defend interests of the
super-power and had to be ready to the last worl-wide battle with western

imperialism, became impossible for realisation by the Soviet economy (that last world-
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wide nuklear battle was supposed to kill 1/3 of the world’s populatiordistndy
more than 50% of the world’s economy).

The Soviet stratgc conceptions of the last years on the USSR becadmedge
between the strategy of the stagnating Soviet state and strategy of the modern Russia
going in the direction of democratization. In the most common words the modern
Russian conceptions are based on the assumption that during the nearest 3-5 years an
external threat for Russia will be very little and this time may be used for the Army
reforms. In the perspective of 5-10 years Russian politicians take into account a
possibility of a military confrontizon with Islamic world, which is spread from Bosnia
to Tadzhikistan and a possibility of some tensiathwthe West in the case of absence
of a real mechanism of cooperation between Russia and NATO, when at the same
time UN and security systems in Europe and Pacific motl function properly. In the
long perspetve of 15-20 years Russia is taking into account a pdisgilof a big
sharp rivalry between the world centers of power and attempts to take control over
the some parts of the world, as well as over the territory of the Russian Federal State.

The modern Russian state i8l st heiress of the Soviet Empire, even it alread
got rid of ideological dogmas and is trying to get rid of the ,order-administrative”
methods of ruling and is basing its conceptions on the national andndetests.

Among the different strategic comt®ns of modern Russia it can be seen at least one
feature common with the former Soviet conceptions: imban® restore itsiuger-
power position through the reintegration of the former Soviet spacendibalry
reforms.

According to the western opinions in the Cold War there was no winners or
losers. The most of the Russian politicians and decision-makers are sure that the

Soviet Union lost the Cold War, and as a result of this on the world political scene
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there is only one super-power now - the Unite States of America, together wit
Western Europe. The degradation of Russia, which péicste itself with the former

Soviet Union, is hard to accept by the Russian political elites and by the ordinar
Russian citizens. The main Russian strategic conceptions, which are prepared by a
least several political centers (The SecuritynfDattee of Russia, Mistry o
Defence, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, General Higguarter of the Russian Army etc.)

are based on one idea - restoration by Russia its position of the world super-power.
No one of these conceptions was definitely accepted by the Russian society and
Russian authorities.

The extremist nationalistic groups are spreading conceptions of the restorati
of Russian super-power by creating a strong army and by threating to the whole world
by a preventional nuclear blow and by the widening of the Russian influence on all the
continents together ih Africa, which is an exact repeat of the Soviet strategic
conceptions. The Russian democrats believe, that Russia will be able to return her
position of the super-poweinslar with the former USSR, only tbugh an economic
development, regional cooperation and participation in the international security
organisations. The democrats as well as nationalists are sure that Russibevable
to reach its main aim - the restoration of its super-power status only by the way of the
territorial restoration of the former USSR.

So, modern Russia now is struggling hard to return an exeptional position,
which belonged to the Soviet Union on the whole world and the Souehalton
regions from the World War 1l till 1991. The first step in this direction is the
integration around the Kndin all the post-Soviestates.

From the moment of the collapse of the USSR the integration processes on its

territory are going in different directions andhvthe different sped. The t@tes of
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the East-Central Europe in spite of thenerousdeclarations laout the meaning of
the eastern direction in their foreign policy and the meaning of the good relations with
Russia for them, are integrating first of all between themselves and are interested in
the integration with the EU, NATO and other intdioral organizations. It can be
seen that there is a definite division between the states of the former USSR, which
gravitate towards the Kremlin, and states of the so called ,eastern block'igar fo
Lhational democratic” states which are now gravitated to the West. As it was
mentioned above this gravitaion is caused by the fact, that with the exeption of the
Baltic states, all the other post-Soviet republics @uated in the area of the post-
Soviet and Asiatic iluences. The states of the former ,socialist camp” and the Baltic
states are in the circle of the European influence. Some of the former Soviet republics
oficially declare their readiness to enter the European structures, but such declarations
in many cases seem to be only an attempt to get a confirmation of the European
character of the states and a cover of the real isuatthem. As an example it can
be used modern Belorus, which after Russia declared its intentions to enter EU, but at
the same time is doing everything to close the dore of EU in front of Belorussian
state.

It can be observed a dsive difference in the position of the E&3entral
European states and thesjtion of the former Soviet paiblics towards the directions
and preferencies of the integration. The states of the East-Central Europe are
interested first of all to find, as quick as possible, their place in the European and
world structures; as for the post-Soviet states, their attitude to the mentioned
structures is different, even hostile as in the case of Belorus. Tdwg suill to
integrate with the European structures caused that the states of East-Central Europe

almost resignated from the creation of the regional structures. The only one such



53

regional structure - th@/yshegrad Group was createdgagpport the states of East-
Central Europe on their way to the European Union and NATO.

At the same time on the territory of the former Soviet Union mainly the
processes of the regional integration are going. These processes have to change the
old inter-USSR links. During the last years on the territory of the former Soviet Union
emerged the following unions and coalitions:

1) Commonwealth of Independent States - CIS, which was organised in 1992 as
an imitation of the former Soviet Union, and, which, with the exeption of the Baltic
states, includes all other 12 post-Soviet republics. CIS is the weak organisation in the
international relations, but as well as in the inter-member relations. The sourse of the
weakness lay in the difference of the political interests of the states - memg¢ss of

2) In 19931994 the Central Asian Union (CSU) was formed. fitss of all an
economic Union, which was initiated by Kazakhstan, Kirghiztan and Uzbekistan, in
the last time Tadzhkistan also entered this union. The Central Asian Union is realising
some economic projects, but also is active in the field of militar cooperation between
the states of the region, especially in peace-keeping operdtions.

3) In 1997 the Union between Russia and Belorus was signed. Thedewm i
this Union was the idea of ,Slavic Union”, which wiagiated, stongly sipported
and widespread by the President of Belorus Aleksander Lukashenko and some
candidates on the President of Blasn thefuture elections from the nationalistic and
communist parties. Russia and Belorus are trying to include in their union Ukraine,
and have some supportersarg the Ukrainian poltians. Ukraine has its own
position towards the integration processes among the former-Soviet republics: it
underline all theime its hdependent gition, and is afraid of the political integration

with Moscow, and agree on the more close economic integration. Belorus, according
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to the specific character of the President power in this republic, is copyingshiafRu
position and declare its intentions to enter some European strucures. All the interests
of Belorus are concentrated on east, as it can be seen from the Belorus-Risssia U
and the role of Belorus in CIS, and at the same time from the nunuolasations

of President Lukashenko it is clear thet main aim is the restoration of the Soviet
Union. There is no understanding of the future way of Russiatamaain aims even
among the Russian themselves: noroag politician neither aong people. The
signing of the Russia-Belorus Union was an importa@p in the militar and
economic sence. The road through Belorus and Poland is the only land road which
conects Russia with Europe, that is why Russia has activised its poliesdso
Poland. | can suppose that there are twnceptions which are relised by Russian
decision-makers towards Poland: ,politicailitar” and economic. The first one,
which is widely spread by mass-media, is connected with the NATO enlamgem

the East. The realisation of the second ,eoainbconception is very quite, not so
open, but is aimed through the eooic influences on the stiéity of functioning of

the Russian ,Polish gate to west”

4) In 1997 emerged GUAM, union which include the next former-Soviet
Republics: Georgea, Ukraine, Azerbejan and Moldova.

5) There are some attempts to create the Baltic-Black Sea Union, at the same
time the Baltic states are active in the Baltic Sea Council.

An attitude of the Russian authorities to the european and internationa
stuctures is not explic Russia isopposit the enlargement of NATO in the eastern
direction, but at the same time Russiaupmorting OSCE, and even try to replace
NATO by OSCE. The collapse of the Soviet Union and all the structures of the

communist camp, created a situation when all the newdgpendenstates have to
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find their place in the world. The former Soviet states are different in thieida t

Europe. Even it is not clear in many cases: do these states belong to Europe or not.
For example, during the last conference of UNESCO in Paris in the Fall 1997 many
former-Soviet states, even some states of the Central Asia region, declared thei
affiliation to the European space (politic, cultural, geographic etc.). Nowsgnibe
definitely said that the Baltistates are really interested in integration with Europe.

The internal integrational and disintegrational processes on the former Soviet
territory are going in the different directions. In 1991 the Moscow state was divided
again after the period of the Home war of 1917-1921. There are many adherents and
many opponents of the idea of the reintegration of the former Soviet Union. But in
spite of their discussions it seems to be not real to recreate USSR in any previous
form. The main question still actual is: on what proportion Russia, as an heiress of the
USSR, would be able to keep its influence in the fields known as fields of its life
interests and security.

Military strategic conceptions are ialfl, where the geopolitic aspects are we
seen. The military doctrines of the Soviet Union changed timaay andlepended
on the political situation, level @hilitary technics, and of the tactics and strategy of a
war in accordance with the new technical possibilities. The generaimeas o
creation of military doctrines in the Soviet timedrdt changed during all the time of
the USSR'’s existance. The basic and non-changable part of the all Soviet militar
doctrines was statement, that the Soviet Union had to posess the most powerfull
Army in the world and the biggest arms potencial in thddvdll the Sovietmilitary
conceptions were based on the statement that the USSR had to strugdi¢aioy

means with imperialism ,up to the end” or up to the moment when sociaim
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win in the whole world. In the Soviet doctrines the army was declared to be not only
a weapon of a state, but a weapon of a communist party

The process of militarisation of the Soviet state bggsatafter the end of the
Home War in nineteen-twenties and was going till the last years of tI$R'9S
existance. The new geopolitic situation formed in the wdtker dhe invention of the
nuclear weapon. But the new military conceptions, which were connected with a new
geopolitic situaton, were realised in the USSR to slowly (for examole potieeption
of the nuclear cessation)

The results of the World War 1l caused enormous giimpl changes in the
world. That results could be compared only with the results of the World War | and
revolution in Russia. Thetates of East-Central Europe, a half of Koreayniyblia
and China appeared in the sphere of a direct Soviet influence. Such a gigantic grouth
of the political influences on the world the Moscow sththkn’t have from thdimes
of the tsar Peter the Great. The Soviet maniavital lyigantesque projects and idea of
conquering the whole worldaased, that when in th£960s, the colonial system
collapsed, the USSR, not paying attention to its real geopolitical intereststethve
enormous sums of money in such far away situaeges as Gle, Mosambik or
Angola.

In all the Soviet political and militar conceptions the most shocking from the
modern point of view seems to be a contrast between the ideas and reality. According
to the normal logic, th&lea of the world eanquer had to mvide to the emerging of
the military conception to realise that idea. But in the USSR there was no normal
logic among the gitical dites. That was why the concreilitary strategy how t

realise the idea of the world conquer never appeared. The level of the analysis of the
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future war and the threats of the state was too low during all the time of the USSR’s
existance.

In the time, when the lider of the Soviet state was Hikita Chrushczew, the new
form of the nuclear weapon caused that the new militar conception appeared.
According to that conception the war between socialist system and capitalist syste
was not necessar, and the ,peacefull coexistance” was possible. Declaration by the
Kremlin leaders of the ,peacefull costance” didn't influence the arms issue: the
whole industrial potencial of the Soviet state was aimed on the preparation to the war,
as it was during the time of the ,world conquerogception”.

The main enemy of the USSR was defined by the Soviet ideologists as USA and
their European allies. The conceptions of the weh the defined enemy dewgled
during the sixties up to eighties from the conception of a land war by conventional
means to the conception of a nuclear war, when the main role had to play submarines
armed with the ballistic nuclear missles. The war was defined as ,probable, but not
necessar’. Some of the military theoretics discusbedtahe definition of théuture
nuclear war - according to the some opinions it wouldn’t be a war, because it could’n
be any winners of a such military confrontation. The Soviets also widely used an issue
that a traditional indestructibility of the USA, as thats #tuated too far from the
USSR, is not important in the era of nuclear weajon.

All the Soviet military congations were based on the idea of the superiority of
the Soviet Army over the American and Western Armies taken together. The mai
element of those conceptions was preparation to the World War Ill, which had to be
the last, nuclear confrontation with the worldpnialists, and to bring victory to the
Soviet regime. In the960s, in the Soviet strategy emergedception of local,

limited wars; later iML970s and 1980s - the conception of a big wih wsingonly
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traditional conventional arms; from the seventies in the Soviet military strategic
conceptions China, as an allien of the USA and NATO, wagaced as one of the
probable enemies in the future war.

In fifties and sixties all the powers of the USSR were used to the armament and
to keep in the Soviet area of influence three ,empires”: the states of the ,Third
World”, the states of so called ,socialist camp” and the territory of the borderland o
the Soviet Union itself. The collapse of all mentioned ,empires”, the collapse of the
USSR caused necessity of a quick taking out of the Soviet troopes frorathe @l
their previous location. It caused the enormous problems of the troopes location i
Russia. In a new economic and geopolitic conditions the Army got many new,
unknown prevously problems: there is naoegh money even for the food for the
Russian Army; the necessity of the Army reduction; the necessity of the old arms
changes. Russia had to resignate from the previous system of the arms location
everywhere it wanted: now the Russian Army is functioning according to the syste
of the military bases, for which it is necessary to pay.

Even in 1991, when the Army reform started in the USSR and later in Russia,
the order of the Minister of Defence defined the list of the main enemies of the state.
One year later the Russian Ministry of Defence resignated from the such practice, bu
now every year it is published an order of the Minister, in which it is defined the
concreet task of the Army in the case of a war. The main militaoplgon of the
modern Russia is that the Russian Army is bigger than the state can permit itself to
keep®’

The militar strategic doctrine of modern Rusialude, for exaiple, an
armament of Kalinigrad region with the nuclear misslad liquidation of the old

submarines base in Severomorsk on the north of European part of the Russia.
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The Kalinigrad region has geographical and economic conditions not worse than
for example Honk-Kong: is situated in the middle of Europe, posess an unfrozen sea-
port. The population of the region is not so lar§@0( 000 inhabitants), but at the
same time there are a very rich natural resources in the region - the oil resources are
estimated on about 22 million tonn, an amber resources are about 70% of the world
resources. Like Honkong the Kalinigrad region has the guoe geopolitical
situation. During the last years more and more obvious become a pecefull economic
Jnvasion” of Germans, Lithuanians and Poles in this region. The absence of the
border with Russia creates a very specific situation in the Kalinigrad region: for
example, 80% of electric energy used in the region is productethunaia. In spit
many official declarations of German Government about the stable character of the
post-war boundaries, the ChDS/ChSS fraction in the German parliament formed a
group ,Nothern Part of Eastern Prussia, which is pmegatans of political and
economic usage of the Kaliningrad region. From the othemsidementary fraction
of the Free Democratic Party issued a memorandum: ,New Tendencies and
Cooperation in the Baltic Region -German Perspective”. In this mewhona ,the
historical German responcibility towards théri{gsberg region” is grounted. In 1991
the head o the stateadministration of théirigrad region started organization in
Kalinigrad a free economic zone ,The Amber”. A special decret was issued by the
Russian government about this zone.

Kalinigrad becomes especially important from the militar point of view when
NATO enlarges to east. Now there it is the main base of the Russian NAVY Baltic
fleet. Russia extremely needs the Kalinigrad port, because it is the only non-frozen
port in the Estern Baltic, and it is able to serve every type of ships, not only Russian

but also Rusia’s allies, for example, Belorussian. So, thaigad region is thelace
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of concentration of Russian troopes. which are in difficult situation being too far fro
the finansial and food sources. May be it was the main purpose, why the Russian
Army reform started in Kaliningrat.

From the moment of the collapse of the USSR and emerging of the Ukrinian
independent state, Raig is trying tokeep Ukraine in its sphere ofinfluence. The
independent position of Ukraine, which is some years old, weakened economic and
militar power of Russia so much, that now to keep thegeopolitical stability of Russia
is almost impossible. The maiurposes of such a situation are: 1) in the Soviet times
on the Ukrainian territory existed two amg four Soviet factories, pducting
ballistic continantal missles and two among four thggést centers of the tank
production, and the biggest shyiding yard in Nkolayev.

Among the other aspects, the fact, that Ukraine came out from the control o
Moscow, created many very complicated strategical problems. After the realisation o
the OSCE agreement it wilemain8000 tanks on the Ukrainian territory. The number
of the conventional weapons in Ukraine and in Russia is similar. In this case the
number of the tanks, after the realisation of OSCE agreements on the European
territory of Rusia will emain 15000 tanks. The loss of Ukraine means than the
defence system of the western borders of Russia bcame weaker. The probable defence
of Belorus in the hypothetical conflict with using only conventional weapons become
too hard for realisation. So, it can be said that Ukraine became not only one of the
main purposes of the USSR collapisat at the same time becomes one of the reasons
why the revival of the Russian militar power is impossible.

From the geostrategical point of view, at the moment of the loss of Ukraine,
Russia lost a big part @fs military potencial. From the militar point of view, first time

during many decades near the borders of Russa emerged the state, which militar
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power not too less from the Russian. Moreover, Russia in a very big proportion was
cut from the Black Sea, has long problems with the biggest NAVY base i
Sevastopol, which status idlstot defined.

The Ukrainian aspect of the militar situation on the post-Soviet territory is also
important because of the point of view that Crimea is a region of the most probabl
separatism and terrorism. This is an opinion of American experts. American and
Ukrainian experts agree that the threat of separatism is going not only from the Slavic
inhabitants of Crimea but also from the Crimea Tatars, which proportion in the
regions population is growing. May be that is why Crimea is the main point of the
Ukrainian National Military Units dislodmn. These units were organised on the base
of the internal troopes of the former USSR.

When we touch an aspect of the military conceptions in modesicRukas to
be said some words about the Cossacks and thleirrr the modern geopolitica
situation on the post-Soviet space. Unexpectedlppeared that thaaces of the
Cossacs concentration are situated along the new Ruxsienlaries, tang int
account that there are more than 10 miilon Cossacks and at leakito@ of the
posess weapon and want to play a role of Russia’s defenders they are one of the main
powers of the modern Russian society.

In the days of ,pierestrojka” and USSR’s collapse, turned out unexpectedly tha
amonghundreds of ethnoses which survived the Soviet rule were also Cossacks. The
modern problem of Cossacks seems to be beyond comprehension not only for the
foreign observers, butfor the former Soviet peoples as well. Everyone considers
Cossacks as a historical phenomenon, which can be associated with the Napoleon war
of 1812, horse-riders in high fur hats, famous painting ,,The Cossacks writing a letter

to the Sultan of Turkey” and with some scenes from the Sholochov's book ,Quiet
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Don”. When the process of democratization began in the Soviet Union in the mid-
1980s, very few were aware that the Cossacks had not perished entirely. Their
existence, as well as the quick pace of their revival, came as a surprise to almos
everyone. The Moscow Cossacks were the first to announce their existence to the
world. In January 1990, they organized into ,Moskovskoe Cossatskoe
Zemlyachestvo” (the Moscow Cossack Society), becoming an example for others.
Now there are about 1illion people in Russia who declare their Cossacks origin,
more than one million entered into the various Cossack military units. Tdregest
Cossack organizations exist in the Don and Dniepr river regions, Ural, Far East,
Caucassus and in Moscow. The Cossacks are realising their own political and
economical programs by creating their own efficient administrative system based on
traditional, interconnected ruling structures among Atamans (leaders), Cossack
councils, and tribunals of justice. The scale and wideness of the Cossacks reviva
forced the Russia’'s government to declare its position towards the Cossacks: in the
Fall of 1992 the State Program of the Cossacks rehabilitation and development was
signed by President Jeltsyn. During the President elections in Russia few Cossacks
voted for Jeltsyn. More popular among the Cossacks were communists and
Zhirinovski with his fashist ideas. So,clading Cossacks masses into one of the
future political @mps during the nearest president or parliament elections in Russia,
may change the political picture of the country. The Cossack movement is a
dangerous argument in all the conflicts where post Soviet power has its interests.
Cossacks made their first appearance in an ethnic conflictin Fall 1991 on the territor
of Chechen-Ingush republic. In their battle with Chechens there eight Cossacks were

kiled and it was only an announcement of the future bloody battles on that territory.
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The second time Cossacks took part in an ethnic conflict was the war in Testsdni
republic where they appeared as hired troops.

The Cossacks are often seen in Russia as special military units spgitific
task to fight in the ethnic conflicts on the former USSR territory. Such an idea seems
to be seen in president Jeltsyn's decree of 1993 year, which restored all 12 pre-
revolutionary 12 Cossack military regions (armies). The number of people declaring
their Cossack roots is nearing the pre-revolutionary figures. According to the March
15, 1993 Decree, Cossacks now have the right to forrdiingons and join up with
border guards. In the Zabaikal military district, a Cossack formation was assigned to
patrolling towns where the local population is primarily Buriat. The locals perceived
the Cossack presence as a threat to their liberty and demanded formation of a Buria
military unit instead. At this point, the Cossacks are heavily concentraiad &ie
Russian-Ukrainiarborder, and the est@hment of a Cossack bordguard would
only complicate the already complex ethnic mix on both sides obdhder. The
proximity of Cossack troops near border areas has also created the @sksaick
separatist movement. Already, the Cossacks atempting to revive the Don
Cossack Republik in eastern Ukraine, a republic that existed briefly in 1918. The
Cossack separatist movement is also evident in the North Caucassus where the
Cossacks are demanding the formation of the Sunzhensk Cossack Autonomous
Region within the Russian Federation, butincludingaa of the Ingush republic.
Next door, the Stavropol Cossacks are demanding the return of the Naursk and
Shelkovsk region, which were transferred to Chechensrangshhetians in 1957 after
their return from internal exile. The Semirechensk Cossack are attempting to
reestablish the Semirechensk Cossack military district, which existed in 1917 on

territory that today comprises Kyrgyztan and areas belonging to Alma-Ata, Taldy-
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Kurgan, Dzhambul and Semiptinsk Oblast of Kazachstan. The development of the
ethnic conflicts with Cossacks as one side of the conflict may go in manpaated
directions.

The October revolution 01917 put an end to both the Tsarist regime and
everything that made Russia what it was - its religion, its culture, and the distinct
character of its Eurasian empire. The Cossacks wemgnique part of pre-
revolutionary Russia. They wereiteer serfs nor noblemen, nor an ethnicugrobu
rather a national community fileed by abshute fealty to the Tsarist system, specific
traditions, deep religiosity, and absolute dewoto martial duty.

The Cossacks, as a result, found it ratiéficult to support the Bolshevik
revolution. The Soviet leadership, in turn, considered the Cossacks to be the new
system’s deadly enemy. There was to be no pity for Generals Krasnov and Denikin,
Admiral Kolchak, Ataman Dutov and other Cossack leaders who played such a
crucial role in the ,White Army” during the years of countrrevolution (1918-1921).

On January 24, 1919, one of Lenin’s closest comrades, lakov Sverdlov, signed
a decree ,,On Uncomditional Terror Toward All Cossack”, which legalized both crue
and bloody treatment towards the Cossacks. In accordance with the Soviet decree, for
example, Cossack women and children, as well as the elderly, were to be subjected to
torture and rape. The truth of the atrocities committed against the Cossacks became
known only three or four years ago with the opening of the archives. The curren
estimate of the number of Cossacks who were merdered is 1.1nndlidrSpeople.

The tragedy of the Cossacks did not end with the Civil War. Repressitinueoh
With no place for them in the Soviet state to go, the Cossacks were forced to attemp
emigration. When the Romanian government reused to grant the fleeing Cossacks

asylum, they preferred honorable suicide at the river border rathedithanorable
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death at the hand of the communist. Only recently has this story of mass suicide come
to light.

A small group of Cossacks managed to escape abroad. They were accepted b
the Poles, the Chechens, and the Chinese, as well as the other nations. In their
countries of settlement, they tried to reconstruct their villages, culture, andancestra
traditions. Such Cossack colonies existed in pre-war Poland, and still remain near
Harbin, China.

The Cossacks’ hatred towards the communist drove many emigres to side with
the Axis powers during World War Il. There was, for example, a Cossack unit within
the Italian army. After the War, captured Cossack soldiers were sent back to the
USSR and executed.

The Soviet authorities were not alone in believing that the Cosddakshe
kulaks adn the religious orders, were a historical footnote, a problem of the past
resolved in the first decades of Bolshevik rule. The surface of the Soviet scene, with
the smoothness and permafrost, confirmed this appearance for decades. But thr thaw
of the last few years made clear how false this appearance was. A diverse number o
oppressed nationalities had survived Sow and the Cossacks, too, could be
found anongst the ruins of the crumbling Sovéate.

Is this cause for joy or grief? It is diffit to say, for one hand, the Cossack
managed, dgste years of suffering and hardship, to preserve crucial elements of
Russian culture. On the other hand, the Cossacks are ananachronism, fossilized in a
pre-revolutionary shape ndform. As such, they could become a source of grea

problems for Russia.
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When the process of democratisation began in the Soviet Union in the mid-
1980s, very few were aware that Cossacks had not perished entirely. Their existence,
as well as the quick pace of their revival, came as a surprise to most everyone.

The Moscow Cossacks were the first to announce their existence vimtice
In January 1990, they organizeda the ,Moskovskoe Cossatskoe Zemlyachestvo”
(The Moscow Cossack Society), becoming an example for others. The Moscow
Cossacks set out to organize societies all over the country and were received b
kindred people who were familiar asgmphathtic to the cause of the Gsack
revival, or awakening, as it is also called. In June 1990, the dirgjress of regional
Cossack representatives took place. At the Congress, some 900 delegates founded
theCossack Union and elected their first Ataman, or leader. The position went to A.
Martynov, an ex-party furionary, and a son of the first sekretary of the communist
party in the Kuban district.

The Cossack revival’'s connectionto party functionaries is actually not
surprising. The nométatura were thdirst to canprehend what demodization
meant for the old regime. Since the mid-80s, the regime’s functionaries have
attempted to find their place in the new order. Accustomed to high standards o
living, some have taken advantage of privatisation, becoming ,biznesmeny”,while
others have joined the new ruling elite by becoming ,,demokraty”. Some have chosen
the Cossack movement, which presented an alternative route to wielding power.
Using their polished leadership skills, the party bosses were able to atppottsor
the establishment of an active, powerful, and independent Cossack Union.

But despite the decades of public silence, there litlegltruth of wha
communism had done to the Cosack people among their heirs. Thus, not all Cossacks

would enroll under the banners of the ,Red” Atamans. They instead stood back,
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patiently organizing independently, and then in July 1991, founded the Cossack
Armies Union, which was oficially registered in ©Ober of the same year. The
Cossack Union, known as the ,Red” Union, is generally organized from the top-down
by former party members who use traditional Cossack hierarchioztisis t

recreate the authority and power of the party apparatus. The ,White” Cossack Armies
Union is organized from below and oriented toward more democratic aims.

The two Unions are organized on an all-Russian basis and have emaaly
spheres of influence. The ,Red” Union has a large membership on the Don river and
in the Ural Mountains, while the Cossack Armies Union draws its strength fro
Siberia. In addition, there are many Cossack regional organizations that were created
independently of the two Unions andn&n separate from them. Theylude: the
Cossack Union of Southern Russia (founded in November 1991), the Don Cossack
Armies Union, the Union of Siberian Cossacks, and the Anarchic-Gressa€lo
Union of Kuban. Whe remaining oitside the all-Russiamovements, these more
eztreme organizations often have to fight for their authority and rights with the
holdover rgional party bosses, who are trying at all costs to hold on their power. The
independent Cossack organizations resort to vaious unconventional means o
achieving respect, such as hijacking trains, levying taxes oggers, or contibng
market prices for goods.

Cossack organizations are also emerging in he other former Soviet Republics,
among them the Ukrainian Cossack Union and he Semirechensk Cossack Union in
Kazakhstan. Smaller Cossack organizations in Moldova, Tadzhikistan, an the Baltic
states have been incorporated into the largéRadlian Uions.

The Cossack movement is thus highly fragmented. Some organizations are

characterized by their extremist approach, others by a communist legactheSall;
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Russian unions, as well as the regional organizations, face similar problems: infighting,
conflicts with regional plitical forces, and a ludicrous concentration on issues of
ethnicity. The great geographic distance®agithe Cossack organizationsliling
those that act as criminal syndicates. allow them completely separate aedsten
Faced with resolving local issues,iadividual Cossack community may often have
no sense that there is a naional Cossack movemestt less what it national
leadership is doing. Yet, overall the Cossack movement has vast resources and an
efficient administrative system, the latter based on traditional, interconnected ruling
structures among Atamans, Cossack councils, and tribunals of justice.

Indeed, the Cossackovement has become one of the most important, even if
most difficult to define, trends in post-Soviet politics.

X X X

The first problem is dealingithh the contenporary Cossack movement idide
it. Presently, there are three general ways that social scientists identify dbacliCo
movement: as an ethnic unit, as a socialigror as an ethno-satconmunty. Bu
in Russian political life, compromise is always hard to come by, and social scientists,
and the Cossacks themselves, have difficulty in choosing one definition or another.
The Cossack Revival Advisory Council, a brnch of the Institute of Ethnography and
Antropology of the Russian Academy of Sciences, created in March 1990, has defined
the Cossacks as an historical-cultural-military community, a soctalpgoriginally
founded to serve the interests of the Russiate.

The second problem is to ascetain the composition of contemporary Cossacks.
It has changed since the first Russian Revolution. Today, it is composed of two grops:
ancestral and non-ancestral Cossacks. Ankestral Cossacks are those who have

considered themselves Cossacks over the course of many generations. they, in turn,
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are divided into two groups: a smaller one, consisting only of descendants in the
traditional Cossack sense, through the paternal line, and the larger one, consisting o
descendants through the maternal line or anotimilyfaelationslip. Both groups of
ancestral Cossacks link their fate with that of the Cossack movement as a whole.
Even so, it is important to note that a substantial number of Cossacks descendants are
completely uninterested in their historical roots and stay away from any activities
connected with the Cossack revival. Some oppose the renavaiment, believing the
importance of teh Cossacks to be irrelevant for contemporary society.

The non-ancestral Cossacks, also known as the ,New” Cossacks, can be
grouped according to their motives for joining the movement. There are four such
groupings. The first joined ou of attraction to the hierarchial organizational structure
of the Cossack movement, its slgans, and its populism. The Cossack movemen
satisfies a Russian nostalgia for a pre-revolutionaitag®. The renewal of thi
traditiona withi Russia salves theimfal wounds of decades of Soviet ethnic and
nationality pdicies. In this regard, the Cossack movement is one of many
contemporary mafestations of the ,Russian soul” in post-Soviet society. It is akin to
the various military and historical societies created in the last couple of years, such as
the Grenadiers of 1812 Club, or the Club of Prince Igor, where the uniform and the
arms of the era are carefully reconstructed and the communist term ,comrade” is
always replaced by the pre-revolutionary ,gospodin” - ,master” or ,sir”.

The second group joined the Cossack movement out of patriotic reasons, seeing
in it a way to awaken all Russia from its demise and to protect Russian minorities in
the other former Soviet republics. Their patriotism often translates ouitnght
chauvinism, aimed against any former Soviet nationalites or the ever-common

scapegoats, ,Jewish Communists”.
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The third grop is made up of those seeking personal benefitjgathem former
communist party leaders who saw in the Cossack movement a chance to keep their
top position within Russian society. There also an assortment of mafia elements who,
under cover of the Cossack movement, seek to futher thieminal interests,
especially in their competition with the Caucasus mafia structures. The crimina
elements within the Cossack movement often organize a variety of Robin Hood-type
spectacles aimed at gaining public support. In 1992, fampbe, a gvup of Cosacks
in Rostov-on-Don confiscated a truck full of oranges when a Caucasus merchant
refused to lower his prices. They later delivered the oranges to a nearby orphanage.
The immediate public reaction was sympathetic, but when the offenders avgyle c
and three of the four Cossacks turned out to have pastalr records, the inciden
took on a differen light.

The fourth group comprises the officers of the Red Army. They are joining the
Cosack movement also out of an ambition to become Atamans - ,leaders by God’s
will” as the old saying went - as well as to recreate an elite within Russiarsgyieg
on the pre-revolutionary officers corps.

The revived Cossack movement, like its predecessor, is not ethnically
homogeneous. Historically, there were four distinct Cossack groups: the Don
Cossacks, the Tiersk Cossacks, the Jaik Cossacks, and the Siberian Cossacks. The
core of each group wre Rusians, but there were also representatives of other
nationlites. Among the Don Cossacks, the biggest minority were the Ukrainians, and
there were also Cherkes, tatars, Poles, Nogai, and Kalmyks. Among the Kuban
Cossacks, besides Russians and Ukrainians, there were Moldavians, Georgians, Serbs,

and Albanians. The Jaik Cossacks had a high percentage among Volga peoples in its
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rnks: Tatars, Bashkirs, Kalmyks, Mordvins, Karakalpaks, and Turkmens. The Siberian
Cossacks were comprised of Russias, Buriats, and Evenks.

While the Cossack revival is strongest among Russiamsyjlargrocess can be
seen among the Ulkireans, the Buriats, and the peoples of the Caucasus. The
Cossacks of these different ethnic groups put primary importance on their own
nationality issues, especially thmelependence of their states. Only secondary are the
concerned with pan-Cossack issues. This is mastopnced in the Caucasus, with
the Cherkes being the largest of the ethnic-based Cossack groups. (The traditiona
Cossack costume is commonlalled ,Cherkeska” and isimilar to the nationa
costumes of the Caucasus peoples.) These ethnic-based Cossack organizations could
pose an array of dangers for Russia along the Caucasus border.

A third problem when dealingithh the Cossack movement is daantity it
current population. Before the October Revolution, there were 4.5 million Cossacks
organized into 12 armies (the equivalent of today’s ,military district”). Ten of the
were stationed in (and named after) the following districts: the Raban, Tiersk,
Astrakhan, Ural, Orenburg, Semirechensk, Siberian, Zabaikal, and Ussuri. Two
armies, thos of Irkutsk and Jenisej districts, were fused together in 1917 into one
Jenisei army by order of the Tsar. The table below, based on the Rusian census, gives
an idea of the populion amdilitary make-up ofthe Cossacks, a point of reference for
analyzing the contemporary Cossack revival.

Table No.1 Cossack Populaion and Cossack Men in Military Service in 1916

District Name Total Population Men in Service
Don 1,495,000 100,000
Kuban 1,367,000 90,000
Orenburg 533,000 27,000
Zabaikal 265,000 14,500

Tiersk 255,000 18,000
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Siberian 172,000 11,500
Ural (Jaik from 1917) 166,000 11,500
Amur 49,000 3,500
Semirechensk 45,000 3,500
Astrakhan 40,000 2,500
Ussur 34,400 2,500
Jenisei 10,000 600
Yakuck regient 3,000 300
Total 4,434,400 285,400

The Cossacks as an ethnic entity were never a part of the Soviet census, and the

size of the revived Cossack community can only be estimated. According to various

estimates, people cadsring themselves direct descendants of the Cossanlgsin

historical Cossack areas make wgivieeen 10 to 15 percent of the total populaion in

the central regions and 1 to 1.5 percent in the far East. The Cossacks themselves

estimate that there are 13 million ancestral Cossacks living in Russia today - an

unlikely figure. The Cossack Revival Advisory Council at the Institute af@ghaph

and Anthropology of the Russian Academy of Sciences, the highest existing authority

on Cossacks, used an estimate of 14 percent for the central and southeastern regions.

Cross-referencing the 14 percent ratio with the 1989 census giveslldventp

results:

Table No 2. The Cossack Population as Estimated frorhd8@ Census

DN

District Total Population % Cossack Cossack Populati
Rostov 4,304,000 14 602,000

Donetsk 5,328,000 14 746,000
Krasnodar 5,115,000 14 716,000
Stavropol 2,855,000 14 400,000
Orenburg 2,174,000 14 305,000
Chabarovsk 1,824,000 1.5 34,000

Primorsk 2,260,000 1.5 27,000

Amursk 1,058,000 1.5 16,000

Total 2,826,000
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Of course, one must subtract the large number of Cossack descendants who are
not interested in the revival process from above total. One must add to the figure,
however. the substantial number of non-ancestral Cossacks joining the revival. A safe
estimate of contemporary Cossacksuldomatch its pre-revolutionamptal; the
current number may even surpass it. Regardless, all experts on the subject agree tha
there are now some 1 milion Ces&s under arms.

The Cossacks, in addition to crossing traditional ancestral boundaries, have
grossed their geographidabundaries. Contemporary Cossacksarger live only on
the Don river, near Kuban, Orenburg, or Tiersk, but also in Moscow, St.Petersburg,
and other large sities.(See map for Cossack population concentrations).

The changes in Cossack demographics were caused by the years of communis
rule. Unofficial sources estimate that some 70 percent of teeaCk population was
killed in the years of the ,Red terror”; those who survived were subject to deportation
to other parts of the USSR. These practices led to the present day location o
Cossacks, mostly cities and industrial centers of southeastern Russia. According to
Ataman V.Vetrov, commanding officer of the Jenisei Cossack Army, over 75 percen
of the Siberian Cossack Army today is composed of descendants of the Don and
Kuban Cossacks, who were deported in the 1930s.

Interestingly, Cossacks find themselves returning to their previous geographica
locations and their pre-revolutionary geotiical roles. Wihie in the former Soviet
Union the Cossacks always lived far from the state’s frontiers, practically at its center,
the empire’s deterioration and the formation of epehdent republics nas meant that
the Cossacks are now - as under the tsars - on Russia’s borders. This new proximity

to Russia’s borders has helped to consolidate the Cossack movement, by giving it the
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purpose of defending Russiatate interests. But it also creates the risk of potentia
conflict with neighboring states in the event of insubordination.
X X X

The Cossack revival has religious, ethnic, politicl, social, military, and
psychological dimentions.

The Cossacks were always a deeply religious people belonging to Huel@xt
faith. They were highly traitional in their beliefs - faithful to their land, their sabres,
and their God. When the Orthodox Church underwent reforms in the pre-
revolutionary period, a larggroportion of Cossacks, more religious than the general
society, were opposed to any changes in the church. They continued to practice the
old rituals and formed puritanical Cossack sects, among them the Niekrasovcy.
Today, in the chaotic religious reawakening taking place in post-Soviet society, the
Cossacks, too, are looking for their own, distinct religious identity. Tho@oix
Church, shamed by decades of collaboration with the KGB, has lost its appeal to
many Cossacks. The few remaining Old Believers, having survived the yearso
communist rule in Russia, are gaining increasing respect and attracting more
followers.

The Cossack revival is a fait accompli. All twelve of the tsarist Cossack armies
have been recreated. Although pae knows theexact number of the Cossack
population, some estimates of the number of pedaiing Cossack heritagexceed
their pre-revolutionary total. Theym&in 90 percent Russian.

The fall of the Soviet Union and the mmunist system - the only strukture
known to the Soviet citizen, one which seemingly had no escape - has created a social
vacuum. The new government is weak and unstable. But due to its communist roots

and administrative structure, it can only serve as a modified version of the old system.
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The only non-communist, historical reference point of the Russian people i
Tsarist Russia. Just as Russians are once again discovering their great achievements in
the arts and literature, which were until recently censored, they are also rediscovering
prohibited social trditions.

The attraction of millions of ancrstral Cossacks and ,newsdacks under the
banners of the new Atamans reflects a strong desire within post-Soviet soiety to
restore a sense of what was the Russian heritage: order and stability resulting fro
strength of leadershp, an effective organization of the economy, and a pride and sense
of greatness as soldiers of a great Russia. For those who join it, the Cossack
movement is a way of recovering from decades of Soviet savagery and
dehumanization. It is an indicator both of how much Russians were fed up with
communism and how much theywead to express themselves as being Russian.
Thus, the Cossacks have recreated the pre-revolutionary order with minute detail,
down to their typical costume and incongruous sabre.

But the Cossacks have also revived their paraoxically ambivalent relationship
with authority. The traditional Cossack definition of this relationship was simple: , The
tsar is in far away Moscow Palace, and we are on the quiet Don river”. It meant that
while the Tsar may be their highest superior,Akeman is a substantially closer one.

The Cossack movement remains a question mark in post-Soviet politics.

CONCLUSION

The military conception of modern Russia from the moment of the collapse o
the USSR came through an entirely transformation. It was caused mainly by the fac
that the former Soviet space was a homogenious unity, which borders didn’t changed

from the World War 1l, but after the year 1991 it hggp@ared that a big part of the
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militar infrostructure of the state was lost. This infrostructure was located in the
borderlands, and after the collapse of the Sovigbrt)rwas left on the territories of
the newly independent states.

The next factors influenced the necessibility of creation of a new Russian
strategy: 1) moving out of the Soviet troopes from the states of East-Central Europe,
Baltic states and Ukraine; 2) the necessibility of paying fomtiigary bases on the
territories of the former-Soviet republics, which are newtyependent sttes now; 3)
the presence of NAVY units of the other states, and NATO as well, on the seas,
close to Russia; 4)necessibility to take into accountrifigary power of the newly
independent states; 5) explosion on thattery of the former USSR of many regional
conflicts, in which the local military units are taking part; 6) the loss of the former
Soviet markets of weapons and the attempts to regain them (first of all markets of the
South-Eastern Aisia), creation of the new markets of weapons; 7) usage of the
Russian troopes for the local aims. The changes of conception of the main aims o
Rusian Army - from the global, international to local needs a nevtotiat
organization of the Army. According to the new programms of the military reform in
Russia it have to be created 6-10 newlitary regions, where all the militar
formations (not only Army itself, but police, internal military units, various
paramilitary structures) will be coordinated. There is a big theat of the locatsep
movement in such a conception. The new territorial organization of the Russian Army
will have a strong iitluence on the whole geopolitical situation on the territory of the
former USSR.

From the militar piont of view in all the strategic conceptions of the USSR,
tsarist and modern Russia, the main threat for the state was concentrated on the

western ,fasade”, which means the states of the Western Europe and North America.
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The possibility to change that old strategical paradigm appealé@®thand meant a
signing of the ,peace treaty forever” between Russia and the states of the West,
demilitarization of th relations, and development of the many aspects of the
partnership. But a realisation of this possibility, needs many conditions, some of them
very difficult for acceptation of the whole world. But even the worst variant of the
Russian-Western world relations not foreseen any militar confrontationpridyt

return to the ,cold war” situation.

The Southern fasade, which includes mainly Moslem countries, has been a
traditional direction of Russian expansion. The collapse of the USSR Indigled
the problems which Russia always had with mountainous rebels like the Afghans or
Chechens. Despite such a sad historical and modern experience it is heresia&t Rus
efforts to reconstruct the defence space of the former Soviet Union. From the militar
point of view the southern direction will remain very important for years to come.

The Esatern fasade, from Mongolia and China to Japan and Korea, was for a
long time amoving frontier which offered &ssia the most opportunities, and
presented the least dangers. The reconciliation with China in the late 1980s and the
early 1990s, comiding with the end of the Cold War, dratically improved the
geostratigec situation alongussia’s eastern fasade. Now the situation isghgn
very rapidly. If there is going to be major strategic challenge to Russia, it is more
likely than not to come from its greatest neighbor, China. While Russia is griwing
weaker, China is growing stronger, turning into both an economic and a military
superpower. For the firéitme in history Rusia is #ing out to China. This means that,
in the medium term, the eastern fasade can become Rusia’s most vvulnerable one.

Thus, Russia’s three fasades point to the three epochs of Rusia’s geostrategy.

The Western direction most probablydreds to the past; the Southern occupies the
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present; and the Eastern is likely to emerge as the most important one in the future.
Partnership in the West, stability-building in theu8g abdinding the rght balance in
the East appear to be the main direction of the modern Russian geostrategy.

The analysis of the Rusian militar and strategmnoeptions and their
geopolitical aspects wouldn’t be compleet without some words about the trade of
weapos and military témologies. In that field the geopolitical aims of the former
Soviet Union and modern Russia are egpgcgood seen. According to the Russian
opinion, the USA are using economic and financial crisys in the Eastern Aisia t
eliminate Russia from thmilitary markets in this part of the world. According to the
estimate of ,Rosvooruzhenie”, this region is the most perspective from the point of
view of weapon trade. Now, the position of ,Rosvooruzhenie” in the Eastern Asia are
weak and not stable; but without the wea and armament trade on a big scale
Russia wouldn’t be able to return its former geopolitical position.

One of the main important aspects of the militar stratemnception of modern
Rusia is aprognoses of the probable future war and its character. The
Sovietconceptions from th moment of thenuclear weapon invenltidghe moment of
the USSR’s collapce changed a little: it was planned, that if the wasiagnalists
would start a world war, would be held with usage of the nuclear weapon on a bi
scale and territory, and that the Soviet Union would be fighnlinipe entire victir
over its enmies. Throuh all the years of the USSR existance it was discwsssdal it
be possible to vin in the nuclear war. Durin that discussions Soviet military experts
often returned to the conception of a big war with only conventiondloai&t In the
Soviet stratgic conceptions from the end @B80s there was no words about the
necessity of militar superiority over the West to reach the ,communist bright future”.

In that time appeared conceptio of the militar-strategic balanse.
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The modern militar conceptions of Rusia are based on a fact that Russia posess
the nuclear weapon, but there are very low chances on the world nuclearewan or
a big war against Russia with conventional military means, butowitnuclear
weapons. Such a conception doesn’t mean that Russia doesn’t concider it possib
of the local regional military conflicts in the area of the Russian inerests. According to
the opinion of the Rusian strategs there is a big possibility of the big wars in the areas
which are not bordering with Russia, but which may destbilise the whole international
situation.

Now everybody is conscious that during some last years the Russia-USA
relations slowly become cool. In Russia it is often said about the pyssiba new
Cold War. This possiblity influence the geopolitical situation an the Russian strategic
conceptions. On the example of the Russian Balcan poltics we can see, that Russia b
all means tryes to retur the status of the superpower, which posessed the USSR, when
every conflictinEurope or Asia was solved only with the Soviet gzation. In
comparison the the Soviet times the only difference is that the USSR its sphere of
influence spread over Africa and Souther America; Russia didn’t do that in 1991, bu

now situdion is changing in the direction of ,,old geopolitical thinking”.

! F.Braudel, Historia i trwanie, Warszawa 1971, pp.46-89
2 The term ,geopolitical analysis” needs, first of all, to define what ,geopolitics” is. Most encyclopaedias define
geopolitics as a research of the ,relations between the natural geographicabesratitil the politics of the
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states”. Such a definition has noticable connections with the German geopolitical school, represented, among
others, by F.Ratcel, R.Chellen, K.Chauschofer. According to the French geopolitical school, linked with
.Herodot” magazine (M.Fusche, l.Lacost and others) the main role in geopolitics is played by the following
factors: political, economical, military, ecologic, demographic, ethnic, cultural and ideological. Space and
boders of the states, according to that conception, are passive factors. The Russian school of geopolitical
sciences (V.Kolosov, N.Kaledin, V.Pirumov etc.) is closely linked with the French school. Geopolitical analysis
can be divided into: geopoalitical situation researches from the point of view of concrete geographitahs

and the devepolment of this situation; prognoses and recommendations for the political changes of space. See:
T.Parchalina, Geopolitical Prognoses and Russia, in ,International Economy and World Relations”. Moscow,
No 3, 1996

% Bomsrmas Coserckas Sumukioneuns, Mocksa 1975, 1.6, ¢.316. Under ,geopolitics’we find , a bourgeois,
reactionary concept (....) used to motivate militarism and territorial claims”.

* G.zZiuganéw, Geopolitics of Russia, Moscow, 1997; S.Baburin, Russian territory and its bdodeos,

1996; KTI'amkues, ['eomonmrtuka, Mocksa, 1997; 3.IlosmsixoB, ['comomuruka, Mocksa, 1995; A.JlyruH,
T'eomomuruka, Mocksa, 1997(98); etc.

® Central State Archives of the National Economy (Moscow),ti@erState Archives of the Soviet Army
(Moscow).

® The Soviet Union bordered with the Pacific and the following seas: Sea of Japan, Sea of Okhotsk, Bering Sea,
East Siberian Sea, Laptev Sea, Kara Sea, Barents Sea, White Sea, Baltic Sea, Black Sea, Caspian Sea. On the
land the Soviet Union bordered with the following countries: Norway, Finland, Poland, Chech-Slovack
Republic, Hungary, Romania, Turkey, Iran, Afganistan, China, Mongolia, Northern Korea.

" The term East-Céral Europe was widely spread by Oskar Halecki and Jeno Sueteirfifties [O.Halecki,

The Limits and Divisions of European History, London and New Yi@%0, J.Sucz, Le trois I-Europe, Paris

1985]. The term East-Ctal Europe is now widely used in thetsw of that region and in the West. For the
Russian politicians and researchers even in the middle of the nineties the mentioned teenv wad just

now became really used in connection with the NATO enlargement to the East. Discussions about clear criteria
of delimitation of the East-Central Europe borders are not finished jet, espeoiattgrning its nortern and

southern borders. According to Joseph Rotschild, Return to Diversity - Political History of East-Central Europe
Since World War II, New York-Oxford, 1989, East-Central Europe includes the following countries:Poland,
Czech Republic, Slovak Republic, Hungary, Romania, states of the former Jugoslavia, Albania and Bulgaria.
The director of the East-Central Europe Institute in Lublin, prof. Jerzy Kloczowski ( Miedzy Europa Zachodnia

a Bizancjum, in: ,Przeglad Akademicki” Lublin, 1991, Nr 10, p.9) proposed to include into East-Central

Europe Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, Belotukraine, Czach Bpublic, Slovak Republic and Hungary.

Now there are some problems with the final definition of the borders of Europe as a whole. This issue is ake
one in the process of the new states entering the European institutions and organizations (For example, some
Caucasean states want to enter such institutions).

8 The personal Union was signed between Poland and Lithunia in Krev in the year 1385. That agreement was
renewed several times till 1569, when the Lublinddnwas signed. As a result of that agreement emerged a
new state -Rzeczypospolita Obojga Maldé (The Polish State of the Two Nations), which was inhabited in
reality by four peoples: Poles, Lithuanians, Belorussians and Ukrainians, together with the neumerous Jews and
Tatars. That state organization existed1ifl72. The boundaries between Russia and the Polish State were in
that time situated in the place of the modern Russian boundaries of Russia with Lithuania, Belorus and
Ukraine.

® The characteristic featureof the modern geopolitical discussions in Russia is the fact that the most aktive in
this discussion are represatites of the nationalistic right wing of the political scene (from the Liberal-
Demokratic Party of Vladimir Zhirinowski etc.). At the same time the voices of the real demokrats in this
discussion are not so numerous. The positions of the military experts in the field of geopolitics are close to the
nationalistic position.

% There is a theory that the collapse of the USSR was caused by the enormous size of the state. But after the
loss of 5 million sq.km Russia is still the biggest state in the world, which lies on the two continents. The
geopolitical space, which Russia is able to create have to become smaller in the nearest years, but even in this
case Russia will be one of the biggest geopolitical powers in the XXI century. Some of the Russian
geopoliticians declare that the world and Russian history shows the benefits of a big state territories (See,
C.JlaBpoB, [I'comommrmueckoe mpocTpancTBo Poccum: wmuder m  peampHOCcTh, M3Bectms  Pycckoro
Teorpaduueckoro O6mecrea, No 3, 1997. At the same time other reserchers, as for example B.Rodoman
suggest that the big size of Russia is a purpose of its isolation S®eoman, T'eorpadmst u cyasdsr Poccuu,

3manne - Cuma, 1993, mapr). Technokratic explanations in this case do not work. It is widely known that from
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the point of view of energetics, the smaller states have more chances for the easier development. But at the
same time geographical situation, for example, also influences a state development: states from the far North
and from the ,far” south have to overcome certain difficulties.

™ The big discussion in the Russian geopolitical circles was initiated by the book of prof Zbigniew Brzezifiski
.Geostrategy for EuroAsia”, where the author suppose that in the XXI century Russia will be divided into three
independent states: European Russia, Siberian Republic and the Republic of he Far East. According to
Z Brzezifiski these states will form a konfederation.

12 According to the Russian ultra-nationalists, closely linked in this case with the communist ideology, the
territory of the Russian state is the place where Euro-Asian super ethnos was formed, this is the space of the
long coexistance and cooperaion of the forest and step ethnesesavtliversificabn of a landscapes was one

of the purposes of development. Therefor, now nationalists are declaring the loss of the common economic,
military, informational, ecologic etc. space. At the same timengnthe many of Russian padians and in

some social stratas there is a tendency towards dgsititer and regionalization of Russia. There are some
prognoses, made on the base of the market reforms in Russia, that in the nearest future Russia will divide into
several smaller, democratic, highly developed states Bs&eop ['vuun, Msl ycrand crpagate 3a ApYTHX,

Bex, Mocksa, 10.04.1997). There are many opponents of the interational (or pseudgrattenal in their

opinion) processes on the post-Soviet space. For example, J.Gaidar, G.Javlinski, B.Berezovski, A.Chubais etc.
were aginst the Russian-Belorussian Union. Against this Union were also Presidents of Ukraine and
Kazakhstan. As a negative result of this Union may be aappreciated the grouth of the popularity of President
Lukashenko amwng the Russiangpulation. The number of his adherent grew from 17% to 34%. {Sepeit

Yrmaunos, Jorosop: Poccus - benapyce, Aprymentst u @axtel, Mocksa No 14, April 1997)

13 In June 1996 the Minister of Foreign Affairs of Russia, Evgeny Primakov in his referate in the Institute of
Internatioal Affairs in Moscow defined the main iams of the Rusian foreign policy. He underlined that the
prioretic task of his Ministry is to create a conditions to keep the Russian territorial entity and to strenthen the
integrational processes on the post-Soviet space.

14 Anau Kacacs, UersepTsiii iepeHoc, ,,Hezasucumas [Masera”, 28 January 1997

15 Apxammit Momec, He cBoe BpeMEHHOE TrocyIapcTBo, ,,Mockosckue Hosoctr™”, 26.01.1997

16 Anexcarap Mmeramsumm, [Ipsavas aBrocpaga coenmaut ['posusiit u TOmmmcH, ,,Mockosckuii Komcomorer”,
07.06.1997

17 Hapumsr”, Munck, 18.03.1998

18 Aprymentsl 1 @akter”, Mocksa, No 22, May 1998.

19 During the last years many ethnic conflicts research center emerged in the West and in the East. Among
them there are for example The Center for Ethno-political Researches and the Center for Geopolitical
Researches in Moscow, or the similar centers in London and New York. The number of internetional
conferencies aabout the ethnic conflicts is gnowapidly.

The biggest data bases in this field posess the researchers from the former Soviet Union, but the number of
these researchers is too little (at the beginning of 1990s therenlyaabout 1000 ethnologists in the whole

USSR, at the same time 2500 in Norway, or more 000 in the USA). Because there is a very big need in

such a specialists in the ethnic field, everybody desldim- or herdf a specialist. There are a plenty of
articles in the post-Soviet press signed by a ,politologs”. But it is widely known that many of them are
graduated wform the newly created departments of political sciences at the post-Soviet universities. In reality,
these department are only slightly reformed departments of the yistory of the Communist party. So, the level of
these ,specilaists” is not very high.

At the same time there is a problem with the graduated from the departments of ethnography at the former-
Soviet Universities. It is because of the lack of the ethnic theory in the post-Soviet science. Many of the
researchers are still basing their works on the famous Stalin-Lenin’s thesis: tribe-ethnos-nation, whichwas
widened by Akademician J.Bromley by a fourth stage - ,socialistic nation”. There were only soarehese

who were in the opposition to the official Soviet ethnic theories, among them was Lew Gumilew, and some
other representatives of the Leningrad-Petersburg school.

% There is a discussion about the number of existing ethnic conflicts on the territory of the former Soviet
Union, as well as about the prognoses of the number of the coflicts. At the end of 1980s American researchers
estimated that there was a posibility of about 40 territorial conflicts in the USSR. In the beginning of 1991 the
Moscow Center for Political Geography researches indicated 76 ethnic and territorial conflicts, in the beginning
of 1992 the number grew up to 164. One of the prognoses of the number of the ethnciconflictsin the former
USSR was prepared by the experts of the Headquarter of the Ameican Army in the Western EucogegAcc

to that prognoses there was a possibility of 12 big regional wars: tree of them on the European territory of the
USSR, 5 - on the Caucasus, and 4 - in the Central Asia. The estimates of the human casualties in the case of
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explosion of the mentioned wars were thefollowing: in the war between Russia and Ukraine it have to be killed
abou 200 000 soldiers, 40 million ov civils will die from the starvation, and 3 millio from the deseases.
According to the same prognoses i the war between Moldova and Ukraine in have to be killed 67&&0 so

and 2,8 million of people have to become refuges. All the 12 wars together according to estimates have to bring
more than 500000 killed soldiers, 20 million of refuges, and 4 million of civil died from the deseases.

ZCronsko crout Poccns, ,,Ceromms” 28.05.1998

“Bacummit Cadporuyx, [ToTepsBIIH TONOBY, IO BOTOCAM He miauyT, ,,CoBerckas Poccus”, 17.01.1998

2 As a result of the ethnic conflicts with a big partisipation of Russia in them, Georgea lost the control ove
Abkhazia, Azerbaijan lost the control over Mountain Karbakh, Moldova lost Over-Dniest Republic.

2 We can see a strong feeling obntmon mutual fate of the East-Central Europe states for example in the
creation of the Wyshegrad Groupe after the collapse of the communist system. This regional agreement is
signed by: Hungary, Czech Republik and Poland.Althogh commonly believed that this agreement was signed
only to help these countries enter NATO and EU, it has to be underlined that the roots of the agreement are
hidden deeply in the common history of the peoples of the region, which began from the baptism of Poland
rtctived from Czech; through Polich-Czech and Polish-Hungarian dynastic connections in the Middle Ages and
Renaissance, up to the XXth century, especially the last half-century of the communist regiffingist dad
freedom.

% |n the XVIth century Latvia and Estonia, which were under the strong German influence, were baptised into
protestantism and till now the majority of believers in these countries belong to thainiebut it did not

matter much in the cultural sense as the territories remained in the circle of western Christianity and Roman
culture.

% When it became widely known that Poland had begun the negotiations about entering the EU, a lot of Poles,
especially the inhabitants of theestern regions of Poland which were included into Poland after 1945, -
numerously went to notarial offices to put in order their real estates records. Téisrapguriosity Isows ho

deeply and sincerely Poles believe into the efficient functioning and European respect for the property rights.
Poles who came to the notarial offices were convinced that if they had their property records in order no
German or French man would would be able to take their property from them because they are bound by the
same respect for the right of the private property.

27 Zachar Szybieka, Belorus History, ,Litaratura i Mastactva”, Minsk, 1994.

% The research of the public opinion which was done by the EU Comission together with the public opinion
centers in the states of East-Central Europe. The results of the researches were published also in Poland:
Agnieszka Kubik, Smutna Europa - Eurobarometr o panfstwach postkomunistycznych, in: ,,Gazeta Wyborcza”

of the 1st of March 1994,

29 As social researches show the biggest difficulty for the post-soviet societies is to come over the passive
attitude which was created by the communist regimes. A person who lived under a totalitarian system had no
influence on guality of the social and economic life. The state gave a persordwalhikg, school. A person

who lived in a Soviet system had to accept the status quo and to keep silent. From generation to generation a
Soviet man lost initiative - the most important problems were solved by the staate. It was not enough, but it was
accepted. The collapse of communism and of a ,welfare” state caused that the post-Soviet sitloietian w
preparation and absolutly helpless were putin front of new realities.

% The religious revival on the western territories of Belorus and Ukraine is characteristic to all religions, which
existed there before the Second World War: Orthodox, Catholic, Greek-Catholic, Jews, Muslims ets. See: S.
Matiunin,Granica pomi¢dzy Kosciolem Katolickim a Cerkwia Prawostawna na terenie wspoélczesnej Bialorusi

w wicku XX, in: Katolicyzm w Rosji i Prawoslawie w Polsce (XI-XXw.), Warsaw, 1997.

31D Oreszkin, Miezdu Wostokom i Zapadom, in: ,,dialog”, Nr6 Moscow, 1991.

32 Some time ago in the Polish television was emited a documental film, in which an odinary Polish farme
told a story of how during the Smwd World War he, as a soldier of Home Armye@&xted an orderom

London to get some details of the missles V1 and V2 and to send them to London. When the parts were ready
the plane flought from dndon ant took them. When that farmer described in film those events such close
contacts with London were normal for him. London in mind of a famer from a countryside in Belorus or in
Ukraine lies in a completely unknown ciwilisation. Even a trawell to Poland is normally a journej to a foreign
world. At the same time during the years of the Soviet Empire the feeling and consciousness of a one ,our” big
country was created. Once | was a witness of how women after the crossing the Bug-river from west to east
were happy to be at home again. As it became clear in a moment, next morning they had to take a plane from
Moscow to Novosibirsk, there only after three hours of waiting in Novosibirsk on a plane to Habarovsk.
Without any exitment they were planning to prepare dinner for their families next evening, even not paying
attention to a fakt that there are ten thousand kilometers from their real home.
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33 My i Europa, ,Nowa Ukraina”, Sumy 1993, I9¢461). It will be a mistake to think that this is an opinion of
Europe represented only by Ukraineans. Just the same opinion we can meet in press all over tBevietmer
Union. See: W.Zyrinowskij, Krach czetvertogo Internacionala, in: Izwiestia® 29th of August 1993;
W.Zyrinowskij, Ruskie idut, in: ,Moskowskaja Prawda” 11th September 1993; E.Limonov, Izwraczenija
nacionalizma, in: ,Moskowskaja Prawda” 4th September 1993; J.Pokrowskij, Prizrak nacjonalizma, in:
,Nizgorodskaja Prawda” 19th July 1993; SKliszina, Ruskaja ideja kak tovar politiczeskoj spekulacji, in:
Jlzwiestia” 18th September 1993.]

*Russia without any results is trying to organizework of the so called ,group four” - the customs union of fou
post-Soviet republics: Russia, Belorus, Kazakhstan and Kirghizstan. At the time when Russia makes an attempt
to save CIS on the regional level the regional processes of integration are goilguSaetnmos,

Lenrpansras Asms Poccun sxnats He Oyaer, ,,U3sectusa” 28.03.1998

%It can be said from the Russian point of view that the ,eastern gate” doesn't work as well as Russia wants. |
suppose that Russian politicians are concsious that there ane no real threats to Russian, may be exept of China.
That is why in the Russian geopolitical conceptions China takes so much place (it was several times underlined
by the Minister of foreign Affairs Evgeny Primakov) and can be seen from the numerous actual press
publications for example about the delimitation od the Russian-Chinese border.

3 A Koxomms, Apwvus u mommTaka, Mocksa, 1995, ¢.144; Poccrs B monCKax cTpaTerud 0e30macHOCTH, MocBa

1996; Konuernms HanmoHATEHOH O¢3omacHoCTH Poccnu B 1995 roxy, Mocksa, 1995.

3" Hukomait Kyuun, Mapman pedopmupyer Apmuzo, ,,Hosoe Bpems”, Mocksa, 13.12.1997

38 Enena CeMeHOBa, Kamaurpazn se craner Kerurcoeprom, ,,.Bex”, Mocksa, 11-27.06.1997

39 Ukraine declared that is going to get rid of the niklear missles. It is planned to do during the ext seven years -
to transport the missles to Russia and liquidate them there.

“0 Probably the Russian Duma will not ratificate the Russian-Ukrainean Agreement about the division of the
Black Sea fleet. Se®. T'corprucs, 3aBepIIMIACH YICHIS HAIMOHAIBHOM rBapuu Ykpaunsl, ,,HezaBucumas

Tazera”, 22.02.1998



