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BBEJEHUE

[Mpemnaraemblit COOpHUK BKJIIOYAET B ceOsl HaydHbIe CTaTbU B 00-
JJaCTM MEXIyHapoOaHOl 0e30MacHOCTU, KOHTPOJSI Hal BOOPYKEHUSIMU
U HepacIpoCTpaHEHUs SIAEPHOTro opyxkusi. MHorue nyoJuKyemble pa-
GOTBI OBUTH TIPEACTABICHBI B KAUYECTBE TOKJIAMA0B M COOOIIEHUIT Ha 62-i1
[Taryolickoii KoH(epeHLUMN YYeHbIX, KOTOpasi COCTOsIach B I. AcTaHe
¢ 25-ro o 29-¢ aBrycra 2017 roga, a Tak:Ke B XOZ¢ ITPEIIIeCTBOBABIICH eii
10-ii KoH(pepeHIMM MeXITyHapOIHOTO CTYAEHUECKOIO U MOJIONEKHOTO
[Taryolckoro aBukeHus: «MUPOBOI SIIEPHBIM MOPSIAOK: IJI0OATbHbIE
U peruoHajibHbie Mpo0eMbl 0€30MaCHOCTU U MEPCIEeKTUBbI COTPYIHU-
YyecTBay.

ABTOpbl — Y4eHble, 3KcnepThl U3 BenukoOpurtanuu, Mspawnns,
Kuprusuu, IMakucrana u Poccuu — uccieaytoT akTyaabHOCTb TEOpUU
SIIEPHOTO CIEeP>KUBaHUSI B KOHTEKCTE HOBBIX YIPO3 MEXIyHapOIHOM
0€e30IMacHOCTH, MEPCHEKTUBbI SIIEPHOTO Pa3opyKeHUs, peruoHasb-
Hble TIpobJieMbl 6e3onacHocTu. PaccmatpuBaloTest Takke Takue Mpo-
0JieMbl, Kak pa3paboTKa HOBBIX BUIOB OOBIYHBIX BOOPYXEHMIA, MPU-
ONIMKAIOIIMUXCS K SIIEPHOMY OPYXXMIO TI0 CBOEM pa3pylIMTEeNbHON cuiie
U MOCJENCTBUSIM JJIs1 IPaXkIaHCKOTO HaceJIeHUsI, U POJIb IPaxkJIaHCKOTO
o011ecTBa, HAYYHOTO U 3KCMEPTHOTO COOOIIECTB B SIIEPHOM pa3opy-
JKeHUMU.

B niepBoii yactu cOOpHUKA, MOCBSIIEHHONH COBPEMEHHBIM MpoobJie-
MaM MMPOBOTO SIIEPHOTO MOpsiAKa, 3aTParMBarOTCsl TEMbI MePEOCMBbIC-
JIEHWST 3HAYeHUs SIepHOTO OPYXXMS B MHPOBOI TonuTuke. Bo BTOpOif
YacTH COOpPHMKA YIEIsIeTC BHUMAaHKE TTOVMCKY peIlIeHUs PeTHOHATBHBIX
npobjieM 0e30MacHOCTU, aHaIMU3UPYIOTCS MpPOoOJieMbl 0e30MacHOCTU
B EBporne, Ha biimxxHem Boctoke u B LleHTpanbHoit Asun. [TpencraBieHbl
TOUYKHU 3pEHUS YICHBIX Ha TIEPCIIEKTUBBI SACPHOTO Pa3OpyKeHUS U OC-
HOBHBIE BIUSIONINE Ha HEero (haKTOpPbI, TPEIIOKeHB HOBBIE ITOIXOIBI
K PEIIeHUIO MHOTOJIETHUX pPEeTMOHAJIBHBIX IpoOJIeM 6e30MacHOCTH.
JlokanmbHBIE TIPOOJIEMBI AHAIM3MPYIOTCSI B TIIIOOAIBHOM KOHTEKCTE,
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B KOTOPOM, KaK OTMeYaeTcsl, CyIIeCTBYeT OCTpasi HEOOXOAMMOCTh CHU-
>KEHUsI HATIPSIKEHHOCTU M TTPOIOJIKEHHSI 1Uajiora.

ITaryonickoe nBukeHMe ydeHbIX OCHOBaHO B 1957 rony Kak MexyHa-
pOImHas HelpaBUTEIbCTBEHHAsI HaydyHas opraHu3aiys. Ee ocHoBoroma-
raloummM ToKyMeHToM ctajl Manudect Paccena-DitHmreitna 1955 rona.
Baxmneiiieit ocobeHHOCTBIO Beex [laryolickux KoHbepeH1uii SIBIIsSIeTCs
MPUBEPKEHHOCTD X YYACTHUKOB UCKITIOUUTETHLHO HAYYHOMY U MEXKIMC-
LIUMIJIMHAPHOMY TOAXOAY K TOMCKY TyTeil pelieHus modabHbIX Mpo-
6siem yenoBevecTBa. Bece aTO crocoOCTBYeT MIOAOTBOPHOI paboTte 1Mo
BBIPAOOTKE pEeKOMEHMAINIA IJIST BBICIIETO MOJTUTUIECKOTO PYKOBOICTBA
roCyIapCcTB U KpyHmHeHIMX MexXayHapoaHbix opranu3anuii (OOH u ee
crnenuaan3upoBaHHbIX yupexaeHuii, MAT'ATSD, BO3 u npyrux) ¢ ueiabio
pelleHust odaIbHBIX TPOOJIEM, CTOSIIIIMX MEpeN YeTOBEUECTBOM.

[penynpexneHne 4emoBeYeCTBY, BhICKazaHHOe B MaHudecTe, co-
XpaHSIET CBOIO aKTYaJIbHOCTh B KOHTEKCTE CETOMHSIIHETO II100aTbHOTO
mupa: «[lepem HaMM JISKUT TTyTh HENIPEPBIBHOTO TIPOTpecca, CuacThbs,
3HAHUS U MyapoCcTH. M36ep&M I MBI BMECTO 3TOTO CMEPTh TOJIBKO TO-
TOMY, 9TO He MOXeM 3a0BITh HAIIMX ccop? MBI oOparaeMcs Kak JIFOIN
K JTIONISIM: TIOMHHUTE O TOM, YTO BBl TPUHAUIEKUTE K POIY YeTOBEUECKOMY
1 3a0yabTe 000 BCEM OCTAaJIbHOM».

IMaryomickoe MABUMIKEHME YUYEHBIX, YIOCTOeHHOoe B 1995 romy
HobeneBckoit mpemMun Mupa «3a OOJNBINME TOCTYDKEHUSI, HAIlpaBJICH-
HBbIe Ha CHIKEHUE POJIM SIAEPHOTO OPYKUsI B MUPOBOI TIOTUTHKE, 1 3a
MHOTOJIETHHE YCUJIWS TI0 3aIIPeIIeHNIO 3TOTO BUAA OPYXKHS», IIPOIOI-
JKaeT BHOCHUTH CYIIIECTBEHHBIN BKJIA B TIPOIIECC Pa3opyKeHU W Hepac-
MIPOCTPaHEHUS SIIEPHOTO OPYKHsI, UTPAET CYIIECTBEHHYIO POJIb B YPETY-
JIMPOBAHUM PETMOHATBLHBIX KOH(MINKTOB B PAa3IMYHBIX pETMOHAX MUPA.
Baxxnoe Mecto B muckyccusx Ha [laryorickux ¢popymax 3aHMMAIOT BO-
IIPOCHI YKPEIICHNST MEXIYHAPOTHOTO M MEKPETMOHAIBHOTO HAyYHOTO
COTPYIHUYECTBA, PA3BUTHUS METOIOB HAYYHOM TUTIJIOMATHH.

MexayHapoHoe cTyjaeHYecKoe 1 MosiofiexxHoe TTaryornickoe aBuxe-
HHE TIPEICTABIAET COOOM IIT00aTbHOE U MEKIUCITUTUIMHAPHOE 00BENN-
HEeHWE CTYJICHTOB W MOJIONBIX YUSHBIX, 3aHUMAIOIIINXCS MCCIeTOBAHMUS-
MM B 00J1acTH (byHIAMEHTAJTBHBIX M OOIIECTBEHHBIX HAyK, TEXHOJOTHI
1 3TUKU. bymyym He3aBUCUMBIM B OIIpeneIeHUM OOJacTeil MesTenb-
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HoCcTH, MexayHapoaHoe CTylneHueckKoe M MoJjonexHoe I[laryorickoe
JIBUXEHUE MOoAep:KUBaeT TeCHble oTHolleHus ¢ [laryomickum aBuxe-
HUEM YYEHBIX, OCTaBasiCh MPUBEPKEHHBIM AyXy U uaeaiam MaHudecra
Paccena-OiinmreiiHa. 10-s1 koHbepeHUUsT MeXIyHapOIHOIO CTy-
JIeHyeckoro u MoJjoaexHoro Ilaryornickoro aBuxKeHUsI B T. AcTaHe
o0benrHUAa Topsiaka 50 CTYIeHTOB M MOJOIBIX CIEeUUaUCTOB U3
20 crpan (Benukoopuranusi, Benrpusi, I'epmanusi, M3paunb, UHnus,
Wunonesust, Mopnanus, Wpan, WUrammsa, Kazaxcran, Kanaga, KHP,
Hunepnanner, [Takucran, Poccus, Caynosckast Apasust, CIIA, TyHuc,
[IBeitiapust, Anonust).

Hacrosiiiee u3naHue mpeacTaBisieT YUTATEN0 HEKOTOpble HOBbIE
WUIIeU W TIOAXOAbl K MCCIIEOBAHUIO COBPEMEHHBIX MPOoOeM MexXIyHa-
PONHOI M perMoHaJbHOU 0e30MacHOCTU, HepaclpOCTpaHeHUs siiep-
HOTO OPYXUSI U KOHTPOJISI HaJl BOOPYKEHUSIMU CO CTOPOHBI YYaCTHUKOB
MEXIyHApPOIHOTO HAyYHOTO M 3KCIIEPTHOTO COOOIIeCcTBa, OOBEIMHEH-
HOTO OOI1Iel 11e/1bI0 TTOCTPOeHUsI 6€30I1acHOr0 U CMpaBeIMBOTO MUpa
Ha IJIaHeTe.

Peokonneeus



PREFACE

The present collection of articles consists of research papers in the
field of international security, arms control and nonproliferation of
nuclear weapons. A number of articles within the current publication were
presented as reports and communications at the 62nd Pugwash Conference
on Science and World Affairs “Confronting New Nuclear Dangers” and
the 10th International Student/Young Pugwash (ISYP) Conference, both
of which took place in Astana, Kazakhstan, in August 2017.

The authors — researches and experts from Israel, Kirghizia, Pakistan,
Russia and the United Kingdom — examine the relevance of nuclear
deterrence theory in the context of new threats to international security;
prospects for nuclear disarmament; regional security issues. The publication
deals with such topics as the development of new types of conventional
weapons approaching nuclear weapons capacities in terms of their destructive
power and consequences for the civilian population; role of civil society,
scientific and expert communities in supporting nuclear disarmament.

The first part of the collection, devoted to the contemporary problems of
the nuclear world order, touches upon such topic as rethinking of the salience
of nuclear weapons in world politics. The second part of the collection focuses
on the solutions to regional security problems, analyzes strategic environment
in Europe, the Middle East and Central Asia. It provides experts’ views on
the prospects for nuclear disarmament and the main factors influencing it, as
well as offers new approaches to the resolution of long-term regional security
issues. Local problems are analyzed in a global context, which is influenced by
an urgent need to reduce tensions and continue dialogue.

The Pugwash Conferences on Science and World Affairs was founded in
1957 as an international non-governmental scientific organization. Its founding
document was the 1955 Russell-Einstein Manifesto. The most important
feature of all Pugwash meetings is the commitment of their participants to an
exclusively scientific and interdisciplinary approach to the search for solutions
to global issues. All this contributes to the fruitful work on the development of
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recommendations forsenior figures in national governments, major international
organizations (the UN and its specialized agencies, IAEA, WHO, and others)
in order to solve global problems facing humanity.

The warning to the humanity expressed in the Russell-Einstein
Manifesto remains as relevant as ever in today’s globalized world: “There
lies before us, if we choose, continual progress in happiness, knowledge
and wisdom. Shall we, instead, choose death, because we cannot forget
our quarrels? We appeal as human beings to human beings: remember
your humanity, and forget the rest”.

In 1995 the Pugwash Conferences on Sciences and World Affairs were
awarded the Nobel Peace Prize “for their efforts to diminish the part
played by nuclear arms in international politics and, in the longer run, to
eliminate such arms”. Pugwash keeps contributing in a significant way into
the process of disarmament and nonproliferation of nuclear weapons, and
plays important role in the settlement of regional conflicts across the world.
An important place in the discussions at the Pugwash forums is occupied
by the issues of strengthening international and interregional scientific
cooperation, the development of methods of scientific diplomacy.

International Student/Young Pugwash (ISYP) is a global and
interdisciplinary network of students and young professionals concerned
with the interface of science, technology, society and ethics. Although
independent in its scope and policies, ISYP has a mutually reinforcing
relationship with the Pugwash Conferences on Science and World Affairs
and remains committed to the spirit and ideals of the Russell-Einstein
Manifesto. The 10th International Student/Young Pugwash Conference
in Astana brought together more than 30 students and young professionals
from 20 countries (United Kingdom, Hungary, Germany, Israel, India,
Indonesia, Jordan, Iran, Italy, Kazakhstan, Canada, China, Netherlands,
Pakistan, Russia, Saudi Arabia, the USA, Tunisia, Switzerland, Japan).

The publication presents to the readers new ideas and approaches
in relation to modern challenges to international and regional security,
nonproliferation of nuclear weapons and arms control on behalf of the
international scientific and expert community united around the shared
objective of building a secure and fair world.

Editorial board
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YACTb I. COBPEMEHHBIE ITPOBJIEMbI MUPOBOM
SANEPHOU ITOJIUTUKHA

Posib 00BIYHBIX BOOPY2KEHMIA B IZIEPHOM YPaBHEHHH

Keeun Muaemuu

The Role of Conventional Weapons in the Nuclear
Disarmament Equation

Kevin Miletic

This paper aims to address an issue that usually only features in the
margins of disarmament debates. This issue is the role of conventional
weapons in the nuclear disarmament equation.

It is no secret that certain countries perceive conventional weapons as
a major threat to their national security. For them, nuclear deterrence is
a means to offset a perceived conventional inferiority by threatening
nuclear retaliation in the event of a major conventional attack.

This argument has become firmly anchored in the military doctrine of
these countries and used as a primary reason for the justification of nuclear
deterrence policy and the subsequent retention of nuclear weapons.

This paper will look at how the conventional-nuclear relationship
works. More precisely, it will look at points of divergence where nuclear
and conventional are opposed to each other i.e. military doctrines; and
points of convergence where nuclear disarmament and conventional arms
control negotiations were conducted in parallel, like in the late 80s and
early 90s with INF 1987, CFE 1990, START I 1991, CWC 1993.

The US-led Revolution in Military Affairs

For many observers, the US-demonstrated ability to incapacitate an
enemy from afar using a combination of sophisticated sensors and pre-
cision-guided munitions in Operation Desert Storm marked the start of
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a US-led Revolution in Military Affairs (RMA) with network-centric
warfare at its core.! Network-centric warfare is based on the integration
of command and control, reconnaissance, information processing, and
target acquisition functions in order to be able to carry out coordinated
strikes across great distances and react in real time to developments in the
combat zone.? Following this logic, advanced conventional weapons were
identified as weapons of choice given their high degree of precision, auto-
matic target acquisition and reduced signatures.

As noted by Futter, Zala & Moore, almost three decades after the US-
led Revolution in Military Affairs, advances in military technology and
engineering have allowed the development of an array of advanced preci-
sion conventional weaponry that is increasingly prominent at the strategic
level.? Without going too much into details, this includes various conven-
tional weapons systems such as existing cruise missiles, drones, guided
gravity bombs, missile defense systems like Aegis* and THAAD?, stealthy
delivery platforms, together with integrated surveillance, coordination and
targeting; and emerging systems such as hypersonic boost-glide weap-
ons which would give a conventional global strike capability; hypersonic
cruise missiles, orbital weapons, anti-satellite forces, advanced guidance
systems, as well as cyber capabilities.

!'Haas M. The Proliferation of advanced conventional weapons. CSS Analysis in
Security Policy. December 2013, no. 145, 4 p. Available at: http://www.css.ethz.
ch/content/dam/ethz/special-interest/gess/cis/center-for-securities-studies/
pdfs/CSS-Analysis-145-EN.pdf (accessed 15.01.2018).

2Ibid.

3 Futter A, Zala B., Moore G. M. Correspondence: Conventional prompt
global strike: Arms racing and strategic stability in a post-unipolar world. The
Nonproliferation Review, 2015,vol. 22, no. 3-4, , pp. 291-299.

4The Aegis Ballistic Missile Defense System (Aegis BMD or ABMD) is a US
Department of Defense programme developed to provide missile defense against
short to intermediate-range ballistic missiles. Aegis BMD (also known as Sea-
Based Midcourse) is designed to intercept ballistic missiles post-boost phase and
prior to reentry.

>Terminal High Altitude Area Defense (THAAD) is an American anti-ballistic
missile defense system designed to shoot down short, medium and intermediate
range ballistic missiles in their terminal phase (descent or reentry).
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Perceived Threat

This gradual process of placing a far greater reliance upon advanced
conventional weaponry in US national security thinking as well as prac-
tice, specifically through a larger role for ballistic missile defences, ad-
vanced conventional strike programs, and sophisticated command, con-
trol and monitoring capabilities, has been viewed with concern by other
countries, especially Russia and China.!

There seems to be a widespread belief among Russian and Chinese
strategists that advanced conventional weapons pose a significant threat to
them and that they are lagging behind the US in their development.?

James Acton listed different types of concern linked to advanced con-
ventional weapons:3

- Advanced conventional weapons are more “usable” than nuclear
weapons in a conflict, thereby providing its possessor with more
options and giving it a decisive edge over adversaries more limited
qualitatively in their means to wage war. Indeed, their operational
flexibility allows for a wide range of operations on both tactical and
strategic levels without breaking the nuclear taboo.

- The possibility of a conventional “first strike”, in combination with
ballistic missile defense systems, could seriously undermine the
survivability of the enemy’s nuclear forces.

- Advanced conventional weapons programs are just too sophisticated
to be about any state other than nuclear power states. Alexei Arbatov,
for example, argues that “Russians just cannot believe that such
complicated and expensive systems are only meant to target terror-
ists, who can be dealt with by much cheaper and simpler weapons”*.

! Futter A., Zala B. Advanced US Conventional Weapons And Nuclear
Disarmament. The Nonproliferation Review, 2013, vol. 20, no 1, pp. 107-122.
2Acton J.M. Russia and Strategic Conventional Weapons. The Nonproliferation
Review, 2015, vol. 22, no. 1, pp. 141-154.

*Ibid

4Arbatov A. Gambit or Endgame? The New State of Arms Control. Carnegie
Paper, March 2011, pp. 20-21. He goes on to add that, “Ohio-class submarines
[some of which have been converted to carry cruise missiles| are designed to stay
on patrol for long periods of time and to remain undetectable even to sophisticated
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- Early-warning radars would provide much less warning of a boost-
glide attack than a ballistic missile attack, thereby running the risk of
being caught off guard.

As argued by Futter and Zala, the central problem is that US superior-
ity in advanced conventional weaponry makes it very difficult for any US
rival to agree to work toward a nuclear-free world when such a move, al-
ready made difficult by existing conventional imbalances, will magnify US
hard power. More specifically, the close link between nuclear reductions
and increases in conventional capabilities essentially works to decrease US
vulnerability in a nuclear disarmed world, while at the same time increas-
ing the vulnerability of its current or future rivals and adversaries.! These
observations were recently echoed in a 2016 report by the International
Security Board — a US Federal Advisory Committee established to
provide the Department of State with advice and recommendations on
a framework for strategic stability — warning that technological advances
pose challenges to strategic stability based on nuclear deterrence, as these
developments “have the potential to replicate, offset, or mitigate the stra-
tegic effects of nuclear weapons”2.

Impact on Military Doctrine and Procurement Policies

Russian and Chinese views on advanced conventional weapons — hy-
personic ones in particular — appear to be influencing their military doc-
trine and procurement policies.

The 2014 Military Doctrine of The Russian Federation lists “the
establishment and deployment of strategic missile defense systems un-
dermining global stability and violating the established balance of forces
related to nuclear missiles, implementation of the global strike concept,

anti-submarine warfare systems, and heavy bombers are capable of penetrating
advanced air defenses. Rogue states and terrorists possess neither anti-submarine
warfare nor serious air-defense systems.” Available at: http://www.carnegieen-
dowment.org/files/gambit_endgame.pdf (accessed 15.01.2018).

' Futter A., Zala B. Advanced US Conventional Weapons And Nuclear
Disarmament. The Nonproliferation Review, 2013, vol. 20, no 1, pp. 107-122.

2 International Security Advisory Board. Report on the Nature of Multilateral
Strategic Stability (27 April 2016). Available at: https://www.state.gov/documents/
organization/257667.pdf (accessed 15.01.2018).

17



intention to place weapons in outer space, as well as deployment of stra-
tegic non-nuclear systems of high-precision weapons”' as a main ex-
ternal military risk. It also explicitly affirms the Russian Federation’s
right “to use nuclear weapons (...) in the event of aggression against the
Russian Federation with the use of conventional weapons when the very
existence of the state is in jeopardy” and “to resist attempts by some
states or group of states to achieve military superiority through the de-
ployment of strategic missile defense systems, the placement of weapons
in outer space or the deployment of strategic non-nuclear high-precision
weapon systems”.

Acton notes that in terms of hardware, two focal points of Russia’s
modernization are enhancing the survivability of its nuclear forces and im-
proving its air and missile defense systems.? Those points were translated
into specific programs highlighted by President Putin in a September 2014
speech, delivered at a drafting session for the 2016-2025 State Armament
Program.? After the meeting, Dmitry Rogozin, Deputy Prime Minister
of Russia, went further and drew a direct link between advanced conven-
tional weapons systems and these programs, stating that “our response to
the conventional prompt global strike strategy is upgrading our strategic
nuclear forces...and also developing air and space defense resources.”
However, still according to Acton, Russia is working on advanced conven-
tional weapons too, especially hypersonic ones.’ It has acknowledged the
development of hypersonic cruise missiles, although details of the pro-
gram remain murky.® There is also reasonably strong — but not completely

' Military Doctrine of The Russian Federation (2014). Available at: https://rusemb.
org.uk/press/2029 (accessed 15.01.2018).

2Acton J.M. Russia and Strategic Conventional Weapons. The Nonproliferation
Review, 2015, vol.22, no. 1, pp. 141-154.

*Ibid.

4Russia Announces Plans to Upgrade Nuclear, Air Defense Forces. Agence
France-Press, September 10, 2014.

SActon J.M. Russia and Strategic Conventional Weapons. The Nonproliferation
Review, 2015, vol. 22, no. 1, pp. 141-154.

¢ Acton J.M. Silver Bullet? Asking the Right Questions About Conventional Prompt
Global Strike. Washington DC, Carnegie Endowment for International Peace,
2013. 197 p.
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conclusive evidence — that Russia is also engaged in the development of a
conventional boost-glide system.!

Likewise, China appears increasingly concerned about a threat to its
nuclear forces from US conventional long-range strike systems, accord-
ing to J.H. Pollack.? Pollack notes that a substantial section of a classified
military textbook from 2004, “Science of Second Artillery Operations”,
discusses defensive operations, anticipating that the People’s Liberation
Army (PLA) conventional and nuclear missile forces are liable to come
under attack from precision-guided weapons based on land or sea, air-
strikes, airborne forces, air assault forces, or special operations forces.3

More recently, the focus of these concerns has shifted in the direc-
tion of strategic strike, with long-range advanced conventional weapons
in the lead role. The latest (2013) edition of Science of Strategy, a text-
book on military strategy produced by the PLA’s Academy of Military
Sciences makes room to describe the potential for employing these
weapons against Chinese nuclear missiles, noting that this event could
expose Beijing to coercive nuclear threats, reinforced by ballistic missile
defense capabilities.*

Similarly to Russia, the impact of advanced conventional weapons on
China’s military doctrine is reflected in its procurement policies. Pollack
notes that China is busily diversifying its arsenal of nuclear missiles and
developing nuclear-armed ballistic missile submarines.’ It is also trying to
catch up with the US in the field of advanced conventional weapons with
research into hypersonic missiles, including a boost-glide weapons, and
direct-ascent anti-satellite weapons.®

'Acton J.M. Hypersonic Boost-Glide Weapons. Science & Global Security,
October 2015, vol. 23, pp. 191-219.

2Pollack J.H. Boost-glide Weapons and US-China Strategic Stability. The
Nonproliferation Review, 2015, vol. 22, no. 2, pp. 155-164.

3 Tbid

4 Xiaosong Sh., ed. Zhanlue Xue (The Science of Military Strategy). 3" ed. Beijing,
Academy of Military Science of the People’s Liberation Army, Military Science
Publishing House, 2013. 171 p.

>Pollack J.H. Boost-glide Weapons and US-China Strategic Stability. The
Nonproliferation Review, 2015, vol. 22, no. 2, pp. 155-164.

¢ Ibid
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The Imperative of Deterrence Incompatible with Disarmament?

As shown by the examples above, we seem to be in a situation where
US investment in conventional weaponry has entrenched other nuclear-
weapon-states’ determination to retain and modernize their own nuclear
arsenals. A.Arbatov also commented on this trend: “There are very few
countries in the world that are afraid of American nuclear weapons. But
there are many countries which are afraid of American conventional
weapons. In particular, nuclear weapon states like China and Russia are
primarily concerned about growing American conventional, precision-
guided, long-range capability.”! In other words, nuclear weapons are not
solely used to deter a potential nuclear attack, rather the nuclear deter-
rence doctrine is being applied to the conventional field too. This is not
new. NATO had adopted the same approach to deter against a ground
invasion of Europe by Soviet troops. To a certain extent, Pakistan seems
to have adopted the same approach to deter against an Indian ground at-
tack. What is new, however, is that now nuclear weapons are specifically
meant to deter the use of certain conventional weapons systems. In other
words, those conventional weapons systems are on par with nuclear weap-
ons. This blurring of lines between conventional and nuclear increases the
risks of nuclear use. Indeed, as argued by Morgenthau, the moment when
you start applying conventional modes of thought and action to the nucle-
ar sphere and try to fit nuclear weapons into conventional thinking, you
implicitly change the nature of nuclear weapons.? Their purpose changes
from a weapon of last resort to a weapon that becomes usable in certain
conventional situations.?

'Comment reported by J. Cabasso and A. Liechterman in: Cabasso J., Lichterman
A. A Circle That Can’t Be Squared: Broad-spectrum arms racing and nuclear
disarmament. In: Plesch D., Spies M., Miletic K., eds. Rethinking General and
Complete Disarmament in the 21* Century. New York, United Nations Office for
Disarmament Affairs, 2016. 94 p. Available at: https://www.un.org/disarmament/
publications/occasionalpapers/no-28/ (accessed 17.01.2017).

2Morgenthau H. A New Foreign Policy for the United States. London, Pall Mall
Press, 1969. 208 p.

3 Plesch D. The South and disarmament at the UN. Third World Quarterly, 2016,
vol. 37, no. 7, pp. 1203-1218. DOI: 10.1080/01436597.2016.1154435. Available at:
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This conundrum has serious implications for the disarmament agenda
because certain nuclear weapon states are now directly linking conven-
tional arms control to nuclear disarmament. As highlighted by Cabasso
and Liechterman, Russian Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov has been re-
ported to say that “to move toward a nuclear-free world, it is necessary to
resolve the question of non-nuclear-equipped strategic offensive weapons
and strategic weapons in general, which are being worked on by the United
States, among others.”! Following this logic, conventional arms control
becomes then a precondition for nuclear disarmament to happen. And de-
terrence is the only reliable means to keep the lid on an otherwise uncon-
trolled conventional arms race which, in turn, feeds into the rationale for
retention and modernization of nuclear weapons. All this in the name of
national security. A perfect example of vicious circle as demonstrated by
the concept of “security dilemma”.

Yet, as observed by R.Rydell, the pursuit of security without disarma-
ment is itself a fantasy, given the insecurities and instabilities produced
by arms race, asymmetric arsenals, and never-ending qualitative improve-
ments of weaponry.? While rejecting any “hard linkage” between nuclear
and conventional as a pretext for delaying progress in disarmament, we
should be open to acknowledging a “soft linkage” between these two mul-
tilaterally sanctioned goals.> We should recall that, during the late 80s and

http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/01436597.2016.1154435?scroll=to
p&needAccess=true (accessed 17.01.2018).

'Cabasso J., Lichterman A. A Circle That Can’t Be Squared: Broad-spectrum
arms racing and nuclear disarmament. In: Plesch D., Spies M., Miletic K., eds.
Rethinking General and Complete Disarmament in the 21" Century. New York,
United Nations Office for Disarmament Affairs, 2016. 94 p. Available at: https://
www.un.org/disarmament/publications/occasionalpapers/no-28/ (accessed
17.01.2017).

2 Rydell R. Creating Disarmament Synergies. In: Plesch D., Spies M., Miletic
K., eds. Rethinking General and Complete Disarmament in the 21* Century. New
York, United Nations Office for Disarmament Affairs, 2016. 94 p. Available at:
https://www.un.org/disarmament/publications/occasionalpapers/no-28/  (ac-
cessed 17.01.2017).

3 Meyer P. Hard and Soft Linkages between Nuclear and Conventional
Disarmament. In: Plesch D., Spies M., Miletic K., eds. Rethinking General and
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early 90s, many negotiations were conducted in parallel (Intermediate-
Range Nuclear Forces Treaty, Treaty on Conventional Armed Forces in
Europe, Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty I and II, Chemical Weapons
Convention) and these were successful partly because they generated syn-
ergy. At that time, States had adopted a comprehensive approach to disar-
mament, very much in line with the principles of “General and Complete
Disarmament”, where simultaneous negotiations were held in parallel on
a wide range of issues.

Reconciling Conventional Arms Control and Nuclear Disarmament

Perhaps it is no surprise and may even sound commonsensical to say
that simultaneous efforts in the fields of conventional arms control and
nuclear disarmament are mutually reinforcing. But lately, conventional
arms control has rarely been mentioned in the context of nuclear disar-
mament, except for those who use it as a rationale for indefinite posses-
sion. The fundamental difference here is that conventional arms control
or nuclear disarmament are not seen as preconditions for the other to
occur, but rather measures that energize and sustain disarmament as it
occurs.' This challenges directly the dominant discourse based on a fal-
lacious notion of conditionality and thereby changes completely the na-
ture of the debate.

This is why it is essential to find a way to reconcile conventional arms
control and nuclear disarmament. In this regard, a comprehensive ap-
proach to disarmament like “General and Complete Disarmament” has
the advantage of providing a framework that makes thinking about con-
ventional arms control and nuclear disarmament not incompatible but
complementary.

Complete Disarmament in the 21 Century. New York, United Nations Office for
Disarmament Affairs, 2016. 94 p. Available at: https://www.un.org/disarmament/
publications/occasionalpapers/no-28/ (accessed 17.01.2017).

'Rydell R. Creating Disarmament Synergies. In: Plesch D., Spies M., Miletic
K., eds. Rethinking General and Complete Disarmament in the 21 Century. New
York, United Nations Office for Disarmament Affairs, 2016. 94 p. Available at:
https://www.un.org/disarmament/publications/occasionalpapers/no-28/  (ac-
cessed 17.01.2017).
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At first sight, it may seem bizarre, if not completely off topic, to fo-
cus on “General and Complete Disarmament” while talking about nu-
clear deterrence but, whether we like it or not, proponents of nuclear
deterrence establish “hard linkages” between conventional and nuclear
weapons. If this relationship is not addressed, it will remain a major road
block on the path to nuclear disarmament. So one way to go about it,
would be to explore this “General and Complete Disarmament” agen-
da in pragmatic and operational detail — not just vague aspirations.
Conceptualizing what shape this comprehensive approach would take is
certainly not an easy exercise: whether a single comprehensive disarma-
ment treaty; a comprehensive “framework convention” that sets forth
principles for future multilateral negotiations based, perhaps, on an up-
date of the McCloy-Zorin agreement; or even a sort of Helsinki process-
bis where baskets of issues that have an impact on strategic stability are
identified and discussed in parallel and where each basket would deal
with a specific system of weapons.!

It seems appropriate to conclude by quoting the former UN High
Representative for Disarmament Affairs, Ms. Angela Kane, who said that:
“Perhaps the time has come (...) to revisit the McCloy and Zorin agree-
ment. Some useful questions to ask would include how are they (these
measures) still relevant, can they be adapted to present conditions, do they
offer a means to reconcile WMD disarmament with conventional arms
control (...) This might also offer the best scenario for the future of the
NPT, the future of the non-proliferation regime, and the future of inter-

national peace and security”?.

' Plesch D., Miletic K. General and Complete Disarmament: The Way
Forward. In: Plesch D., Spies M., Miletic K., eds. Rethinking General and
Complete Disarmament in the 21 Century. New York, United Nations Office for
Disarmament Affairs, 2016. 94 p. Available at: https://www.un.org/disarmament/
publications/occasionalpapers/no-28/ (accessed 17.01.2017).

2 Kane A. Outlook for the 2015 NPT Review Conference and Beyond: The Roles of
the Russian Federation and the United States. The 2014 Moscow Nonproleferation
Conference: Nuclear Energy, Disarmament, and Nonproliferation. Session VI: How
to Make the 2015 NPT Review Conference a Success? Moscow, United Nations
Office for Disarmament Affairs, 22 November 2014, 5 p.
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Hamaavsa Camoiirosckasn

Emerging technologies and nuclear security:
risks and responses

Natalya Samoylovskaya

Abstract. In this paper are analyzed two technological trends that may
have influence on traditional nuclear security. The first is cyber security.
The second is new challenges to nuclear facilities from small, unmanned
aerial vehicles (UAVs). Regulation of these areas is a complex emerging
process mostly based on the national level but there is a requirement for
greater attention from international society to modernize our approach to
nuclear security.

Key words. Nuclear security, technologies, cyber security, UAV.

At the end of the 19th century the discovery of X-rays became a sen-
sation for medical society. Doctors all over the world quickly started us-
ing the technolgy for diagnosis in their medical practice. But it took them
some time to realize all the dangers. Accordingly, the first victims of ra-
diation were patients. However, this tragic experience of the devastating
effects of radiation on human beings did not prevent the creation of the
most dangerous weapons in the history of mankind. At the same time, a
better understanding of radioactivity opened the way to a new era of space
exploration for humanity.

Whether atoms are used for peaceful or military purposes always bal-
ances on the brink. The first serious radiation accidents occurred at the
national nuclear weapons complexes of the “nuclear club” countries,
first of all in the USSR, the USA and United Kingdom'. No less danger-

! MuTtionuH A.1O. B36ecupiuuiicst atom. Tparndeckast XpOHMKA aTOMHO STIOXHU
10 OTEYECTBEHHBIM 1 3apyOeKHBIM TyOauKauusm. Ipaxcdanckas 3auuma, 2006,
No 12, cc. 31-34. [Mityunin A. Neistoviy atom. Tragicheskie hroniki atomnoy eri
[Furious Atom. Tragic Chronicle of Atomic Age|. Grazhdanskaya zashita [ Civilian
Defense]. 2006, Ne 12, pp. 31-34].
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ous were accidents at nuclear power plants and crashes of space objects
equipped with nuclear facilities.

The nuclear accidents of the 20th century revealed a complex set of
problems concerning the responsibility of scientists and governments to-
wards civilian population. These issues are still urgent including the prob-
lem of transparency of the “nuclear club” countries’ policies and civilian
control on the one hand and the problem of their legal responsibility to-
wards the international community on the other hand.

The 21th century started with new technologies and at the same time
new nuclear threats. Sufficient progress in the UAV industry and wide-
spread application of this technology includes its potential misuse, thus
entailing possible incidents in the nuclear industry. Equally important is
the issue of cyber vulnerabilities of nuclear facilities. Such security shifts
demand new approaches to maintaining as well as updating existing mul-
tilateral agreements.

Nuclear security in the digital era

The new digital era has affected all aspects of human life: the Internet
has provided benefits that have significantly changed modern society but at
the same time made it more interdependent and vulnerable. Thus world-
leading states are paying more and more attention to cyber security issues
and the nuclear field is no exception here.

In the opinion of A. Lukatskiy, one of the leading experts on infor-
mational security at Cisco, the informatization process of historically iso-
lated computer systems at nuclear facilities has increased the risk of cy-
ber threats. This has led to the adoption of new normative policies and
processes on cyber security at nuclear facilities since around 2005'. As
A. Lukatskiy pointed out, these recently developed approaches have not
eliminate all risks and require further research studies to assess the ef-
fectiveness of protective measures designed by the International Atomic

' A.B. Jlykaukuii. Kubep6e30macHoCTb sSIIepHbIX 00beKTOB. MHdekc bezonacHo-
cmu, 2015, Ne4 (115), Tom 21, cc. 113-126. [Lukatskiy A. Kiberbezopasnost yad-
ernih obektov [Cyber security of nuclear facilities]. Index bezopasnosti [Security
Index], 2015, #Ne4 (115), Vol. 21, pp. 113-126. Available at: http://www.pircenter.
org/media/content/files/13/14513827960.pdf (accessed 18.01.2018).
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Energy Agency (IAEA) and national nuclear legislations. In the view of
A. Lukatskiy these research efforts could result in the creation of new tools
to identify deficiencies in protective measures and give possible recom-
mendations for their elimination.

One of such research study was an investigation undertaken by the
International Security Department at Chatham House, with the support
of the John D. and Catherine T. MacArthur Foundation. The working
group of analysts interviewed about 30 industry practitioners, requesting
specific recommendations. The study found that “the nuclear industry,
regulatory bodies, security establishments, governments and international
organizations needed to engage with cyber security experts and academics,
on a sustainable basis, to formulate robust policy responses through coor-
dinated plans of action to deal with the technical, managerial and cultural
shortfalls identified in report™!.

Nuclear security in the era of drones

Another technological trend is the widespread use of low-cost UAVs for
both military and civilian purposes. Rapid and uncontrolled spread of this
technology led to different incidents indicating new challenges for nuclear
security. In the opinion of M. Bunn, an expert at the Belfer Center for
Science and International Affairs, “drones could provide detailed images
of the facility layout... real-time monitoring of guard responses... could
also be used for more active, potentially violent assistance to an attack”2.
In the article “Analyzing the threat of unmanned aerial vehicles (UAV) to
nuclear facilities” a group of experts takes up the analysis of new nuclear
security challenges from UAVs through traditional approaches to nuclear
security in the IAEA. In their opinion, the existing Design Basis Threat

! Baylon C., Brunt R., Livingstone D. Cyber Security at Civil Nuclear Facilities:
Understanding the Risks. London, Chatham House, 2015. 41 p. Available at:
https://www.chathamhouse.org/sites/files/chathamhouse/field/field_documen
t/20151005CyberSecurityNuclearBaylonBruntLivingstoneUpdate.pdf (accessed
18.01.2018)

2Bunn M. Drones: Good News and Bad News for Nuclear Security. Nuclear
Security Matters, April 27, 2015. Available at: https://www.belfercenter.org/publi-
cation/drones-good-news-and-bad-news-nuclear-security (accessed 18.01.2018).
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(DBT) should be revised after a deep analysis of the “evolving threat capa-
bilities of new technologies, like UAVs”!,

Most experts emphasize the need for legal regulatory instruments in
the use of drones. As C. Baylon, an expert at Chatham House, pointed
out, “if the technology is harnessed properly, drones might not only be
able to solve the problems they have created but also provide additional
security benefits”?. Put differently, drones as well as other emerging tech-
nologies may be used both as a threat or opportunity for nuclear facilities
security. In this process, governments and scientists can play an important
role in finding timely decisions to prevent new challenges and develop new

opportunities.

Responses

While new technological trends impact on traditional physical nuclear
security, they are not currently critical. These trends need to be met with
a common international dialogue of experts on how to adapt existing
norms on physical nuclear security, to prevent emerging cyber security
threats and small UAVs to challenge physical nuclear security.

On the national level, regulation of the cyber security of nuclear facili-
ties needs to implement international best practice, with IAEA feedback.
Intensification of dialogue on international regulation and norms of cyber-
space vis-a-vis traditional approaches to nuclear facilities security will play
a great role in potential threat prevention.

The main problem regarding small UAVs is the absence of special at-
tention on nuclear facilities security at the national level. It requires a dia-
logue of national expert communities on the IAEA platform on adapta-
tion of the IAEA “detect-delay-respond” approach, with new technical

' Solodov A., Williams A., Al Hanaei S., Goddard B. Analyzing the Threat of
Unmanned Aerial Vehicles (UAV) to Nuclear Facilities. Security Journal, April 18,
2017. Available at: https://link.springer.com/article/10.1057/s41284-017-0102-
5#Sec6 (accessed 18.01.2018).

2 Baylon C. Leveraging Drones to Improve Nuclear Facility Security and Safety.
Chatham House Expert Comment, January 22, 2015. Available at: https://www.
chathamhouse.org/expert/comment/leveraging-drones-improve-nuclear-facili-
ty-security-and-safety (accessed 18.01.2018).
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recommendations on UAVs detection, identification and neutralization
for national governments.

Advanced technologies — old nuclear issues

In the article “The New Era of Counterforce: Technological Change
and the Future of Nuclear Deterrence” K.A. Lieber and D.G. Press
pointed out that changes in technology, rooted in the computer revolu-
tion, “were eroding the foundation of nuclear deterrence”!. The authors
emphasized the increasing risk of using nuclear weapons in military con-
flicts and analyzed the possible US policy options to prevent it. The main
conclusion was the idea that any further reduction of nuclear arsenals
might become a destabilizing factor.

This idea was strongly criticized by leading Russian experts on nuclear
security issues V.Dvorkin and A.Arbatov during the joint Russian-American
international seminar “Disruptive Technologies, Strategic Vulnerability,
and the Future of Deterrence”?2. V.Dvorkin stressed the fact that mutual re-
duction of nuclear weapons decreased the possibility of a disarming strike
even regardless of the new technological realities, and “strategic stabil-
ity could be most reliably achieved on the basis of contractual relationship
when mutual monitoring of the strategic forces was used”.

A.Arbatov also pointed out the risk of cessation of negotiations on the
further reduction and limitation of strategic and other weapons in view

! Lieber K.A., Press D.G. The New Era of Counterforce: Technological Change
and the Future of Nuclear Deterrence. Infernational security, April 25, 2017, vol.
41, issue 4, pp. 9-49. DOI: 10.1162/ISEC_a_00273 Available at: http://www.mit-
pressjournals.org/doi/full/10.1162/ISEC_a 00273 (accessed 18.01.2018).

2 Ap6atos A.T., IBopkuH B.3. KoHuenuusi 06e30pyKMBaIoOLIEro yaapa B HO-
BYIO 2m0Xy. Mamepuanvt mexncdynapodnoeo cemunapa <«lIpopviersie mexnonoeuu,
0yoyuee cOepiucu8aHus U 8bl308bl cmpameauqeckoil cmabusbHocmu». MockBa,
IMUP-Lenrp, 14.06.2017. [Arbatov A.G., Dvorkin V.Z. Kontseptsiya obezoru-
zhivayushego udara v novuyu epohu [Prompt Global Strike Concept in New
Era]. Materiali mezhdunarodnogo seminara “Prorivnie tehnologii, budushee
sderzhivaniya i vizovi strategicheskoy stabilnosti” [Materials of the international
seminar “Disruptive technologies, strategic vulnerability, and the future of de-
terrence»]. Moscow, PIR Center, 14.06.2017. Available at: http://pircenter.org/
media/content/files/14/15003867470.pdf (accessed 19.01.2017).

*Ibid.
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of the crisis of the nuclear non-proliferation regime. In his opinion, “it
will be the unwillingness to sign new agreements, which are needed in
the negotiations on missile defense system, high-precision conventional
weapons, hypersonic system that will end nuclear deterrence and strategic
stability in course of the upcoming multilateral unlimited arms race and
their proliferation, not excluding to terrorists™!.

Most Russian leading experts from IMEMO RAS, Institute for the US
and Canadian Studies RAS agree that the concept of “strategic stability” is
being transformed under new realities, including the impact of technolog-
ical aspect. They contend there is need for new approaches but at the same
time still a requirement for continued dialogue on the reduction of nuclear
weapons and preserving the existing agreements on nuclear arms control?.

The current crisis in Russian-American relations has a much stronger
influence on the future of dialogue on the reduction of nuclear weapons
than the recent technological trends. The cessation of nuclear arms reduc-
tions and the build-up of military nuclear technologies, which enhances
the ability to resist contemporary efforts of non-proliferation, can threaten
Article VI of the NPT. Such an approach may become the most dangerous
challenge to the NPT as the foundation of the non-proliferation regime.

Recent discussions at the VI All-Russian Congress of political sci-
entists about overcoming crises in the area of arms control and nuclear

! Ibid.

2Read more: ApbaroB A.T., JBopkun B.3., IukaeB A.A., O3no6umes C.K.
Cmpameeuueckas cmabuavHocms nociae xoa00Hoi 6oiiHbl. MockBa, UMBMO
PAH, 2010. 60 c. [Arbatov A.G., Dvorkin V.Z., Pikaev A.A., Oznobishev S.K.
Strategicheskaya stabilnost posle holodnoy voyni |Strategic Stability After the Cold
War]. Moscow, IMEMO RAS, 2010. 60 p.] Available at: https://www.imemo.
ru/files/File/ru/publ/2010/10060.pdf (accessed 19.01.2017); Hdeprnoe opyxcue u
cmpamecuyeckas cmabuAbHOCMb: HOUCKU DOCCULICKO-AMEPUKAHCK020 KOHCEHCYCa 6
XXI sexe. MockBa, Pocculickuii cCOBET 0 MeXIyHapOOHBIM AeIaM, U30aTeIb-
ctBO «CrietikHUTa», 2012. 64 c. | Yadernoe orujie I strategicheskaya stabilnost: poiski
rossiysko-amerikanskogo konsensusa v XXI veke |Nuclear Weapons and Strategic
Stability: In the Search for Russian-American Consensus in the XXI Century].
Moscow, Russian International Affairs Council, “Spetskniga” [Special Book],
2012, 64 p.] Available at: http://russiancouncil.ru/upload/NuclearWeapon.pdf
(accessed 19.01.2017).
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non-proliferation are instructive here." Stimulating debates via different
international platforms about emerging technology issues, for example on
nuclear cyber security and on legal UAVs regulation for nuclear facility se-
curity, may have positive effects on crucial nuclear security issues. Against
the backdrop of the Russian-American negotiating crises on nuclear dis-
armament, discussing new trends may be helpful to encourage dialogue
on nuclear security issues as a whole and for the restoration of confidence
measures.

! OsnooumeB C.K., Hukutun A.H., mon. pen. Ecmo au 6ydywee y konmpoas
Hao eoopyrcenusmu? MockBa, Poccuiickast acconmanys MOJUTUIECKOM HayKu
(PAITH), Poccuiickas momutndeckas sHuukiaoneaus (POCCIIOH), 2013. 279
c. [Oznobishchev S.K., Nikitin A.1., eds. Est’ li budushee u kontrola nad voorujeni-
yami? [Arms control: does it have a future?]. Moscow, RAPN [Russian Political
Science Association], ROSSPEN [Russian Political Encyclopedia], 2013. 279 p.]
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OT MoaepHU3aAINY K YHUYTOXKEHHUIO:
HOBBIii B3IJIS/I HA Oy/ayIlee SiZIEPHOTO OPYKHS

Ilemp Kop3yn

From Modernization to Elimination:
Adopting New Perspective on the Future of Nuclear Weapons

Petr Korzun

Abstract. The article deals with the issue of nuclear weapons
modernization and the risks connected to it within global security context.
Modernization of nuclear arsenals risks to perpetuate the threat of nuclear
war for many years ahead, and compromises global disarmament regime,
which is already under pressure due to uncertainties over the future of
major arms control and non-proliferation treaties and restricted nuclear
cooperation between Russia and the USA. The text suggests that although
the modernization is already under way, the political decision to curtail
it and pave the way for nuclear disarmament and elimination of nuclear
weapons still can be envisaged. The indispensable condition for such
a decision is the basic consent over the need for pulling back from nuclear
action-reaction cycle that puts both countries and the whole world at
greater risk. The article offers a number of conclusions which highlight in
particular the critical role of civil society in urging politicians and military
strategists to reconsider nuclear weapons modernization plans.

Key words. Modernization of nuclear weapons, disarmament, US-
Russia strategic relations, nuclear-weapon states (NWS), civil society.

Although the number of nuclear weapons is down today from its Cold
War peak, the risk of nuclear conflict (nowadays sometimes recklessly pre-
sumed to be able to happen as “local” one) and nuclear race is again on
the rise. The progress on further nuclear cuts is on hold, and both Russia
and the US continue to pursue costly schemes to replace and upgrade their
strategic nuclear forces.

In such a context the other nuclear-weapon states (NWS) also feel the
need to modernize their arsenals. Both India and Pakistan are working on
modernizing their nuclear delivery vehicles and expanding their nuclear
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weapon stockpiles. China appears to be gradually increasing and upgrad-
ing its nuclear capabilities, reiterating, however, its commitment to the
policy of no first use of nuclear weapons and defensive nuclear strategy.
North Korea has been investing considerable resources to its military nu-
clear programme. France and UK are also considering the refurbishment
of their nuclear capabilities.

Among the dangers related to the current wave of nuclear forces mod-
ernization is that it might change the way how military commanders look
at the possibility of using those weapons. More precision and “limited”
impact could create an idea of “more usable” nuclear weapons, thus mak-
ing “limited nuclear war” possible.

In this respect, the announced modernization plans, instead of increas-
ing security, are more likely to banalize the nuclear option for military and
political decision-makers and perpetuate excessive force levels as well as
connected to it risk of global disaster for future generations.

One of the major risks inherent in contemporary international relations
is to see the collapse of the existing treaties aimed at preventing nuclear
conflict. Dialogue on disarmament and non-proliferation matters be-
tween the major nuclear-weapon states, Russia and the United States, is in
profound crisis. Its current state generates concerns over the future of such
(interdependent) pillars of disarmament and non-proliferation regime as
the Intermediate-Range Nuclear Forces Treaty, the Treaty between the
USA and Russia on Measures for the Further Reduction and Limitation
of Strategic Offensive Arms (New START), Comprehensive Nuclear Test-
Ban Treaty, the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.
Furthermore, the system of control over nuclear weapons that has been
elaborated by professional community, including diplomats, military
strategists, and scientists throughout the decades, falters. Nuclear cooper-
ation between Russia and the United States, that used to be considered as
a shared responsibility after the end of the Cold War, is now shrinking. The
formats of cooperation which have suffered from a dramatic setback in
US-Russia relations after the Ukrainian crisis include the bilateral agree-
ment on the disposition of excess weapons plutonium, agreement on con-
verting research reactors from highly enriched to low-enriched uranium,
the 2013 agreement to cooperate on nuclear- and energy-related scientific
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research and development. Those negative developments hurt both Russia
and the US, increase dangers of nuclear proliferation and erode global dis-
armament regime.

Meanwhile, the basic condition for further nuclear disarmament will
be the ability of the USA and Russia to listen to each other’s concerns and
to address them for the sake of more secure international relations.

In the framework of strategic dialogue with the USA, Russia has been
pointing out that the reduction and limitation of nuclear arsenals should
strengthen strategic stability and increase security for all states. According
to Moscow, further reduction of strategic offensive arms is possible only
in the context when all the factors which influence global strategic stabil-
ity are taken into account. Among those factors the most disturbing for
the Russian side are: unilateral and unlimited buildup of the global US
missile defense system; development of the long-range non-nuclear preci-
sion weapon and the realization of the US Prompt Global Strike concept;
lack of progress in ratification of the Comprehensive Nuclear Test-Ban
Treaty; unwillingness on behalf of the US to renounce the modernization
of space; existence of quantitative and qualitative disproportions in con-
ventional weapons. However, the lack of regular communication between
Moscow and Washington on security issues makes it difficult to discuss in
substance the aforestated concerns of the Russian side.

What is needed in order to line the track from modernization to elimi-
nation of nuclear weapons is initial US-Russia agreement that such course
would correspond with fundamental interests of both countries (due to
security reasons rooted in the contemporary international strategic envi-
ronment, including new nature of security threats and advanced modifica-
tions of conventional weapons, but also because of costs associated with
maintenance and modernization of nuclear arsenals). Such an agreement
could take a form of political declaration of the leaders on the principles of
cooperation in the field of nuclear disarmament.

It may seem difficult to imagine this kind of agreement in light of
long-lasting tensions in the US-Russia relations and the limited security
dialogue between both states. However, mission is not impossible. Both
countries are dealing with complex and long-term crises in the Middle
East, both are facing global terrorist threat. Nuclear weapons cannot help
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in solving those issues, but, on the contrary, could jeopardize any com-
mon effort aimed at finding coordinated solution to them, and damage
the whole international security environment. Among the dangers related
to possession of nuclear weapons particularly sensitive in the world of to-
day seem to be their use or acquisition by terrorist organizations, physi-
cal or cyber attacks on nuclear facilities by the non-state fanatical armed
groups. The emergence of modernized “limited impact” nuclear weapons
(or, on the contrary, of higher destructive capability) would only aggra-
vate those dangers. Reaching the agreement over the need for curtailing
nuclear weapons modernization programmes and promoting complete
nuclear disarmament would show the ability of Russian and American
politicians to identify common interest and invest efforts in pulling back
from nuclear action-reaction cycle that puts both countries and the whole
world at greater risk.

The election of Donald Trump as the 45" President of the United
States revealed new perspectives for strategic relations between Russia
and the USA. However, throughout the first year in office new political
administration in the USA has not manifested any significant interest in
addressing together with Russia arms control and arms limitation issues in
a comprehensive way, in spite of all the manifest urgency of such a step.
Despite the disappointed expectations of the Russian government with the
possibility to address soberly vital security issues with the new American
president, it is still important for Moscow to come up with new initiatives
on resuming dialogue on strategic security matters. Among the most ur-
gent topics for discussion are preserving the INF Treaty; extension of the
New START treaty beyond 2021; dangerous impact on strategic stability
of innovations in technological capabilities, as well as of development and
use of increasingly high-tech weapon systems. Officially formulated initia-
tives and suggestions on further disarmament talks with the USA would
make it more complicated for the American side to avoid dialogue with
Russia, and would urge US officials to sit at the negotiating table'.

I ApbaroB A. fdnepHoe caepxkuBaHue — rapaHTtus HaBcerga. CTpaTernueckylo
CTaOMJIBHOCTh HE COXpPaHWTh 0e3 OorpaHWuYeHUs] BOOpyxkeHUil. Hesasucumas
eazema, 5.07.2017. [Arbatov A. Yadernoe sderjivanie — garantiya navsegda.
Strategicheskuyu stabilnost ne sohranit bez ogranicheniya voorujeniy [Nuclear
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While Russia and the USA hold the keys from any successful disarma-
ment initiative, the role of other nuclear-weapon states in reducing the
salience of nuclear weapons in world politics should not be underestimat-
ed. If one of them renounces the modernization of nuclear arsenals and
advances disarmament agenda, that would be a strong signal for the whole
international community and a groundbreaking step toward collective dis-
armament action.

Talking about the prospects for disarmament, it is worth recalling
that from the Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) perspective, the current
massive nuclear weapon modernization programmes go against the spirit
of its Article VI which required nations possessing nuclear weapons to
disarm. Continuing modernization of nuclear capabilities would be a
gloomy portent for the next review conference in 2020, which will mark
the fiftieth anniversary of the entry-into-force of the NPT. However,
for the time being, the collective political will on behalf of the NWS in
favor of non-modernization, disarmament, and dismantling of nuclear
weapons leading to its elimination, is absent. That was once again bla-
tantly highlighted during the UN Conference to negotiate a legally bind-
ing instrument to prohibit nuclear weapons, leading towards their total
elimination, with the countries possessing nuclear weapons all staying
away from the talks. Nevertheless, the outcome of the Conference was
the adoption on July 7, 2017 by an overwhelming UN member states vote
of the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons. This was a land-
mark decision which opened a new chapter in the nuclear disarmament,
accentuated the impact of international public opinion and civil society
groups, and contributed to marginalization of opponents of the nuclear
weapons elimination.

Against this background, wider involvement of the civil society within
the NWS in the discussions about the future of the nuclear arsenals may
help in forging a much needed political will to take decisions on the non-
modernization and disarmament. Broader debate on the civil society level
should, in particular, remind the NWS governments of the need to address

deterrence — guarantee forever. Strategic stability cannot be maintained with-
out arms limitation|. Nezavisimaya gazeta, 5.07.2017.] Available at: www.ng.ru/
world/2017-07-05/1_7022_garanty.html (accessed 30.07.2017).
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each other security concerns and move on in fulfilling their disarmament
obligations under the NPT.

Taking into account the global impact of nuclear weapons and the uni-
versal vulnerability in front of the threat of their use, the topic of the nu-
clear weapons future, including prospects for their modernization, needs
to become a subject for public debate in the same way as climate change
problematics and scenarios of addressing it constitute today an indispens-
able part of discussions, involving civil society organizations, all over the
world. Future of nuclear weapons, its persistence or elimination, is in a
similar way a question of common interest which impacts next genera-
tions and deserves nation-wide thoughtful discussion. The significance of
the nuclear weapons issue has been recently enhanced and brought into
limelight by the draft Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons and
the award of the Nobel Peace Prize 2017 to the International Campaign to
Abolish Nuclear Weapons (ICAN).

Extensive debate on nuclear weapons and increased responsibility of
political decision-makers and citizens of the nuclear-weapon states are
especially pressing in light of the current plans among nuclear-weapon
holders to modernize their arsenals, committing present and future gen-
erations to live in a nuclear armed world.

This paper offers the following conclusions for consideration:

» The salience of nuclear weapons has increased dramatically in the
strategic international relations within last several years. It has been a
consequence of aggravating crisis between Russia, the US and NATO
over Ukraine, Syria and, more generally, over the international
security architecture. Against the backdrop of worsening security
situation in different parts of the world and the major lack of trust
between Moscow and Washington, the nuclear weapon states have
launched the modernization of their nuclear arsenals.

* Nuclear weapons, however, cannot really help in getting over the security
challenges that the world is facing today, but, on the contrary, could
jeopardize any common effort aimed at finding coordinated solution to
them and aggravate the whole international security environment.

* The modernization of nuclear weapons increases the risk of a new
nuclear arms race between Russia and the USA. This unsettling
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scenario is looming against the background of continuing tensions
between both states and the deployment of significant military forces
of NATO countries and Russia in close proximity to each other. Taking
this into account, the US and NATO officials should resume regular
communications with their military and intelligence counterparts in
Russia in order to avoid brinkmanships and miscalculations that can
degenerate into an armed conflict of unimaginable dimensions.
Modernization of nuclear arsenals compromises global disarmament
regime, which is already under pressure due to the restricted nuclear
cooperation between Russia and the USA, and uncertainties over the
future of major arms control and non-proliferation treaties.

The emergence of modernized nuclear weapons (including those of
“limited impact” or, on the contrary, of higher destructive capability)
would only aggravate existing dangers related to the possession
of nuclear weapons (risk of acquisition by terrorist organizations,
physical or cyber attacks on nuclear facilities by the non-state armed
groups).

Reaching the agreement over the need for curtailing nuclear weapons
modernization programmes and promoting nuclear disarmament
would show the ability of Russian and American politicians to identify
common interest and invest efforts in reducing security threats. Such
an agreement could take a form of political declaration of the US
and Russian leaders on the principles of cooperation in the field of
nuclear disarmament.

In order to be successful, the dialogue between Russia and the USA
on the further reduction of nuclear arsenals should address mutual
security concerns.

Despite the disappointed expectations of the Russian government with
the failure to address vital security issues with President Trump, it is
important for Moscow to come up with new initiatives on resuming
dialogue on strategic security matters with the USA. Among the most
urgent topics are maintaining of the INF Treaty; extension of the New
START treaty beyond 2021; dangerous impact on strategic stability of
innovations in technological capabilities, as well as of development
and use of increasingly high-tech weapon systems.
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* The current massive nuclear weapons modernization programmes
go against the spirit of the Article VI of the Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) and create unsettling
environment for the next review conference in 2020, which will mark
the fiftieth anniversary of the NPT entry-into-force.

A turn from the modernization of nuclear weapons toward their
dismantling and elimination would be a practical choice for the
nuclear-weapon states in terms of saving substantial financial
resources which could be allocated to support the development of
peaceful sectors within national economies.

There is a lack of substantial democratic debate in the nuclear-
weapon states about the future of nuclear weapons. This leads to
a limited comprehension of challenges related to nuclear weapons
within civil society, and restricted democratic impact on decision-
making process related to the modernization of nuclear capabilities.
Taking into account extensive international support for the Treaty on
the prohibition of nuclear weapons, as well as the universal implication
of nuclear weapons and the global vulnerability in front of the threat
of their use, the topic of nuclear weapons future, including prospects
for their modernization, should take rightful place in public debates
and electoral agendas of political leaders.

Wider participation of the civil society in the debates over the nuclear
weapons would remind the NWS governments of the need to address
and allay each other security concerns and move on in fulfilling
disarmament obligations under the NPT. Civil society organizations
together with disarmament-related NGOs could support forging
a much needed collective political will to motivate decisions on the
non-modernization of existing arsenals and disarmament leading
towards the elimination of nuclear weapons.
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HoBas sinepHas onacHOCTb TpeOyeT HOBOI MaPaUTMbI
pa3opyKeHHs: BpeMsi HAYMHATH

Buxmop Kamvuuanoe

New Nuclear Danger Demands New Disarmament Paradigm:
Time to Start

Victor Kamyshanov

Task which resolve the Pugwash movement of scientists all through
history of its existence, is the elimination of the threat of weapons of mass
destruction, and primarily nuclear weapons through its general and com-
plete prohibition and elimination.

How can we describe the state of this problem today?

The prospect of global nuclear disarmament has become more distant.

The reason is the rise of a significant number of conflicts between the
modern States, as well as internal conflicts. As a consequence, confronta-
tion was intensified between the nuclear and non-nuclear powers at dif-
ferent levels. Special concern is the deterioration of Russia-US relations
beneath the Cold war level.

It’s hardly remembered today the history of progress in nuclear disar-
mament that was linked to the short-time period of declining confronta-
tion, political and ideological reconciliation.

The positive trend of détente and the disappearance of the USSR had
generated illusions on the right for a global dominance in the international
community. The United States started the offensive on all fronts in the
quest to achieve absolute global leadership.

The use of force against a few sovereign states by the United States
and NATO has led to a sharp reduction in the threshold security for
the modern world. This caused serious concerns among many play-
ers in the international arena, while the practice of applying power by
the United States played into the hands of those political forces that
articulated the issue of the protection of national interests through the
formation of an adequate nuclear counterbalance. This has stimulated
increased interest in the possession of nuclear weapons as a factor of
protection of national sovereignty and security. Confirmation of this
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was stagnation in the implementation of the Treaty on the nonprolif-
eration of nuclear weapons.

The combination of these factors is the main but not the only obstacle
in addressing the issue of nuclear disarmament and complete elimination
of nuclear weapons.

In this context, the deployment of nuclear tactical weapons in Europe
should be referred as potential danger to regional and global security like
those stockpiled in Turkey that today has rigid relations with the European
states and the US. Special risk is posed by moving them to countries that
became new members of NATO like Romania. In fact, these states do not
control covert activities of US and NATO.

Whether the possession of nuclear weapons by states — historically be-
ing members of the official nuclear club — is a threat of global thermo-
nuclear war? It was in the past. Now the situation has changed.

Mechanisms of control in this issue suggest the presence of only mini-
mal threats. Experts confirm that the system of nuclear arms control which
was created during the last years of the cold war is now, contrary to popu-
lar opinion, not outdated, because of constant improvements'. Existing
international instruments and bilateral control mechanisms in this area
have confirmed their effectiveness in the formation of a mutually recog-
nized system of protection against the use of nuclear weapons.

The members of the nuclear club have positioned their stance on nu-
clear weapons through the adoption of the official defense doctrine. This
is a distinctive feature of documents in the field of nuclear weapons, to
record their purely defensive function.

Russia has formed its own approach in the basic documents, focused
on issues of national security, including the national security Strategy
of the Russian Federation until 2020, Military doctrine of the Russian
Federation, foreign policy Concept of the Russian Federation.

'Ap6atoB A. «CucrteMa KOHTPOJISI Hal SIIEPHBIM OpPYXKUEM CETOOHS TPEIUT
no wBam». [lpoguas, 12.07.2017. [Arbatov A. “Sistema kontrola nad yadernim
orujiem segodna treshit po shvam” [“System of control over the use of nuclear
weapons is going to pieces today”]. Profil, 12.07.2017.] Available at: http://www.
profile.ru/politika/item/118416-sistema-kontrolya-nad-yadernym-oruzhiem-
segodnya-treshchit-po-shvam (accessed 21.01.2018).
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The US is building its policy in this area on the basis of such documents
as the National Security Strategy of the United States of America, and the
National Military Strategy of the United States of America.

Emerging global players like China are formulating their understand-
ing of modern security issues basing on their own national interests that
got expression in the National Security Act.

These are internally and internationally binding legal documents that
guide nuclear states and ban unauthorized use of nuclear weapons. The
main problem of modern disarmament process is growing mistrust in in-
ternational relations and consequently different understanding of the chal-
lenges and threats of the modern world.

The emergence in the US, after the election of Donald Trump as
President of the United States, of the conflict among the highest politi-
cal authorities and elites, the precedents of selfish political adventurism
among a certain part of the US military command create all together the
feeling of uncontrolled development of certain processes in international
security.

For six months in power Trump almost not clarified its approach to
the most important of its key tasks which is to reduce the risk posed by the
nuclear weapons and the possibility of its application in the attack on the
United States and its allies.

In the absence of a specific vision of the strategy in this area Trump
instructed the Pentagon to conduct the development of new nuclear strat-
egy, for the fourth time after the end of the cold war and for the first time
after the presidency of Barack Obama. The US administration has already
given the acceleration to the process of implementation of the plan for-
mulated under President Obama for the replacement and modernization
of all three elements of the nuclear triad. This means an increase of these
forces on the third with the allocation of more than 1.2 trillion dollars over
the next three decades.

These capacities combined with the factor of possible unauthorized
WMD use constitute a serious security challenge in the modern world.
History gives us examples of so-called "dirty" weapons of mass destruc-
tion. This issue recently has become more acute. It is evident in the use of
force outside of US, not always sanctioned by the UN Security Council.
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Most clearly this is manifested in the course of conducting operations us-
ing conventional weapons in the Middle East under the so-called "fight
against terrorism".

One of the strengths of Pugwash has always been a recognition of the
obvious threats, its ability to rise above political partisanship, which today
is most clearly demonstrated in Western media. The position of scholars
has a significant impact on the formation of a broad anti-war movement.
The public nongovernmental non-official element in the past was impor-
tant to form an objective view of the challenges and threats, and to develop
a balanced official position of the States and their participation in inter-
national agreements. The broad-based nature of this movement created
conditions for an objective assessment of security challenges and threats in
the past. The relevance of this approach today, is as never obvious.

Modern international society faces the problem of destruction of moral
and ethical principles in international relations, which initially appealed to
the founders of the Pugwash movement.

Practice shows that the Declaration of the European Security Charter
which was formulated in Istanbul in 1999 has not stood the test of time.
For nearly two decades past differences have not ended, and manifested
in a new form.

International environment today is characterized by growing contra-
dictions in the relations between states, economic fluctuations, prevalence
of political-military interests and the weakened influence of public opin-
ion. This bundle of consolidated global awareness of the danger of war,
which was characterized as a prerequisite for creating the conditions for
detente in the second half of the twentieth century, occurs today within
each of the forces participating in a discussion of global threats to peace
and security, and seeks to contribute to achieving results in the field of
nuclear disarmament and to impose their understanding of national and
global security in the modern world.

The crisis of this process demonstrates the work of the UN. The UN
Conference dedicated to negotiations of a binding legal mechanism for
the prohibition of nuclear weapons was attended by 124 States. All NATO
members did not participate in voting on this issue, the Netherlands has an-
nounced a consolidated position of voting against the proposed document.
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Official and unofficial members of the nuclear club did not participate in
voting. The document was supported only by 122 States. And it's safe to say
that the prospect of progress in this area has remained very vague.

However, recognized international security paradigm continues to
exploit old stereotypes of international challenges and threats, formed
in a perished bipolar world. The modern international security system is
weakened with an offset of military dangers and military threats into the
information space. Thus, today, there is a high demand for the changed
paradigm of security through disarmament. It should not consist only of
its nuclear component. In the last decades, the number of wars and con-
flicts in the modern world has reached a critical mass. And that's the main
challenge of forming a new paradigm of security through disarmament.

Therefore, today the words of the Manifesto of Russell — Einstein has
not lost its significance: “We have to learn to think in a new way. We have
to learn to ask ourselves, not what steps can be taken to give military vic-
tory to whatever group we prefer, for there no longer are such steps; the
question we have to ask ourselves is: what steps can be taken to prevent
a military contest of which the issue must be disastrous to all parties?”

The problem of security threats has gone beyond nuclear threats and
should include all components of a military threat from weapons of mass
destruction to political mechanisms of the unwinding of the global inter-
national tension, such as the sanctions policy against Russia and other
States.

The problem is not to reach a decision on the elimination of nuclear
weapons and other weapons of mass destruction. Their danger is an axi-
om. In case of critical voltage, the solution of this problem takes a mini-
mum of time. The Geneva Protocol of 1925 on the use of chemical weap-
ons is an example, which in our time have been confirmed in the process
of liquidation of chemical weapons stockpiles in Syria. The possibility of
renunciation of nuclear weapons was demonstrated in the denucleariza-
tion of Africa. The Cuban missile crisis had launched the mechanism of
control over nuclear weapons.

And if the crises of the second half of the twentieth century grew out of
the syndrome of the struggle for nuclear superiority and ideological domi-
nation, the tension in the field of international security at the end of the
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second decade of the XXI century is growing under the influence of differ-
ent vectors of influence on the modern political consciousness of society
and political elites in the world today, the dominant pseudo liberal human
rights ideology. Its forceful imposition led to the destruction of accepted
norms of communication. To ensure the rights and freedoms of man and
society, responsibility of the state as an institution and power as its tool
for a right to peace and right to life are basic human rights demands in the
modern world, without which the rest of the of human rights simply loses
all meaning.

Itisin changing this unproductive ideological doctrine that lies the way
out of the current crisis and creation of conditions for the return to the
idea of peaceful coexistence and socio-economic progress.



Poub npodeccuoHaIbHOrO MeIUIIMHCKOrO cO001IecTBa
B icTopuyeckoM pemennu I'enepanbHoii accam6ien OOH
0 JIOroBOpeE 10 3anpeuieH I0 SAAePHOTo OPYKHUS U B
npucyxaennn HodeneBckoii mpemun mupa 2017 r.
MeXayHapoaHOii KAMIIAHUH 10 3anpeieHHUIo SIIePHOro

opyxus (ICAN)

Cepeeit Koaecnurxoe

Medical Professionals’ Role in the United Nations General
Assembly Historical Decision for Nuclear Ban Treaty
and ICAN Nobel Peace Prize 2017

Sergey Kolesnikov

The 7-th of July 2017 was a remarkable day in the history of antinuclear
movement and especially those NGOs, which have been awarded Nobel
Peace Prize — International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War
(IPPNW) and Pugwash movement.

This day the UN General Assembly by overwhelming majority adopted
the Nuclear Ban Treaty — next step on the road toward prohibition of
Weapons of Mass Destruction (chemical, biological, toxin and nuclear
weapons).

Physicians first recognized great danger of nuclear weapon and
alerted the world about its devastating effects after Hiroshima bombing.
In September 1945 International Committee of the Red Cross called for
nuclear weapons to be banned.

Physicians and medical scientists have been on front line of investigation
to prove immediate and long-term effects of nuclear weapon production
and testing. They tried to unite all antinuclear forces, and Russel-Einstein
Manifesto was significant event in this process.

First step was Limited Test Ban Treaty signed in Moscow August 35,
1963 by the United States, the Soviet Union, and the United Kingdom.
Treaty required Parties to prohibit, prevent, and abstain from carrying
nuclear explosions in the atmosphere, in outer space, under water, or
in any other environment if such explosions cause radioactive debris
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to be present outside the territorial limits of the State that conducts an
explosion.

During the Cold War period in the early 1980s, the medical community
mobilized to educate the general public about the enormous threat to
public health posed by the arms race. IPPNW was founded by physicians
from the USA and the Soviet Union to prevent nuclear war between the
two superpowers. Drs. Bernard Lown, Jim Muller, Eric Chivian and Herb
Abrams from the USA and Drs. Evgueni Chazov, Mikhail Kuzin and
Leonid Ilyin from the Soviet Union organized a team who had studied the
effects of the atomic bombs dropped on Hiroshima and Nagasaki.

These investigations lead to the World Health Organization recognition
in 1984, that nuclear weapons constitute the greatest immediate threat to
health and welfare. The study evaluated the “catastrophic results [that]
would follow from any use of nuclear weapons”, and concluded that
“no health service in any area of the world would be capable of dealing
adequately with the hundreds of thousands of people seriously injured by
blast, heat or radiation”.

Doctors have an obligation to prevent what they cannot treat, and
a global federation of physician experts came together to explain the
medical and scientific facts about nuclear war to policy makers and to
the public, advocating for the elimination of nuclear weapons from the
world’s arsenals. IPPNW comprehensively documented the health and
environmental effects of the production, testing, and use of nuclear
weapons, as well as of tremendous price nuclear weapons states are paying
for the nuclear weaponry. IPPNW mobilized citizens in the nuclear states
to protest and change their governments' policies.

Doctors met with Presidents R.Reagan and M.Gorbachev to urge
them to end the arms race. M.Gorbachev then launched the series of
initiatives and first of them was unprecedented declaration about unilateral
cancelling of all nuclear testing. In recognition of the special role in and
responsibility for preventing nuclear war the IPPNW was awarded the
Nobel Peace Prize in 1985.

Due to efforts and pressure of the NGOs the Comprehensive Test Ban
Treaty (CTBT) was signed in 1996, but still not ratified by some nuclear
countries, including the USA.
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After the Cold War most of the world has acted as though the dangers
of nuclear war were outdated and paid far less attention to this issue. But
in the situation when more than 15 000 nuclear warheads (2000 are on
hair-trigger alert) still exist, the very real danger of accidental nuclear war
remains. Five times since 1979, either Moscow or Washington prepared to
launch nuclear weapons in the mistaken belief that it was under attack by
the other side.

In the last two years the situation has become perhaps even more
close to the nuclear conflict, then it was before. Unprecedented sanctions
imposed to several countries, very aggressive military rhetoric from the
leaders of the North Korea and the USA, fast growing military presence
around Russia, existing and new local conflicts constitute today the main
danger of a possible global war.

One of the new (revised from 1981) conceptions of nuclear war danger
is nuclear winter and nuclear famine. The essence of it is that if there is a
detonation of “only” 300 warheads, close to 100 million people would die
from the blast and heat effects in the first half hour, and entire economic
infrastructure would be destroyed. US scientists and physicians proved,
that fires created by the use of nuclear weapons over big cities cause
emissions of enormous quantities of soot into the atmosphere (about 150
million tons), disrupting climate worldwide. Those quantities are enough
to reduce temperatures around the world by an average of 8°C and in the
interior regions of North America and Eurasia to levels not seen since
the Ice Age. Food production would collapse and it is possible that our
species would become extinct. Even a regional nuclear war, as might take
place between India and Pakistan, would have catastrophic consequences
worldwide. Only 100 Hiroshima-sized weapons would cause a fall in
temperature to an average 1.25°C around the world.

Physicians organized extraordinary conferences to discuss the medical
consequences, or as they called it the humanitarian impact, of nuclear
war. A total of 116 countries have signed the Humanitarian Pledge to seek
a new treaty in order to fill the gap in the international law and prohibit the
possession of nuclear weapons, pushing for their abolition.

On November 20, 2013 the International Red Cross and Red Crescent
Movement renewed its call for the elimination of nuclear weapons at
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Sydney, Australia. ICRC restudied the international capacity to organize
a humanitarian response to the use of nuclear weapons, and reaffirmed its
conclusion that “there is presently no effective capacity at the international
level to deliver appropriate humanitarian assistance to survivors if nuclear
weapons were ever to be used”.

IPPNW physicians played a vital role in all three conferences on the
Humanitarian Impact of Nuclear Weapons, which were the first ever
intergovernmental conferences focused on the actual impacts of nuclear
weapons and the essential evidence that was needed to drive policy related
to those weapons. More than 80% of the world’s governments, key UN
agencies and international organizations, most experts and civil society
organizations accepted the evidence as it was presented. In Vienna such a
Conference produced the Humanitarian Pledge. More than 115 states have
signed into the Pledge so far, committing those governments to cooperate
to fill the legal gap regarding nuclear weapons. The states without nuclear
weapons established an unequivocal moral and political norm and legal
embodiment that nuclear weapons must be eliminated before they are
used again.

In 1998 and again in 2008, the World Medical Association condemned
nuclear weapons and called on the governments of the world to work for
their elimination. The World Medical Association also adopted such a
statement at the meeting in Moscow in October 2015.

The abolition of nuclear weapons is the core mission of the IPPNW.
Citing the first principle of the medical profession — that doctors have
an obligation to prevent what they cannot treat — the IPPNW launched
in 2007 the International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons
(ICAN). Together with hundreds of civil society partner organizations,
it was campaigning for a treaty to ban nuclear weapons, leading to their
elimination.

Astana Declaration of the IPPNW’s 21st World Congress, adopted on
August 30, 2014, stated that “the renewed awakening to the humanitarian
impact of nuclear weapons that is now driving apolitical initiative for their
abolition is the most hopeful development in more than 20 years since
the end of the Cold War.... With sufficient courage and determination,
the ban treaty, championed by ICAN and IPPNW, can be completed in
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a very short time, and can hasten the arrival of a nuclear-weapons-free
world".

Since the destruction of Hiroshima and Nagasaki in August 1945,
the medical and international relief communities have understood that
there can be no meaningful response to the terrible devastation caused
by nuclear weapons. All existing resources would be overwhelmed by the
magnitude of the devastation. Based on this understanding, doctors have
a responsibility to prevent what cannot be cured. Banning and eliminating
nuclear weapons is the best and only way to prevent their use.

And for me it was not great surprise that worldwide lobbying of nuclear
ban treaty by physicians finished for IPPNW by, in fact, the second
Nobel Peace Prize in October 2017. IPPNW founded ICAN as a sister
organization, which united more than 400 antinuclear organizations
around the world in successful attempt to stigmatize nuclear weapons.



ITpyHUOMNBI NOCTPOEHUS YCTOHYMBOTO MUPA

HOpuii Kupwiun

Principles for Building Sustainable Peace
Yuri Kirshin

AnHoTanus. JdnepHble rocyiapcTBa 3aHUMAIOT JTUAUPYIOILLIEe MOJ0Xe-
HHEe B MUPOBOM coobiecTBe. OHM OpraHK3aTOPhI NIOOATBHBIX IIPOLIEC-
COB, TBOPIIBI MUPOBOTO TTOpsAKa. SImepHbIe TOCYmapcTBa SIBISIOTCS HE
TOJIBKO HOBOI OOIITHOCTBIO, HO M YTPO30i1 THOEIN YeT0BeYeCTBa, TaK Kak
MOKTPUHBI BCEX SIMEPHBIX TOCYIAPCTB MPEIyCMaTPUBAIOT BO3MOXHOCTh
TIPUMEHEHMS SACPHOTO OpYXHUs. B 3TOM KOHTEKCTe HOBBIM BBI30BOM
SIBJISIETCSI CTPEMJIEHUE TOCYAAPCTB CO3[AaTh KUOEPOPYXKUE, YTO TOJIBKO
VCHJIMBAET I7100abHBIE YTPO3bl BEIXKMBAHUS YeJoBedecTBa. B oTBeT Ha
BbI30BbI 1 yrpo3bl XXI u XXII BeKOB B cTaThe mpeaiaraeTcsi KOHUEIMsI
JIMKBUIAIIMY BOMH KakK oOpa3a XXM3HU YeJIoBeYeCTBa Ha MyTHU K (hop-
MUPOBaHUIO CTaOMIbHOro Mupa. Ilo MHeHUIO aBTOpa, B CO3daBLICIiCS
MEXIyHapOTHOI 0OOCTaHOBKE HEOOXOMMMO pPEealiM30BaTh MPWHIIMITHI,
MIPOBO3IJIalIaeMble B UACOJOTUM KOcMomoauTu3Ma. CTaThbsl pacKpbIBaeT
LIEHHOCTH KOCMOIIOJUTHU3MAa, KOTOPbIE MO3BOJISIIOT 00ECNeUnTh BbIXKU-
BaHMe YelIOBEYeCTBA Ha MYTU JUKBUIALIMM BOWH KaK TPATULIMOHHOTO
o0pa3a >XKM3HU YeJIOBEUYECTBA.

Kiouesbie cioBa. fnepHble rocyaapcTBa, MUPOBOI ITOPSIIOK, BOMHBI,
MMUD.

Abstract. Nuclear-weapon states take a leading position in the world
community. They are the organizers of global processes, the creators of
the world order. Nuclear-weapon states represent the threat of destruction
to humanity and to each other. Doctrines of all the nuclear-weapon states
are based upon the possibility of use of nuclear weapons. Currently, some
states try to create cyber weapons that can lead to a new reality, threatening
the survival of mankind. The response to the challenges and threats of the
XXIst and XXIInd centuries is the concept of eliminating wars as a way of
life of mankind on the way towards perpetual peace. In the current inter-
national situation the implementation of the concept requires realization
of the principles explained at the ideology of cosmopolitanism. The article
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reveals the values of cosmopolitanism, which allow to ensure the survival
of mankind, to eliminate war as a millennial way of life of mankind and to
achieve Perpetual peace.

Key words. Nuclear states, world order, war, Perpetual peace.

1. Mepbl 0 TMKBUIAIUY BOIH M yCTAHOBJIeHUI0 BeuHoro Mupa

JluxBupgauust BOIH, yCTaHOBJIEHME BEYHOIO MHpa TpeOYyIT Kak
MPUHIWNNATBHO HOBBIX, TAK U TPAAUIIMOHHBIX BOGHHBIX U TYyMaHUTap-
HBIX MEPOTIPUSITUIA IS TPEeIOTBpalleHUST BOMH.

Boennbie MeponpusTus

BaxHbIM JBUXXEHHEM B 3TOM HallpaBJCHUM SIBJISIETCS CO3laHUE
EnnHoii cuctembl BoeHHOIT ©e30MmacHOCTH 4YeioBedecTBa. OQHUM U3
KOMITOHEHTOB TaKOW CUCTEMbl SIBJSIETCSI BCEMUpHasl CTpaTervsi B3a-
MMHOTO CIepXXUBAHUSI: CTpATerusl B3aMMHOIO SIIEPHOTO CACPKUBaHUS
mexny P® u CILA, cucrema smepHOTO CHSpKUBAHUS BCEX SIIEPHBIX
rocyaapcTB, 3allpeT Ha co3aHMe KUOepopyXusl, cucTeMa B3auMHOTO
clepXrMBaHUs MEXTY BCeMU KOHMIUKTYIOIIMMU HesIIGPHBIMU rocynap-
CTBaMU, CUCTeMa CAEPKUBAHUS MEXIYHAPOIHOTO Teppopr3Ma, B3anuM-
HOE CAEPXKMBaHUE PETUTMO3HBIX BOIH.

Crabunuzauus oTHoweHuit Mmexay Poccueit u CIIIA Ha ocHOBe crie-
LIMAJIbHOTO aHTUSIAEPHOIO COIVIAllleHUs] MEeXIy NBYyMsI CTpaHaMu, Ha-
MPaBJIEHHOI0 Ha HeMeIJIeHHOe MpeKpalleHUe TOHKU sIIePHBIX BOOPY-
JK€HUIi, Ha OTKa3 OT OOpPbObI 32 BOEHHO-TEXHUUYECKOE MPEBOCXONCTRO,
MOXKET CTaTh OCHOBOI HOBOIi CTPYKTYpPHhI B IBYCTOPOHHUX OTHOLIEHUSIX.
BaxkHbIM 371eMEHTOM CTaOUJIM3allMU OTHOLLIEHU SIBISIETCS COTPYIHU-
yectBo Mexay Poccueit u CIIIA B ocBoeHuM KkocMoca, aemorpacpuye-
cKoii cdepe, B 00JaCTU KYJIBTYPbI, B OTHOILLIEHUM K OKPYKalollIei cpene,
B OKa3aHUU MOMOIIM IPYTrUM rocyaapcTBaM Mpy MPUPOIHBIX U TEXHO-
TeHHBIX KaTacTpodax.

HpyruM BakKHbIM HampaBJieHUEM SIBJISIETCSl pa3BUTHE POCCUICKO-
KuTalickux oTHoleHuit. Kuraiickue u poccuiickue MbicauTe u, hpuio-
co(nbl, yuyeHble MeuTain o BeyHoMm Mupe u mpemiaraiyd KOHKpPETHbIE
Mepbl 0 ero AocTuxkeHuto. [TIponosxkas Ty Tpaaullvio B COBpEMEHHOM
MUpe, B KaueCTBe MepBOro 11ara o MmyTu K MUPHOMY COCYI1IeCTBOBAHUIO
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rocymrapcTB BO3MOXHO 3akimoueHre mexny Poccueit 1 KHP «/loroBopa
o Beunom Mupe».

Jns 1ocTUXeHUs] MUPHOTO COCYIIIECTBOBaHUSI KakK oOlleuesoBeye-
CKOTO $SIBJIEHUSI HApOI0B, TOCYAapPCTB, MUPOBBIX PEJIUTUI, PETUTMO3HBIX
KoHeccuii HeOOXOAMM TakKe 0TKa3 OT KJIaCCOBOTO TAKTUYECKOTO MO~
XO/la CoLMau3Ma, CTpeMJIeHUEe K HeHACWJIMIO, MUPOJIOOUI0, HEIOoIy-
meHue cozaanuss OMY, pacuipeHue KOHBepreHUuMu. ToabKo Ha 9ToM
OCHOBE BO3MOXHa BCEMHpHasl JeMWIMTapu3alius 4dejoBeuecTBa Kak
CPEeACTBO JMKBUIALIMY BOMH Ha MyTU K (popmupoBaHuto BeuHoro Mmupa.
K sTOoMy MOXeT nMpuBeCTH TOJIbKO JIUKBUIALIMSI MATEPUATIbHBIX U YXOB-
HBIX IPUYMH BCEX BUJOB BOWH U YIIpeXaatoliue 1eCTBUSI B OTHOLLIEHUU
MOSIBJIEHUsI HOBBIX TTPUYMH BOIH.

XXI BeK — Hauajo MOCTOSIHHOM, 11eJIeyCTpeMJIEHHO, OpraHu30BaH -
HO#1 60pbOBI TI0 JIMKBUJALIMK BOUWH mJisi co3naHusi Beunoro mupa. st
noBbIeHUsT 3P GHEKTUBHOCTU OOPLObI MO JMKBUAALMU BOWH BaKHbI
MEeXAyHapoaHble MHCTUTYThI. Hazpena HeoOXoaMMOCTb B TIOCTENEHHOM
npespaiieHnn OOH Bo BceMUpHBIt OpraH 3aKOHOJATEIbHOM, UCMOJI-
HUTEIBHOU U CYAEMCKOM BIACTU, B LEHTP NPUHSTUS PELICHU BO MHO-
rux cgepax Ku3HeAesaTeIbHOCTU YejioBedecTBa. bonbiyio poas OOH
JIOJKHA UrpaTh B co3naHuu BcemupHoii JIopoxXHO# KapThl pa3BUTHS
MUPOBOTO COOOIIeCTBA HAa OCHOBE TOPOXHBIX KapT BCEX TOCydapcCTB,
VUUTBIBAIOIIMX PEIUTMO3HbIE KOH(MECCUU, COLUUATbHO-MPUPOIHBIN
XapakTep ToCylIapCTB, COCTOSIHUE MPUPOAHBIX LIUKIOB. Takue mopox-
HbI€ KapThl OMNpPEAENSIT COCOObl, METOIbI, CPEACTBA IJISI JOCTUXEHUS
BeuHoro mMupa, npuoputeThl peopM IO BCEMUPHOU AeMUIMTaApuU3a-
. Takue 3agaun OyayT ONpeaeasiTbesl MPUHIUIIOM «MBICJIUTh MOKO-
JICHUSIMU».

bopwba ¢ MexayHapoaHbIM TEPPOPU3MOM B TOCYIApCTBax, B pejiu-
TMO3HBbIX KOH(peccusix — 3To 3amura OTeyecTBa: MOJUTUYECKUX, CO-
LIMAJIbHBIX, UIEOJOTMYECKUX CUCTEeM, KYJIBTYPbI, PEJIUTUiA, TpaauLIUii,
ucTopuun. MexnyHaponHblii TeppOpr3M He TOJKEeH CTaTh 00pa3oM XK13-
HU YeJIoBevecTBa. B 5TOM KOHTEKCTe «ryMaHUTapHAasi UHTEPBEHIIUS» —
o0111eYesIoBeUYecKoe SIBJIeHHWEe, HMeElollee OTEeYeCTBeHHbIM Xapakrep.
Ecnu B cripaBemIMBbIX OTEUECTBEHHBIX BOMHAaxX 3TO 3amiuta OreyecTBa
HapoJOB, FOCYIapCTB, PEJUTHO3HBIX KOH(ECcCUit, To B «TyMaHUTAPHBIX
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WHTEPBEHLIMSX» — BTO 3alllUTa BCETO 4YejoBeuecTBa, IJIaHEeTapHOTO
OreuectBa. «['yMaHUTapHass MHTEPBEHLIMST» KaK 3allldTa IOMYyCTUMA ITPU
CJIeIYIOIIMX YCJIOBUSIX: HE YIaJI0Ch UCITOIb30BaTh MPUHLUIIBI TOJIUTHAYE-
CKOIt 00YCIOBJIEHHOCTH («BO3HArpakKaeHUe»); OOHApyKeHbI MPU3HaKU,
YTO TOCyaapcTBO MOXeT co3natb OMY, Bo3HUKIIA yrpo3a MEXIyHapoI-
HOMY MUPY U BOEHHOI1 6€30MacHOCTU YeI0BEYECTRY.

I'ymMaHuTapHble MHTEPBEHIIMM OTPAXKAIOT MOCTENEHHYIO 3BOJIOLIUIO
B MOPaJIbHO-TIOJIMTUYECKOI OlleHKe BOIH. YuacTue B BOIHE oIpaBia-
HO Y CIpaBeJINBO, ECJIU OHO CIIOCOOCTBYET BHKMBAHUIO YEI0BEUYECTBA,
JIMKBUAALIMA BOWH, IEMWIMTApU3ALIMKA, COEperaet OWOJIOTMYECKUI
(boHn n npubauxkaer Beunsiit Mup. Haponbl 10JKHBI HECTU MOPaJIbHYIO
OTBETCTBEHHOCTbD 32 Pa3BsI3bIBaHUE 3aXBATHUUYECKUX BOIH, 32 aKTUBHOE
yyacTue B HuX. B aT0ii cBsizu OTeuecTBeHHbIE, 000OPOHUTEIbHBIE BOMHbI
MOTYT BBICTYNaTbh KaK CIOCOO JUKBUIALMU BOWH Ha MyTH (OPMUPO-
BaHusi BeuHoro mupa. OTedyecTBeHHbIE BOWHBI — 0OIlleUEI0BEYECKOE
SIBJIEHWE JUIS 3alUThl HAPOJOHACEJIEHHSI, COLIMATbHbBIX, TTOJTUTUYECKHUX,
9KOHOMUYECKUX CHUCTEM, BceX (hOpM OOILECTBEHHOTO CO3HAaHUS UCTO-
puu. OCHOBHOI 11eJ1bI0 OTEUeCTBEHHbBIX BOWH SIBJIIETCSI BOEHHAs odena
IUIS AeMUJIUTapU3alnu, MpeBpalleHusl arpeccopa B MUPOJIIoOMBOE ro-
Cyl1apCTBO.

T'ymanu3aius BOMH SIBJsSIETCSI HEOOXOAMMBIM 3JIEMEHTOM 7151 (hop-
MUWPOBaHUSI MUPOJIIOOMBOI BHEIIHE U BOGHHOM MOJUTUKWA U MPUHS-
TUSI OOOPOHUTENIBHBIX BOGHHbBIX TOKTPUH. [YMaHU3MOM MOJKHBI ObITH
OrpaHUYEHbl BCE aCIeKThl BOMH: MOJUTUYECKOE COMepXKaHWE, BOOPY-
>KeHHasi 60pb0a, UTOTU U TTOCENCTBUS BOITH, HEBOEHHBIE (hDOPMbI OOPb-
Obl. DTO JOJKHO MPUBECTU K OTPaHWUYEHUI0 HanboJiee pa3pylnTeTbHbIX
CMoco0oB BeJeHUsI BOWH, MX MAacCIlITaO0OB B MPOCTPAHCTBE U BO BPEMEHMU,
a 1ocjie OKOHYaHUSI BOMH — K CIpaBeIJIMBbIM BOEHHBIM JIOTOBOpaM,
MPUMUPEHUIO BOIOIOLIIMX CTOPOH.

B 271001 cB31 HOPMBI MEXIyHAPOAHOIO 'yMaHUTApHOTO TTpaBa HYyX-
JaTcs B 060jiee MHTEHCUBHOM Pa3BUTHMU, OPUEHTUPOBAHHOM Ha BbI-
JKMBaHWE 4YeJioBeuecTBa M Ha COXpaHeHHe OMOoJornyeckoro (poHpa.
ITpunsitue MexayHapoIHOTO AOTOBOpa O TOPTOBJE OPYXMEM, COOT-
BETCTBYIOIIETO COXpaHEHUIO nemMorpaguieckoro oHma OyaeT crocod-
CTBOBAaTh BbIXKMBAHMIO YeJOBeYECTBA. B 3TOM KOHTEKCTe aKTyaJlbHbIM
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SIBJISIETCSl YCWJIEHME TIPaBOBOM OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 3a IIPECTYIUICHUS TIe-
pel 4eJI0Be4eCTBOM, OCOOEHHO COBEPIIAEMbIX IO MOJIMTUIECKOMY 3aKa-
3y MOJIMTUKOB, BOGHHBIX CTPATETOB B 00J1aCTH pa3padOTKM, CO3MaHUS 1
MCTIOIb30BaHMUs HOBBIX BUIoB OMY.

IymanuTapHbie MepONpPHATHS

«Kynprypa mMupa» — 3TO KyJbTypa IJis 4ejloBeYecTBa C CUCTEMOM
LIEHHOCTEA Ha OCHOBE MUPOJIIOOUS, TYMAaHHOCTU, MUJIOCEPAUSI U He-
Hacuiaus. ToJIbKO Takasl KyJbTypa CIIOCOOHA OObEAMHUTDH JIOAEH Obl-
cTpee, yeM nonutuka. Ilepexon oT KyJbsTypbl BOMHBI U HACUJIUS K KYJIb-
Type MMpa U HEHACWIMsS BO3MOXEH ITOCPEICTBOM JMaliora KyJbTyp.
ITonnepkka aHTMBOEHHOTIO ABMXKEHMSI B rocydapCTBax, MEXIyHapo-
HBIX IBMKEHUI CTOPOHHUKOB Mupa co ctopoHbl OOH Oymet crmoco06-
CTBOBATh F'yMaHMU3allUM MEXIYHApOAHbIX OTHOILIEHWH. BaxHyio poib
B OTOM HallpaBJIE€HUU UTPAeT HAPOLHAA IUIJIOMAaTU, Pa3BUTHAE TypU3-
Ma, oIepexarolliee pa3BUTUE HApOIOB, TOCYIaPCTB, PEJIUTMO3HBIX KOH-
deccuil B MOJIUTUYECKO, SKOHOMUUYECKOM, COLIMAIbHOM, KYIbTYpOJIO-
TM4YecKoil, nemorpaduieckoit, MopajibHOMI, Hay4HOM, 3aKOHOIATEJIbHOMN
chepax B MHTepecax JMKBUAALIMU BOiH, (hopmMupoBaHus BeuHoro mupa
Ha OCHOBE IJIAaBHOTO MPUHIIMUIIA UHTErpallii — HEHACWIIHSI.

CoTpyaAHUYECTBO COBPEMEHHBIX JOKAIbHbBIX LMBWIM3ALWI: KUTa-
CKOI, MHOWNCKOM, SIMOHCKOM, 3armagHOeBpOINeEicKoi (eBpoaTiaHTH-
YecKOoi), MCIaMCKOM, BOCTOYHOEBPOIICMCKON, JaTMHOAMEPUKaHCKOMN
1 appUKaAHCKOW — BakKHelIlIee MHTErpallMOHHOE CPEACTBO Ha MyTHU
K Beunomy mupy. UMeHHO MUPOJIIOOMBBIE TOCYydapCcTBa — Masiku Oyny-
11I€T0, CIIOCOOHBIE 3aMEHUTh BOEHHbIE JOKTPUHBI HA COBMECTHBIE JTOK-
TPUHBI MUpPaA U BOMHBI. YK€ B COBPEMEHHbBIX MEXIYHAPOIHBIX peaTUsIX
TakMe MpakTU4yecKue maru kak cosgaHue «Tpoitku» (CILA, Poccus,
Kurtail) OynyT criocoOHbI CTaOMIM3MPOBATh MEXIYHApOIHYIO OOCTa-
HOBKY B JlaTnHckoii AMepuke, A3uu, Adppuke, EBpone. HemanoBaxHoii
apnsercs unes «Konuepra Beankux Jdepxa XXI Beka», BKItouaronias
10-17 rocymapcTB BceX KOHTUHEHTOB, 00ObeIMHUBIINXCSI IS IIPEIOTBPa-
IIEHUST BOMH MEXAY BEJIMKMMM AepKaBaMM, MOAACPXKAHUS MOJIUTHYC-
CKOTO paBHOBECHSI, CO3MaHUS YCIOBUIA JJISI COBMECTHOM NesITeIbHOCTH
110 pelLIeHUIO ITTOOaIbHBIX TPOOIEM.
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Ha ceronHsiiiHuit neHb IIaBHBIM CIOCOOOM JIMKBUAALIMU BOMH sIB-
JISIIOTCSI MUPOTBOpUecKue yeuusi. O0beKTaMu BHUMaHUSI MUPOTBOPIIEB
JIOJIKHBI OBITh U MOTpaHUYHbIE TEPPUTOPUU, KOTOPBIMU B Pa3HOE BpeMs
BJIaJIeJIW IBa TOTPaHUYHBIX TocyaapcTBa: Mmexay Poccueit u Ykpaunoit —
ato KpbiM; Mexxny MHaueit u [Makuctanom — Kaimup; mexay Cepoueit
n Anbanueit — KocoBo; mexny ®pannueir n [epmanueit — Dab3ac-
Jlotapunrusi. CoBpeMeHHbIM HEHACUILCTBEHHBIM CITIOCOOOM OOPHOBI 3a
JIMKBUJALIMIO BOMH TakKe SIBJISIIOTCS pedepeHIyMbl, KOTOPbIe MO3BOJISI-
10T OTpPEeAESUTh TOTOBHOCTb KaXI0TO TOCY1apCTBa XUTh 0€3 BOIH.

CoBpeMeHHbIe peJIUriu 00ecreuyrnBaloT COXpaHeHWe OTPOMHbBIX Ye-
JIOBEUECKUX Macc B eIMHOM LIMBWJIM3aLIMOHHOM MTpOCTpaHcTBe. Penurun
OCYX/IalOT BOMHBI, TTPOIOBENYIOT UAEU MUpa, 100pa, JIIoOBU, BHICTyTIA-
0T TPOTUB PEJUTHO3HOTO 3KcTpemuaMa. st hopmupoBaHusi BeuHoro
MUpa BO3HUKAET HEOOXOAMMOCThL BO BceMupHOit peruno3Hoii opraHu-
3auuu (BPO) no Tuny OOH, xoTtopast Obl criocoOCTBOBaja YyCUJIEHUIO
pOJIY peuruii B iukBunamnuu BoiiH. [Taundusm npespaiiiaetcs B o011e-
YeJIOBEYECKOe SIBJIEHUE, KOTOPOE CONEMCTBYET U3OJISILIMU arpecCUBHBIX
cuJ1, 00y30aHWIO aBaHTIOPM3Ma B BOCHHOI TTOMMTHKe. Moaenb MUPHOM
SKW3HM JeJIacT YejloBeKa B TTOJTHOM Mepe aOCOFOTHOM IIEHHOCTRIO C BO3-
MOXXHOCTSIMHM TIOJTHOI peaTi3allii TBOPYECKOTO ITOTEHITNAA.

2. IIpoekTsl. Ypoxku. ITpuHIMIBI

B unTepecax IMKBUIALIMY BOMH Ha ITyTU K BeuHOMY MUpy BaXKHO 13-
MEHEHME POJId HapoJa BO BCEMUPHOI UCTOPUM B CUCTEME «HapO/I-BJia-
CTW», HEMTpanu3auus pa3pyLInuTeIbHON COCTABISIOIE HAYYHO-TEXHU -
YecKOoro Iporpecca, pallMoHaJbHOE M CIpaBeIIMBOE MCII0JIb30BaHUE
pecypcoB 3emin u Kocmoca, ynpapiieHMe BCEMUPHBIMU JeMorpadu-
YEeCKMMM TIpOolecCaMy, YYUThIBAIOIIEe BIMSIHUE OOILIECTBEHHBIX U MPU-
POMHBIX LIUKJIOB HA JUKBUIAIIMIO BOIH.

BcemupHo-uctopuyeckuii myTb Kk BeyHomy Mupy Inpearojaraer
peryJrpoBaHue AeSITeIbHOCTU YeJIOBEYECTBA HA MYTH K AUAJIOTY,
COTPYIHUYECTBY, PABHOIIPABHOMY IMapPTHEPCTBY BCEX YIEHOB MUPOBOTO
coob1ecTBa. DTOT MyTh TPEOYEeT OTPOMHOI UCTOPUYECKON MOTUBALIUU
M CTpOroit HopMaTuBHOI 0a3bl. Takoll BCEMUPHO-UCTOPUUECCKUIA TTyTh
MOXET MOAHSITh Ha MPUHIIMITMAJIBHO HOBBI YPOBEHb B3aUMOACHCTBHE
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yeoBevYecTBa U MpUpoabl. TakumM oO6pa3om, TUKBUAALIMST BOMH — COLIM-
aJIbHO-TIPUPOJTHOE SIBJIEHUE U OJHOBPEMEHHO UCTOPUYECKUIA MPOIIECC.

BcemupHo-ucropuueckuii mytb K BeuHoMy Mupy peajieH TOJIbKO Mpu
YCJIOBUM, KOTOPOE COCTOUT B TOM, UTO YeJIOBEUECTBO U3BJIEUET YPOKU U3
XX Beka: OT 4ero HaJ0 OTKa3aTbCsl, YTO COXPAHUTh, YTO cAesiaTh B Oyay-
meM. Ho HyxXHO Takke moHuMarth, 4yTo B XXI Beke ele OyayT nMpoaoJ-
>KaTbCsl BOMHBI, sSIBJIsIIOLIMECs] 00pa3oM XXKM3HU yeioBevecTBa. Ecinu co-
XpaHUTCS B3ISIA Ha BOMHbBI KaK MPOJOJIKEHUE MOJIUTUKN HACUTIbCTBEH-
HBIMU MeToaMu, n1oOuThcsi BeuHoro mupa Oynet HeBo3MoxHO. BoiiHa
— SIBJIEHUE UCTOPUYECKOE, OHO BO3HUKIIO HE OTpee/IeHHOM 3Tarle pas-
BUTHS YEJIOBEUECTBA U XapaKTepu3yeT 00pa3 XKU3HU YejloBeuecTBa C eTo
HecoBeplIeHHOCTSIMU. BoiiHa Takke M coLIMaabHO-TIPUPOIHOE SIBJICHUE
— opraHu3zoBaHHasi 60pbrOa ISl JOCTUXKEHUS MOJTUTUUECKUX, COLIMaNb-
HBIX, 9KOHOMUUECKUX, KYJIbTYPOJOTUUECKUX, 1eMoTrpachuuecKux, 3THU -
YeCKUX, PEIMTUO3HBIX U MPUPOIHbBIX LIeJIei.

IToaTomMy oueHb BaXXHO MOHMMATh OCHOBHbBIE MPUHUMIBI JIUKBUIA-
1IMM BOWH KakK oOpa3a XM3HU YeJioBeuecTBa Ha MyTu K BeuHomy mMupy:
VKpeIUIssl BOGHHYIO 0e30MacHOCTh TOCYIapCTB, HEOOXOMMMO TyMaTh
0 IeMUJIATAPU3AIIAN. DTOMY OyIeT CITocOOCTBOBAThH He TOIBKO CUCTEMA
0COOBIX MUPHBIX JOTOBOPOB MEXKITy TOCYIapCTBaMU, BHOCSAIIINMU BKJIaT
B co3maHue BeuHoro mmpa, HO M TOONUIpEHNE KeJaHUST KOH(MIUKTYIO-
IIAX TOCYAapCTB BMECTO BOEHHBIX MOKTPUH TPUHUMATH COBMECTHBIC
TOKTPUHBI MUpA 1 BOIH.

OCHOBHBIMU TIPUOPUTETHBIMU HATIPABICHUSIMU B HEJSIX JTUKBUIA-
LIMY BOMH SIBJISIIOTCS:

* BoeHHas 6e30MacHOCTD YeJI0BeYeCTBA OT 36MHBIX U KOCMHYECKUX
yIpo3, KOTopask MMeeT IMPUOPUTET Hall BOCHHOU 6e30MacHOCTHIO
OTHCITBHBIX TOCymapcTB. He cylmecTByeT TaKoro HaIMOHATLHOTO
WHTepeca, KOTOPHI TTPEeBOCXOMMII OBl 00Nt MHTEpeC YeIoBede-
CTBa — oOOecIeyeHe CBOETO BBDKMBaHUSA. TOIBKO MUPOBOE CO-
001IecTBO 00J1aMaeT MOCTATOYHBIM [UIST 3TOTO MaTepHabHBIMU
1 TyXOBHBIMM peCcypcaMy 1 IIEHHOCTSIMM.

* Yrpo3y Ij1st MUPOBOTO COOOIIECTBA MPEACTABISIET MEXKIYHAPOMHBIIA
TEPPOPHU3M, TIOITOMY CHCTeMa BOEHHOIT 6€30ITaCHOCTH TIpemycMa-
TpuBarIas 60ps0y ¢ MEXKIYHAPOTHBIM TEPPOPU3MOM, TaKKe 00-
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JlajaeT MPUOPUTETOM IO OTHOLIEHWIO K BOGHHOU 0e30MacHOCTU
OTIEIbHBIX TocyaapcTB. bopbdy ¢ MeXXITyHaApOAHBIM TEPPOPUIMOM
BeIyT CUJIOBbIE U TYMaHUTAPHbIE CTPYKTYPbl COOTBETCTBEHHBIMU
cpeacTBamMu U criocobamMu. ['ymaHuTapHasi 60opbda NOKHA Tpe-
BaJIMpOBaTh Hall cujaoBoii. OHa o0jamaeT 3HAYMTENbHO OOJbIIN-
MU aCUMMETPUYHBIMU BO3MOXXHOCTSIMU B LIEJISIX M UCITOJb3YeMbIX
Cpe/icTBax, ueM 0opbda cunoBasl.

* OyeHb BaxXHO, YTOObI BCE PEIUTMO3HbIE KOH(eccuru Mpu3HaBa-
JIA TIPUHIIATIBL ¥ TIPUOPUTETEl MUPOBOTO coobIecTBa. MHTEpecs
BOEHHOII 0€30I1acHOCTU YeJ0BeYeCTBa BbIllIE MHTEPECOB, B3IVIS-
JIOB, JTOKTPUH JIFOOOI KOH(deccuu mo BompocaMm BOUMHBI U MUpa.
Hepacnpoctpanenue OMY, npenorBpallieHue SOSPHBIX BOWH
1 KnOepBoOitH, 00pbda ¢ MEXKIyHAPOIHBIM TEPPOPU3MOM, obecte-
YyeHue BbIKMBaHMUS YeJIOBeUeCTBa BaxKHee JTOKTPUHAIbHBIX MOJIO-
JKEHUW TeX WU MHBIX PEeJIMTMO3HbIX KOH(DECCUil.

* Ucxons u3 Toro, 4to rjaBHOW MpoOJieMoit sl yejloBeuyecTBa siB-
JigeTcsl BBDKMBaHWE, TO OCHOBHOI IMPHUOPUTET — 3TO TIPOTUBO-
NMEeMCTBHE PaCIPOCTPAHEHWIO OPYXHMS MAacCOBOTO YHHMUTOXCHWS,
TIpenoTBpalleHNe AIePHBIX BOH U KNOEPBOIH.

3. Poib KOCMONOMTH3MA B JMKBHAAIMH BOH W B (hOPMHPOBAHHU
Beunoro mupa

YToObI TUKBUAMPOBATH BOWHBI HAa IIYTH YCTaHOBJIeHNUST BeaHoro mupa,
HeobxoarmMa oco0as ACOJIOrMs M OCHOBaHHAsI Ha Hel 0co0ast MpaKTuKa.
CpaBHUTETBHBIN aHAIN3 TIPOILILIX M COBPEMEHHBIX UICOTIOTHiIT CBUIC-
TENIbCTBYIOT, YTO KOCMOITOJIUTU3M MOXKET CTaTh HEOOXOMUMBIM YCIIOBUEM
Y CPeACTBOM JIMKBUAALIMYM BOWH 1151 (popMupoBaHus Beunoro mupa.

KocMomonutnaM BO3HMK B aHTUYHBIN TTepHOM OJ1aromapst yCYIIMSIM
BBIIAIOIINXCS MBICIUTENeH, Gui1ocodoB, HaApOTOB, TOCYIapCTB, JIO-
KaJbHBIX IMBUJIM3AIIA, YeIOBEYECTBA B 1IeJIOM. [JTaBHBIM TIPOTHBOpE-
JUeM YeJIOBEYECTBA KOCMOITOJIUTHI CIYUTAIOT OOPHOY KOCMOTIOIMTH3MA
1 aHTUKOCMOTIIOJIMTH3MA, KOCMOTIOJIUTA3MA U HECOBEPIICHHOCTEH de-
JoBedecTBa. boprOa B BoitHaX MEXXIy KOCMOTIOJMTA3MOM U aHTUKOCMO-
MOJIMTU3MOM IIPOSIBIISIETCS B LIEJISIX, CIIOCO0ax OOpHObI, B UTOrax 1 I10-
CIICIICTBUSIX.

59



Llens xocMmoronuT3Ma B INIaBHOM — O0O€CIIeUNTh BEDKMBAHUE Ye-
JIOBEUYECTBa, JUKBUOMPOBAThH BOMHEBI, TOOMTHCS €OUHCTBA YeIOBedYe-
CTBAa IIPU €T0 KYJIETYPHOM, STHUYECKOM U PEIMTMO3HOM pa3HOOOpa3uM.
DdunocodCcKuii CMBICT OYIYILIEro YeJIoBeUueCTBA 3aKIII0UAeTCs B TOM, UYTO
3emiist — obuuit noM, enrHoe o61iee OtedyecTBo, BeuHblii Mup; mepexon
oT cucteMbl «O01IeECTBO — 3eMitsl» K cucteMe «O0IIecTBO — 3eMId —
Kocmoc».

LleHHOCTM KOCMOITOJIUTU3MA, KJIIOUEBBIE CJIOBA, IIPUHIIMITBEI KOC-
MOIIOIUTHU3MA: OJ1arue aestHus, 0OIeCTBEHHAs 110J1b3a, AYIIEBHOCTD,
0J1aTOTBOPUTEIBHOCTD, BCeOOIee TrOCTEIPUUMCTBO, 03a00YEHHOCTD
cynbboii mMupa. JloOGpoaerenn KOCMOIOJUTU3MA: MUPOJOOUE, 4Ye-
JIOBEKOJII0OMEe, MUJIOCEpIune, COomlepekrBaHue, OpaTCTBO, COJUOAP-
HOCTb, CITpaBeMIMBOCTh. [Ipu «BcTpeue» noOpomeTeneil KOCMOIOIM -
TU3Ma C KOHKPETHBIMU SIBJIEHUSIMU, IIpolieccaMy (OTHOIIEHUS JIIoAei
B rOCyJapCTBax, MeXIy TocylapCcTBaMM; MPUPOIHBIE U TEXHOTEHHBIE
KaTacTpodbl, IPUMUPEHUE, «TYMAaHUTAPHbIE MHTEPBEHLIMU») IPO-
HUCXOAUT HapallMBaHUE LIEHHOCTEH, UX COoAepKaHUEe paclIupsercs,
yIIIyOJsieTcs.

KocMmononutuam peanusyercss 4depe3 KOCMOIOJIUTU3ALMIO, pac-
MpOCTpaHeHNe, BHEAPEHNE LIEHHOCTEN, UIEOJOTMU KOCMOIIOJUTU3MA
1 KOCMOTIOJIMTUYECKON MPaKTUKA B MUPOBOM COOOILIECTBE, a TAKKE MX
YCBOGHUE 4YeJIOBEKOM, COLIMAJIbHBIMU TPYIIIaMMU, HapodaMHM, Tocymap-
CTBaMH, 4eI0BeYeCTBOM B 1ieJIoM. CyObeKThl KOCMOITOIUTU3ALIMN: MO-
IepHu3npoBaHHbIe neMokpatu, OOH, aHTUBOEHHbBIE ABMKEHUS, AaHTH -
TEPPOPUCTUUECKUE CTPYKTYPHI, OOILIECTBEHHbBIE OPTaHU3aLUN, AESTEIN
KYJBTYPbI, TIPEACTABUTEIM MUPOBBIX PEIUTHUIA, PEIMTHO3HBIX KOHMeC-
cuit. KocMmononuTusauust mpearoaraeT co3naHre B TOCyIapCcTBax KOC-
MOMOJINTUYECKUX CTPYKTYp, BKIOUas co3maHue KocMmomommnTuueckoit
Accouualiuu.

B Hacrosiee BpeMsI KOCMOIIOJUTU3M TIEpPeXUBAeT KPU3NC.
ABTOpUTapHBbIE W TOTAJIMTApPHBIC TOCYIapCTBa, MIEOJIOTH (almsma,
MapKCH3Ma B JIEHMHCKOIM Y CTAJIMHCKOM TPaKTOBKE, TUKTATOPCKUX pe-
SKMUMOB, UJEOJIOTH HAXOASIIUXCS B KPU3MCE MUPOBBIX JEMOKPATUI U3~
BpaTWIM CYIIHOCTh KOCMOIIOJUTH3MA. KOCMOITOJIUTU3M HYXIAETCs
B peabUJINTAllMU BO BCEM MUPOBOM COOOIIIECTBE.
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HoBble KOCMOTIOIUTBI BepsT, YTO Oymyiee OOIIECTBO OymeT IIpe-
00pa3oBaHO, OHO SIBUTCSI JIYYIIUM CITOCOOOM OBITHSI 4YeloBeuecTBa.
CraproBasg mo3ulus HOBOTo KocmorojautudMa — XXI Bexk. HoBwie
KOCMOTIOJIUTBI BHECYT BKJIAJ B JIMKBUIALWIO BOMH, B (DOpMUpPOBAHUE
Beunoro mMupa. Poxnmaroniasicsi KOCMOITOTUTAYECKAs IEMOKPATHST BHE-
CeT BKJIaJ B IMKBUIALINIO KPU3MCAa MUPOBBIX IEMOKPATUIi, B MOIEPHU-
3alMI0 LIEHHOCTE JeMoKpaTuii. KocMononmuTuyeckast IeMOKpaTUsT OX-
BATUT YeJIOBEKA, OTHOIIEHMUS JIIOAEH B TOCYIapCTBaX, OTHOIIEHUS MEXITY
rocygapcTBaMM, BCEMUPHBIN AeMorpadudeckuii npouecc. PasHbie Mo-
JIeJI IeMOKpaTuii OymyT oboraiiaTh Apyr Apyra. OT CUCTEMbI BpaXKIy-
JOIIMX FOCYIAPCTB MUP TIEPEiIeT K eIMHOMY KOCMOITOJTUTUYECKOMY CO-
OOILIEeCTBY.
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Geopolitical and Security Role of Regional Inter-State
Organizations

Alexander Nikitin

Global context must inevitably involve not only correlation of forces
and interests of major world powers, but as well coordination of interests
and actions of major international organizations. Regional inter-state
organizations recognized (under credentials of the UN Charter Chapter
VIII) as regional collective security providers are of special importance
for the effectiveness and “harmony” within the “Global Concert” to be
shaped.

Regional Inter-State Organizations (RIOs) at Eurasian Geopolitical
Context

Europe boasts the highest density of multilateral international
interaction mechanisms in the world. The key regional structures are
the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE), the
Council of Europe (CE), the European Union (EU) and the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO).

Added to the number of European multilateral interaction mechanisms
should be the bodies that have sprung up on the territory of the former
Soviet Union. We are talking first of all about the Commonwealth of
Independent States (CIS) and the Collective Security Treaty Organization
(CSTO). The strict focus of these structures first and foremost on the post-
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Soviet international political space determines their specific character and
importance in the context of ensuring European security.

In the system of multilateral cooperation in Europe a certain role is
played by the United Nations (UN) and numerous structures aimed at the
development of sub-regional cooperation.

Number of
Name Participating Notes
States

OSCE 57 Includes the United States and Canada,
Caucasus states (3) and Central Asian
states (5)

Council of Europe 47 Includes Caucasus states (3)

European Union 28 Composition changed by Brexit

NATO 29 Includes the United States and Canada

CIS 10 Includes Caucasus states (2) and Central
Asian states (4)

CSTO 6 Includes Caucasus states (1) and Central
Asian states (3)

United Nations 193 (including | Out of the five permanent Security Council

45 from members four are from the Euro-Atlantic
Europe) area

Sub-regional 5+ Among the most significant are: the Council

structures (10+) of the Baltic Sea States, the Barents Euro-
Arctic Council, and the Organization of
the Black Sea Economic Cooperation

The following trends in the development of geopolitics in Europe are
worth mentioning.

First, the expansion of the Council of Europe, the EU and NATO.
These structures are gradually taking on an almost pan-European
dimension, if not by membership, then by area of operation and proclaimed
responsibility.

Second, the growing interaction between EU/NATO states and non-
EU/NATO states, with CIS countries occupying the top of the list of the
latter. The EU is the biggest trading partner for most of them. It offers
CIS and Transcaucasian countries prospective association and closer

64



cooperation, including establishing a free-trade zone in exchange for
harmonizing economic regulation, technical standards and the basic
principles of the political system. The EU maintains direct political
dialogue with Central Asian countries with the aim of expanding economic,
energy, and financial cooperation, cementing the rule of law and respect of
human rights, and interacting to meet new security challenges and threats.

NATO develops differentiated partnerships with most CIS countries
on the basis of the principle of keeping the door open for their eventual
membership.

Third, the “division of labor” among European regional organizations.
In the 1990s, the idea of transforming the OSCE into an umbrella
organization and establishing an “executive committee” vested with
powers identical to those of the UN Security Council was mooted. It was
suggested that the OSCE take on conflict settlement functions or delegate
them to other organizations (NATO, EU, CIS). But such an approach
failed to garner the necessary support.

A new practice of interaction took shape during the settlement of
conflicts in the former Yugoslavia (Bosnia and Herzegovina in 1995,
Kosovo in 1999). Under UN political guidance, the NATO alliance
performed the tasks of providing security, while the OSCE took charge
of forming democratic institutions (including justice and police bodies),
holding elections, establishing the rule of law and the supremacy of
human rights. The European Union, backed by specialist international
organizations, was responsible for economic reconstruction.

Fourth, a functional shift in the activities of Euro-Atlantic structures.
The OSCE holds a comprehensive (though not exclusive) mandate to
discuss security issues, economic and humanitarian cooperation, crisis
management and conflict settlement. NATO was originally devised as
acollective defense organization, the EU asabody of economic integration,
and the Council of Europe as a guardian of democracy and human rights
standards. However, over recent years a certain shift in the functional areas
of activity of the above-mentioned structures has been apparent.

As it scales down its military activity and potential in Europe, NATO
is starting to become involved in the settlement of crises outside Europe.
The European Union is stepping up its security functions, taking part in
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the management of crises in Europe and beyond, helping respond to the
new challenges and threats, etc. As the OSCE and NATO tone down their
activity in South-East Europe, the EU is stepping in to take their place.

This results in higher potential interchangeability of the activities
performed by the European multilateral structures. The situation,
accentuated by the high density of such structures in the region, gives rise
to a certain competition between them. At the same time, when a crisis
erupts it becomes possible to assign different roles to the OSCE, the EU,
NATO and the UN in order to cater to the different stakeholders’ tastes.

In general, it appears appropriate to set and resolve the tasks of
upgrading the European security architecture while taking account of the
following:

« Itislegitimate toraise the issue of how effective the existing multilateral
organizations are in Europe, and of their broader interaction in the
interests of strengthening European security.

* Russia is interested that the CSTO features on the list of the main
protagonists of the “European concert” of multilateral structures. To
achieve this, it is necessary to at least make efforts towards increasing
the viability of this organization.

It is important to bear in mind that the overwhelming majority of
European countries do not see any need in performing a profound
change or an extensive makeover of the existing mechanism of
multilateral cooperation, considering it, if not utterly efficient, at least
adequate. With further expansion of the EU and NATO and their
closer cooperation with CIS countries on the cards, the potential
number of supporters of the “coalition for change” may shrink.
Promoting the idea of a brand-new organization that would take
charge of guaranteeing European security from scratch appears
equally problematic. The international political landscape of the
continent is overloaded with various multilateral structures. Without
serious reform, adding a new — and important — one to their
number could only increase the clutter. Especially as the newcomer
would require its “own field” assigned to it and a delimitation of the
competences with other bodies already in place on the European
continent.
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» The difficulties that the existing regional organizations experience in
responding to crises in Europe stem not so much from an institutional
deficit as from a lack of enthusiasm from the participating countries
to seek compromise.

» Another problem lies with the key member-countries not being
sufficiently prepared to expand the field of independent action by the
regional organizations or to allow them more autonomy.

Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS): Glass Half-Full or Half-

Empty?

Formed in 1991, immediately at the days of collapse of the Soviet
Union, by now the CIS already accomplished its main function: to provide
relatively peaceful “divorce” of the 15 former Republics and division of the
infrastructure of the former USSR into 15 new independent states.

There are a number of reasons underpinning the continuing importance
of the CIS for Russia. However, fully-fledged and effective participation of
this structure in the resolution of problems related to ensuring European
security as well as its involvement in the process of upgrading the pan-
European architecture appears problematic.

There are at least two main reasons for this. Firstly, a limited viability
of the CIS, which results in its vague positioning in the European
international political space.

Secondly, the unmistakably dominant role of Russia in the
Commonwealth prompts some of its members to exercise caution in
entrusting the structure with any meaningful authority and powers, and
external counterparts to refuse to consider it as a "powerful” figure in
the international arena because in their view it would be tantamount to
agreeing to Russian domination in the organization.

Still, in a number of aspects CIS-related activities correlate with the
problems of European security. For instance, the Council of the Heads of
State may focus its attention on it, and the issues of security and military
cooperation can be tackled in a more detailed way by the Council of
Defense Ministers, which to all appearances is so far concerning itself with
relatively peripheral issues. In the field of "soft security” (cooperation on
such issues as drug trafficking and the fight against trans-border crime) the
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CIS continues to play a role, even though it is facing competition from the
CSTO and GUAM.

The biggest joint project by the CIS countries in the military field is
cooperation in setting up the Unified Air Defense System. Still, Ukraine
favors bilateral cooperation, while its prospective NATO membership
adds to the uncertainty of its position in the project. Accordingly, the logic
of moving the system under the auspices of the CSTO as a more compact
and homogeneous body becomes more convincing.

Early expectations of a rather important role to be played by the CIS
in the settlement of conflicts on the territory of its member states have
proved futile. The only peacekeeping mission ever to take place under the
auspices of the CIS (and also approved by the UN Security Council) has
been dispatched to Abkhazia.

The role of the CIS in the process of upgrading the architecture of
European security has to be defined with caution and realism.

» An artificial reanimation of this structure is problematic, which limits

its capabilities in impacting the tasks of European security.

« It is worth outlining the presence of the CIS (even in the most
general terms) in the documents, decisions and mechanisms aimed
at strengthening security over the former Soviet space (excluding
the Baltic States). In particular, it may turn out to be politically
worthwhile to counterbalance the involvement in the region of other
multilateral structures (most importantly, the EU and NATO).

* On some specific aspects ("soft security”, the Unified Air Defense
System) the CIS may be considered as a reserve structure in case if
CSTO for any reasons will go out of the game.

The Collective Security Treaty Organization (CSTO) as a New Type of
Geopolitical Actor in Eurasia

Important sub-regional inter-state actor is the Collective Security
Treaty Organization (CSTO), consisting of six states of the Eurasia (Russia,
Armenia, Belarus, Kazakhstan, Kirgizstan, Tajikistan), while Uzbekistan
after entering into organization twice finally withdrew from it in 2012.

The CSTO may be defined as a developing multifunction security
structure of a new type. Throughout the current decade it has been fine-
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tuned to combine two major functions: countering traditional external
military threats (creation of a military union, unification and merger of
the military infrastructures of the seven participating states) on the one
hand, and countering new threats and challenges on the other.

The specific character of the CSTO as far asits membership is concerned
is in the existence of three de facto autonomous segments, united by
Russia's uncontested core role in the organization. Belarus, Armenia and
the Central Asian countries face different external threats creating serious
objective difficulties in fostering horizontal ties between them and limiting
the possibility of developing military and political cooperation within the
CSTO framework in general. Russia emerges as the main integrating force
on the territory of the CSTO as the only country capable of providing
real assistance in ensuring the security of its partners in each of the three
above-mentioned territorial segments.

For them, cooperation with Russia is an important but not the only
foreign policy priority; they are also looking for ways to counter external
and internal threats (as well as to strengthen their own positions in relation
to Russia) in other fields. Other problems inside the CSTO are the
disagreements among the Central Asian countries (struggle for influence,
an increasing water deficit, etc.).

In 2009, the members agreed to set up Collective Forces for Operative
Reaction (CFOR) — in contrast to earlier such attempts, not on a regional
but on a common basis. All member states have agreed to contribute
military contingents (Russia — a division and a brigade, Kazakhstan —
a brigade, the rest — one battalion each). The total strength of the CFOR
is planned at about 16,000. The CSTO is also planning to set up a joint
air defense system and a joint threat identification system for chemical
and biological warfare. Military and technical cooperation has been
actively promoted. A system of joint training of military personnel has
taken shape.

As far as countering "new threats" is concerned the CSTO approved set
of documents regulating the issues of joint peacekeeping; significant efforts
are being undertaken to promote counterterrorist activities (information
exchange, joint exercises, etc.). One of the key elements of the CSTO’s
work is the fight against drug trafficking.
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The CSTO, in the context of Russian efforts to upgrade the European
security architecture, may become one of its elements due to a number
of current and prospective factors: it is the only multilateral structure in
the post-Soviet area capable of conducting military operations; in this
capacity it can be used independently or as a partner (counterpart) of
the EU, NATO or the OSCE; its role may turn out to be outstanding in
efforts to stop drug trafficking from Afghanistan to Europe; supporting
US and NATO efforts in Afghanistan could become a step of paramount
importance for increased international political exposure of the CSTO;
more generally — a focus by the organization on certain "new threats"
(drug trafficking, terrorism) could be interpreted as a move away from the
traditionalistic approaches to providing security.

Russia is interested in promoting the CSTO as an element of the new
system of European security. At the same time it is important to identify
the circumstances that work against it and make efforts to at least alleviate
them. Among them are, for instance, the notions that are widespread
in the West that the CSTO is first and foremost a "Russian tool" and
that by strengthening security and fighting terrorism the organization
understands a perpetuation of the existing "undemocratic regimes". To
that effect efforts should be made to achieve greater CSTO transparency,
broader informational support, and interaction with non-governmental
organizations.

The possibility of implementation and the effectiveness of the following
measures to heighten the significance of the CSTO in the eyes of its
participating countries and external counterparties should be considered:
regularly briefing the leadership of the CSTO states on the development or
the outcome of certain bilateral negotiations (on nuclear disarmament, for
instance); conducting consultations on the issues of global politics; and
advance notification of important diplomatic or military steps or initiatives.

It is imperative to think about strengthening the real character of
military functions, which will promote interest in the CSTO as a partner
from NATO and the EU. In that sense the success of the CFOR project and
convincingly presented information to that effect could be very significant.
Another line of efforts could be making this particular organization
responsible for effective support of the logistics of NATO's air operations
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in Afghanistan or organizing military cargo transit through Central Asian
states to Afghanistan by land.

CSTO and NATO: Just Neighbors or Geopolitical Rivals ?

With regard to the functional nature of CSTO as geopolitical entity, we
should note that two major Western integrative institutions are of a similar
nature — the NATO and the European Union. Both have to varying
degrees combined political integration and military integration (or, if
speaking on broader terms, security integration), which in principle makes
possible their linking-up and also, sometime in the future, coordination of
functions with CSTO.

Interaction with NATO is one of the most problematic areas of the
international political dimension of CSTO’s activities.

For the perspective of international law, CSTO can be categorized as
the same type of organization as NATO: a regional multi-state security
organization with authorities corresponding to those indicated in Chapter
8 of the United Nations Charter. Both organizations are recognized as
such by the UN.

In contrast to NATO, CSTO already has a legal framework for
developing cooperation with the North Atlantic Alliance. CSTO’s Council
on Collective Security adopted a decision on the key areas of dialogue and
cooperation with NATO.

Butareciprocal move on NATO’s part did not follow. The following year
one particular issue was highlighted in the general cooperation agenda —
combating narcotics trafficking. But this proposal for cooperation also
went unanswered.

The North Atlantic Alliance is still in no hurry to establish
institutionalized relations, preferring rather to work separately with CSTO
members within the framework of the Russia-NATO Council, Euro-
Atlantic Partnership Council (EAPC) and Partnership for Peace program
(PfP).

CSTO is not mentioned in NATO’s new Strategy Concept. But it
does indicate that Euro-Atlantic security “is best assured through a wide
network of partner relationships with countries and organizations around
the globe.” At the same time, the specific list of international organizations
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for partnership is limited to the United Nations and European Union, with
reference to enhanced cooperation within the context of the Mediterranean
Dialogue and the Istanbul Cooperation Initiative. However, this document
does pay particular attention to opportunities for enhancing cooperation
with Russia.

At the same time, the Strategic Concept speaks of the importance of the
Euro-Atlantic Partnership Council and Partnership for Peace program,
which include all member states of CSTO. However, it seems important
that partnerships are to be enhanced through “flexible formats” across
and beyond existing frameworks for cooperation. So it seems that there is
a conceptual basis for establishing relations between NATO and CSTO.

However, in contrast to Russia-NATO relations, along the CSTO-
NATO track we see neither perceptible debates nor purposeful exchanges
of opinions, not to mention constructive and specific proposals, perhaps
with the exception of the Afghan issue.

With this in mind, we should note that both organizations with their
respective fundamental documents have the opportunity to develop
flexible forms of interaction. Considering the existing hindrances to
relationship building, perhaps is would be prudent to develop cooperation
through specific programs and focus areas as a starting point on the path
toward possible institutionally formalized cooperation.

The need to launch discussions arises out of the various possible
scenarios for the development of the international situation. Of concern
are the most pressing difficult issues which must be addresses according
to priority, including those which skeptics say are preventing the two
organizations from establishing cooperative relations.

Among these arguments that provide grounds for experts’ most
pessimistic or skeptical assessments of cooperation prospects, we should
pay close attention to the following.

1) NATO’s readiness for cooperation will signal the organization’s
possible support of integration processes in the CIS, with Russia playing
the leading role, and recognition of Russia’s right to have its own special
interests in this area.

Even within the framework of such an assessment, constructive
scenarios of cooperation between the two organizations are limited to

72



resolution of the situation in and around Afghanistan. And even here, there
are suspicions that the US and its allies in NATO want to drag Russia and
CSTO into the war in that country and thus split up both the burden and
responsibility. But, as speculation goes, even if such a scenario plays out, it
would have to be under the auspices of the United Nations, which would
require a UN Security Council resolution. And under such circumstances
the signing of a cooperation agreement directly between CSTO and NATO
is unlikely.

2) NATO has proven uncompromising in its preference to develop
direct relations with the member states of CSTO rather than with the
organization itself, and this has been confirmed by the alliance’s approach
in recent decades.

3) Cold War stereotypes continue to hold sway. At NATO it is
a commonly held belief that CSTO was created by Russia with the aim
of offsetting the alliance. Furthermore, Brussels, according to skeptics,
continues on a course aimed at maintaining its ‘military and political
monopoly.” The alliance does not intend to support the idea of coalitional
political and military multi-polarity, particularly in Eurasia.

4) The ‘China factor’ and the cooperation of Russia and several other
CSTO members participating in SCO are additional considerations. In this
regard, particular emphasis is given to the possible negative of Beijing to the
development of relations between CSTO and NATO. In any case, Chinese
concerns will be an issue and relations between Moscow and Beijing
may cool. Furthermore, in assessing the various options for cooperation
between CSTO and NATO, the views of other SCO member states and
observers not participating in CSTO must be taken into consideration.

5) CSTO is not without its own problems. The organization has certain
internal contradictions, including its geographical scope, as well as the
insufficiently clear and active positioning of the organization in such a way
as to provide a big-picture understanding of its plans and objectives for
NATO.

6) NATO’s adherence to a course aimed at developing bilateral
relations with individual CSTO member states reinforces suspicions that
certain states are engaged in a double game. The countries, meeting with
NATO behind Russia’s back, are supposedly placing an emphasis on their
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readiness to cooperate with the alliance through the Partnership for Peace
program. Furthermore, there is some opposition within the organization
to building relations with NATO. An agreement between CSTO and NATO
is viewed by the leadership of some countries as implying the transfer of
certain functions to Russia, which plays a leading role in the organization,
thus amounting to an infringement on their sovereignty in the realm of
foreign affairs.

7) The plans of the US and NATO to expand their presence in the post-
Soviet space, particularly in Central Asia, are not a good fit with the objective
of building relations with CSTO on the whole. These plans can be realized
through bilateral relations with individual member countries of CSTO,
which in turn as an organization is quite negative about separate relations.
And such relations are a source of irritation that serves to reinforce within
CSTO arguments against further development of relations with NATO.

8) CSTO continues to be perceived in the West as an organization
which supports ‘authoritarian regimes’ and some of its member states are
qualified as such.

9) The ‘Belarus factor’ is worth a separate mention. The critical attitude
of the West toward the current leadership of Belarus presents an obstacle
to cooperation with CSTO.

By all appearances, the recognition of the organization as an equal
partner of NATO faces not only external but also internal obstacles.
The latter arise not only from within the organization but also from the
positions of a number of member countries, including Russia. At the
same time, given the lack of progress in bilateral relations between the two
security organizations, it is understandable that the silence in Brussels
with regard to cooperation initiatives has resulted in the disappointment
of the leadership of CSTO and Russia.

Experts’ efforts, including multidisciplinary efforts, should be activated.
Such efforts could be based on three ‘platforms’ — 1) within Russia, 2)
among experts of all CSTO member countries and 3) joint CSTO-NATO
expert consultations.

Naturally, it would be problematic tolauncha CSTO-NATO mechanism
that greatly differs from the themes Russia-NATO engagement, which
has already made some substantial progress, and it will require concerted
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and extensive efforts to achieve visible results. At the same time, it should
be noted that a number of the problems that need to be resolved for the
sake of developing relations between Russia and NATO are similar to the
issues hindering CSTO-NATO cooperation. Proposals aimed at resolving
these problems were put forward in INSOR’s report published last year —
Prospects for the Development of Russia-NATO Relations.

Efforts made toward making this possible would be highly useful and not
only with regard to the objective of launching a mechanism for interaction
between CSTO and NATO. Also implied here is the study and discussion
of a wide range of security issues which could be resolved through the
cooperation of these two organizations. CSTO-NATO discussions could
very well broaden and elevate the scope of interaction to something
much greater than, for example, cooperation on the Afghan situation. It
could encompass Euro-Atlantic security from Vancouver to Vladivostok,
a European security treaty, etc.

It is quite clear that bilateral cooperation is not a goal in and of itself. It
follows that more than just dialogue and talk is needed; the dialogue must
be topical and serious, focused on areas of mutual interest and value.

This dialogue could touch upon assessments of the advantages of each
organization in addressing various common threats. One of the advantages
of CSTO in comparison with NATO is its mechanism for cooperation
between various law-enforcement and special forces in the fight against
terrorism. And in this area such cooperation is very expedient.

In terms of a step-by-step plan for the near future, we could consider
the following.

While working on CSTO’s doctrinal documents, it would be useful to
explore the possibilities for aligning them with the new Strategic Concept
of the North Atlantic alliance. We should not forget the experience of
the NATO Expert Group which during the drafting of the new concept
consulted with Russian colleagues. Likewise, CSTO-NATO dialogue
could in part focus on the principles expressed in the doctrinal documents
of CSTO and which wording NATO might consider problematic or, to the
contrary, positive.

Much of value for experts’ efforts toward establishing CSTO-NATO
dialogue can be found in the work of the NATO-Russia Council (NRC).
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Making use of these previous efforts would help optimize work and
put the focus on the problems specifically concerning the relations of
these two security organizations and the subsequent resolution of these
problems.

For example, this concerns the issue of peacekeeping. Nearly a decade
ago the NRC Peacekeeping Working Group agreed upon a document
stipulating the ‘Political Aspects for a Generic Concept for Joint NATO-
Russia Peacekeeping Operations.’

An important practical task is the provision of at least some level of
operation compatibility of the Collective Rapid Reaction Force and
the Peacekeeping Force of CSTO with the NATO Response Force. An
agenda needs to be drawn up to outline the steps necessary to achieve such
operational compatibility between the two alliances.

It is possible to invite to trainings of CSTO’s combined arms task
forces not only observers from NATO and NATO member states but also
incorporate training scenarios involving joint operations with NATO
forces. It would be appropriate for starters to invite a small group (perhaps
a platoon of paratroopers) from the NATO Response Force to work on
operational coordination.

If we look at the current cooperation development between Russia
and the US and Russia and NATO for Afghanistan, we see that it touches
four areas. Firstly, intensive consultations on the future of Afghanistan.
Secondly, the northern transit corridor. Thirdly, narcotics trafficking
countermeasures. And, fourthly, cooperation within the NATO-Russia
Council is largely focused on two aspects: training of narcotics specialists
in Russia and issues related to a trust fund for repairing and maintaining
the Afghan helicopter fleet. It is clear that narcotics trafficking is a central
issue of these consultations.

It seems that cooperation along the Russia-NATO and Russia-US
tracks is not going to be sufficient to find comprehensive solutions. Sooner
or later the need will arise to establish full-fledged relations with CSTO.
This organization has serious experience as well as the potential to make
an important contribution in this difficult area. It is no coincidence that
NATO observers are paying close attention to Operation Canal, a CSTO
anti-narcotics effort.
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At the same time, judging by the declarations of US and NATO
officials, they are not against consultations with CSTO on Afghanistan,
including on the narcotics trafficking issue. Furthermore, Washington and
Brussels (just as Russia) are in search of regional partners for solving the
Afghanistan problem as well as practical areas for cooperation and new
methods of interaction. But at the same time, the customary caveat is
always made about the need of the US and NATO to “understand the
practical meaning” of cooperation with CSTO and “clarify what can be
achieved” through such cooperation.

In this regard, even accepting the skeptical viewpoint that such remarks
mask the clear lack of a desire on the part of Brussels and Washington to
establish cooperative relations with CSTO, it would be prudent to once
again raise the issue of the possible opportunities for CSTO in regulating
the situation in and around Afghanistan with specific rationale and
proposals. And at the same time we should not make the appearances
that we are engaging in this gratuitously; we should undertake this based
on our own interests and concerns. Work in this area with an emphasis
on the narcotics trafficking issue (at least for the short term) should be
invigorated.

We should not lose sight of the fact that in recent years CSTO has
become increasing engaged in the Afghanistan issue. Its structure has
been incorporated into the CIS Antiterrorism Center. Operation Canal is
ongoing and has been successful in seizing narcotics contraband. Russia
and other CSTO member states have experience dating back to the Soviet
era as well as analytical capacity that could be used by NATO. It should be
noted that as the public attitude toward the West grows increasing negative
in Afghanistan, there is a clear trend toward more positive perceptions of
former Soviet states, including Russia.

The expected withdrawal of NATO forces from Afghanistan in 2014
brings with it the difficult (and expensive) problem of strengthening the
Tajik-Afghan and Uzbek-Afghan borders and continual patrolling by the
Collective Rapid Response Force and Collective Operational Response
Force north of the Afghan border. In fact, the training scenarios of these
two military forces are largely built upon the hypothetical penetration by
Taliban militants from the south.
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A series of consultations and coordination meetings need to be held
between CSTO and NATO and Russia and NATO on the gradual and
agreed drawdown of NATQO’s presence in Afghanistan and the increased
engagement of other actors in helping regulate and stabilize the situation.

Forces from CSTO countries should not engage on Afghan soil, but
following the potential withdrawal of the Western coalition many tasks will
remain unfinished, and they can in part be handled by CSTO and from
member-state territories in Central Asia (for example, expanded retraining
of Afghan police, repair and maintenance of the helicopter fleet, continued
provision of the ‘northern transport route’ to support the missions of the
United Nation, Red Cross and other organizations in Afghanistan, etc.).

The regional mechanisms and structures that have already been
created, primarily within CSTO, are aimed at confronting the following
challenges and threats: infiltration of extremists and armed groups from the
territory of Afghanistan into Central Asian states, narcotics trafficking and
illegal immigration. Military-technical cooperation has been established
with Afghanistan and assistance is being provided though security forces
training.

It should be recognized that given the current situation the withdrawal
of the international coalition from Afghanistan will inevitably lead to the
expansion of the Taliban, which will create a serious security problem
for Central Asian countries as well as Russia. And Russia will find it
extraordinarily difficult to deal with this threat without an international
coalition component. Given such a situation, it is both necessary and
possible to expand cooperation with NATO (both in the Russia-NATO
format and the CSTO-NATO-SCO format) to carry out operations in
Afghanistan. The present level of cooperation (transport corridor plus
repairs on old Soviet helicopters) is a minimalist approach. Furthermore,
with the exception of the direct participation of CSTO troops in military
operations in Afghanistan (which should be avoided), all other forms
of military cooperation with international forces in Afghanistan in the
interest of stabilization can and should be undertaken: military logistics
support, training (with trips to Russia and other CSTO countries as well
as locally) of military and police personnel of the Ministry of Defense and
Ministry of Interior of Afghanistan, cooperation in the delivery and repair

78



of arms and military equipment, provision of intelligence information,
cooperation in air space control, cooperation in border protection, etc.

CSTO should be oriented toward new political tactics in such conflict
regions as Afghanistan. CSTO’s military preparations to prevent Taliban
incursions into member countries in Central Asia will not produce the
desired result without economic aid and assistance in the post-conflict
reconstruction of the northern provinces of Afghanistan in coordination
with other international actors. The organization should prepare for
a long-term program in the Afghanistan area in cooperation with the
international forces and organizations which today make up the core of
the coalition that is gradually being withdrawn from Afghanistan.

Conclusions

» United Nations Organization is more and more supplemented
and even substituted in Eurasia by the spectrum of regional and
sub-regional inter-state organizations. That is especially visible in
international security area.

Regional and sub-regional organizations do not constitute
harmonious “Concert”, instead, they are subdivided into rivaling
groups, same way as great powers were during the Cold War. At the
same time, character of juxtaposing the interests of the regional actors
is less sharp and more cooperatively oriented (at least in tendency)
than the clash of great powers was.

There are no chances that any one regional organization of universal
representation (like OSCE for Europe or African Union for African
continent) can concentrate all major functions and responsibilities
and really become a full scale security provider for the continent.
At the same time, combination of several organizations sharing
functions and geopolitical sub-regional responsibilities really can
play a role of combined security provider of continental scale.

The sub-division and juxtaposing between Western (EU, NATO, etc.)
and non-Western (CIS, OSCE, SCO, etc.) regional organizations has
been relatively clearly shaped, and new modus vivendi between these
two groups is needed, if international community wants to avoid new
dividing lines in Eurasia.
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 Key dialogue should be set up between the NATO and CSTO, as far
as clash of interests between these two political-military alliances
may create serious threats to Eurasian security of a new type.

« Joint crises response mechanism should be elaborated with
participation of both “great powers” and “great organizations”.
Most great organizations (like OSCE, EU, NATO, CSTO, etc.) by
now are definitely “bigger” then summation of politics of powers
that constitute their membership. In other words, regional and
sub-regional interstate organizations converted into new types of
geopolitical actors with their own policy that actively participate in
shaping of Eurasian geopolitics of the XXI century.



CMeHa noJMTHYECKUX PEXNMOB U MEXKIYHAPOIHbIE
KoH(uuKkThI: mosuTuka CIITA

Hamaavsa byonoea

Regime Change and International Conflicts: US Politics

Natalia Bubnova

Cwmena pexuma (Regime Change) — He3aKOHHASI KOHIIEITIUS

Cwmena pexuMa (Regime Change), o KOTOpoil TaM MHOI'O TOBOPHU-
JIOCh B MEXIYHAPOIHOM TEOPUU U TIPAKTUKE, HA CAMOM JIeJIe SIBIISIETCS
JIeJIOM COBEPLIEHHO HE3aKOHHbIM. B maHHOM Matepuajie Mbl HE Be-
JIEM peub O CMEHE pexXuMa B pe3y/ibTaTe BHYTPEHHUX OOCTOSTEIbCTB:
PEBOJIIOIINI, HAPOTHOTO BOJICUIBABICHUS W TIP. — YTO MPENCTaBISIET
co6oit oTnenbHyI0 Temy. UTo ke KacaeTcsl BHEITHEro BMEIIaTeIbCTBa
JUJIs1 CBEPKEHUS TIPABUTENILCTBA KAKOW-IM00 CTpaHbl, TO MEXAYHAPO/I-
HO€ MpaBO OJHO3HAYHO TPAKTYET ero Kak Hemomyctumoe. Cratbs 2 (4)
Ycraba OOH 06e30roBopo4yHO 3arpelniacT BOOPY:KEHHYI0 MHTEPBEH-
LIMIO B CTpaHy 0e3 ee coracus. boiee Toro, naxe 1 Tak Ha3blBaeMasl
«TYMaHUTapHas MHTePBEHIIMS» IS 3alIATH HApoIa Wian KaKoi-To ero
TPYTIIBI, TTOABEPTIIMXCS HACWINIO CO CTOPOHBI COOCTBEHHOTO TOCyaap-
CTBa, C TOYKU 3pEHUS MEXAYHAPOIHOIO MpaBa He3aKOHHa 0e3 caHK-
umu OOH.

Tak, mexnyHapoaHsiii cyn OOH, paccmarpuBast B 1986 r. neno 06
aAMEPUKAHCKOM MOAIEPXKKe HUKAparyaHCKUX «KOHTpAc», IPUHSLII pele-
HHE, YTO MEXIyHapoIHOE IMPaBO HE TO3BOJISIET CTOPOHHEMY Tocymap-
CTBY HCIIOJIb30BaTh BOOPYXKCHHYIO CUJIY IJIS1 MCTIPAaBICHUs CUTYalluu
C CepbE3HBIMU HAPYLIEHUSIMU B 00J1aCTH TIpaB YyeIoBeKa B APYTOM ToCy-
JapcTBe (mpaBma, aMepruKaHCKas CTOpOHa He MpU3Halla pelleHus cyna
U TaK 1 He BhlTutaTuia Hukaparya kommneHcaimu; a motoM B Hukaparya
MPOU3O0IIEN TOCYAAPCTBEHHBII MEPeBOPOT M K BJAACTU MPUIILIO MMpoaMe-
PUKAHCKOE TTPABUTENBCTBO, KOTOPOE «ITPOCTUIIO» IOT).

Poccusa n Kuraii orBepraloT KOHLEIIAIO MEXIyHapOAHOH OTBET-
CTBEHHOCTH.
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CIHIA «genator(ym?) 9T0»

Omnako B CoemmHeHHBIX lllTaTax MCTOPUYECKU CIOXUIOCH TIPEI-
CTaBJICHWE O TOMYCTUMOCTH aMEepPUKAHCKOTO BMeIIaTelIbCTBA 3a pyoe-
koM. MICTOKM 3TOTO MPOCIEKUBAIOTCS €IE C paHHEeTo Tepruona Cyle-
ctBoBaHus CIIA, 9TO B 3HAYNTEEHOM Mepe CBSI3aHO C MUCCHUOHEPCKM-
MM B3IJISIIaMU aMepUKaHCKUX OTIIOB-OcHoOBaTeseil. Ho rmepBoHavaibHO
MTOMOOHBIE B3TISIIBI HOCUIIN CKOpee HAITMOHATbHO-TICHTPUIHBIH 1 60oJiee
00OpPOHUTENTBHBIN HEXEN HACTYITATeTbHBIN XapakTep. OmHAKO MPUHS-
tas B 1823 r. [lokrprHa MoHpoO, TpOBO3IIaCUBIIAS IIPUHIIUAIT «AMEPUKI
IUIT aMepUKaHIIeB», B PEAJIbHOCTHM cAejaia 3asBKy Ha pacIIupeHHe
«30HBI aMEPUKAHCKOI OTBETCTBEHHOCTW» Ha BCE 3amagHOe MOJyIIapue.
A TTapajuteTbHO ITPOUCXOIMIIO TTOCTETIEHHOE M3MEHEHHME CMBICIIa aMePH -
KaHCKMX TIPUTSI3aHUI OT PeCITyOJMKAHCKOTO K UMIIEPUATMCTUIECKOMY
1 9KCITAHCMOHUCTCKOMY.

Co0OcrBeHHO nMnepuanucTudeckuii mepuon B uctopuu CIIA oObru-
HO oTcumMThiBaeTcd ¢ KoHLa XIX Beka, ¢ BoiiHbl ¢ Mcnanueit 1898 r.
B Boimyckaembix B CIIA yHUBEpPCUTETCKUX yYeOHMKAX aMepUKaHCKUE
IIeMICTBUS TOTO IIepuoaa paccMaTpUBaroTcs Kak mmoMolnb Kybde B 00pb-
Oe 3a He3aBUCUMOCTL. B aeiictButenbHOCTH Ke onepxkaHHas CIIIA Tor-
na 1rmobema TMpuBeNia K YCTAaHOBICHUIO aMEPUKAHCKOTO KOHTPOJIS Hal
Ky6oii, a «3aonHo» 1 K 3axBary @ununnuH, ['yama, [Tyspro-Puko.

Brenrnee BmeniatenbcTBo Bo BHelrHe nonmutuke CIITA nmpoucxonu-
JIO ¢ TUTTMYHOM TSI 9TOM CTpaHbl (IyKTyarueid MexXmy N30 SIIMOHN3-
MOM 1 UHTepBEHIIMOHU3MOM. Ho TTouTH Kaxkaplii Tpe3naeHT UMeJT CBOIO
«MaJIeHbKYIO TT00€IOHOCHYIO BOIHY». B miepBble mecsituiietust XX Beka
9T0 OBUIO YCTAHOBJICHWE WJIM CONENCTBME B YCTAHOBJICHUU «YIOOHBIX»
st CLLIA pexumoB Ha Ky6e (1906-1909), B [Taname (1903, 1918-1920),
Tonnypace (1903, 1905, 1907), Hukaparya (1907, 1910, 1912-1933),
Mekcuke (1905, 1913, 1914, 1917), I'autu (1915-1934), JloMruHMKaHCKOI
pecnyonuke (1903, 1907, 1911, 1916), Ha ®@umunnuHax (1906, 1911).
Torma xxe CoenuHenHsble IlITaThl yuacTBoBaiu U B MMTHOCTpaHHON MH-
TepBeHLIMU B Poccuu.

Mexny nBymsi mupoBbiMu BoiiHamu CIIIA 17 pa3 BBoguau Boiicka
B cTpaHbl JIaTnHCcKO# AMepuku. [ToMruMO CMEHbBI peXXMMOB U ITOJIMTAYES-
cKoro ¢aBOpUTU3Ma, OHU TIPECICIOBAIM 1Ie]Ib HABA3bIBATh 3aBUCUMbIM
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ot CIIIA rocynapcTtBaM BbIrogHbIe Jisl BalllMHITOHA yCJIOBUS TOPTOBIU
U MOJIUTUYECKUE PEIIEHUSI.

[Tocne Bropoit mupoBoit BoiitHbl CIIIA MHOro JieT ocyuiecTBIsIN
MOJIUTUKY TI0 OTPBIBY «I10 OAMHOYKE» BOCTOUYHOEBPOIECMCKUX U a3uaT-
CKUX CTpaH OT COIMAIMCTUYIECKOTO Jareps (Tak Ha3biBaeMblil «[1poekT
Conapuym»). A B 1959 1. coBmectHOIl pe3omouuneii KoHrpecca Obu1
NPUHAT 3aKOH 86-90 «O nmopaboIleHHBIX HALIUSX» ', B KOTOPOM TIPOBO3-
raiiajach aMepuKaHcKas Mojaep:KKa HallMOHaJIbHBIX TPYIII, «CTpa-
JAIOIIMX TMOJ THETOM PYCCKOIO KOMMYHUCTUYECKOTrO MMIIepUaTu3Mar.
Cpenm yka3zaHHBIX TaM HallMOHAJIbHOCTEN, Hapsay C TOJsSIKaMu, BEH-
rpaMu, 9eXxaMu M CJIOBaKaMH, PyMbIHAMM, OoJTapaMH W aj0aHIIaMH,
OBITV HAa3BaHBI TPUOANTUICKIE U KaBKa3CKHE HapOIbl, a TAKXKE KUTEIN
«Kozakuwn», «TypkecraHa», «Mnenb-Ypana» (Hepeaiu3oBaHHbIN TpoO-
€KT HaIlMOHAJIBHOTO TOCyIapCTBa TaTap M OamIKup). A U3 TocyaapcTB
A3uM B JOKYMEHT ITOIaIun «MaTepukoBblii Kurait», CeBepHbIii BbeTHaM,
CesepHas Kopes. OmHako pe3oTiolns HOCHIa CKopee AeKiIapaTUBHBIN
XapakTep, ¥ 3HaYeHNe aMePUKAHCKOM TTOIIepKKY ceTtapaTu3Ma B IIPOH-
3oweniiemM Briocienctsuu pacnaae CCCP He cienyet nmpeyBeIMuuBaTh.

OnmHako TIpu Bcelt cBOEH MoMIepKKe IeMOKPATHH TIPABSIINAe KPyTH
CIIA napajiebHO NapagoKcaJlbHbIM 00pa3oM B rofibl XOJOIHOI BO-
WHBI OBUTM CKJIOHHBI TTOMOTaTh BOGHHBIM AWKTatypam. B oGocTtpuB-
melicss MeXIyHApOTHOM CUTYallMd OHU TPUIILINA K BBIBOLY, YTO AEMO-
KpaTU4IeCcKH U30paHHbIe M YaCTO COLIMAIIBHO OpUEHTUPOBAHHBIC TTPABH-
TETbCTBA HEIOCTATOYHO CUJTLHBI, YTOOBI TIPOTUBOCTOSITH KOMMYHHUCTAM.
W B romsl Xom0mHOM BOWHBI IPUBOIMIIN K BIACTH aBTOPUTAPHBIC PEKI-
MBI ITyTeM OpraHMU3alMy WIN TOMIEPKKN TOCYIapCTBEHHBIX TIEPEBOPO-
TOB B pa3jIMYHBIX CTpaHax Mupa, cpenu kortopbeix: Mpan (1953), Konro
(3aup) (1960-1965), lautm (1987-94), JloMmrmHUKaHCKasl pecIryOnmnKa
(1961), I'aitana (1964), I'satemana (1966), bomusus (1971), Ywmm (1973),
VYpyrsaii (1973) u np.

CoenmHeHHble 1llTaThl MHOTO JIET OCYIIECTBISIM W IMHPOKOMAC-
mMTaOHYI0 BOCHHYIO arpecCcrio TTPOTUB HEYTOTHBIX MM pexkuMoB B Kopee

U Public Law 86-90 (17 July 1959). Available at: https://upload.wikimedia.
org/wikipedia/commons/5/58/Page 212 from_ STATUTE-073-1-2_Public_
Law_86-90.pdf (accessed 21.01.2017).
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u BoetHame, Jlaoce u Kamb6omxke. [ToMuMo 3TOro, oHu HEOTHOKPATHO
(1o pa3NMYHBIM JaHHBIM OT HECKOJbKMX NECSITKOB TO MHOTUX COTEH
pa3) MBITATUCh OPraHM30BaTh YOMICTBO KyOMHCKOro Juaepa Dumens
Kactpo, nonaepxxuBaiyu opyXueM M JeHbraMu aHTUITPaBUTEIbCTBEH-
HbIe OaHIBI «KOHTpac» B Hukaparya u «<komaHabl cMepTu» B [oHaypace,
npoBonwJIM crneuornepauuu B CajbBajope W obOecrieunBaiyd BelAeHUE
«IPSI3HOIT BOIHBI» B ApTreHTHHE.

«[IpakTHyecKumii OTBIT> M MUCTOPUUYECKUE TIPEILIeCHTHI JAIOT apry-
MEHTBbI TeM BAllMHITOHCKMM CTpaTeram, KOTOpbIe BEPSIT, UTO «CMEHa
PEKUMOB» U «HALIMECTPOUTETHLCTBO» BO3MOXHEI. B 'epManum, Sronun,
Htanuu aToT onbIT nociie BTopoit MUpoBOii BOiiHBI ObLIT YCITEIIHBIM, HO
TaM 3TO OCYLIECTBJISIIOCH B paMKaX MeXIyHapOIHbIX YCUJIUI, a caMU 9TU
rocyjaapcTBa ObUIM MMPOUTPABIIMMU B BOMHE U (pOpMUPOBaHUE UX HOBBIX
CTPYKTYP MPOUCXOIUIIO TTPY MPOAOKABILIEMCS] TPUCYTCTBUM HA UX Tep-
PUTOPUM OKKYIAllMOHHBIX BOCK. A Ha biauxHem BocToke, B Adpuke,
A3uu 1MogoOHbIE MONBITKY B MOJAABJISIONIEM OOJBIIMHCTBE CAy4yaeB 3a-
KaHYUBAJIUCH Heydaueil.

ITpu stom B CoenuHeHHbix IllTaTax TOMUHUPYET MpencTaBieHUE,
YTO OHU, MOJIB3YsICh cioBaMu bapaka O6aMbl — «Ha TTpaBUJILHOM CTOPO-
He ucTopuu», nenatot xopouiee. [Ipenonasasi kypc no «HaunonaabHoM
be3ormacHOCTH» B YHUBepcHUTeTe MapKeTT, aBTOp JAaHHOTO MaTepuaja
JIBaXXIIbl COCTaBJISIIIA U PACTIPOCTPaHsLIa CPENU CTYIAEHTOB aHKETY, BKJTIO-
yaBlIylo cpeau mpouux Bompoc: «Korma, B kakoMm KoHpaukre CIIA
ObUIM He Ha MpaBeaHol cTopoHe?» Cpen yKa3aHHBIX B OTBETAX CITydaeB
aMepUKAHCKOI TTOMIEep KK «HETPAaBOM CTOPOHBI» B 3aITOJTHEHHBIX aH-
KeTax yKa3bIBaJICs JIUIIbL MHOTHA «BbeTHAM» 1 TO, MO-BUANMOMY, TOJIBKO
notromy, uto CoenrHeHHbIe IIITaThl B TOI BOiiHEe Mpourpaiu.

America does not know best — AMeprka MoXKeT, HO He 3HaeT?

B nocnentee BpeMst B pa3IM4HOTO poja MyOIuKaLMsIX U BBICTYIIE-
HUSIX 4aCTO MOXXHO BCTPETUTh yTBepxKaeHUs, 4To CoennHeHHbIe L1ITaThI
yTpaumBaroT cBOIO crty. OMHAKO CHIIBI Y HUX MTO-TIPEXXHEMY JOBOJIBHO,
OHM TTPOIOJIKAIOT PacrojiaraTh caMbIM MOLIHBIM BOOPYKEHHBIM ITOTEH-
LIMAJIOM B MMpE, a TI0 BOEHHBIM 3aTpaTaM IPEBOCXOIAT IMATh CIIEIyI0-
IIMX 32 HUMU TOCYIApCTB, BMeCTe B3SITBIX. MeXIy MpoYruM, MO aMe-
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PMKaHCKUE CTYAEHTHI IPY>KHO BEPUJIU B TO, UYTO «T€XHUKA pelaeT BCE»,
a s JaBajla UM NPYIYIO perspective: 1eJ0 HE B CUJIe, BEPHEE HE TOJIbKO
B cuIIe.

He moBoONBbHO y «HAIMX TTApTHEPOB» empathy (xopollee CIOBO, KO-
TOpoe, KCTaTu, ucnosb3oBan bapak Ob6ama). [oToBHOCTH neiicTBOBaTh
ISl IPYTUX U 3a APYTUx». TpyaHO ObIBaeT OTIMYUTDH, KOTAA OHU Acii-
CTBUTEJIbHO CTPEMSITCSl K pellieH!I0 TTPOo0IeMbl, BLICTYIAIOT 3a OJaroe
JIeJ10, a KOTa MpecyeayoT CBOM Y3KOKOPBICTHbIE MHTEPECHI U, TPYOO ro-
BODSI, JIOBAT PbIOYy B MyTHOI BOJIE.

[Tpu npunsToit B CIIA MOJUTKOPPEKTHOCTU, TaM, TEM HE MeHee,
4acTO TOBOPSIT U MUILIYT O APYTUX TOCYAAPCTBAX B MPEHEOPEXKUTETbHbIX
BbIpaXeHHUsiX. OObIYHBIM JIEJIOM B Hayajie CTaTbW UJIW BBICTYTIJICHUS SIB-
JITIOTCS BBOIKY THTIA: « KTO KOTIAa-HMOYIH CIBITIA TTPO 3Ty KPOIICTHYIO
ctpany?!» Mnu: «B aToit cTpaHe Ha Kpalo cBeTa, Ipo KOTOPYIO HUKTO He
3HaeT...» (B HekoTopbix poccuiickux CMMH Toxe, K 0osbIIOMY coxalle-
HUIO, «riepeHs» 3Ty MaHepy'). B CLLIA roBopsT mpo «ameprKaHCKUE
KU3HU» — TIPOTUBOIIOCTABISII UM <«KW3HU MHBIE». DTa (Urypa peuu
oOycioByieHa crielMduKoit aHTIMiicKoro s13bika. Ho omHOBpeMeHHO OHa
OTpaXxaeT U XapaKTepHOe BOCIPUSITUE ceOsl KaK «0oJjiee paBHbIX».

B neduinmre He TOAbKO 3MMOAaTHUsI, HO U TIpOCTOe 3HaHUe. Y He ToJIbKO
9KCMEPTHOE, O AeTpaJaliii KOTOPOTO B MOCIEIHNE TObI BBIIILIO HEMAJIO
nyonuKaluii, HO U 0ObIYHOE 3HAHUE UCTOPUMU, Teorpaduu, KyJabTyphl.
B Coenunennbix IllTaTax mMpoKo pacnpoCTpaHEHO MpeAcCTaBlIeHUE,
YTO HApOIbl OTIIMYAIOTCS JIPYT OT Jpyra B OCHOBHOM TOJIBKO TEM, YTO
elsIT U KaK TaHIYIOT. AMEpUKaHIIbl TakKXXe UMEIOT UJUTIO3UHU T10 TTOBOAY
OTHOILLIEHUSI K HUM B Mrpe. OHU He 3HAIOT, UTO B IO/ibl XOJOIHON BOHHBI
Ha0JIIoaIMCh TPUMEPHO paBHbIe MTpoleHThI toaaepxku CIIA u CCCP:
To ecthb CoBerckuii Coi03, BOCIIPUHUMABIIHNIACS UMU C OMHO3HAYHBIM

! Hampumep, Tak roBopuioch npo bupmy B niepenaue «Bpemst mokaxkeT» 5 ceH-
1s10pst 2017 . «CIIIA: uepa 6e3 npasun», nepedaua «Bpems noxkaxcem», Ilepewiii ka-
Han, 5 cenmabps 2017 e. [“S.Sh.A.: igra bez pravil” [“USA: game with no rules”],
“Vremya Pokajet” [“Time will show” TV show], Perviy Kanal [First Channel],
5 September 2017 (In Russ.)] Available at: https://www.ltv.ru/shows/vremya-
pokazhet/vypuski/ssha-igra-bez-pravil-vremya-pokazhet-vypusk-ot-05-09-2017
(accessed 21.01.2017).
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3HaKOM MUHYC, B MUPE UMEJ CTOJIbKO K€ MOJIEePKKHU, CKOJIbKO U CaMU
CoenuneHHble [ITtathl. OHM BUAAT ceOsl B pOJIM MUPOBOTO XaHIapMa
— CUMTas 3TO MOJOXUTEIbHBIM CJIOBOM M HE 3Hasl, YTO C TOYKU 3PEHUS
rpaxiaH APYTUX TOCYyAapCTB 3TO Aajieko He Tak. OHU yOeXIeHbl, UTO BCe
CMOTpPSIT Ha AMEPUKY CHU3Y BBEpX C oxkMaaHueM rnmomolu (“are looking
up to America for help”). M ipu 3ToM y HUX Majio U CTaHOBUTCSI BCE
MEHbIIIe «MECTHOI 3KCTEPTU3bI»: MPEACTaBAEHUs O pealbHbIX HYXIax,
crneuurduKe U 3THO-KYJIBTYPHBIX Pa3nyusIX CTpaH U PErMoHOB U, Ha-
MPOTUB, BBICOKOMEPHOE aMEPUKAHOLIEHTPUYHOE OOEBUTOE LIANKO3aKU-
J1aTeIbCTBO.

HenaBHo, korna npe3uneHT TpaMn ckasai, UTO He UCKJTI0UaeT BOCH-
HoTO BTOpKeHMs B BeHecyany, HanpuMep, B JIaTuHCcKot AMepuKe, IbITa-
JINCh BCIIOMHUTb — KOT/Ia, B KAKOM KOHKpeTHOM ciiydyae CoeMHeHHbIe
IIItatbl gelicTBOBaAIM, UCXOIs U3 UHTEPECOB CAMUX 3THUX CTpaH WU BO
0s1aro KOHKpeTHoM cTpaHbl? Ho Ha maMsiTb BMECTO 3TOTO MPUXOAUIIO,
Kak ToT xxe Tpami, eiie Oyayuu KaHAUIATOM B MPE3UIEHThI, T1Cal B CBO-
eM u3mobneHHoM TBurtepe: «Y Ob6ambl nmpobieMbl. EMy HyxkHa Maiast
BoitHa rae-HuOyab B JIaTMHCKOIT AMeprKe, YTOObI OTBIICYb BHUMAHUE» .
Ecnu naxe aTo u ObLT ero capkacTuuyeckuii TposuinHr bapaka O6aMbl,
TO caMo 110 ce6e 00CTOSATEbCTBO, UTO KAaHAWIAT B MIPE3UIEHTH CYMTAET
BO3MOXHbBIM TaKOM CTE€O 3a CYET COCETHUX TOCYIapPCTB, MTPENCTaBISICTCS
BecbMa MokKa3aTeJbHbIM.

Keiicpbl «c nepexaécrom» — IOrocaasus, Ipy3usi, Ykpauna

I'paxknanckag BoitHa B IOrocinaBuy M OAHOCTOPOHHSS MO3UIINSI
CIITA

XapakTepHbIM TIPUMEPOM «OTCYTCTBUSI MIPUCYTCTBUS» HE B CMBIC-
JIe BOGHHO CUJIbI, a B CMbICJIe HE3HAHUSI CUTYallMd B PETMOHE BIUIOTH
JI0 caMOro MOMEHTa «CMEHbI pEeXUMa» SIBJSICTCS MHpUMep ObIBIICH
IOrocnasuu. [yt MeHsT Bcerga ObLIIO BOIIPOCOM, TTOUYEMY B pa3Bopauu-
BaBIlIeMcs TaM IpaxkgaHckoM KoHpuukTe CoennHeHHbIe IIITaThl omHO-

' Teummep Ilpe3udenma CIIIA lonarvda Tpamna. [ Twitter of the President of the
USA Donald Trump]. Available at: https://twitter.com/realDonald Trump?ref
src=twsrc % 5Egoogle %7Ctwcamp % 5Eserp%7Ctwgr%5SEauthor (accessed
21.01.2017).
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3HAYHO CTajli Ha ONHY CTOPOHY? MOXHO MpPEeNIOKUTh YATATEIsIM Ha
BBIOOD YEThIpe BepcuU OTBeTa (MTOMUMO CBSI3aHHOI ¢ COOCTBEHHOCTbHIO
Ha He(Thb) — HO, BOBMOXHO, OHU TPeJIoXKaT U CBOM COOCTBEHHbIE:

- Yro 6ocHuUiilbI ObLIM OoJiee TTpo3arnaaHbiMy, a cepObl BOCIIPUHU-
MaJIMCh KaK KOMMYHUCTHI ¥ TpagUIIMOHHO cBsi3aHHbIe ¢ Poccueit-CCCP
(MM — ecu B TO3UTUMBHOM /ISl 3anaia TpakTOBKE — UTO aMepUKaHIIbI
XoTesau aeMokpaTuu st bocHrun). MoXHO Takxke BCIIOMHUTh BOEHHbIE
CTOJIKHOBEHUS aMepUKaHIIeB ¢ cepbamu B Jonmatun B 1919 1.

- Yto penuruosHblii (hakTop MOT ChIrpaTh CBOIO POJib — MOCKOJIb-
Ky cepObl MpaBOCiaBHbIE, a Yy MPaBOCIaBHbBIX MHOTOBEKOBAsI UCTOPUS
KOoH(MIMKTOB ¢ Katonukamu. Ho, ¢ apyroit ctopoHsl, HaunHas «BoitHy
B 3anuBe», B BallMHITOHE MOIJIM CTPEMUTHCSI «KOMIIEHCUPOBATh MY-
cylbMaHaM TIPUYMHEHHBIE HEYI0OCTBa», IPOIEMOHCTPUPOBATH COO-
CTBEHHYIO «COATAHCUPOBAHHOCTh» 32 UYXKOM CUET.

- Uto Camanra I1aysp — Oymyuu B cepenute 90-x eqMHCTBEHHBIM Ha
PErMoH PEeropTepoOM aMepMKaHCKIUX HOBOCTHBIX CITYKO (BIIOCIIEICTBUHI
craBlIasi amMepukKaHckuM mpexactaButeieM B OOH) — wu3HavyajabHO
1 CITy9aifHO, KaK TOBOPUTCS, BOJIeit cyne6, oKazaiach 3a TMHUEH (hpoHTa
y OOCHMIAIIEB, I ¢ MIX TOYKH 3pEHUS, a He ¢ CepOCKOIi, OCBeIaNa Te Co-
OBITHS: a e€ KOMMEHTApPUH 3aTeM TPAHCIMPOBAIUCH U peTpaHCINPOBa-
JIACh Pa3TNYHBIMA aMEePUKAHCKIMU 1 eBPOTICICKUMH TeJleKaHaIaMU.

- YUTto B aMepMKaHCKOU MOJUTUIECKOM MCTEONHMIIIMEHTE TIPOCTO He
3naau, 910 63% 3emum B bocHMM Ha MOMEHT Havayia TpaXkIaHCKOM BO-
WHBI HaXOIWJIOCh B YaCTHOM COOCTBEHHOCTH cepOOB. A TaKKe UTO cep-
OBl — moce eBpeeB (1, HaBepHOe, 0EeJIOPYCOB U PYCCKMUX) — caMasl I10-
ctpanmaBiras Bo 11 MupoByto BoitHy 3THMUYeCKas TpyIIa B IIPOITOPIIAN
OT CBOEI COBOKYITHOUW YMCIIEHHOCTHU.

B xnure Jlepeka Illomne «Mrpa Bmoiarymo» aMepuKaHCKOE BMellla-
TENbCTBO B FOTOCTIaBMM IMTPUBOIUTCS KaK IIPUMEDP YIAUHOTO OITBITa CMe-
HBI pexkuMa n obpasenr Ha Oymymiee. C TOUKM 3peHMS TTONABIISIONIETO
OOJTBIITMHCTBA POCCUMCKUX TIOJIUTOJIOTOB — BCE TO XK€ CaMOe, TOJIBKO Ha-
000pOT. 31ech 0COOEHHO BHITTYKIIO BBICTYITAET 3¢pPKATLHOCTD B BOCIIPH-
STUU U OLIEHKE cOOBITMIA. st HuX: «ropbKas mamsatb CpeOpeHHULIb»
— U1 POCCHUSIH: «TopbKasl maMsTh benrpama». [epek Illomne numer:
«Kak oTrMeuan [M3BeCTHBIM aMEepUKAHCKHWII KYPHAIMCT W TTHCATEID|
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Hxopmxk ITakkep B 2002 1., BocHust MHoOrux aubepanoB MpeBpaTuiia
B sIcTpeb®oB»'. A po Poccrio, HAaITpoTHB, MOXHO cKa3aTh, YTO GoMbap-
nupoBku benrpana MHOrux imbepaaoB MpeBpaTUIM 3[1eCh B ICTPEOOB!

I'py3us — pacyeThbl U IPOCYETHI

MHorue poccuiickue MOJIUTUKUA U TMOJMUTOJIOTU YOeXKAEeHbI, YTO
CIHIA crosin 3a «OpaHXeBbIMU peBOJOUMUSIMU». [logo3peHust BbI-
3bIBAET YK€ UX «OpPEHAMHI»: B UCTIOJIb30BAHUN «I1IBETHBIX» OIpeese-
HUI SIBHO MpOCJEXUBAIOTCS MPUEMBI 3aMagHOT0 MapKeTUHTa: B ca-
MHX CJIOBaX «OpaHXXeBas», «PEBOJIONUS PO3», «PEBOJIONUS TIOJIbITa-
HOB» — TOpYarT yIIu MOJUTTEXHOJOTHI 3amaaHoro oopasia. Muxaui
CaakamBujiu TpuiIen K BJIacTu B pesyibraTe «PeBojounu pos» u
MPOBEJIEHHOTO IO/ €€ aBJeHUeM MOBTOPHOTO TOJIOCOBAHMSI Ha Mpe-
3UJEHTCKUX BbIOOpax. XOTsI MHOTHE CUMTAIOT 3TO MHCIIUPUPOBAHHOM
BaimmHIToHOM «CMEHO pexxrMa», OIHAKO OYEBUIHO, YTO Oe3 Macco-
BOTO HEJOBOJILCTBA U HAPOJHOTO BOJEU3BSIBIEHUSI 3TOTO Obl HE MPO-
usoluio. Tem He MeHee, NpUlIeNlliee K BJIaCTH MPaBUTEIbCTBO ObLIO
0e3yCIIOBHO ITpoaMepUKaHCKUM, a cOObITUs BoiiHbI 2008 I. BechbMa 1mo-
Ka3aTeJbHBI IJI aHaI13a TOT0, HACKOJIBKO 000CHOBaHBI U 9D (DEKTUB-
HBI aMepUKaHCKIE TIPEACTaBIeHUS O TOMIePKUBAEMBIX MU PEKIMaX
U CBOCI POJIM B MUpE.

B cBs13U ¢ aBryCTOBCKOIT BOITHOM TO-TIPEKHEMY OCTAarOTCSI MHOTHE
BOIIPOCHI, OTBETHI Ha KOTOPBIE OYyIYT TaHbBI, TTO-BUIMMOMY, TOIHKO KOTIa
OymyT OTKPBITHI apXuBhl. bblia 11 HouHast 6ombapaupoBka LxuHBanu,
B pe3yabrare KOTOPO# MOTUOIM COTHW MUPHBIX TpaxkmaH, U yOUINCTBO
poccuiickux MUpPOTBOpPLIEB NpeanpuHsaThl CaakalllBUId 1O COOCTBEH-
HOIi MHUIIMATUBE, O3 IIpeaBapuTebHoro cornacoBanus ¢ CIIA mmm xe
BammHrroH «gan go6po» Ha MIpUMEHEHKWE CUJIbI, WU XOTSI ObI TTO3BO-
JIWJT CYUTaTh, YTO He OymeT Bo3paxkaTh? IlombcKuit TipeMbep-MUHUCTD
Honanbn TycK TIpeaIToNoXI, 9To B IpaBUTETbCTBe CaaKalIBIIA MOTIIN
HCTOJIKOBATh KaKMe-TO CKa3aHHBIE B BallMHTITOHE coBa O MOIIEpKKe
KaK COOTBETCTBYIOIINI CUTHAJ.

Kaxk 651 TO HM OBLTO, OYEBUAHO, UYTO UMEeHHO «CaaKalllBUJIM Hadall».
Poccuiickue Boiicka ctostii B POKCKOM TOHHEIE IO CaMOTO TTOCIIETHETO

! Chollet D. The Long Game: How Obama Defied Washington and Redefined
America’s Role in the World. New York, Public Affairs, 2016. 247 p.

88



MOMEHTa, MoKa He Havyaiuch 6omOapaupoBku Lixunsanu. (OcTaBisem
3a CKOOKaMU MPOJOJIKABIIMECS Ha MPOTSKEHUU HECKOIbKUX MecslieB
JI0 ATOTO B3aMMHbIe MpoBokalun). OnHako B 3anagHbix CM U kapTuHka
TOrna AaBajach OJHOCTOPOHHE «HE Ta», & B HOBOCTHBIX KOMMEHTapU-
SIX OMHO3HAYHO TOBOPUJIOCH O «POCCHICKOM arpecchum»: eBpoTeiicKie
CMMU notoM «omyMalich», a aMepUKaHCKHE TaK M OCTATUCH «B 3a0TyXK-
JneHuu» (B najbHeliiem, nocie KpbiMa, U eBponelickue BepHYJHUCh Ha
«HCXOIHbIE TTO3ULIUM»).

Emme omHMM HEOTBEYEHHBIM BOIIPOCOM OCTAJIOCh, TTOUeMy OexKaau
rpy3uHbl — Kak nucanu 3anagHsie CMU — «rydinasi apMusi Ha TOCT-
COBETCKOM MPOCTPAHCTBE», C YYTh JIM HE CaMbIM OOJBIIUM TPOLIEH-
toM oT BBII B Mupe, accuranyeMbIM Ha €€ HyKIbl, 0OydeHHasi 1 BOOpY-
xxeHHast CIITA? (He Oynem BcmoMHUHATh M3BECTHBIE CTPOKHU I103TA PO
«POOKUX TPY3UH», a JIyJIlle BCTIOMHUM «ITIpo AeHb boponnHa», reHepaia
barpatuona u rpy3uH — repoeB Benukoii OteuectBeHHOI.) [ToTomy i
TPY3UHBI OTCTYITWIIM, YTO aMePUKAHCKUMU WHCTPYKTOpaMu OBUTH 00Y-
YEHBI pallMOHATBHBIM IeMCTBHAM (T.€. pa3 MPEeBOCXOMSIINE CUITBI «ITPO-
TUBHUKA» — 3HAYWT HYKHO OTCTYIAaTh)? Wau moTOoMy, 9TO OHM HaC ...
m06a1? W 1711 HuX HeBO3MOXKHO OBLIO CpaxkaThCsl C «pycCKUMu»? Benb
JaXxe TOCJIe MHOTOJETHETO OTYYKIECHMSI, BOMHBI M aHTUPOCCUMCKOMN
nporarasasl 31% rpy3uH B 2015 T. TOBOPUIIN, UTO TTOMIEPKAIN OBI BCTY-
TUIeHune cBoeit ctpaHbl B EBpasuiickmit Cotro3!, a mo manHbM 2013 1. 80%
MpU aHKETUPOBAHUM OTBeYasv, YTO ObLIM Obl HE MPOTUB Opaka cBoeit
JIOYEePU WU CbIHA C POCCUSTHUHOM/POCCUSTHKOM.

CIMIIKOM MHOTO€ CBSI3bIBAaeT ABa HapoJa. AMEepUKaHIIbl HUKOTIA He
MONMYT, UTO JIJIs1 pyccKuX [ py3nst — He «00bEKT» JOMUHUPOBaHUS, a (110
METKVM CJIOBaM, CKa3aHHBIM B T¢ ITHU) — «00pa3 AyIIn», MedTa, pait
O0oxuit Ha 3emiie. Kak HETMOHSITHO UM U TO, YTO YKPaUHIIbI IJIs1 pYCCKUX
BOBCE He TIpeIMeT MMITEPCKUX BOXIEICHUI, a TI0 CYTH POIXHBIC JIIOIN
(53% pycckux MMEIOT KPOBHBIX YKPAMHCKUX POICTBEHHUKOB). OueHb
MoKa3zaTeJbHO, YTO B JeHb BBOIA BOIMCK B [py3wio XXypHaJIMCTHI Ha

U Public Attitudes in Georgia. Results of August 2015 survey carried out for the
National Democratic Institute by the Caucasus Research Resource Center-Georgia
(2015). Available at: https://www.ndi.org/sites/default/files/NDI_August 2015
Survey public%20Political ENG_vf.pdf (accessed 22.01.2018).
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pangrocTaHIIUU «9X0 MOCKBbI» TOBOPUJIN O TIPOUCXOASIIEM C ITyOOKOM
rpyctblo. U craBuau B ipsiMoM adupe «Cyauko».

3nech He ynaércs usbexkaTb MPOTUBOPEUUS: BbICTYMAsi MMPOTUB TY-
MaHUTApHBIX UHTEPBEHIIMI, TeM He MeHee, B ciydae ¢ LIxuHBanu, mMbl
CKJIOHHBI pa3leNsiTh MHEHHE, «KaK MOXXHO He TTOMOYb», KOTIa OCYIIECT-
BJIsieTcs GoMOapaAMpoBKa MUPHOTO ropojaa?! XapakTepHo, 4TO BCe KpPo-
M€ OIHOTO COTPYAHUKU MoCKOBcKOro LieHTpa KapHeru — B oTiMuue ot
nX Kojuter B BammHrroHckoM Ponme KapHernm — Bce THU BBICTYIIWIN
B MOAIEPXKKY BBOJIAa poccuiickux Boiick B [py3uio. HaBepHoe, B pycckoii
MEHTaJIbHOCTU €CTb 3TO — OTTAJIKMBAThCSl OT «IpaBa MpaBoOro» (XoTs,
KOHEYHO, OpUEeHTaLIUs JOJKHA ObITh Ha 6€30roBOPOYHOE COOJII0AeHUE
MeXayHapogaHoro mpaBa). Hy a ¢ 10puanyeckoil TOUKM 3peHMsl, st
aneyyIsIMM K MEXIYHapOJHOMY TTpaBy Mpu 000CHOBAaHUM POCCUICKOTO
BMELIATEIbCTBA, KOHEYHO, IJITaBHBIM JOBOJIOM ObLJIO TO, YTO OB YOUTHI
poccuiickue MUPOTBOPILIBI.

Yxpauna: CIIA «He BUIIAT» TOCYIapPCTBEHHOIO IEPEBOPOTA U TPAXK-
TAHCKOW BOWHBI

CoenuHeHHble [ITaThl ecv 1 HE MHULIMMPOBAJIU TOCYAapCTBEHHbBIMN
nepesopoT B KueBe, To ObUIM B 3HAUMTEIbHON CTEMEHU MPUYACTHBI
K coObITUsIM Ha YkpauHe. [ToaTBepXkIeHMeM TOMYy — M KOHCTaTallusi
noMoIIHuKa rocygapcrBeHHOro cekperapss CIIA Bukropum Hymang
B onybnukoBaHHOiI B New York Times cratbe, yto CIIA «BIoxumm
Oosiee TATU MWUIMAPAOB MOJJIAPOB, ...4TOOBI MPOABUHYTh YKpauHy
K TOMY OyIyIieMy, KOTOpOTO OHa 3acIyKIBaeT»,' 1 ee e TOTyIUBIIIT
ornacky TejehOHHbII Pa3roBOp ¢ aMepUKAHCKUM TTOCJIOM Ha YKpauHe
Hxeddpu [1asaTTOM, KOrma OHM UTO Ha3bIBAETCS «HA Mapy» 00CyXalu,
KakK pacrnpeneanTbh MecTa B YKpauHCKOM KaOuHeTe, U, HAaKOHell, CBU/Ie-
TeabCcTBO caMoro Ob6ambl, Kak-To yepes rof rmocie rnpuxona [TopouieHko
K BJIACTH pa3pas3uBILETOCs] HEOXXKUIAHHBIM MMPU3HAHUEM: «... MBI TOMOT-
JIA TOCTUYh TOTOBOPEHHOCTH O TIepexoe BIACTH Ha YKpauHe»2. XOTs

! Nuland V. Remarks. U.S.-Ukraine Foundation Conference. Washington, U.S.
Department of State, December 13, 2013.

2Zakaria F. Interview with President Barack Obama. CNN, February 1, 2015.
Available at: http://transcripts.cnn.com/TRANSCRIPTS/1502/01/fzgps.01.
html (accessed 22.01.2018).
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BCE MOMHSIT, YTO MeperoBophl Toraa Beauch 6e3 yuactust CIIA, u ¢ ame-
PUKAHCKOW CTOPOHBI Ha MPOTSKEHUM TIOCAENYIOLIEro rofga BCSYECKU
oTpuliajiach TPUUYACTHOCTD K TeM COObITHSIM. [ToKkazarenbHO MpU 3TOM,
YTO B aMEpUKAHCKMX U €BPONEeHCKUX MyOIMKaIusIX, 3a PENKUM UCKITIO-
YyeHueM, MoAINKUcaHHOe U HapylleHHoe comtaiieHue 21 despans 2013 r.
0 KoMITpoMucce Mexay SIHYKOBMYEM M OIMO3UIIMel U HOBBIX Mpe3u-
JEHTCKUX BbIOOpaX BOOOIIE MTOUYTU HUKOTAA HE YTTIOMUHAETCSI.

[TocnenoBaBiiast Bciien 3a rocylapCTBEHHBIM TEPEBOPOTOM Tpax-
JlaHCKasl BOMHA TOXe «BHE MOJIsl 3peHHUsI» aMepUKaHCKOro pajaapa, Ko-
TOPBIN (DUKCUPYET JIUIID «POCCUNCKYIO arpeccrio», HO He XKePTBHI 00-
CTPEJIOB TOPONIOB YKPAMHCKHMMU MPaBUTEJbCTBEHHBIMU BOMCKaAMM Ha
BOCTOKe cTpaHbl. OHaKO, €C/IM aMepUKaHCKOe PYKOBOJACTBO JeHCTBU-
TeJIbHO 03a00UYEeHO YeIoBeYEeCKUMU MOTepsiIMU, HarpuMep, B BeHecyae,
U CUUTAET 3TO apryMeHTOM JIJIsI BMelllaTeJbCTBa B I0)KHOAMEPUKAHCKYIO
cTpaHy (B 3ToM 11aHe JloHanba Tpamn Bo3Bpalaercsi Ha 6oJiee Tpaau-
LIMOHHBIE TTO3ULIUHK, B OTJMYKMe oT O0aMbl, KOTOPbIN He Moaaep:KuBas
JOKTpUHY «O0SI3aHHOCTU 3alllUILIATh»), TO IIOYEMY OHO TOTLAA HE CJbI-
IIUT apryMeHTOB MOoCKBEI 110 IToBony BocrouHoit Ykpantbi?

XOTAT JId aMepUKAHIBI Xaoca?

Ho npu Bceit pa3HOCTU MOAXOI0B K «CMEHE PEeKUMOB» U «T'yMaHU-
TapHO MHTEPBEHLMMW», HUKTO U3 aMEPUKAHCKMX PYKOBOOWUTENEH HU
pasy He 3asIBJISLT O TIONACPKKE KOHLIETILIMU «yITPaBIISIEMOTO Xaoca». DTa
KOHIIETILIMSI, U3JIoXKeHHas1 B Havyase 90-X rogoB B cTaTbe 00ydaBIIEroCs
torga B HanmmoHaiasHOM BoeHHOM Kosutemxke CtuBeHa MaHHa, onmy0/m-
KOBaHHasl B XypHaJje cyxonyTHbiXx Boiick CIIA!, umena 6onbiioit pe-
30HaHc B CIIIA (a ewe 6onbiuit B Poccun!), Ho HUKorma He nojiyyasna
o¢UILIMaTBHOTO 000pEHMST aMEPUKAHCKOTO PYKOBOACTBA.

Ponanbn Peiiran, buan Knunrton, [Ixxopmxk byui-crapiimii, na
W MIIAJILINI, Aeliasi CTaBKy Ha CMEHY PEeXMMOB, IIPU 3TOM JIEeKJIapupo-
BaJIu, YTO UX LieJblo sIBIseTcsl obecriedyeHue Oe3ormacHoctu CIIA u
CTaOMJILHOCTB, a TTOTOM TTocne 11 ceHTs10pst — O6oprda ¢ TEPpOPU3MOM,
Ho He xaoc. [Ipy 3TOM OHU CcUYUTAIM, YTO MOMAEPKUBAIOT BHYTPEHHUE

'Mann St. R. Chaos Theory and Strategic Thought. Parameters, US Army War
College Quarterly, Autumn 1992, vol. XXII, pp. 54-68.
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CWJIbI COOTBETCTBYIOLIMX CTpaH, cTpeMsiuecs: K aeMokpatuu. M yto
MMEHHO JAEMOKpaTUUYECKUe PEXUMBI SIBJISTIOTCS HauboJiee YCTOMUYMBDI-
MU U HauMeHee arpecCuBHbIMU. IMEeHHO B pyciie 3TUX MOAXOI0B ObLIO
ocyiectieHo B 2001 r. BropxkeHue B AdraHuctaH, a B 2003 r. B Mpak.
ITo mHenuto npodeccopa Pererckoro yHusepcutera [lona bonuuennu,
paboTaBIIIEeTO TOTMA B aMEPUKAHCKOM ATEHTCTBE IO MEKIyHAPOTHOMY
pPa3BUTHIO, KPUTUKHU MOAUTUKU JI>Kopmxka byiia-mianiiero ommdoyHo
«TyTalOT CMEHY PEXMMOB C TTOMICPKKOM JeMOKPATHUH, YTO AeJIaeT I0-
CJIETHIONI0 TIOXOXE Ha BOOPY:KEHHOE HaBA3bIBaHUE JeMOKpaTuu»'. OH
yOeXIeH, UTO «“HaBsI3bIBAHUE NEMOKPATUU Yepe3 CMEHY pexxuma” siB-
JISIETCSI TEOPETUUYECKM HECOCTOSITEJIbHBIM UM TMPaKTUYeCKU HEBO3MOXK-
HBIM, YTO 3TO He ObLIO MOJUTUKOI bByllia, 1 4TO 3TO He TO Xe caMoe,
YTO MONJEPKKA JEMOKpaTUUeCKMX cuJl 1o mupy». M naiee eié pas mno-
BTOpSIET: HaUMHAasI C BOMHEI B Adrannucrtane u B Mpaxke, «npe3uneHT bym
He yupexXaaja HOBOH MOJUTUKU “YTBEPXKIASHUS IeMOKPATUU Yepe3 CMEHY
pexknma”. Hukakoii Takoit IMOJTMTUKI HUKOTIA He CYIIeCTBOBAJIO; aIMK-~
HUCTpAIs He 3asIBIIsIa, YTO OyAeT HaBA3bIBaTh JEMOKPATHIO CHITOM»2.
Yro JIxopmx bymi-muanimii nelicTBUTEILHO TOBOPUI, TaK 3TO, YTO
aMepUKaHCKHe BOMCKa — «caMasl BeJIKasl CHIa CBOOOIBI 3a BCIO MCTO-
puto mupa». M1 «camas Benukasl cujia 4eJoBeYECKOro OCBOOOXIEHMS,
KOTOpPYIO KOTma-Jnbo 3Ham Mup»’. Obama ToXe 3asBIIsI, YTO BOICKa
CHIA B A¢dranucraHe — «BelIMyaiiliasg BOSHHAsI CUJia, KOTOPYIO KOT-
na-m6o 3Han mup»*. M aro amepukanckne BMC — «mmobanbpHas cuia
B OTCTaMBaHUU 100pa» — JaHHbBIE CJIOBA CTaJIu 3aTEM JIO3YHIOM MTPU3bIB-
Hoit KamnaHuu amepukaHckux BMC. B atom muane u by, u Ob6ama

! Bonicelli P. A Brief History of the Democracy Through Regime Change Policy
That Never Was (Part I). Foreign Policy, 26 May 2015. Available at: https://for-
eignpolicy.com/2015/05/26/a-brief-history-of-the-democracy-through-re-
gime-change-policy-that-never-was-part-1/ (accessed 22.01.2018).

2 Ibidem.

> Bush G.W. Remarks at the Veterans of Foreign Wars National Convention. Kansas
City, 22 August 2007. Available at: http://www.nytimes.com/2007/08/22/wash-
ington/w23policytext.html (accessed 22.01.2018).

4 Obama praises troops in unannounced visit to Afghanistan. CNN, 4 December
2010. Available at: http://edition.cnn.com/2010/POLITICS/12/03/afghanistan.
obama/index.html (accessed 22.01.2018).
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MepeKJIMKaTCs APYT ¢ ApyroM. OgHaKo, B OTVIMUME OT CBOMX Mpelie-
CTBEHHUKOB, HU O6ama, HU 3aTeM Tpamrm, HUKOIAA He BHICTYMAJIM 3a
«CMEHY PEXUMOB».

O6ama BBICKA3BIBAJICS U IIPOTUB «CMEHBI PEXKUMOB», U IIPOTUB «00I-
3aHHOCTH 3alllUIIaTh». XOTs U TOBOPWJI, YTO €CTh CUTyallluU, KOTa Mpu-
MEHEeHHe BOOPYKEHHOM cujibl onpaBaaHo. MHTepecHo, uto 2009 r., ron
BcTyruieHUs O6ambl B 1OJKHOCTD, 3HAUUTCSI B Bukunenuu kak 4yTh iU
He equHCcTBeHHBIN, Korga CILIA He Hayajay HY OMHOM BOEHHOII omepa-
muu'. OcymectneHHyio B 2011 1. JluBuiickyto omepanmio Obama Ha-
3bIBajI CBOEII caMoii OOJIBIION OIIMOKOI, XOTSI 1 HACTOMYMBO IIPOHOJI-
JKaJl CYMTaTh MPaBUJIbHBIM CMellleHHWe JIMBUIicKoTo Junepa Myammapa
Kannacdu. Ho u B JIluBuu — xotsa CIIA v Hayanu ornepaiiuio ¢ npeBbl-
1IeHreM MpeporaTub faHHOTO CoBeToM be3onacHocTtu MaHaaTa o «bec-
MOJIETHOM 30HE», OHU «OrPpaHUUYUINCh> OOMOapAMpPOBKaMu. A 3aTeM He
pelmInuch Ha Ha3eMHYIo ornepairio B CUpuu.

CIIA B Cupuu: He 3a «CMEHY pexkrMa», HO 3a yxon Acaza

C 2009 r. anmuHucTpauusi Ob6amMbl yTBEpXKIaiaa, YTO HE CTPEMUTCS
K «cMeHe pexuma» B Cupuu. Ero npeanpuHuMalnCh 1arv mno Aurio-
MaTUYEeCKOMY YperyJiupoBaHuio cuTyaluu. Ho mocne Hauyana rpax-
JaHCcKoi BoiHbI B Cupuu BalllmHITOH nipu3Bai Acaaa yiuTu (Wiu, 4yTh
0oJiee TOUHO, «OTOMTU B CTOPOHKY» — step aside) 1 BBell He(hTSIHOE M-
06apro — 4YTOOBI CUPUICKOE «IIPaBUTEIBCTBO IOCTABUTH Ha KOJICHW».
Hauunas ¢ 2013 r. rpynmnaM CUpUICKON OMNIO3ULIMK MPEAOCTABISIIOCH
aMepMKaHCKOe 00yuyeHue, BOOPYXXeHUS U (PMHAHCUPOBaHUE.

HoHanba Tpamn Toxe HEOMHOKPATHO 3asiBJsLI, YTO MPOTUB «CMe-
Hbl pexuMoB». [Tocie npuxona B benblii toMa pecrydauKaHCKOR aj-
MUWHUCTpallMK TOCyIapCTBeHHbIN cekperapb Pekc TuinepcoH 3asBui,
YTO peIlleHUe O «I0JTOCPOUYHOM CTaTyce Mpe3uaeHTa Acama OyneT mpu-
HATO cupuiickum Hapomom» (30 mapra 2017 1.). IlocTosiHHBII Tpen-
craButenb CIIA nmpu OOH Huxxu Xeitain B TOT XK€ IeHb OTMETHIIA,
yro npuoputetoM CIIIA Gonee He SIBASIETCST «3acTaBUTh Acama YUTH».
OpHako yXe uyepe3 HeCKOIbKO gHeit, 4 ampens 2017 1., mocie Toro Kak

U Timeline of United States military operations, Wikipedia. Available at: https://
en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Timeline_of United States_military operations#1890.
E2.80.931899 (accessed 22.01.2018).
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Mpo3ByYyaid OOBUHEHMSI CUPUICKOTO TPaBUTEILCTBA B XUMUYECKOM
arake, TWIIEpCOH 3asiBUJI, UTO Acaj He JOJKEeH UTpaThb HUKAKOU posin
B Cupun. To ectb usmeHenue nosuuuu CILIA mpousonuio Bcero Julllb
3a HECKOJIbKO fHel. A 3ateM aBuaiveit CILIA Obuta mpennpuHsita 6oM-
OapnMpoBKa a’poapoMa, IAe MPEeAnoNoXKUTEeIbHO XPaHWIOCh XUMUYe-
ckoe opyxue. Bripouem, Bckope mociie 3Toro npesuneHT Tpami o0b-
SIBWI O TipekpaieHuu aeiicteuii LIPY B Cupun.

Bo MHorux kHurax, Mmemyapax, B aBTOPUTETHBIX €KerofIHMKaXx 0 BO-
opyxeHusiM CTOKIOJIbMCKOTO MHCTUTYTA TTOJIUTUYECKUX UCCIEI0BaHUMI
(SIPRI) MHOrokpatHO rOBOPWJIOCH PO TO, YTO COOBITUSI «apabCKOii
BecHbI» ObLU 1t CoenuHeHHbIX [1ITaToB HeoXXuaaHHBIMU. B Kaxkaom
U3 OJMKHEBOCTOUHBIX TOCYIapCTB OHU MPOUCXOAUIU MO CBOEMY COO-
CTBEHHOMY clieHapuio. B ofHMX cTpaHax — TIpYM PYKOBOISUIEH pOJIU
BOGHHBIX, B IPYITUX — KaK B MeMeHe — 3a cyeT HAMEpPEeHHO MHPHBIX
MAacCOBBIX MTPOTECTOB MoJiongxu. A B Mopaanuu, Hanpumep, Mo MHe-
HUIO KCClleoBaBIlIei PEBOJIOLMIO B 3TOM cTpaHe Mapuu Canex, — npu
BeIyllel pOJIU XXeHIIMH, UMEBILIUX JOCTYII K 3aMaJHOMY TeJleBelllaHIO
M pacroJjiaraBIIMX MpU 3TOM OOJBIINM KOJIMYECTBOM CBOOOIHOIO Bpe-
MeHu. TTokazaTesbHO U TO, UTO B HEKOTOPBIX M3 3TUX CTpaH, Kak, Ha-
npumep, B Erumnre, B xome coObITHil «apaOCKOii BeCHBI» OBbLI CMEIeH
npyxectBeHHBIN 1151 CIIIA pexxuM — 4TO YK HUKAK He MOIJIO OBITh BBI-
ronHo CoenquHeHHbIM LlTaTam.

OnHako pa3 3a pa3oM B 3asiBJIEHMSIX POCCUMCKUX TOJMUTOJIOTOB,
B BBICTYIUICHUSX Ha BeAyIuX (emepalbHBIX KaHalIax TeleBUACHUS'

U «Ilpaso eonoca», TBII, Hcmopus, maii 2017 2. [“Pravo golosa” [“The right to
vote”], TVC, Istoriya [History], may 2017 (In Russ.)|; «Oduaxo», TB-1, 20 cen-
msaops 2017 e. [“Odnako”, TV-1, 20 September 2017 (In Russ.)|; gvicmynae-
Hue Hukumuvt Hcaeea 6 «60 munym», Poccus-1, 22 nosbps 2017 e. [Intervention
of Nikita Isaev in “60 minut” [“60 Minuites”], Rossiya-1, 22 November 2017
(In Russ.)].; esicmynaenus Capkuca llamypsna u Pomana Pomanosa é nepedaue
«Bpems nokaxcem», «CIIA: uepa 6e3 npasun», Ilepewiii kanan, 5 cenmsops 2017
2. [Intervention of Sarkis Tsaturyan and Roman Romanov in “S.Sh.A.: igra bez
pravil” [“USA: game with no rules”], “Vremya Pokajet” [“Time will show” TV
show]|, Perviy Kanal [First Channel], 5 September 2017 (In Russ.)] Available at:
https://www.1tv.ru/shows/vremya-pokazhet/vypuski/ssha-igra-bez-pravil-vre-
mya-pokazhet-vypusk-ot-05-09-2017 (accessed 21.01.2017).
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TOBOPUTCS O TOM, YTO BalMHTTOH SAKOOBI MMPAKTUKYET «yIIPaBISIeMbIi
xaoc». B omHoit n3 nepemau Muxaumna JleonteeBa Ha IlepBom KaHase
TEIEBUIECHUST B TIOATBEPKICHUE Te3rca O TIPOBENCHUN aMEepUKAHCKIM
PYKOBOICTBOM KOHIICTIIINH <«YITPABJISIEMOTO Xaoca» CChUTATNCh Ha He-
koero Tomaca bapHeTTa, Obisuieco enasrnoeo anarumuxka KpayogpanouH-
206011 KoHcanmuHeogoi komnanuu Wikistart, KOTOpbIii TakxKe MperoaaBa
B Boenno-mopckom ronnedace BM® CIIA ¢ Hvionopme (Poo-Aiineno) u
ABAANCA CIMAPUIUM HAYYHLIM COMPYOHUKOM (haKyrbmema cmpameeute-
CKUX peulenHull amepukanckoeo llenmpa 60eHHO-MOPCKUX UCCAe008aHUI.
BapHeTT neiicTBUTEIPHO B HaYajie HyJIEBBIX BBIIBUTAT KOHIIEITIINIO «He-
WHTETPUPYEMBIX TEPPUTOPUIT», HA KOTOPBIX — B CiIydae paclpocTpaHe-
HUS TaM <«HETOPSIIKA» CUUTANI HEOOXOOAMMBIM BBOAUTH aMEPUKAHCKOE
yrnpasieHre. Ho Ha camom nene cam bapHeTT Toarai, 9To BBICTYITaeT
HE 3a «yMPaBJIIEMBII XaoC», a 3a «3KCITOPT crabmibHOCTW»!. U B Jro-
O0oM ciTydae TIPUBOINTH €TO TIPEIIOKEHNS TIATHAIIATAIICTHEI TaBHOCTH
B TIOATBEPXXIeHNE HEKUX TTPEeNCTaBIeHIIT 00 O(UIINaTbHON aMepUKaH-
CKOIl CTpaTermy — 3TO KaK CChUIAThCSI HA HEKOTOPBIE BHICKA3hIBAHUS
Bragumupa 2KuprHOBCKOro B 000OCHOBaHUE Te3rca 00 «arpecCUBHOIM
POCCUIACKOI TTOUTHUKE». Belh MHEHNE eCcTh MHEHME, HO HUKAaK HE J0-
Ka3aTeabCTBO. [IpMBOINTHL Ybe-TMOO YACTHOE WIIM JaXe SKCIEPTHOE
MHEHME B KauyeCTBE CBUAETEJBCTBA CYIIECTBOBAHUSI TOCYyIAapCTBEHHO
CTpaTeruy UCKITIOYUTETLHO HEBEpHO. 31eCh BIIOPY TOBOPUTH O TOM, YTO
3TO UCTOPUS, KOTOpas HUUEMY HE YUUT.

Ecnu y>x BCOMMHATB UICTOPUIO, TO TYT B KOHTEKCTE TEOPUU «YIIPaB-
JIIEMOTO XaoCa» MOXHO MPUBECTU TEOPETUKOB U MPAKTUKOB PYCCKOM
peBomounu. Tak, omuH u3 nuaepoB OonbiieBUKOB Cepreit Kupos
B 1919 r. B cBoeM nokiane «Tekylmnii MOMEHT U MEXIyHAapOIHOE I0-
noxeHue» 3agaBisl: «Ha CeBepHoM KaBkase... MBI ieiicTBOBAIN yMeEJIO.

' bapuert T. HoBag kapra Ilenrarona, uiau I[ToueMy aMepUKaHLBI BOEBAIA U
oynyt BoeBath B XXI Beke. beaopycckuii npoexkm, 19 anpens 2003. [Barnett Th.
P.M. Novaya karta Pentagona, ili Pochemu amerikanci voevali I budut voevat v
XXI veke [The Pentagon's New Map. It Explains Why We're Going To War, And
Why We'll Keep Going To War]. Belorussky proekt [ Belorussian project], 19 April
2003. Available at: http://www.belproject.com/2003/04/pentagon-new-map/
(accessed 23.01.2017).
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Mpbl co3naiu TaM aHapXxuio, Bo30yXaasi OHY TPyTIIy HaceleHus Ipo-
TUB APYroii — M cTapajirch B 3TO BpeMsl opraHu3oBath padounx. M sto
HaM yaaja0ch. Mbl JOJKHBI CO31aTh MEXITYHAPOIHYIO aHAPXUIO, KOTOpast
TTOJKHA TIPEIIIIECTBOBATh YCTAHOBJIEHUIO KOMMYHUCTUIECKOTO CTPOS B
MupoBoM MaciuTabe. M 3T1o Ham ygactest»!. Ho 3To BeICKa3bIBaHUE OT-
HOCHUTCSI K PEBOJIIOLIMOHHOMY MEePUOIYy POCCUIMCKON UCTOPUU U HE MO-
KET CIIY>KUTH TOBOIOM IUTSI TIOCTYJIAaTOB 00 «M3BEYHON arpeCCUBHOCTI»
PYCCKUX.

Amepukanckoe «Ilocoome mo Ttaktuke Poccum B BoiiHe»: ¢ 00JbHOI
rOJIOBBI HA 3/10POBYIO?

Kaxk coob6manocs B m3ganum National Interest, I'pymnma mo accume-
TpUYHOI BoiiHe cyxomyTHBIX BolicK CIIIA BrimycTuia «Ilocobue mo Bo-
eHHoIi TakTuke Poccuu mpu BemeHMU rMOpUIHON BOMHBI». OCHOBHOM
CMEICT 2TOit myOnukauuu B TpakToBKe National Interest 3axirogaercs
B TOM, 4To Poccus B mociieaHue ronbl OyATo ObI ciesiaia CTaBKy Ha CMEHY
PEXMMOB B Pa3IMYHbIX CTpaHaX IMpHU TMOAIEPXKKE MECTHOTO HACEJIeHUS.
B poccuiickux uzgaHusIx cpasy Xe Hauald MedaTraTbecsl ONPOBEepKEHUS
— C pe3KOi KpUTUKOI TOCOOMSI.

Ha camom nene, B mocoOuu B 00IIEeM-TO CKOpee JIeJIaeTCsl BEIBOI 00
ymepeHHocTu Poccuu, o ToM, 4TO OHa MpUJiaraeT yCuius, 4Toobl nzbe-
>KaThb BOMHBI, M BOOOIE CTPEMUTCS BO3IEPKUBATHCS OT OOJBIIMX BOIH.
Ho onHoBpeMeHHO Ha caMoOM jejie mpuMeHuTeapHo K Poccun ckasa-
HO, YTO «HOBOI 1IEJIbIO SIBJIIETCSl He moOena B KOHMJIMKTE, HO CMEHa
pexkuMmar?. «He Bce ciydan cMeHBI peXXMMOB TPEOYIOT pa3pelieHns ITy-
TeM BOE€HHOI1 ornepauu. Ho Korna BOeHHbIX 3aIeCTBYIOT, 3TO MPOUC-
XOIUT C TIOMOILBIO U Yepe3 MOCPENCTBO MECTHOTO HaceIeHUsl. YuacTue

'BonkoB C.B. Yepnas knuea umen, komopvim ve mecmo na kapme Poccuu. [Volkov
S.V. Chernaya kniga imen, kotorim ne mesto na karte Rossii | Black book of names
that do not have place on the map of Russia]]. Available at: http://www.e-reading.
club/chapter.php/1031018/3/Volkov_Chernaya_kniga imen%2C_kotorym_ne_
mesto_na_karte Rossii.html (accessed 23.01.2017).

2 The U.S. Army’s Handbook for Defeating Russia in a War (2017). Available at:
http://lingualeo.com/ru/jungle/this-is-the-us-armys-handbook-for-defeating-
russia-in-a-war-5470744# /page/4 (accessed 23.01.2017).
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MECTHBIX CUJI IIPHIAeT BECOMOCTh BOGHHOI aKIIMM Ha MEXIyHapOTHOMI
apeHe»!. To ecTh ToNydaeTcs MO CTaBIIEil TpagWULIMOHHOM cxeme: MBbl
0OBUHSIEM, HAC OOBUHSIIOT.
k ok ok

YTto MOXHO cKa3aThb 1o 3ToMy noBomay? YTto cMeHa peXXuMoB He3a-
koHHa. Ho 3mech MBI oIsITh Bo3BpamiaemMcsl K Hadany. OmHako Ipe-
CTaBJISICTCSI BaXKHBIM ellle pa3 IMOIYepKHYTh, UTO HaAO IPOTUBOCTOSTh
HapyLIeHUSIM MEXIYHApOAHOro IpaBa M CO CBOEH CTOPOHBI CTpe-
MUTBHCS O€1aTh «HE TaK, KaK OHMU», a KaK JOJKHO: B COOTBETCTBUU
C MEXAYHAPOIHBIM ITPaBOM U BCEMEPHBIM YUETOM HYKI B IIEPBYIO OUe-
pelb JaHHOIO0 KOHKPETHOIO Hapoja, CTPaJalollero B pe3yabTaTe ode-
penHoro KoHgaukra. YTo monmTuKa He HOJDKHA OBITh TOJLKO JIMIIb
pallMOHAJIbHOI M MparMaTU4YHOI, HO U PYKOBOJCTBOBATLCS COOOpa-
KEeHUSIMU Mopaiu, 0jlara U crpaBeaInBoCcTU. Ha mpoTrsokeHnn MHO-
rux pecsatmwietuit B CHIA ncxonmim u3 DOMyCTUMOCTUA BMEILIMBATHCS
B JIeJla JPYIUX CTPaH, 3aHUMAaThCI «CMEHOM PEXMMOB», 0a3upysCh Ha
COOCTBEHHBIX IIPENCTAaBICHUSIX O JOKHOM, 1 OTHIOAb HE BCerma Cuu-
TasiCh C MEXIYHAPOIHBIM IpaBoM. To, 4TO MocieaHue ABa Mpe3nuaeHTa
— TIpKU BCEM Pa3IUUMU UX TTOAXOJ0B — He JEKIAPUPYIOT MOMIEPKKHA
JAHHOW KOHILIETIIUU, SBJseTCs maroM Brepén. OmHaKo 5TO OKa3bIBa-
€TCS BEPHBIM B TOM cJIydae, eCIy MOAKPEIJIEHO pealbHbIMU EeCTBU -
amu. AnmuHuctpanus O6ambl, oOxermmuch Ha JIuBum, B naabHeneM
JEMOHCTPUPOBAaJja ONpeAesIeHHYI0O YMEPEHHOCTh BO BHEIIIHEHN MOJIUTH-
ke. JoHampn TpaMm Takke 3asBisI 00 OTKa3e OT «CMEHBI pEXUMOB»
¥ IEeKJIapUpOBajl OOJBIIYI0O OTCTPAHEHHOCTh OT MEXAYHAPOIHOM IT0-
JIUTUKU. Ho Tipu 3TOM OH MapajuielIbHO Iejiajl 00eBUThbIE 3asiBIICHUS
O TOTOBHOCTH Mpuberath K 6ojee PEIIUTEIbHBIM CUJIOBBIM MEpaM.
BropoueMm, B TOM, 4TO KacaeTcsl pecnyOJMKAHCKON agMUHUCTpALNU,
MoKa MpeXIeBPEMEHHO JeaTh ONpeAe/IeHHbIC 3aKIIIOUeHUSI OTHOCU-
TEJIbHO e MOJIMTUKU, YIUTHIBAasI KAaK 3a4acTyl0 CIIOHTAHHBIE, UMITYJIb-
CHBHBIC U TIPOTUBOPEUMBbBIC IEHCTBUS U 3asIBJIEHUs camoro Tpamma,
TaK U TO, YTO OH OKa3bIBAETCS OJOKMPOBAHHBIM B CBOUX ITOCTYITKAaX
BCJICACTBUAE aKTUBHOI'O IIPOTUBOACICTBUS CO CTOPOHBI IPYTUX MHCTU-
TYTOB BJIACTYU U MOJIUTUYECKOTO UCTECOIUIIIMEHTA.

! Ibidem.
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Bcé ckazanHoe Bbiliie 1Mo nooay noautuku CoenuHeHHbIX [lITaToB
HY>KHO HETPEMEeHHO YYUTBIBaTh, KakK CliefyeT 00s13aTeJIbHO MPUHUMATh BO
BHMMaHME U HAITMOHAJIbHYIO CIIeLIM(MUKY 3TOI CTpaHbl, HO HE HaJI0 MOA0-
3peBaTh aMepPUKAHCKOE PYKOBOACTBO B TOM, YTO OHO CTOUT 3a BCEM, MPO-
HCXOISIIMM B MUPE, Y UTO 3a0KEaHCKUE MOJTUTUKY alipruOpy 3aMHTEPECO-
BaHBI B pa3KUTAaHUY KPU3KUCOB 1 IIPOBOIIMPOBAHNH Xa0ca', YTO MX LIeTb —
paspyliarb, 4YTOObI yrpaBisiTb. He ToJibko poccuiickre npornaraHaucThl,
HO, K COXaJIEHUI0, U MHOTHE OTeUECTBEHHbIE MTOJIMTOJIOTU U UIEOJIOTH TTe-
pelLIi OT COBETCKOM WUJUTIO3UU «MUPOBOTO paboUe-KPECThSIHCKOTO JBU-
SKEHMST» K WJUTI03UM siKoObl Hacaxknaemoro CIIA «yrpaBiisieMoro xaocas.
CMeHWIICS TOJIbKO BbICBEUMBAEMblii BEKTOp — B COBETCKME BpeMeHa OH
BBICTpaMBaJICsl UCXO/IsI OYATO Obl OT HAC («YTHETEHHBIX HAPOIOB» U «BCETO
MPOrPEeCCUBHOIO YeJIOBEYECTBA») U CUUTAJICS «ITPOTPECCUBHBIM», TENEPh
OynTo ObI «OT HUX» U CTaJl perpeccuBHBIM. OHAKO MOMOOHbIE TTPEICTaB-
JIGHUSI MelllaloT BUJETh JEHCTBUTEIbHYIO KAaPTUHY MUpa U BbICTpauBaTh
9 (HEKTUBHYIO BHEIIIHIOI TOJUTUKY, UYTO OCOOEHHO OIAacCHO B YCJIOBHUSIX
o0oCTpUBLIECS MEXITyHapOIHO 0OCTaAHOBKM.

A U1 aMepuKaHIIEB XapaKTepHO KJIUIIMPOBAHHOE U TOXE HYXKIal0-
1eecsl B KOppeKLMH TpeacTaBiaeHue, oynro 0ol y Poccun — «moctum-
MEePCKUi CUHIPOM», YTO OHA XOUYET BOCCTAHOBUTD BJIMSIHME HA ObIBILIEM
COBETCKOM MPOCTPAHCTBE WJIM J1aXKe 3aXBaTUTb COCEIHUE CTPaHbl WJIH,
Mo KpaitHeil Mepe, TOMMHUPOBATH TaM. 3a4acTyl0 TaKue OLEHKU CBSI-
3aHbl C aHIJIO-CAKCOHCKMMM CTEPEOTUIIaMU, C IKCTpamnosiueidl coo-
CTBEHHBIX Mojesell moBeneHuss Ha Poccuio, HO, KOHEYHO, COOBITHUS
B I'py3uun, KpbiMy 1 Ha BoCcTOKe YKpauHBI Jajiyd MOIIHBINA TOJIYOK TO-
OOHBIM ornaceHusiM. HeoOxonumo npearnpuHuMaTh nocjienoBaTebHbIe
YCUJIUSI, YTOOBI MEHSITh CJIOXKUBIIYIOCS HETAaTUBHYIO Mapajurmy, 1oMath
JIOXHBIE TIPECTaBICHUS U BBIXOAUTH U3 TYTNIMKA, B KOTOPbIN 3alllIn IBY-
CTOPOHHHE OTHOILLIEHUS.

! byonoBa H.W. Boennsriit aktop B monutuke bapaka O6ambl. Pazopyicenue
u 6ezonacrocms. OTB. pen. Ap6atoB A.I., byonosa H.M1. Mocksa, UMODMO
PAH, 2014, 245 c. C. 82. [Bubnova N.I. Voenny factor v politike Baraka Obami
[Military Factor in the Politics of Barack Obamal. Razorujenie i bezopasnost
[Disarmament and Security]. Arbatov A.G., Bubnova N.I., eds. Moscow,
IMEMO RAS, 2014, 245 p. P. 82.]
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Poccusi u EBpona: HoBble AujieMMbI B 00,1aCTH 0€30MaCHOCTH

Buxmop Musun

Russia and Europe: New Security Dilemmas
Victor Mizin

The turbulent developments after the outbreak of the crisis in and over
Ukraine, the accession of Crimea and the lingering Syrian crisis, have
completely changed the outlook of the world and of European politics. The
entire structure and configuration of the European polity established by
Yalta, Helsinki and the Basic EU-Russia Act agreements are nowadays put
into question. The well-known tenets of the post-post-Cold War era and
hopes for a New World Order seem to be reversed, and certain observers
even started speculating about the advent of a new Cold War, a ‘hybrid
Cold War’ or Cold War 2.0. We now live in a new world which is still to
be defined in the terms of a novel political science (that needs innovative
methods similar to the situation when quantum mechanics was introduced
to physics in the 1920s) and needs to be thoroughly analysed. Contrary
to many euphoric expectations, Russia has not entered ‘the democratic
Western family of nations’ and largely remains ‘a continent apart’ and —
in the eyes of many Western critics — a clone of the late Soviet Union, only
without the Communist ideology.

Never since the beginning of the 1960s were the relations between
Russia and its Western partners — with information wars raging and the
sanctions war continuing — so strained. Russian political science pundits
have concluded that the West once again has chosen the strategy of
containment regarding Russia, which is still (again) described as a foe and
major security threat — almost on par with the notorious ISIS. All this has
exacerbated old Moscow grievances as was first succinctly formulated by
President Putin in his famous Munich speech of 2007 and his statement at
the UNGA sessions to the point that the West uses a double- standards’
approach and does not regard Russia as an equal, respected and reliable
partner.

On the other hand, many voices in the West demand the delineation
of a new policy to offset Moscow’s ‘new intransigence’ because, as they
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see it, Putin’s Russia rejects the existing international system’s norms and
thwarts post-WWII rules that have guided the European order, meaning
that Russia’s policy is lacking any legitimacy. They allege that the ‘Russian
annexation of Crimea and open support of separatist forces in the troubled
eastern regions of Ukraine’ have shown that the Kremlin has decided to
act independently — disregarding the Western critics. In and by Russia this
is seen as the sustainment of Russia’s vital geopolitical interests and some
kind of ‘revenge for the alleged humiliation and inattention’ it suffered
from the Western side in the 1990s.

Moscow — despite its apparent though arguable economic feebleness
— hasreached global prominence, enjoys almost undisputed influence and
its ‘foreign policy capitalisation® or the presence at international ‘radars’
has overreached, in certain aspects, even the Soviet global clout at its
highest point. This once again makes Russia almost ready to compete with
the USA. Not considering the EU a serious interlocutor, it pretends to
become the leader of those parts of the world where the elites and masses
are tired of the ‘eternal American diktat’.

The pitch of controversial adversarial rhetoric on both sides seems to
put into oblivion not only the outlines of a ‘common security space’ and
the entire heritage of Russia-West relations in modern times but buries all
hopes for the further promotion of arms control or a constructive build-
up of deeper confidence and a relationship of trust between Russia and
the West. The vision of a Common community space ‘from Lisbon to
Vladivostok’ or a world free from nuclear weapons, or further —and deeper
— cuts in nuclear arsenals appears irrelevant in the current situation. Are
those processes, therefore, an impasse — at least for the time being? I am
rather optimistic in this regard.

Moscow’s observers tend to state that Russia’s aspiration to become
a ‘strategic ally’ of the West (though many in NATO habitually prefer
not to regard Moscow as such!) was arguably ignored in the 1990s. Their
Western colleagues retort that Russia has never made any moves towards
actual democratic changes and sound market reforms which would have
helped to integrate it into a community of free European nations. Moscow
eluded actual ‘de-Sovietisation’, which would have included a thorough
lustration process for the high-placed USSR Communist party officials
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and KGB officers, the Berufsverbots for the apparatchiks of the Ancien
regime — as implemented in most of the other ex-Warsaw Pact states
(which has, though not without difficulties or Angst of the ex-apparatchiks,
ultimately turned the Communist-ruled former GDR into an integral part
of the unified Germany). The current bland of socially—oriented modern
capitalism has never worked in post-Soviet Russia.

Ideologically, the new Russian ‘elites’ never shared the fundamental
traditional Western values. This all led to confrontation on issues ranging
from basics of democratic rule and principles of governance, separation of
powers, human rights and freedoms to the approach toward the resolution
of almost all major international crises. The diametrically opposite
attitudes of the Western and Russian elites have been, for example, lately
demonstrated by Moscow’s stance on the ‘Charlie Hebdo’ affair or certain
Western officials’ reaction to the Russian activity in Ukraine or Syria.

No doubt, all these malign developments have particularly affected the
relations with Russia’s traditional European partners, specifically with the
European Union.

Since the demise of the Communist state Russia is painstakingly trying
to define its national identity rocking between the acknowledgment that
it is historically an integral part of Europe, a European nation, though a
specific one, and certain pipe dreams about the creation of a ‘Eurasian’
entity or even claims to be a separate ‘Continent-Russia’, something like
an island in the geopolitical Eurasian heartland. Many contemporary
politicians and commentators in Moscow tend to ignore the fact that due
to the influx of European technological prowess in the eighth century
Russia has become a powerful empire with considerable military might
and diplomatic clout only as a result of swift Westernisation under Peter
the Great without whom it would have evolved into a semi-colony like the
ancient China. It is thus that it has become a major player in the European
affairs.

Ever since the 14th century, European written sources contained
statements mentioning the dream for a united Europe. This continent was
marked not only as the cradle of modern global civilization, science and
the world’s technological workshop but also as the arena of bloody wars
and revolts. The 19th century launched the slogan of the ‘United States

101



of Europe’ after the US Civil war. The quest for this only heightened after
two World Wars with their terrible scourge. But only after the defeat of
Nazism the New Europe’s founding fathers like Winston Churchill, Jean
Monnet, Robert Schuman, Altiero Spinelli, Walter Hallstein, Konrad
Adenauer and many others supported by the aspirations of the general
public launched the idea of a United Europe and European institutions.
The goal was seemingly obvious — the restoration of the ruined economy,
prevention of major future wars and curbing of the long-time German
militarism and aggressiveness. The tacit underlying hope was to compete
with the growing US preponderance and control over the Western part of
the continent stimulated first by the ‘Marshall Plan’ and the creation of
NATO where America was the dominating actor.

Moscow’s attitude towards European integration

Thus the process of European integration was launched starting in 1948.
It has proved that not only sovereign states can find satisfactory peaceful
solutions to long-term disputes which had previously led to devastating
conflicts, but also how they can explore opportunities through mutually
beneficial cooperation rather than traditional competition.

Moscow regarded this with great and ever-growing suspicion as the
consolidation of opposing economic and military potentials and a kind
of springboard for its archrival the USA. Then and now Moscow made
fun of the EU as a stooge and protectorate of the USA, an entity whose
foreign policy and even economy are controlled from the other shore of
the Atlantic. Then and now the Russian strategy was to unravel European
integration, to confront it with its own integration projects and tear off
Europe from the US command and cooperation. Therefore, Russia was
closely monitoring the processes and constant crises in EU — with the idea
of using any dissenting voices, factors and internal contradictions in the
alliance present due to the natural differences and inequalities between its
members. In this vein, Moscow had a stake in those European forces that
argued for a constructive, respectful dialogue with Moscow.

Reasonable minds in Moscow understand that the eventual collapse of
the EU (of which it is so fashionable now to speculate among the Russian
‘pundits’) would be something like ‘the greatest geopolitical disaster of
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the 21st century’ and could prompt greater unpredictability in the entire
region. This is obvious in a situation where Europe remains a major
economic partner for Russia with 42, 5 % of its foreign trade as well as the
main political interlocutor and the major source of modern technologies
and know-how. Despite playing with the ‘Third Energy package’ the EU
is unable to neutralise Gazprom’s monopoly that only would become
stronger with ‘Nord Stream’ I and I1 and the ‘Turkish Stream’ projects.

However, today, after the relations have soured so much, it is clear
that Moscow and Brussels are to formulate and promote a new pattern
of interaction having in mind how closely they are connected historically,
economically and politically. Officially Moscow is pleading for reviving
an equitable partnership and an even-handed cooperation between the
EU and the Russia-dominated alliances and groupings. This could be a
hard task in the ambiance of a new self-assertive and stronger Russia and
with the EU becoming more politicised and tumultuous, as both sides are
turning into rather rigid, inflexible negotiating partners.

Russia’s attitude towards the EU’s foreign and security policy

So, whatisthe EU’s place in the changing global environment? The new
‘Global Strategy for the European Union’s Foreign and Security Policy’,
presented by High Representative Federica Mogherini and welcomed by
all 28 EU leaders on 28 June 2017, intends to chart a course to the future. It
stresses the need for a stronger Europe, especially now, in the aftermath of
the UK referendum on EU membership. (Opinion polls have shown that
70% of EU citizens have been in favour of a common security and defence
policy since 2002 and a recent survey confirmed that the European public
wants the EU to play a more active role in world affairs).

Russia habitually questions the effectiveness and realism of the EU’s
CFSP. Moscow is not ready to backpedal or compromise in matters of
principle, especially regarding Europe as a vastly fledgling community
in the face of the much-hyped Russian ‘resurgence’. However, the goal
of enhancing ties and dialogue with Brussels, even in times of crisis and
rising divergences is evident to many Russian experts and politicians.

That does not mean, of course, that Moscow will stop to exploit the
growing weakness of European institutions: the organisational chaos
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which became clear after the eurozone crisis, the threats the unruly
influx of migrants posed to EU unity, the worries about Grexit or Brexit
or other new national referendums on a walkout, the rising asymmetrical
economic development with varying speeds of integration, the general
economic, political and social tensions, such as the widening of social
inequality, the growing gap between the ‘capitalist’ elite and the majority
of the population.

Many in the Russian political class observe that the entire EU
integration infrastructure (at some point a matter of envy or even a model
for Moscow) developed over decades of coordinating various interests,
pulled by the ‘Franco-German locomotive’ and achieved by intricate
negotiation processes over numerous complex issues, now passes through
difficult times characterised by a growing populism, legitimacy collapse
testing the limits of solidarity between Member States. All this could lead
either to a kind of catharsis (like the Chinese see any crisis as a source
for new opportunities) or to an imminent overall debacle. The economic
crisis that started in 2008 has not yet ended.

The Russian authorities count on an unrelenting EU dependence on
Russian gas, the growing pressure of the European business that allegedly
loses billions of euros in the sanctions campaign and a growing resentment
in European capitals against what is more and more seen as a ‘Brussels
Diktat’. Moreover, Moscow gurus opine that the EU — notwithstanding
recently issued programmatic ‘global influence’ documents — lacks long-
term vision, strategy or a guiding philosophy and is unable to cope with
incoming challenges, not actually ready to assume novel responsibilities.
Russian experts like to stress that almost no strictly political action plans
since the adoption of the Maastricht Treaty have proven very successful.
They point to the ‘crisis of normative leadership’ when in the face of
arising Islamist terrorism threat and the migration conundrum several EU
Member States pursue a course that openly contradicts the basic European
values of tolerance and freedom of expression. The common line in such
analysis is that the EU is now divided at least in three groups: Old Europe,
New Europe and ‘decrepit pariahs’. They emphasise that European unity
is in crisis, and it remains unclear whether the EU can recover its overall
effectiveness and its ability to promote the development of each Member
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State. Thus Moscow doubts that the idea that ‘European integration
emerges from each crisis stronger than before’ is still valid.

The necessity of Russia-EU cooperation

However, the current turn of tide in European integration is not a sign
of death. Germany will continue to pursue its long-time policy of EU
consolidation trying to bring the integration process to its final stage. Also,
many states are actually economically dependent on or benefit from Brussels.
Even after a devastating Brexit, the EU will hold about 15% of the global GDP
remaining a major economic player, third after the USA and China.

The EU will therefore remain a major partner for Russia, even
despite the latter’s growing alliance with China which is also a sign of its
resentment with Europe’s rebukes. Russia’s much-touted ‘Pivot to Asia’
is more of a propaganda move; China could for example never provide the
technology or managerial skills for Russia’s modernisation plans — these
are only attainable from the EU. (Still Russia is working hard to show
it is reorienting eastwards; its trade with China in 2016 for the first time
prevailing over the one with Germany. Russia has slid to fourth place after
the US, China and Switzerland as the EU’s trading partner).

A promising area of collaboration is, however paradoxical, the fight
against the Islamist terrorist threat and cooperation on regional security
issues. True, the Russian military never considered the EU a military
heavyweight regarding it as just a logistic appendix to NATO — what many
EU members’ leaders never contradicted. So the claims of the threat of any
imminent ‘European army’ to Russian security that are put forward in the
wake of certain testing statements in Europe are just for PR and ’info war’
usage. Actually, the EU enthusiasm over military cooperation has now
practically disappeared; is restricted to limited policing or peacekeeping
missions. At the same time, Russia could provide a model of excellence
for coping with internal security, migration and terrorism problems, even
despite concerns about its human rights’ abuses that as Moscow retorts
are necessary, just as in the USA, in order to provide for greater domestic
security and public stability.

Ukraine, no doubt, remains the major salient dilemma. The sanctions
adopted since 2014, have been the first since the Cold war and applying
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economic pressure on Moscow and continuously extended every half year,
they have further exacerbated the bilateral tensions, actually rupturing
many avenues of dialogue. They have instilled the feeling in Russian society,
currently very keen on regaining almost great power status in world politics
and military affairs, that the EU and Europe are not friendly partners and
by no means a model for replication. Real progress has to be made on this
issue before relations can return to normal. In my eyes it is clear that the
Minsk IT agreement frequently saluted by the leading EU members and its
members in the Normandy format talks is almost defunct.

Furthermore, Moscow will observe jealously any EU attempts to extend
its influence and presence in the post-Soviet are. This means that we could
indeed expect growing tensions and competition regarding EU moves to
strengthen cooperation not only with Kyiv but also with Moldova, Belarus,
any Black Sea and Balkan states and even with the Central Asian countries.
Consequently, Moscow would only be happy to see Eastern Partnership
wither, as much as it understands that Brussels also will strive to prove that
for Ukraine, Georgia and Moldova, the European Union remains a more
attractive option than Russia and the Eurasian Economic Union.

Therefore, many in Moscow’s political circles are against the
termination of the Partnership and Cooperation Agreement of 1997.
Although somehow outdated, it provides guarantees of minimum legal
protection to Russian economic interests. At the same time, in the current
circumstances Moscow is not ready for any new initiatives to resume
talks on a new strategic agreement that could practically lead nowhere,
although potentially being a further stabilising factor (though Great
Britain’s departure demands possible revision of the document). On its
part, Russia is ready for talks with individual states on important bilateral
issues as migration, energy (including nuclear), science, cooperation in
space, cyber security, the formation of a Greater Eurasian Partnership,
etc.

Russia and the EU could also develop a ‘road map’ for the Eurasian
Economic Union-EU dialogue, that besides many other things would
help Moscow’s dialogue with China and other Asian partners and could
lead to a broader scheme ‘from Shanghai to Kaliningrad’, which is so far,
of course, vastly infeasible.
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In a broader context, Russia actually is a natural partner for the EU
in discussing such topics as the migration crisis now haunting the EU,
the situation in the Balkans, where Bosnia-Herzegovina still remains
apowder keg, in the Greater Middle East and Northern Africa, specifically
in Libya and Syria, in Iran and Irag. HR Mogherini already suggested
consultations on North Korean nuclear-missile issue, though I do not
see how Moscow despite its recent accommodation proposals and UNSC
permanent member status could be really helpful. Generally, there are, in
my opinion, almost no controversies between the EU and Russia on the
issues of arms control.

Neither Russia, nor the European Union are interested in a new version
of Syria-like instability, an escalation of the current level of confrontation
in Europe, especially in the Baltic area, with the new forces’ deployments
after 2014 developing into a full-scale arms race or, worse, a large-scale
regional war involving a direct military conflict between Russia and
NATO. Here the role of the EU as the European pillar of NATO cannot
be overestimated.

The parties seem to agree on the importance to strengthen the crisis-
management capabilities of the OSCE, its monitoring mechanisms
in conflict areas, as well as on instruments for crisis prevention and
resolution. They are now, not without friction, tested in the eastern
Ukraine separatist-held areas.

It is of paramount importance to resume the military dialogue
between Russia and NATO (with the active participation of its core EU
members) and the US. The focus should be on developing new measures
to prevent direct military collisions on the ground and in the air, sea and
cyberspace, on creating constant channels of communication between
defence ministries and military headquarters, and on developing new
rules of conduct that would prevent dangerous military activity. Nothing
meanwhile prevents the ever-eager regional arms control community to
mull over and propose certain new ideas which might be useful when the
time for them finally ripens.

As the Ukrainian issue is now the key irritant in the EU-NATO-Russia
relations; what is rather more promising is a start of discussions of new
outlines for a perspective European security architecture. It is important
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to avoid such conflicts in Europe in the future while maintaining the
inviolability of borders and sovereignty of states, their territorial integrity,
and at least, to preserve the spirit of Helsinki. At the same time, it is vitally
important for the West to prevent ‘Bosniasation’ of the unarguably pro-
Russian Ukrainian east; currently seized by leftist-separatists and or the
creation of another eternal ‘frozen conflict’” in Europe (what might happen
if peacekeepers are deployed there as separatists demand now).

Measures aimed at the restoration of a climate of mutual trust and
cooperation

What is needed and can, apparently, be realised are various step-by-
step, cautious measures aimed at the restoration of a climate of mutual
trust and cooperation in the security sphere in Wider Europe.

These measures should be focused on a range of confidence-building
measures and transparency-promoting mechanisms, primarily in the
specific parts of the European theatre, with a special accent on the most
endangered Baltic and Black Sea ‘flanks’. This could arguably recover the
current crisis and bring us into a new and safer dimension of ‘hard’ Euro-
Atlantic security. While the American administration is now portrayed
in Moscow as the worst, it seems that the initiative to breach the current
stalemate must come from Russia’s European neighbours (presumably,
Germany as formerly the preferred Russian interlocutor) and would be in
the interest of the Baltic states, Poland, Romania and Bulgaria.

These measures could include:

» Creation of a joint group of unofficial experts which can suggest
some new mechanisms and new tenets for strategic stability for the
Euro-Atlantic theatre, as it is clear that the Yalta-Potsdam order and
the Helsinki regime of the 1970s have now been largely ‘overtaken
by events’ (double track or ‘old wise (wo)men’ option).They could
first work on the comparison of the Russian and Western approaches
describing not just the present state of relations, but also the outlines
of a suggested future, this mechanism could develop new principles
and ideas on what practical measures could be introduced for
greater transparency and pragmatic, efficient confidence-building
measures, to start making the strategic doctrines of the two sides
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more compatible and less mutually threatening, in short, how to
disassemble the material remnants of the Cold War. Discussions
to develop new outlines of global strategic stability — including,
on the thorny issues of the European Phased Adaptive Approach
(EPAA) and non-strategic nuclear weapons (NSNWs) could also be
envisioned.

At first, the experts can explore the principle and outlines of the
envisioned future Euro-Atlantic security architecture as well as
major challenges on this path and a programme of step-by-step
accomplishments to ease the present-day tensions in relations, the
role of institutions in the Euro-Atlantic security architecture (NATO,
NATO-Russia Council, OSCE, EU, CSTO, Eurasian Union, etc.)
and also the way toward improving the security of areas and states
in the Euro-Atlantic region that are not members of any grouping or
blocks.

One could also suggest the establishment of a new set of
communication links between the Russian and the NATO military
that could enhance mutual predictability and foster the promotion of
better comprehension and greater trust, based on timely notifications
of future moves. The experts could develop the outlines of the system
of notifications on military aviation flights and manoeuvres of naval
vessels, i.e. in the Baltic and Black Seas (to avoid anxiety during the
other side’s manoeuvres or patrolling flights in the vicinity of other’s
borders). Both NATO and Russia could practice a broader system of
inviting representatives to their respective manoeuvres and envision
more joint peacekeeping and terrorist-fighting operations. It would
be especially useful in conventional arms control in Europe, where
efforts to revive the dialogue have failed.

Both sides could, for example, examine what kind of positive security
guarantees from Moscow, NATO member states, such as Poland and
the Baltic countries, could await — in such term as local/regional
transparency and confidence-building measures, greater openness
about large scale military exercises in bordering areas and greater
openness regime. The same counts for warning against planned snap
exercises.
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* Non-stationing of military assets and contingents, not having
military manoeuvres close to the border with RF-NATO can also be
discussed. Moscow could, in turn, demand more guarantees against
the rapid deployment of NATO forces or at least some limits and
more predictability regarding their deployment in eastern Europe.

* Moscow could, for example, assure the non-stationing or limitation
of the number of ‘Iskander-M’ missiles in the Kaliningrad area and
give guarantees for non-deployment of tactical nuclear weapons
there. It would be interesting to return to examining the possibility
of a non-nuclear zone in central (eastern) Europe —‘Rapacki plan’
under the present conditions.

In sum, what is needed is a package of crisis-de-escalation and
prevention instruments such as sub-regional transparency and confidence-
building measures, more openness on large-scale military exercises in
border areas, strengthening of the inspections regime in a cost-effective
way. Moscow could demand more guarantees against rapid deployment
NATO forces which it regards as a threat (something like a no-troops-
increase zone along the NATO-Russia borderland). This could eventually
lead to a European security environment which would be acceptable and
attractive both for Moscow and the West, while effectively precluding or
quickly alleviating the outbreak of any major conflicts (such as the present
one in Ukraine or the earlier ‘frozen’ ones).

This set of proposals may be too extensive and unrealistic for the
moment. However, launching such a discussion process could lead us
to the stabilisation of the current situation. Russia is deeply interested in
good, solid relations with the West while the EU and NATO do not reject
Moscow as a partner, i.e. suggesting a dialogue and cooperation between
the Eurasian Economic Union and the EU or Moscow’s collaboration in
meeting new challenges — from Afghanistan, to WMD non-proliferation,
to fighting the ‘Islamic State’ and Islamist terrorism or dealing with the
new economic Crisis.

In these difficult times, Russia and EU and NATO members must
show that they are still active and responsible multilateral players. What is
needed today is a programme to crush the deep-frozen ice packs in bilateral
relations and introduce a new set of confidence-building measures. That
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would bring about a new quality in the relations between Moscow and the
West and strengthen mutual reliance and collaboration.

Today it is important to concentrate on the issues of implementation
of existing arms control instruments such as the new START, INF or the
OSCE’s Vienna Document — preventing the outbreak of a novel arms
race. It is critical that the current crisis does not undermine the traditional
constructive collaboration between the United States and Russia on non-
proliferation issues. P-5 seems now the only remaining place (despite the
evident cooling of relations among the nuclear weapon states) where the
Western members can push Moscow to be more receptive to new ideas
on how to save the face of nuclear weapons’ stakeholders, including the
idea of a future multilateral dialogue on further reductions of strategic
weapons — in view of the 2015 NPT Review Conference.

EU Member States and Russia must then engage in discussions over
the control of conventional and nuclear arms, as well as the potential arms
race in Europe, including tactical nuclear weapons and deployment of
US-NATO missile defence.

It is especially viable in the conventional arms control in Europe which
is now after Moscow’s suspension of CFE in 2007. There are seemingly
no clues how to revive it. The EU, NATO and Russia could work on the
outlines of some sort of adapted follow-up to the CFE Treaty. Managing
insecurity by regional Baltic Sea states through the kind of risk reduction and
confidence-building measures and constructively resuming the dialogue at
the NATO-Russia Council could be very propitious for the general climate
of sanctions in the European region. This could potentially bring about the
process of moving to lower numbers of ‘tactical’ nuclear arms in Europe in
the future taking into account the dual-use role of their launchers.

Despite Moscow’s current reticence, the EU and NATO could prod
Russia into starting work on detailing and adapting the Vienna document
which is the main guarantor of European stability and predictability in
military matters.

The INF Treaty is also at stake — though Russian, EU and US experts
put forward iwnteresting ideas how to mend it and alleviate mutual
suspicions through adopting a set on new MOUSs describing and defining
the areas of concern.
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Generally, all this should lead to new efforts to develop a picture of
an eventual European security ambiance which could be acceptable and
attractive both for Moscow and the West. Outlines of a possible document
(statement, declaration) can be worked out. That is why what I have in
mind is a kind of ‘long-term project’ which will be noticed in expert and
political community and, hopefully, influence the public discourse. This
is, in my view, an urgent imperative of these tumultuous historic times
when novel actions and the New Thinking is needed.

Russia remains — despite the recent fallbacks — an indispensable part
of European civilisation. It could only applaud the 5 principles of RF-EU
relations aired by the EU in 2016. We could then discuss the return to four
common spaces declared in Saint-Petersburg in 2003.

Both the EU and Russia must propose the outlines of civilised
relations, including the observance of agreed upon rules and norms
of communication. The collapse of the EU as a key partner is not in
Moscow’s vital interests — though the deep divergences will continue
to persist, especially on visa or the Ukraine-Crimea issues. What Russia
needs is not a frail and fragmented, but rather an efficient and cohesive
EU for successful cooperation on the large number of international issues,
not least as a counterbalance to the USA or China, as well as it needs the
EU as a major economic and technological partner. The EU, predictably,
will remain critical of Moscow concerning human rights and domestic
governance issues which can only aggravate close to the 2018 presidential
elections in Russia. Still, both sides could think about negotiating a brief
framework agreement as a kind of ‘code of conduct’ document.

Russia was and will remain a key European state and thus an inevitable
partner and interlocutor for the European Union despite all persistent
problems in their relations — and this requires a certain level of good faith
and optimism.
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A Gaza Seaport: New Ideas for Conflict Management!
Ezra Friedman

In January of 2006 Hamas won a sweeping majority in the Palestinian
parliament elections, with an almost outright victory within the electoral
districts of the Gaza Strip.? This in turn led to confrontation with the secu-
lar leaning Fatah whom Hamas would go on to violently eject from the
Gaza Strip in 2007, leading to the current split of the Palestinian Authority
(PA) with Palestinian Liberation Organization (PLO) controlled by Fatah
based in Ramallah and the Gaza Strip controlled solely by Hamas.? It is
important to note that Hamas is considered a terrorist organization by
Israel, the United States and the European Union. Hamas’s takeover of
the Gaza Strip has been followed by a joint Israeli- Egyptian blockade,
one that has all but stopped the flow of goods and people across land, sea
and air borders.* Hamas and Israel have also engaged in several rounds
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of conflict which have not only intensified the blockade, but have led to
massive destruction worth billions of dollars including that of critical in-
frastructure.! The ongoing feud between the PA and Hamas has led to cuts
in PA payments to Israel for electricity to the Gaza Strip and has also seen
Hamas raise tariffs and taxes on Gazans in order to raise revenue. >

The economic situation of the Gaza Strip is seen as particularly dire
and on the verge of collapse. The 2014 round of conflict with Israel caused
1.7 billion dollars in losses to the enclave’s economy, which is contributing
to the ongoing situation.® The unemployment rate is over 40% amongst
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the general population with youth unemployment at almost 60%.! This in
turn contributes to the low Gross Domestic Product (GDP) per person,
which hovers around 1,000 dollars a year.? The restrictions on the entry
of construction material and other items that are considered ‘dual-use’
(items and resources that could be used in a militarily offensive capac-
ity), have been put in place by Israel as a result of tunnel building and
rocket production. These tunnels are used for both smuggling of goods
and for attacking Israel while the rockets are fired at Israel’s populations
centers. This has also put a strain on the economy, as tens if not hundreds
of millions of dollars has been allocated to tunnel development and arms
acquisition as opposed to civilian and critical infrastructure reconstruc-
tion.> Hamas’s levying of taxes on the residents of the Strip, for everything
from imports and exports as well as tobacco and even real-estate has led
to an estimated revenue in the hundreds of million dollars a month and
has placed an extra burden on the people of Gaza as the revenue is being
used to pay the salaries of Hamas officials in the Strip and support their
military effort.* The limits placed on the freedom of movement of Gazans
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since Israel’s withdrawal from the territory in 2005 (coupled with Hamas’s
rise in 2007) has also led to a sharp reduction in per capita income for the
general population who have lost access to jobs within Israel which have
higher wages. This has resulted in Gazans having to search for employ-
ment in the Gaza economy which has less opportunity, is less productive
and has lower earnings.! The destruction caused by conflict with Israel,
coupled with the blockade as well as Hamas’s rule of the Gaza Strip has
led to a serious deterioration in GDP growth rate, employment, wages,
and in increased poverty rate.> The continued de-development of the
economy of the Gaza Strip may lead to its economic collapse in the near
future without a change in the status quo.

The humanitarian situation in the Gaza Strip is dire, with 70%-80% of
Gazans reliant on some form of aid in order to survive.? As of 2015, over
500 000 people are displaced as a result of the 2014 conflict with Israel,
with over 20 000 homes yet to be repaired or rebuilt.* Basic public services
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have also seen serious deterioration, with facilities, access and quality of
said services all in decline or essentially nonexistent in terms of electric-
ity, water, sewage and more.' Gazans are currently provided with a few
hours of sporadic electricity a day, caused by a lack of fuel for the dam-
aged power station within the Strip (imports are restricted by the blockade
and President Abbas cutting payments to Israel to provide electricity to the
Gaza Strip as part of his attempt to reassert PA authority over Hamas).2
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Abbas has also limited shipments of much needed humanitarian goods
that the PA supplies, including medicines, baby milk and other essential
commodities, all in short supply in the Strip." A lack of facilities to treat
sewage and the overuse as well as contamination of the Strip’s only aquifer
is quickly contributing to the Gaza Strip being uninhabitable by 2020.2
But there is potential for an improvement to both economic and hu-
manitarian situation in the Gaza Strip. The Strip is a ticking time bomb,
with it’s almost two million residents growing increasingly desperate.
There are those who would argue that it is in Israel’s best interest to do its
part in improving the worsening situation as Hamas may initiate conflict
with Israel to shift the focus away from crisis within the territory or, in
a worst-case scenario, risk hundreds of thousands of Gazans attempting
to cross over into Israel to escape the ever-deteriorating situation. A step
that Israel can take in helping to relieve the economic and humanitarian
situation in the Gaza Strip is the construction of a Gaza seaport, an idea
being put forward by government ministers and security officials includ-
ing Yisrael Katz, Minister of Transportation, Intelligence, and Atomic
Energy, and Yoav Galant, Minister of Housing and Construction.?
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The idea for the seaport originates in the Declaration of Principles
on Interim Self Government Arrangements (DOP), which was signed by
Israel and the PLO in 1993.! The specifics for this seaport, which include
necessary security arrangements and location were to be achieved through
negotiation as set out in the Gaza-Jericho Agreement in 1994.2 Later
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agreements, which chose the location of the port within the Gaza Strip,
ran into disagreements between Israel and the PA regarding security and
oversight, with the port location being bombed during the Second Intifada
and remaining unused since.'

This seaport would provide for Israel’s security needs which include
a long-term cease fire and the relieving of the crisis in the Gaza Strip.
There are two viable options regarding the creation of a port. The first op-
tion is building a seaport for Gaza. Such a port could be in either Egyptian
or Israeli territory in port cities that have already existing port infrastruc-
ture like El-Arish in Egypt or Ashdod in Israel. Such ports could be ex-
panded so that specific quays are built for shipments to and from Gaza
alone. ?

The second option is the construction of a seaport in Gaza City or
off shore. Israel would not agree to a port being built within the Gaza
Strip as it would not be able to prevent Hamas from importing weapons
it could use against Israel, but a plan already exists and is being pushed
by senior Israeli Minister Katz for the construction of an artificial island
that is roughly 3 miles offshore.? Such an island is estimated to cost five
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billion dollars and would be connected to the Gaza Strip by bridge. The
island itself would be 1,300 acres large and would have a seaport, airport
and other facilities that would be able to facilitate the movement of goods
and people in a controlled environment. This would not only open Gaza
to the world and end its isolation, but would also provide for Israel’s
security concerns through Israel’s control of security inspections on the
island.!
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Support for such a seaport could manifest itself in the form of
President Trump and his eagerness to broker ‘the ultimate deal’ between
the Palestinians and Israel, something that is supported by major region-
al powers like Saudi Arabia and Egypt.' Special envoy Jason Greenblatt
and Special Adviser to the President as well as son in law to Trump, Jared
Kushner, could help facilitate the necessary funding, international support
and help broker a deal that is amenable to all relevant parties. This plan has
already been proposed to Greenblatt by Katz.? The Trump administration
would need to bring together not just Hamas and Israel, but also the PA,
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Egypt and regional states to sponsor such an agreement, which could only
be achieved through indirect negotiation between Israel and Hamas.

The creation of such an island would have to address the needs of the
population of Gaza and Hamas, allowing for the increase in the flow of
goods and people in and out of the Strip. It would also need to meet both
Israel and Egypt’s security concerns through sufficient security oversight,
access and mechanisms. Such developments would need to be balanced
to allow for Hamas to claim some sort of political victory in the eyes of
Gazans. This can be done through joint supervision of the port by Israel
with relevant international observers to ensure the steady flow of goods and
people while preventing weapons from entering Gaza. Lastly, the creation
of such an island should facilitate a long-term ceasefire which is in the
interest of both Hamas and Israel in terms of humanitarian, economic and
political needs.
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Emerging Early Warning and Command and Control
Challenges in South Asia

Sobia Paracha

The paper explores the question whether the current command and
control capabilities in South Asia are robust enough to ensure effective
or stable deterrence? That requires four basic elements: an assured high-
level control of nuclear forces; the prevention of accidental, irrational or
unauthorized use of nuclear weapons; the assurance of nuclear weapons
operations to meet the requirements of strategy; and arrangements for
escalation control and nuclear war termination. The paper analyses the
balance between the always-never dilemmas here.

In South Asia, due to geographic contagiousness and very small missile
flight times, early warning of missile launches really doesn’t hold much
meaning. In an article byZia Mian back in 2003 approximate missile
flight times were calculated from short to long range missiles and from
shortest to longest missile launch points within the Indian and Pakistani
geographic territories. The longest time for a missile launched from one
country to another without even considering technical hurdles would be
from 8 to 13 minutes. This time, with given technical capabilities in India
and Pakistan may not even be enough to confirm whether the launch
signal received is genuine or not. This assessment is made on the lowest
rungs of decision makers and after that it is communicated to the political
and military leadership to come up with a response. There is literally no
time in South Asia for the leaders to deliberate once a signal of a missile
launch is received. This means all the responses to missile launch from
one country necessarily have to be predetermined. So all the stories from
the Cold War about close to nuclear war scenarios may turn out differently
in South Asia and the chances of nuclear use based on miscalculation are
much higher. India, however, with its current space-based capabilities is
much better placed for damage assessment and precision strikes.
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Existing situation is inherently unstable and the only elements that
bring stability to the equation are the postures, because they delay the
nuclear use in a crisis event and provide more options for signaling. What
this paper is trying to do is to compare the postures from ten years ago
to today and see how likely nuclear use has become in South Asia with
changing postures both in India and Pakistan, regardless of what the stated
doctrines say. This goes particularly for India because Pakistan does not
have a stated doctrine.

The consolidation of the arsenals in both India and Pakistan started
in the aftermath of the nuclear tests. The general nuclear policy in both
countries was of recessed nuclear deterrence and assertive command and
control based on the principles of credible minimum deterrence. This meant
that both countries kept the weapons in demated forms. The warheads were
separated from the delivery vehicles and the fissile cores from the rest of
the weapon in peacetime situation. Both states rejected nuclear war-fighting
options as provocative, escalatory and beyond their deterrence needs.

The command and control were strictly assertive in both countries,
which meant that the authority to nuclear use stayed with both countries’
respective national command authorities. Main qualification for the
assertive command and control is that the authorization for nuclear use
comes from the top leadership and not pre-delegated to the battlefield
commanders or the ballistic missile submarines (SSBN) commander.

Back in the day, both India and Pakistan had a limited number of
nuclear weapons and delivery vehicles. India relied more on the air leg
for nuclear delivery and Pakistan relied on the land forces. There was a
conventional asymmetry between India and Pakistan from day one. That
is why Pakistan always kept the option to use nuclear weapons in a war
open. Some people may call it the first use doctrine, however in Pakistan
it is officially called a no-no first use doctrine. India on the other hand
was always better placed to defend itself with its conventional capabilities
and thus did not need a first use option. It thus had a heavily qualified no
first use (NFU) doctrine. The timeframe for both countries to prepare the
nuclear forces for use would be somewhat similar. It is generally stated that
weapons preparedness time should be between 30 minutes to 1-2 hours of
a strategic warning.
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The posture of recessed deterrence has now begun to change with
the new inductions in both countries’ nuclear arsenals. Both states are
now moving towards nuclear war fighting capabilities. These include:
canisterization of Agni V, efforts to develop MIRV (multiple independently
targetable reentry vehicle) capable missiles, evolution of a sea-leg of the
deterrent as well as short-range or tactical nuclear weapons.

Agni intermediate range ballistic missiles (IRBMs) are the mainstay of
the surface-to-surface leg of India’s strategic forces. With the exception of
the Agni-I, all Agni missiles are solid-fueled which considerably reduces
the launch time. The Agni V, with a claimed range of 5,000 kilometers, is
known to be capable of carrying MIRV warheads. A canisterized version
of the Agni V was test-fired on January 15, 2015, from a mobile launcher.
The process of canisterization means the warhead will be mated with the
missile for storage, not stored separately, and mounted on the missile
shortly before launch. Agni V is also thought to be a useful opportunity
for building an anti-satellite (ASAT) weapons and launching mini/
micro satellites on demand. The Defense Research and Development
Organization (DRDO) also plans to develop the Agni-VI IRBM, which
will be capable of carrying a 3-ton payload of maneuverable MIRVs.

Both India and Pakistan are working to develop MIRVed missiles.
Pakistan even tested one in the beginning of 2017. The MIRVed version
of Agni V is still not tested. There may be different rationales for the
two countries to develop MIRV. In Pakistan it is developed as a counter
measure to India’s budding ballistic missile defense (BMD) program,
which ostensibly has been tested with great precision. Agni V should be
considered as a deterrent against China, because of its range, but at the
same time it also may cause a first strike instability in south Asia, due to
the following two reasons. Firstly, it is canisterized, which means it can be
launched on a very short notice and, secondly, it is MIRved, meaning that
it will enhance first strike proficiency for India, coupled with the India’s
BMD capability and an ever-growing fissile material production.

Both countries are developing a sea leg of their deterrent forces. Their
strategic outlook, however, is completely different. India already has an
operational ballistic missile submarine (SSBN) Arihant, the second one is
on the way, and missile ranges will improve with time. It is also developing
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its fleet of conventional attack submarines. Some of its surface and maybe
sub-surface platforms will be equipped with nuclear capable cruise missile
Brahmos. Similarly, Pakistan has recently tested Babur III, which is
a nuclear capable cruise missile to be mounted on its conventional attack
submarine Agosta 90s. With those capabilities both India and Pakistan
have been claiming an enhanced second-strike possibility. While those
claims may leave space for different interpretation, the existing capabilities
are being operationalized and the deployment of de-mated weapons is
not possible on these platforms. Both states will essentially deploy nuclear
weapons on these carriers, putting a great pressure on the command
and control systems. It would become extremely challenging to avoid
miscalculations, accidents and unauthorized use given the crowded waters
of the Indian Ocean, inherent difficulty of intelligence, surveillance and
reconnaissance (ISR) and communication under water and on seas.
Pakistan just has one virtual lookaside facility (VLF) and India has only
recently created an extremely low frequency communication facility
(ELF).

Finally, it is important to highlight that the most immediate challenge in
terms of command and control is the short-range nuclear weapons. Pakistan
developed a short range nuclear capable shoot and scoot ballistic missile to
counter the threat emanating from Indian Cold Start doctrine. This weapon
if and when deployed would seriously complicate Indian conventional
operations in Pakistan. This is officially stated to be the main aim of this
weapon’s induction, to deter India from making conventional attacks in
Pakistan by complicating its decision making. However, if deterrence fails
it will be extremely difficult to avoid an accidental launch. In the war when
communication lines are extremely stressed, the question is how Pakistan,
given its current command, control and communications capabilities, will
ensure a centralized control on the weapons. Pakistan’s policy makers are
in a double dilemma, because insistence on a centralized command and
control for these weapons means these weapons would not be used once
the communications lines are effectively broken. The problem in such
situation is what a battlefield commander will do. On the other hand, if the
authorization is pre-delegated at some stage, the weapon may be used in a
scenario when the top leadership may have not ordered the use.

127



India is also developing short range missile, prahaar and pragati. They
are not stated to be nuclear capable, but the author of this paper have
met Pakistanis who believe these missiles eventually will have a nuclear
role even if they are conventionally used. In any case they pose a threat to
Pakistan’s battlefield command centers and with the deployment of Nasr,
losing a command center would be a dangerous scenario.

To conclude, there might be many drivers for why these new capabilities
are being produced by both sides, but it is highly destabilizing that while
these technologies are being produced there is no effective dialogue
between India and Pakistan. The last agreement of confidence-building
measures (CBM) between the two countries was signed a decade ago
and the track I dialogue on nuclear risk reduction had the last meeting in
2012. Without a common understanding of strategic concepts, rationales,
threat perception and even the cultures in the two countries, South Asia
is becoming a very dangerous and hopeless place from the arms control
perspective. There is little evidence available in the open source literature
which shows that command and control is evolving with the pace of
technology development and capabilities inductions in India and Pakistan.
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JenaeTcst BBIBOI O MPAKTUYECKOM 3HAYMMOCTH TIpoliecca poooTU3alumn
17151 BOOPYKEHHBIX cu DPI.

KiroueBbie cioBa. I'epmanus, OyHaecBep, poooThl, Manu, MexIyHa-
POIHBII TEPPOPU3M.

Abstract. The article considers the questions of the usage by Bundeswehr
of reconnaissance unmanned vehicles in the context of the process of ro-
botisation of German armed forces. The paper chooses Mali as the case.
At the territory of Mali two Bundeswehr missions for the stabilizing of the
situation are located. The article explores the common possibilities and
perspectives of the usage by Bundeswehr the vehicles in the space and air
spheres, and the influence of it over the struggle with the international ter-
rorism. The article concludes about practical significance of the robotisa-
tion process for German armed forces.

Key words. Germany, Bundeswehr, robots, international terrorism,
Mali.

B ocHoBe 1poiiecca mpeoopa3oBaHmii OyHIecBepa, HaYaBIIUXCS elIe
B 1990-¢ rr., Nexano crpemyieHHe co3AaTh BOMCKa, MpelHa3HaYeHHbIe
JUTSL TIOCTOSTHHOTO MCITOJTb30BAaHUSI BHE 30HBI OTBeTCTBeHHOCTH HATO
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1 o0brgHO mMMeHyemble B Pl cmtamMm KpU3HCHOTO pearnpOoBaHUS
(CKP). C onHoii cTopoHbI, ['epMaHusi AeMOHCTPUPYET 3aMETHbBIE YCTIEXU
Ha JaHHOM HampaBJieHUU BOEHHOTO cTpouTesibeTBa. Tak, 1990-e rT. ¢ho-
KYCHBIM PETMOHOM JIJIST IITMPOKOMACINTAOHOTO TIPUMEeHEHMST OyHIeCBe-
pa BBICTYITAJIX UG bankansr Ha (oHE TOYEUHOTO UCTIOB30BAHUST €TI0
noapazaeneHuit B Abpuke. C Hauana XXI Beka repmMaHCKUe BolicKa cTa-
7 Bc€ OoJiee aKTMBHO TIPUHUMATDH Ha ceOsl OTBETCTBEHHOCTD 3a CTaOM-
JIN3aIIo0 0O0CTAHOBKY B KOH(MIMKTOTEHHBIX cTpaHax A3uu 1 AQpuku,
B TOM YHcJie OOPSICh CO CTPYKTYpaMU MEXIYHApOTHOTO Teppopr3Ma.
HauGonee MacmtaGHBIM HampaBJIeHUEM WCITONB30BaHUS OyHIecBepa
B 2000-e — Hauvasie 2010-x rr. BeicTynanu AdraHucraH u JIusaH, a ¢ ce-
penunbl 2010-x rT. — Manu.

C npyroit CTOpOHBI, TIpUMEHeHUe OyHmecBepa (3a MCKITIOUCHUEM
bankaH) orpaHuuuBasioch HeOOeBbIMU (hOpMaMU: JESATETbHOCTBIO IO
MUPOTBOPYECTBY U IMOJEPXKAHUIO MUpaA, YUacTUIO B pedopme ceKTo-
pa 6e30IMacCHOCTY BCTYMUBIINUX Ha TMYTh MOCTKOH(MINKTHOTO Pa3BUTHS
CTpaH, a TaKKe BOCCTAHOBJICHHWIO Pa3pyIIeHHBIX 0OBEKTOB COIMANIb-
HO-3KOHOMUYeCcKOi MHQPpacTpyKTyphl. B mepByio odepenb, mmomoOHast
OCTOPOXHOCTH ObIJTa OOYCITOBJICHA BBICOKOM CTEIIEHBIO PHCKA CepbE3-
HBIX TIOTEPh B IMYHOM COCTaBe M 60€BOM TEXHUKE TIPH IMIPOBEICHUH CO0-
CTBEHHO CWJIOBBIX aKIIM — B TOM YHUCJIE, TIPOTUB CTPYKTYpP MEXKIyHa-
pormHoro Teppopusma. [lonydenne Heobxonmmoit cankimn byHmecrtara
Ha OCYIIECTBICHNE TTONO0HOM AeITeIEHOCTHA OBLITO B TIPUHITUIIE BeCchMa
MaJIOBEPOSTHO — ONHAKO JaXXe B ClIydae ITOJIOXHUTEITLHOTO PEIIeHUS
BO3MOXHBI TTOCIEAYIONIe BapraHTHl He TOJBKO OT3hIBA MaHmaTa, HO
1 KECTKOI KPUTUKU (DeaepabHOTO IMPaBUTENIBCTBA CO CTOPOHBI ITapiia-
MEeHTa 1 OOIIeCTBEHHOCTH BIUIOTH IO OOBSIBICHUS KaHIUIEPY M KaOMHEe-
Ty BOTyMa HEIOBEPHSL.

[Ipu sTOM B psine ciayyaeB B MNPOLIECCE MOHUTOPUHIA CUTyalUUu (B
TIepBYI0 ouepenb, B AraHrucTaHe) TepMaHCKUE BOSHHBIC JIMIITh «TIeMOH-
cTpupoBaiy jar», 00Xoas OMacHbIe PAaOHBI, TIe MOIIM CKPBIBAThCS
6o0eBrKM. Ha BHOBB 3aUMIIIEHHBIX TEPPUTOPUSIX TIOAPA3ICTICHUS OYHIeC-
Bepa OBIIM TOTOBBI BECTH O0EBBIE NEUCTBUS C OTAEIBHBIMU TEPPOPHUCTa-
MM ¥ MEJIKUMU (HECKOJIBKO YeJTIOBEK) TPYITIaMi, HO OTHIOIb He CKOJIBKO-
HUOYIb 3HAYMTETLHBIMA WX (pOpMUPOBaHMAMU. BTOpOii «axmiecoBoit
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nsiToli» OyHIecBepa, 0COOEHHO MPU €ro MCMOJb30BaHUU B OOLIMPHBIX
ceBepHbIX MpoBUHLMSIX AdranuctaHa (Kynays, bagaxman, Mazapu-
[Mapud), Obl1a Takke HeAOCTAaTOYHAsI YUCIEHHOCTh €r0 KOHTHUHIEH-
TOB: CyMMapHO He 0oJiee 4 ThICSIY BOGHHOCIYXaIlUX (He cuuTas yacteit
B Kabyne) [1, p. 4-8]. CinenctBueM 3TOro BbICTyMNaja HEBO3MOXHOCTb
KOHTPOJMPOBaTh (B TOM YMCJE IMOCPEICTBOM BEIEHUSI IOCTOSTHHOM
TaKTUUYECKOI pa3BelKu) BCIO 30HY OTBETCTBEHHOCTH JaXXe BO B3aMMO-
JIeWCcTBUM ¢ apTaHCKMMU CUJlaMu 0e30MacHOCTU M HEOOJbIIMMU KOH-
TUHT€HTaMU APYTUX CTpaH-y4yacTHUL MeXayHapOIHbIX CUJI CONEUCTBUS
Oe3omnacHOCTU B A(praHucraHe. Dta rpobiaeMa 000CTpsieTCsl BCIeACTBUE
3HAUUTEJBHOTO paclliMpeHusl apeajla UCMOJb30BaHUSI OyHAecBepa s
JesITeIbHOCTU 110 MUPOTBOPUYECTBY U TOMJIEPXKAHUIO MUPA, B TOM YHC-
Jie B CTpaHax, Ha TEPPUTOPUU KOTOPBIX UAET 6GOpbOa ¢ MEXKTyHAPOIHbBIM
TEPPOPU3MOM — B YACTHOCTHU, B pernoHe Caxens.

OnHUM U3 TIyTel MpeoaosieHNsT JTaHHOW TPYIHOCTU SIBJISIETCSI HAChI-
leHue OyHJecBepa aBTOMAaTU3UPOBAHHBIMU CHUCTEMaMM YIpaBJIeHUS
1 Pa3BeIKU — B IIEPBYIO 0Yepeab, pOOOTOTEXHUKOM. 3adaya MaHHOI ITy-
OJIMKALIMM — PAcCMOTPETh OCOOEHHOCTU U BO3MOXHOCTH MPUMEHEHUS
POOOTOTEXHUKH CHJIAMM OyHIeCBepa, OTBETCTBEHHBIMU 3a CTAOMIM3a-
LIMIO 0OCTAaHOBKY B Maiu.

Ncnoab3oBaHue apMeiicKoii 0eCMIOTHOM pa3BeabIBATEIbHON ABHAIMH

ITocne daxkTuyeckoro cepxeHus pexuma M. Kamgmadu m pac-
najga eqrHoro rocynapcta B JIuBum (2011) ciyxuBiive B cocTaBe €€
apMUU Tyaperu co CBOUM OPYKMEM M TeXHUKOI CTaju BO3BpallaThCS
B Manu u conpeielibHbIe CTPAHBI € LEIbI0 CO3IaHUSI HE3aBUCUMOTIO TO-
CydapCTBEHHOTO 00Opa3oBaHMs. B oTiMuMe OT aHATOTUYHBIX TTOMBITOK
B 1970-e — 1980-¢ rT. [2, p. 405-424], Tyaperam conmyTCTBOBaJ MepBO-
HavyaJIbHBI yCcIiex: UM yaajoch B anpese 2012 1. IpoBO3MIacUTh CO31a-
HHUE caMOCTOSITeJIbHOrO A3aBajia Ha ceBepe Maju, He moaaepXaHHO-
ro, OIHAKO MEXAYHApPOIHBIM COOOIIECTBOM. B TecHOI KoopauHaiuu
C paIuKaJbHBIMU TyaperaMu J1eiiCTBOBaIU IPYIIIUPOBKY MHTEPHALIMO-
HaJIbHOTO Teppopusma «AHcap-an-uH» u «Anbs-Kauna B Uciamckom
Marpube», CTpeMUBIIMECSI <«OOPYLIUTh» WHCTUTYT TOCYdapCcTBa
B Mainu.
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ITo npocwbe mepexoqHbIX BiacTeil CTpaHbl BOEHHAasl MOMOIIb Oblia
MpeaocTaBieHa PsIIOM TOCyIapCTB-wWieHOB A(ppUKaHCKOTO coro3a, a Tak-
ke EBpomeiickoro coto3a — B miepByto ouepensb, @panimeit n [epmaHmeii.
Ecau nepBasi U3 HUX chirpasia KJIoueByrO PoJib B MPOBEIeHUU OOEBOIt Orle-
pauuu «CepBan» (Serval), To ecTh HaHEeCEeHUM ITOpakeHUs (HO OTHIOOb
He TIOJIHOTO pasrpoma) CujaM MEXAYHapOIHOTO Teppopu3Ma B sIHBape
— mae 2013 r., To BTOpasi — B IOCJIENYIOLIE cTadmImM3aunu 00CTaHOB-
ku. ByHaecBep ObuT 3aeiicTBOBaH MapaylieiIbHO B IByX MUCCUSIX: BOSH-
Ho-TpeHupoBouHoIt (rox aruaoit EC, EUTM Mali) u o noaaepxaHuio
mupa (B pamkax AC, ¢ Mast 2013 r. — OOH, MINUSMA), npuuem B 060ux
CJlydasix OHOM M3 KJIIOUEBBIX 3a/1auy OyHJecBepa SIBJISIOCHh OCYIECTBIIe-
Hue pas3Benku [3, p. 3-4]. B nepByio ouepenb, oHa TpeboBaiach sl MO-
HUTOPUHTA B PEXUME PealbHOIO BPEMEHU CUTYallUM B MPOBUHIIMSAX Ha
ceBepe Manu — Tao, Kupanb u ToMOykTy. OHUM HE TOJIBKO SIBJISLIUCH CY-
OpervoHamu ¢ MPeUMYyIIECTBEHHBIM TyaperckKuM HacejeHUeM, HO JIUIIb
HeJaBHO U, TJIABHOE, HE MOJHOCTBIO 3aUMIIIEHHBIMUA OT TEPPOPUCTOB,

B 2014-2015 rr. B T'ao — cTonuiie OMHOMMEHHON IMPOBUHIUN —
B pamKax BoeHHO#t 0a3bl «Jlareph Kactpo» Oblia pazBépHyTa rpyrnmnu-
pOBKa OeCIMIOTHBIX JieTaTeNbHBIX anmapatoB (BITJIA) cyxomyTHbIX BO-
Mick OyHmecBepa (xeepa), coctosiBiias u3 40 mammH tiia «LUNA» [4]
(CMm. Tabmumy 1),

Tabnauua 1
TakTHKO-TeXHIYeCKHEe XapaKTip[IjlﬁFKKl\IId éSHJIA xeepa TunoB « LUNA»
»

" « »
XapakrepucTuka «LUNA»[5] «LUNA NG»
[6]
JlmmHa X BeicoTa X pa3Max KpbLIbeB 236 X 87 X 417|530 X 73 X 534
cM cM
basosas macca 40 xr 110 xr
MaxkcumManbHasI TaIbHOCTD ITOJIeTa 100 xm Capire 100 km
(c yuy€ToM mnpuéMa CHUIrHajga M3 LIeHTpa
YIIPABJICHMS)
IIpenenbHas BeICOTa MOJIETA 5 KM CBpllIIe 5 KM
CkopocTb 70-160 kM/q 90-200 km/4
MakcumanbHOe BpeMs IpeObIiBaHKs B BO3- | JIo 6 yacoB o 12 yacoB
Ayxe
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Kaxmoe monpasnmenenue BITJIA (komanpma) mo imraty BKJodaeT 4
caMmux armnaparta, KaTaryJbTy Ul cTapTa, CTaHLIMKM 10 yIpaBjieHuo (1
npuéMa nHpopmalum) U ciaexKeHWeM 3a CUTyalrMeil Ha O0pTy, a Takxke
KOMILIEKTbI aHTeHH. YHCIEHHOCTh 00CTYKMBAIOIIETO MepcoHaa OIHOMI
KoMaHIbl — 23 BoeHHocyxammx. Kaxnprit anmapar tuna « LUNA» oc-
HalgH 5 KamepaMM (C BO3MOXHOCTbIO YCTAHOBKM 2-X JTOIMOJHUTENb-
HBIX), YTO MO3BOJISIET €My TepeaaBaTh 1IBETHOE U300pakeHUe MPOrCXO-
JISIIIEr0 BOKPYT B pajauyce 10 3 KM B JIlo00e BpeMsi CYyTOK.

Hcnonb3oBanne BITJIA cyliecTBEeHHO IMOBBIIIAET «KUBYYECTb» POT-
HBIX U 0aTaTbOHHBIX TAKTUYECKUX TPYMI U, COOTBETCTBEHHO, MO3BOJISI-
€T CYIIECTBEHHO YMEHBILIUTh TUIOTHOCTb MOTOTEXOTHBIX U CIIeLIMATIbHBIX
noapasieseHuit, OTBETCTBEHHBIX 32 MOHUTOPUHT CUTyalluu. BoisiBieHue
Ha JaJIbHUX MOJCTYIax K 0a3aM 1 HaceJeHHbIM MyHKTaM Jaxe HeOOIbIIUX
(HECKOJIbKO YesIoBeK) Tpyril O0EBUKOB JIMILIAET UX IIABHOTO MpeuMylle-
CTBa — TaKTUYECKOW BHE3aITHOCTH, U, HAITPOTUB, MO3BOJISIET OyHAECBEPY
(1 xonTuHrentaMm naptHépon [epmanun mo MINUSMA) BeIOMpaTth Bpe-
M$l M MECTO JIJIsI HAHECEHMUS YIapoB C 1IeJIbl0 HelTpaau3alunuu 00EeBUKOB.
IIpu 3TOM OTCYTCTBHME y TEPPOPUCTOB Cephe3HBIX cpencTB I1BO Bkyme
C BBICOKUM «110TOsIKOM» noJieTa BITJIA Tumna «LUNA» u e€ HeGoabImMu
rabapuTtamMu CBOAUT K MUHUMYMY PUCK €€ YHUUTOXEHMUS B BO3MyXeE.

Hanmnume B cocrtaBe rpynmupoBku xeepa mno 10 xomanm BITJIA
«LUNA», cormacHO pacdeTaM aBTOpa, TTO3BOJISIET OCYIIECTBIISATH TTOCTO-
SIHHBIIA MOHUTOPUHT CUTYalluy B mpoBUHLMIX [ao (mromansio 170 ThI-
cs19 kB.km) 1 Kumans (151 ThicsTUa KB. kM), paCONIOKEHHBIX HA TPaHULIE
¢ Hurepom. 310 0cOO€HHO BaXKHO ISl TIpeceyeHusl MOMbITOK KOOPAH-
HallMM yCWIMKA (M IIOAIUTKY OOeBMKaMM, OoempuIlacaMu, TEXHUKOI)
pacriojoXeHHOH Ha TEPPUTOPUN MOCIEIHEro TePPOPUCTUIECKOM TPYII-
nupoBku «boko Xapam» (Tak HasbiBaeMOll «3amagHOIl ITPOBUHILIMM»
«Mcmamckoro rocymapcTBa»') ¢ 6oeBUKaMm «AHcap-an-JuHa» M «Allb-
Kaunger B Ucnamckom Marpub6e».

ITokazarenp addekTuBHOCTH wucnoab3oBaHusi BITJIA — or-
CYTCTBME YCTEILIHbIX TOMBITOK HacCTyMarelbHbIX omepauuit B lao
u Kupane co cTopoHbl 60€BUKOB, YTO CO37aBajo OJaronpusiTHbIN (hoH
JUIS1 HaJTaXKMBAHUST MEXMAJTMHACKOTO TUaiora MEeXIy MpencTaBUTENSIMU

'3anpeméHHast B Poccuu Teppopuctrdeckast opranusanust. — Ilpum. agm.
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oduumaibHoro bamako u TyaperckumMu BoxXAsiMu. B aToii cBsSI3u He-
00X0nMMO TakxXe oOpaTUTh BHMMaHME Ha YAeJbHBIM BEC KOMaHI,
oocnyxupatoiiux BITJIA B Manu (o cocrosiHuto Ha 2017 1.), oT 06-
el YMCIeHHOCTH KOHTUHTeHTa OyHaecBepa — cBowimre 15 % (!) (230
BOEHHOCJIYXallUX MpU 00Ieil YMCTEHHOCTU IBYX MUCCUM B 1,2 ThI-
csiuM BoeHHocayxamux) [3, p. 3-4]. UHbIMU clioBaMU, B CpelHEM Ha
3 BOEHHOCJYXXaIIIMX MOTOIEXOTHBIX ToapasneaeHuit B Manu (B pac-
YeT He B3SITHl BOCHHBIE COBETHMKHM, BOCHHOCIYXAIIWE B y4eOHBIX
Jlarepsix M ThUIOBbIE YacTHM) MPUXOAUTCS | coiagaT oOCTy>XMBaIOIIMX
BITJIA xomana. Ilpu aTOoM rpynnupoBKa pa3BenblBaTebHbIX OecCIu-
notHbIX anmaparoB @ P, ocobenHo mocie nepenaun ot Hugepnanmos
Kk ['epmanum pykoBoacTBa Han pa3Benkoit MINUSMA (ampens 2016 T.)
cTaJia IeiiCTBOBaTh B MUHTEpecax BCelt MUCCUU.

Opnako mMeromuxcss Bo3moxHocTeid BITJIA xeepa — kak ¢ ToY-
K1 3peHUs X KOJIMYECTBa, TaK M JaJbHOCTU ITOJeTa — HETOCTaTOYHO
JUJISI KOHTPOJISI CUTYalluM B OTPOMHOM mpoBUHLIMKU ToMOYKTY (497 ThI-
csI4 K6.kM), TpaHnyvalleil ¢ AjokupoMm u Masputanueid. [TepBbiM myTém
pelIeHnsT JaHHOU MTPOoO6IeMbl MOXET CTaTh UCTIONb30BaHNEe MOTUMUIIN-
poBanHbIX BITJIA tnmna «LUNA NG». Mx ncrionb3oBaHue, KOTopoe (¢
Y4ETOM ITOCTaBOK B OyHmecBep mepBoii maptuu BITJIA manHoro tuma
B TIepBoii 1To10BUHY 2018 I.) MOXET HauaThCs YK€ B TEKYILEM Iogy. DTO
MOXET CYIIEeCTBEHHO IOBBICUTH BO3MOXHOCTH OyHIEeCBepa IJIST OCYy-
IIECTBICHUS pa3BeIKM CHJIAMM Xeepa Ha CTpaTeTMIecKylo TIIyOWHY, TO
€CTb OTCIIEXXMBaHNE TTIepeMeIeHI T 60€BUKOB, TEXHUKH U CO3MaHMS (TIe-
peHoca) MX CKJIAIOB Ha TEPPUTOPHUH COTTPENETbHBIX ¢ MaJii TOCymapCTB.
JanHOe 00CTOSTENIHCTBO OCOOCHHO B YCIIOBHSAX MaJIOYNCICHHOCTH Oec-
IMJIOTHOM pa3BedbIBaTeIbHON aBHauu JTodTBadde, KoTopas MOXET
ObITh MpuMeHeHa B Caxere.

Bo3moxHocTH nmpuMeHeHHs1 pa3BelbIBATEIbHBIX IPOHOB ModTBadde

U KOCMMYECKOI rpyninupoBKH

B omiuume OT CyXOmyTHBIX BOMCK, pacHojiaraloliux <«JIMHEHKOM»
pasBenbiBaTenbHbIX BITJIA (7 TumoB, mpuyem Bce JUOO repMaHCKO-
ro Mpou3BoAcTBa, 1160 B Koonepaunu OPI' ¢ @pannueit u Kananoii)
U ucnonbaytoniero ux ¢ Hadazna 2000-x rr., modTBadde nucmoab3yer ae-
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(baxTo numib npoH «I'epoH 1» («Heron 1») u3paunabckoro nMpou3BoaCTBa
1 «RQ-4E Euro Hawk», Beimyckaembiit B CILIA (cM. Tabauity 2). C Tou-
KU 3pEeHUsT aBTOpa, 3TO 0OYCIOBAEHO OOJIbIIIMM MaciliTaboM U aKTUB-
HBIM XapaKTepOM WCITOJIb30BaHUS CYXOITyTHBIX BOMCK IO CPaBHEHMIO
¢ BBC ®PT, B onepanusx BHe 30HbI oTBeTcTBeHHOCTH HATO. JanHOoe
00CTOSATETBCTBO, BKYTIE C YK€ OTMEUYaBIINMCSI HeOOEBBIM XapaKTepPOM
WCTIONb30BaHMsT OyHIeCBepa, MO3BOJISIT Xeepy OOXOMMThCS apMelCcKoit
(B OCHOBHOM pa3BedbIBaTeIbHOM) aBUallMeil, He puberast K OKa3aHUIo
MOMOIIY CO CTOPOHBI TtodTBadde.

Tab6nuuma 2.
TakTuko-TexHMYecKre XxapakrepucTuku aApona «lepou 1»
Camonér XapakTepuCTHKH
Juna X BbicoTa X pa3mMax KpbUIbeB 8,5X2,3X 16,6 m
MakcuMasnbHas cTapToBasi Macca 1 150 xr
Ilonesnas Harpyska 250 kr
Bricora monéra J1o 10 km
CKopocThb Jo 200 km/4
[MponomKuTeTIbHOCTh OGecrocagoyHoO- Csbiiie 30 yacoB
TO TIoJIeTa

B teyenue mepBoit monoBuHBl 2016 T. Ha BOEHHYIO 06a3dy «iarepb
Kactpo» B pasobOpannHom Bume Obul goctaBieH BITJIA «Iepon 1»,
¢ KoHua Jieta 2016 I. cTaBIIMii cCOBepIIaTh pa3BeabIBATEIbHBIE MTOJETHI.
OcTpyto TOTpeOHOCTD B JTAHHOI MaIllMHEe TTOKa3bIBaeT TOT (paKT, uTo all-
napar Obu1 B34T B 1u3uHT Yy M3pans (1) [7].

ITomumo ncnons3zoBanus ammapatoB «LUNA NG», cepbé3Hoe yBe-
JTMYeHNe BO3MOXHOCTE KOHTHMHTEHTa OyHIeCBepa IO OCYIIeCTBICHUIO
TaKTUIECKOU pa3BenKyd B MaJin OCyIeCTBUMO ITOCPENCTBOM MCITONIB30-
BaHUS CITyTHUKOBOM rpynmupoBku. OHa 6bl1a co3maHa B 2006-2008 1.
¥ cocTouT u3 5 anmaparoB tuia «SAR-Lupe» (pasmepamu 4 X 3 X 2 m
U Maccoit B 720 ke), KOTopble CIIOCOOHBI IMIPENOCTaBISITh CHUMKHA 00b-
€KTOB OT 1 m 1 OoJiee ¢ BRICOKUM pa3pelieHueM [8]. Bkyme ¢ kauecTBoM
pamapoB 3TO HellaeT BOSGHHYIO IEHHOCTh OMHOTO TepMAaHCKOTO aIlra-
paTa COIMOCTaBUMOI CO CIIYTHUKAMM BEIYIINX KOCMUYECKUX UTPOKOB,
B yacTtHocTH, Poccum u CIIA.
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ITyuxrynpasiaenust «SAR-Lupe» nonéramu pasmeniéH BT. [enbcaopd
B OKpecTHOCTsIX BoHHa, rie mpomofkalT ocTaBaThCsl OOJBIIMHCTBO
CTPYKTYp ILIEHTpaJIbHOTO ammapara MuHuctepctBa o6oporsl @PI™ mo-
cie ero hopManibHoOTO nepeesna B bepiun (1999).

B ycrmoBusX HEMOCTaTOYHOM YUCIEHHOCTH (5 CITyTHUKOB TIPU YCITO-
BUM HaTW4Us 24 KaK TIPU3HAHHON HOPMBI TTOTHOIIEHHOM OpOUTAIBHOM
IpynIupoBKHU) annapaTsl Tuma «SAR-Lupe» B OCHOBHOM UCIOJIb3YIOTCS
1151 cbeMKU TeppuTtopuii CeBepHoro nojymapusi. Tak, ¢ 2015 r. repmaH-
CKMe COYTHUKM (KakK ¥ (ppaHIy3CKUe) IepeaarT NH(pOopMaLIMIO O IIepe-
MelIeHUsIX 00eBUKOB «lciaMCKOro rocynapctBa» U APYTUX TEPpOpU-
CTUYECKUX CHJT Ha CUPUICKOM U MPAKCKOM TeaTpaxX BOCHHBIX IEHCTBUIA.
C 2018 r. naHupyeTcsl HauaTh YaCTUYHYIO 3aMeHY (B YCIOBUSIX MPEBbI-
meHnsT (GopMaIbHOTO CPOKa SKCIUTyaTalluM) U YCHIICHUE CITyTHUKOBO
rpyrmupoBku @PI. Ha mepBom atame (2018-2019 rr.) Oymer 3aKyIjieHO
2 anmapara «SAR-Lupe» B komriektaiuu 2008 r. u eii€ onmH — ¢ da-
3UpPOBaHHOI aHTeHHOU pelneéTkoi [8]. E€ mcrnosb3oBaHUE MO3BOJISIET
CYIIECTBEHHO YIYYIINTh Ka4eCTBO ITOyYaeMbIX M300pakeHU BHE 3a-
BUCHUMOCTH OT TIOTOMHBIX YCIIOBUIT — B YaCTHOCTH, TTBLIEBBIX OYPh, KO-
TOPBIE YACTO MCIIOIB3YIOTCS O0EBUKAMU IS 00ECIIeYeHNUST CKPBITHOCTH
TTepeMeIIeHMSI.

Wcnons3oBanue anmapatoB «SAR-Lupe» B emi€ Oomblieil cTerneHu,
yem npumeHeHne BITJIA «LUNA NG», obecrieunBaeT IpoOBeIeHNE pa3-
BEeIKM OOCBMKOB Ha TAKTUYECKYIO ITIYOMHY, B TOM YHCIIe B CIeIIM(H-
YECKUX YCIOBUIX (TTYCTBIHU M CaBaHHBI) MaJMICKOTO TeaTpa BOCHHBIX
HEeMICTBUA.

k ok ok

[maBHBIM pe3yIbTaTOM HayaBIIErocs Ipollecca poOOTU3AIN OyH-
JecBepa SBIISICTCS CYIIeCTBEHHOE TTOBHIIIICHNE €T0 BOSMOXHOCTEH B 00-
JIACTU pa3BeIKN — B TOM YMCIIe, TIPOBOIUMOM B MHTEpecax MapTHEPOB
no muccusim HATO, OOH u EC. 3t1o0, Bo-TIepBbIX, BBICTYIIAET OTHOMI
13 BO3MOXHOCTel obecrieueHus 3a [‘epmaHmeit pou omHOit 13 BOGHHBIX
Nep>kaB BHYTPH €BPO-aTIIaHTUIECKON peTMOHATBHOM TToncucTeMsl. [1pu
5TOM aKTMBHO WCIIOJBL3Ys B MHTEpecax MapTHEPOB M COIO3HMKOB CBOM
BO3MOXHOCTH B 00JIACTH pa3BEIKH, M YIACTBYS B NESITETLHOCTH 10 MU-
POTBOPUYECTBY M TIONAepKaHUIO Mupa, [epMaHUsI TeM caMbIM «pa3rpy-
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JKaeT» UX U JaéT BOBMOXHOCTD BbIIEIUTD OOJIbIIE PECYypCOB HETOCPE-
CTBEHHO /11 BeZleHUs1 00eBbIX AeiicTBUiA. B cBOIO ouepenb, 3T0 CHUXKa-
€T OCTPOTY KPUTUKU (B TOM 4uCJie JJaTeHTHOI) [epMaHuM cO CTOPOHBI
crpaH-yyactHUll EC u CeBepoamiaHTUUECKOTO ajibsiHCa 3a MocjeaoBa-
TeJTbHBIM 0TKa3 oduiimaibHoro bepauHa ot yyacTust B CKOJIbKO-HUOYIb
MaclITaOHbIX CUJIOBBIX aKIIUsIX 3a MpeaesaMu EBporibl.

Bo-BTOpbIX, B MpUHLIMIIE 3TO TpeaocTanisieT [epMaHUU BO3MOX-
HOCTb MTPOBOAUTH B cliydyae HEOOXONMMOCTU TOUYEeUHble OOeBble omepa-
11U 6e3 pucka MOHECTU CepbE3HbIE MOTEPU M UCITOJB3YS B MOJHOM Mepe
(bakTOp TaKTUUECKOI BHE3AITHOCTH.

JlaHHBIEe TIPEMMYIIIECTBA BBICTYITAIOT «IBUTATeIeM» Iporecca podo-
TU3alMM OyHIIecBepa Kak B 1IeJIOM, TaK U IO OTAEIbHBIM pOlaM BOICK
— B TIepBYIO oYepenb, Xeepa Ha TepcIeKTUBy. [1pu 3ToM mpm 3aKyTiKe
HOBBIX BUJO0B POOOTOTEXHUKU HEMAJIOBAXXHBIM KpUTEpUsIM OyaeT 3¢-
(beKTHBHOCTb UX UCITOJIB30BAHUS B CTielIM(UUEeCKUX TPUPOIHO-KIMMa-
TUUYECKMX YCJIOBUSIX HECTAOMIBbHBIX CTpaH APpuKkU 1 A3uu.
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Tpoekt SESAME:
MOIeJb I 6JII/I)KHCBOCTO‘IHOI‘O COTPyAHHYECTBA

Pebexka bpunoza
SESAME: A Model for Middle Eastern Cooperation

Rebecca Brindza

The opportunity for Middle Eastern countries to utilize science diploma-
cy and international scientific research centers to foster and enhance cross-
border relations in the region is described in this paper. The newly opened
synchrotron light source, SESAME, in Jordan is used as a case study; other
possible instruments that could follow in the facility’s footsteps are pro-
posed. The direct and indirect benefits of such facilities are highlighted.

Reintroducing Science Diplomacy

Despite having over 7 099 spoken languages existing in the world
today,' science, like math, “represents a type of universal language, a vec-
tor of transnational communications that poses fundamental questions
about the nature of things,” that is void of political as well as ideological
affiliations.? At its core, the pursuit of scientific advancement and explora-
tion represents a common ground that can unite even the most opposite of
individuals from every corner of the world in a way that has yet to manifest
in other disciplines. This notion in and of itself has spurred the emergence
of science diplomacy which, as a form of international scientific coopera-
tion tied to national interests, is an effective method of enhancing and
promoting inter-state relations amid conflict at both the macro and mi-
cro level that has been demonstrated throughout various geographic land-
scapes and across changing world orders.* However, while the majority

' Summary by language size (n.d.). Available at: https://www.ethnologue.com/sta-
tistics/size (accessed 20.08.2017).

2 Turekian V. C., Macindoe S., Copeland D., Davis L. S., Patman R. G. and
Pozza M. The Emergence of Science Diplomacy. Science Diplomacy: New Day or
False Dawn? Davis L.S., Patman R.G., eds. London, World Scientific, 2015. Pp.
3-24.

3 For example, the creation of the European Organization for Nuclear Research
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of the world has been utilizing science diplomacy as a means to address
diplomatic issues, resolve global concerns, foster soft power, defuse inter-
national tensions, enhance national interests vis-a-vis each other, induce
deeper cross-border relations as well as create transnational openness and
knowledge sharing since the early 1950s, this concept has only recently
spread to one of the world’s most conflicted regions — the Middle East.
Vaughan Turekian, Director of the Center for Science Diplomacy and
the American Association for the Advancement of Science (AAAS), de-
fines science diplomacy as “the process by which states represent them-
selves and their interests in the international arena when it comes to areas
of knowledge — their acquisition, utilization and communication — ac-
quired by the scientific method.”' To better explain how exactly science
and diplomacy interact in the present day and what benefits can be reaped
from its application, Turekian presents a three-part, cross-cutting typog-
raphy of science diplomacy. ‘Science in diplomacy’ refers to how science

(CERN) in 1954, brought historic adversaries, namely Germany and France, to-
gether to lay the basis for the European scientific community in the wake of the
World War I1. In fact, many accredit CERN “as a significant ingredient in efforts
to improve inter-state relations” and even a factor that lead to the signing of the
1963 Elysée Treaty signaling Franco-German rapprochement. The 1961 meeting
by US President John F. Kennedy and Japanese Prime Minister Hayato Ikeda
in Washington to establish the US-Japan Committee on Science Cooperation in
1961 served as a means of mending the dialogue channels between the two coun-
tries’ intellectual communities. Moreover, it is widely known that the plethora
of scientific exchanges between Israeli’s Weizmann Institute and Germany’s Max
Planck Society after the historic funding agreement between the Institute and the
German government in 1964 “helped lay the foundation not only for German-
Israeli scientific cooperation, but also for the establishment of diplomatic relations
between the two countries one year later”- The most notable example occurred in
the tension-ridden climate of the Cold War when the Reagan Administration rec-
ognized that collaborations in science and technology served as an effective and
apolitical means of promoting cross-cultural exchange with both its allies as well
as its adversaries. Turekian V.C., Macindoe S., Copeland D., Davis L.S., Patman
R. G. and Pozza M. The Emergence of Science Diplomacy. Science Diplomacy:
New Day or False Dawn? Davis L.S., Patman R.G., eds. London, World Scientific,
2015. Pp. 3-24.

! Ibid.
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can be used to both identify as well as solve apparent issues in global as
well as foreign policy, with global climate change research being a prime
example. This leads to ‘diplomacy for science’, or the utilization of dip-
lomatic relations by the scientific community in order to obtain foreign
resources for research purposes.' For example, no single European State
possessed the fiscal nor scientific resources needed to realize the build-
ing of European Organization for Nuclear Research (CERN) on its own,
much less the comprehensive brain power required to conduct the gran-
diose experimentation of a global collider.? Even in the United States, the
Oak Ridge neutron spallation source for example, is a nation-wide project
composed of parts built by six different laboratories that bring together
scientists from all over the world to engage in neutron research.’ Lastly,
‘science for diplomacy’ denotes the “application of international science
cooperation, motivated by the desire to establish or enhance relationships
between societies.”*

Current Scientific Collaboration in the Middle East

Within the Middle East there is an all too apparent lack of scientific
funding as well as international scientific research centers that enable all
regional scientists to collaborate together on large, world renown projects.

! Wallin M.R., ed. Science Diplomacy and the Prevention of Conflict. Proceedings
of the USC, Center on Public Diplomacy Conference. Los Angeles, Annenberg
School of Communications (University of Southern California), USC Center on
Public Diplomacy, February 4-5, 2010, 67 p. Available at: http://uscpublicdiplo-
macy.org/sites/uscpublicdiplomacy.org/files/useruploads/u22281/Science %20
Diplomacy%?20Proceedings.pdf (accessed 26.01.2017).

2 Quevedo F. The importance of international research institutions for science
diplomacy. Science & Diplomacy, 2013, no. 2(3).

3 Pynn R. Neutron Production. Lecture Notes. Bloomington, Indiana University,
Department of Physics, 2006.

4 Wallin M.R., ed. Science Diplomacy and the Prevention of Conflict. Proceedings
of the USC, Center on Public Diplomacy Conference. Los Angeles, Annenberg
School of Communications (University of Southern California), USC Center on
Public Diplomacy, February 4-5, 2010, 67 p. Available at: http://uscpublicdiplo-
macy.org/sites/uscpublicdiplomacy.org/files/useruploads/u22281/Science %20
Diplomacy%?20Proceedings.pdf (accessed 26.01.2017).
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This lack of opportunity and funding has ultimately led scientists to leave
the region to pursue scientific experimentation in some other part of the
world where substantial opportunity exists, namely the US and Europe.
Due to this exodus of Middle Eastern brain power, a mere 4% of the
world’s total scientific publication is contributed by the Middle East (this
is just so sad and so unfortunate given all the great minds residing within
the region). In addition, while some of the region’s high rollers have been
rather flamboyant on spending “vast amounts on building a gleaming in-
frastructure for research and development”, HRH Princess Sumaya Bint
El Hassan of Jordan noted in a speech at the Royal Society, that “multi-
lateralism is not a great strength of the Arab World...” and that “the nur-
turing of true innovation requires more than dollars.”' According to the
analysis by Global Research Report on the interactions between states in
the Arabian, Persian & Turkish Middle East, the Princess’s words hold
true. The report revealed “a lower level of collaboration than is generally
true elsewhere,” and that “Iran and Turkey have much lower levels of col-
laboration than do Jordan, Egypt, and Saudi Arabia, while Syria, Yemen,
Oman and Qatar have particularly low levels of research linkage to other
countries.”? However, this relative scientific vacuum does point towards
one thing: the potential that future collaborative efforts could have for the
region both in terms of development and cooperation.

SESAME: A Model for Middle Eastern Cooperation

Based on the technological foundations of charged-particle accelera-
tors, synchrotron light sources emit are a jack of all trades when it comes
to their beamlines’ to contribute to fundamental science (chemistry, phys-
ics, biology, molecular medicine), applied research (materials science,
medical imaging, pharmaceutical R&D, advanced radiology, etc.) as
well as industrial technology (micro-fabrication, micro-analysis, photo-
chemistry). Moreover, the practical applications afforded by such research
are positively impacting people’s lives. Synchrotron light sources, for

' Adams J., King C., Pendlebury D., Hook D., Wilsdon J. Global Research Report
Middle East: Exploring the Changing Landscape of Arabian, Persian, and Turkish
Research. Leeds, Thomson Reuters, 2011.

2 Ibid.
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example, have led to the faster development and increased effectiveness of
pharmaceutical drugs. Currently, twenty four countries worldwide possess
synchrotron light sources (Iran even has a small 300 MeV light source used
for medical and agricultural research), yet only one exists in the Middle
East — SESAME!!

On May 16th, 2017, after roughly 20 years of fiscal and political mis-
haps, the Middle East opened its doors to a revolutionary act of coopera-
tion as individuals from Cyprus, Egypt, Iran, Israel, Jordan, Pakistan, the
Palestinian Authority, and Turkey placed sociopolitical differences aside
and joined together in the pursuit of scientific research for what is to be the
region's first cross-border as well as international scientific research center,
the Synchrotron-light for Experimental Science and Applications in the
Middle East (SESAME) (www.sesame.org.jo).? The name itself alludes to
the Arabian Nights notion of “achieving what is normally unattainable”.
As the first ever “regional center for cooperation in basic research in the
Middle East” SESAME certainly owns up to its legacy.?

The drive to open SESAME, pun intended, and to establish a synchro-
tron light source within the Middle East came from an initial recommen-
dation proposed by the late Pakistani Nobel laureate, renowned physicist
and founder of the International Center for Theoretical Physics, Abdus
Salam. However, it was not until “Herman Winick from the Stanford Linear
Accelerator Center (SLAC) of the National Accelerator Laboratory, USA,
and Gustav-Adolf Voss from the Deutsches Elektronen-Synchrotron
(DESY), Germany, suggested building a light source in the Middle East
using components of the soon-to-be decommissioned BESSY I facility in
Berlin” in 1997 that the project became more than just a pipe dream.* In

! Khan, S.A. The Middle East Synchrotron Facility Can Bring Regional
Cooperation. DOMES : Digest of Middle East Studies, 2002, vol. 11, no. 2, pp. 57-
71. DOI: 10.1111/j.1949-3606.2002.tb00457.x

2 Mtingwa S. K., Winick H. SESAME and beyond. Science, 26 May 2017, vol. 356,
issue 6340, p. 785. DOI: 10.1126/science.aan6880

3 Khan, S.A. The Middle East Synchrotron Facility Can Bring Regional
Cooperation. DOMES : Digest of Middle East Studies, 2002, vol. 11, no. 2, pp. 57-
71. DOI: 10.1111/j.1949-3606.2002.tb00457.x

4 Smith C.L. SESAME for science and peace. Nature Photonics, 2015, vol. 9, issue
9, pp. 550-552.
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the ensuing years, the project moved from UNESCO auspices to those of
a specially created SESAME Council of member states, and “as the large
potential user community in the Middle East became clearer, SESAME
evolved into a third-generation, 2.5-GeV light source.”!

Chris Llewellyn Smith references the project as “a working example
of Arab—Israeli—Iranian—Turkish—Cypriot—Pakistani collaboration”
amongst scientists and administrators at both the senior and junior level
that subsequently acts as a double edged sword.? On the one hand, this
“collaboration between peoples with very different creeds and political sys-
tems” is cultivating much needed “scientific and technological capacities
in the Middle East and neighboring countries.”? Yet, on the other hand,
and this may be the project’s true edge, the working relationships and en-
suing mutual professional respect created inside SESAME will ultimately
“lead to greater mutual tolerance and understanding of diverse views on
non-technical issues.”* Think about it — the fact that the member state
representatives sit around the boardroom in alphabetical order, meaning
Iran and Israel sit side-by-side, is astonishing within itself. Moreover, the
diverse potential of SESAME’s planned research programs are paving the
way for an interdisciplinary conglomeration of biologists, material scien-
tists and physicists all working together in a single location.’

! Mtingwa S. K., Winick H. SESAME and beyond. Science, 26 May 2017, vol. 356,
issue 6340, p. 785. DOI: 10.1126/science.aan6880

2 “Senior scientists and administrators from the region are working together to
govern SESAME through the council, with input from scientists from around the
world through its advisory committees. Young and senior scientists from the re-
gion are collaborating in preparing the scientific programme (at users’ meetings
and workshops). And the extensive training programme that covers fellowships,
visits and schools is already building scientific and technical capacity in the re-
gion.” Smith C.L. SESAME for science and peace. Nature Photonics, 2015, vol. 9,
issue 9, p. 550-552.

3 Smith C.L. SESAME for science and peace. Nature Photonics, 2015, vol. 9, issue
9, p. 550-552.

4 Tbid.

> For example, structural molecular biology, molecular environmental science,
surface and interface science, micro-electromechanical devices, X-ray imaging,
archaeological microanalysis, materials characterization, and medical applica-
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While the SESAME project is nevertheless in its infancy, the very
fact that it exists is a powerful success story proving that multilateral
regional governance, multinational scientific cooperation, and inter-
disciplinary knowledge sharing is more than possible, but now a reality
in the Middle East. This in itself brings forth the question, why should
the goal of “building regional capacity and promoting understand-
ing, friendship, and peace by bringing together scientists from differ-
ent countries and ethnicities to perform world-class science”' in the
Middle East be limited to a single project, especially when there are
other technologies, that, if implemented in a similar fashion, could fol-
low suit? It is with this notion that the author of this paper argues that
under the right auspices and with the necessary funding, there is no
reason why SESAME should not be the start of a chain reaction of in-
ternational and/or multilateral scientific research institutions that pop
up across the Middle East.

Potential Non-Nuclear Scientific Research Centers

Currently there are various hi-tech devices that, if implemented as
regional research facilities, would serve as opportune methods to con-
tinue on spreading the benefits of science diplomacy throughout the
Middle East because the possible military dimension (PMD) of such
technologies is conspicuously low and/or virtually nonexistent. Like
the synchrotron light source located at SESAME, these devices — for
example, high-energy particle accelerators, free-electron lasers (FELSs),
low-energy particle accelerators, low-energy proton beams and accelera-
tor mass spectrometry (AMS) — are neither weapons themselves nor do
they produce weapons materials. While they are members of the particle
physics community, they are nonnuclear, non-reactor-based mecha-
nisms that make no direct contribution to weapons proliferation. They
are solely research based. Yes, there is an iota of possibility that some

tions. Einfeld D., Hasnain S. S., Sayers Z., Schopper H., Winick H. SESAME, A
Third Generation Synchrotron Light Source for the Middle East Region. Radiation
physics and chemistry, 2004, vol. 71, pp. 693-700.

! Mtingwa S. K., Winick H. SESAME and beyond. Science, 26 May 2017, vol. 356,
issue 6340, p. 785. DOI: 10.1126/science.aan6880
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brilliant evil mind somewhere could finagle such technologies to have a
PMD, the likelihood of this is incredibly low and would likely not be able
to go undetected.

That being said, since the purpose of such machines is research, the
widespread practical applications presented by such devices would not
only seek to promote regional development and cross-cultural scientific
cooperation, but could also serve as a collaborative means to counter-
act specific issues permeating the region such as brain drain, the lack of
scientific publication and knowledge sharing, drought and agricultural
distress, the influx of cancer prevalence and the lack of therapy methods
as well as cultural degradation and failure of archeological preservation.
Moreover, if such mechanisms were to be constructed in the region and
utilized as research centers, like SESAME, they too could be controlled
by a system of multilateral regional governance underpinned by interna-
tional support that would yet again force Middle Eastern states to work
together on the common goal of advancing mankind. Lastly, just as the
actual process to realize SESAME was one that required collaboration,
donation and compromise, so too would the process to place another
scientific research facility in the Middle East. The realization of any of
the latter projects would require various technological instruments that
would have to be built at relevant facilities around the globe. Thus, a
lesson from SESAME’s book could be borrowed, and during the con-
struction of such facilities, the Middle Eastern scientists that would be
running these future machines could assist the global facilities in build-
ing the required instruments.

The actual construction and running of these facilities will not only
provide opportunity for world-class research but also foster socioeco-
nomic development in and around the communities in which they
are built. Internally, you have the contractors that raised the physical
walls, the secretaries that answer the phones, the janitors that sweep
the halls after hours. Externally, there are the new businesses that will
sprout due to the influx of new people to the area. Thus, the impact
these facilities can have will benefit the larger regional landscape as
well as local.
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High-Energy Particle Accelerators

Spallation Neutron Sources

Currently, there are just handful of neutron spallation centers — ISIS in
the United Kingdom, SINQ in Switzerland, SNS in the United States and
J-PARC in Japan — that are up and running today, and approximately two
more under constructions— ESS EU and CSNS China. Spallation neutron
sources (SNS), also known as neutron proliferation acceleration via scat-
tering, utilize high energy proton accelerators (GeV) and spallation heavy
metal targets (Hg-Bi) to create an intense continuous or pulsed neutron
beam that is non-reactor based, thus making an SNS research facility an
apt and politically viable option for the Middle East. Moreover, the inter-
disciplinary nature of SNS experimentation application and its relative ef-
ficiency in neutron use in comparison to traditional fission, reactor-based
neutron sources have led these machines to become increasingly popular
over the last decade in both fundamental and applied research. Currently,
SNS technology can be utilized in the fields of solid state physics, soft
matter, biomaterials, nano-materials and astrophysics.! Thus, providing
the Middle East with an SNS would allow the region to remove the taboo
surrounding neutron research but, at the same time, avoid the construc-
tion of a civilian fission-reactor.

Free-Electron Lasers (X-FELS)

By using “a relativistic electronbeam from an accelerator as a las-
ing medium,” free-electron lasers (FELs) emit a revolutionary type of
pulsed radiation that can operate at various speeds (quasi-continuous
to ultrafast).? In non-particle physics speak, FELs are high energy light
sources that emit a unique type of x-ray that utilize the same technol-
ogy as the aforementioned neutron light source, but are far simpler and
less expensive. FELs are highly demanded by researchers because they

! Comsan M. N. H. Spallation Neutron Sources For Science And Technology. Egypt
Nuclear Research Center, Atomic Energy Authority, 2011.

2 Pelka J. B., Tybor K. R., Nietubyc R., Wrochna G. Applications of Free Electron
Lasers in Biology and Medicine. Acta Physica Polonica A, 2010, vol. 117, no. 2, pp.
427-432.
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are an advance on the radiation emitted by synchrotron light sources, like
SESAME, and because they bridge the gap between synchrotron radiation
and conventional lasers. Currently, the primary applications of FELs are
in medicine and biology, as they provide “new opportunities to study life
forms on different levels, from biomolecules and sub-cellular structures up
to whole organisms.”! As this is a relatively new technology, there are less
than a handful of FELs worldwide, thus supplanting one in the Middle
East would be an apt way toward further multilateral regional cooperation
as well as global research as a whole.

Low-Energy Particle Accelerators & Particle Therapy

Proton Beams

The most common form of radiation treatments used for cancer ther-
apy are linear accelerators (LINAC), however, such photon-based radia-
tion is inherently limited to small superficial tumors since “only the use
of multiple beam angles ensures a higher dose to the tumor compared to
healthy tissues.”? Proton beams, which are capable of such multi-beam
angles, have become the method of choice for cancer radiation therapy
because protons allow for greater precision when applying radiation doses
to patients. This not only makes treatment more effective, but it deposits
less radiation into the patient, the benefit of which is self-explanatory. In
addition, proton therapy is more applicable to a greater number of patient
cases than older methods of radiation.?

Since particle accelerators — cyclotrons or synchrotrons — are used to
generate the energy supply for proton beam radiation therapy, they too, like
FELs, would be a natural piggyback to the BESSY I at SESAME. Moreover,
what some may see as their challenges — large size and high cost — may
not necessarily be true if such an instrument were to be implemented in the
form of a regional facility. For example, while proton accelerators for beam

' Pelka J. B., Tybor K. R., Nietubyc R., Wrochna G. Applications of Free Electron
Lasers in Biology and Medicine. Acta Physica Polonica A, 2010, vol. 117, no. 2, pp.
427-432.

2 Paganetti H. Proton Beam Therapy. Bristol, IOP Publishing, 2017. 23 p.

3 Ibid.
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therapy are incredibly large in comparison to a LINAC (LINAC: can fit in
one room, proton beams cannot), a single machine can generate the energy
for several treatment rooms simultaneously.' Thus, in a future Middle East
Regional Cancer Research and Treatment Center, which would be a facil-
ity large enough to serve citizens from multiple states, the size of the facility
needed to house the instrument becomes less of an issue. In addition, for
a research center of the proposed size that is funded multilaterally, the chal-
lenge of the beam’s high cost also becomes rather null. Moreover, in the
span of the other proposed instruments to be supplanted in the Middle East,
this is one of the least expensive, so much so that even a very large national
hospital say in Jordan could afford to have one of its own. However, while
a state like Jordan could perhaps afford to do this unilaterally, the cost-shar-
ing permitted by the construction of a bilateral facility — for example by
Israel and Jordan — would better use fiscal resources and allow for a greater
research potential, for example in reducing the size of proton beams. Even
more so, such a facility would create an apolitical environment where both
science and civil communities could interact together.

Currently, there are no active sites for proton beam therapy, but the
United Arab Emirates (UAE) is currently constructing one in coordi-
nation with the UK that should be ready by 2018.> While one beam is
a significant improvement from none, the fact of the matter is that cancer preva-
lence in the Middle East is expected to double within the next 20 years. The
World Health Organization cites that not only will the Eastern Mediterranean
Region experience the “highest increase in incidence among all WHO regions,”
it is also the region that is the least prepared for such increase as “cancer is gen-
erally diagnosed at a relatively advanced stage” and resources for cancer control
are inadequate in the majority of countries of the Region.?

! Ibid.

2 Chaudhary S. B. Revolutionary New Cancer Treatment Centre in UAE by
2018. Gulf News, July 19, 2015. Available at: http://gulfnews.com/news/uae/
health/revolutionary-new-cancer-treatment-centre-in-uae-by-2018-1.1552578
(accessed 20.08.2017)

3 WHO estimates that 40% of cancers could be prevented and 40% could be cured
if detected early. Towards a strategy for cancer control in the Eastern Mediterranean
Region. World Health Organization, 2009.
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Considering Location and Additional Prospects

Inlooking at a location for another global research center in the Middle
East, options are slightly limited as the ideal location for such would need
to be in a country that could include all regional states, especially Israel.
Therefore, given the diplomatic climate, the two current options are
Jordan and Egypt. As the home to our dear SESAME, Jordan is cited to
be the most collaborative state in the region, though Egypt does follow
closely due to its “pivotal role in linking within the region as well as into
Europe, North Africa and to the USA and Japan.”!

However, an idea that has yet to be proposed is the construction of
an artificial island, off the coast of say the Gulf, that could serve as the
Middle East’s hub for international scientific research. With the support
of an international organization such as UNESCO, the proposed artificial
island could function under full international jurisdiction.

While such an offshore facility could hold all of the aforementioned
non-reactor-based devices, it may be worthwhile to consider that it could
also be a way to bring a large civilian multi-nuclear reactor, co-located
with a water desalination plant and even a uranium bank to the Middle
East that would reduce if not eliminate the risk of regional nuclear pro-
liferation. Since the entire site would not be under anyone state’s control,
none of the fuel would be nationally owned and all nuclear materials could
be safeguarded by the international community. Moreover, as a source
for water and electricity, the site could bring in revenues by selling such
precious commodities to regional states. Such revenues could be used to
maintain the facility as well as provide wages for the sites employees. An
approach under these lines would follow the guidelines set out by Tazaki
and Kuno for a multilateral nuclear approach (MNA) in the Middle East,
but reinvent their idea in a way that would avoid the core issue of placing
any type of nuclear reactor inside the territory of a state.? In this respect,

' Adams J., King C., Pendlebury D., Hook D., Wilsdon J. Global Research Report
Middle East: Exploring the Changing Landscape of Arabian, Persian, and Turkish
Research. Leeds, Thomson Reuters, 2011.

2 Their report discusses placing an MNA inside one of the Gulf States, but the idea
ultimately succumbs to challenges of “political instability of MNA member states
and the region, as well as political conflicts between MNA member states and
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an internationally owned, offshore civilian reactor would guarantee trans-
parency as well as eliminate any surprises or uncertainty related to states’
national interests and activities.

Additional opportunities for collaboration that could also follow in
the footsteps of SESAME that were not discussed at this time, but would
enjoy greater research include: (1) a regional archaeological preservation,
storage and research center in a neutral location equipped with a machine
for accelerator mass spectrometry (AMS) that would enable large scale
carbon 14 dating to preserve shared regional heritage as well as equipment
for ground radar, lidar scanning, drone imaging and remote sensing that
could be Ient to less affluent states to ensure that their antiquities are also
preserved; (2) a regional climate change facility that can specialize in water
research and desertification;' and (3) a global collider that could take over
and/or supplement an area of research conducted at CERN, though more
research needs to be done in this area to see if this would be a viable option
for global particle research.

Ultimately, there is more work to be done to test the feasibility of all the
aforementioned ideas, and a partnership with an individual with a back-
ground in physics would be a welcomed compliment to mine in political
science and conflict resolution.

Conclusion

The need exists, so the challenge to promoting future science di-
plomacy and collaboration within the Middle East depends on funding
and finding a location that will maximize access and minimize stepping
on toes. Funding for smaller projects — such as the proton beam or re-
gional water research facility located inside a state —could be secured in

other states.” The authors state that “there are no simple measures to overcome
such challenges,” yet I believe this idea would. Tazaki M., Kuno Y. Feasibility
Analysis of Establishing Multilateral Nuclear Approaches (MNAs) in the Asian
Region and the Middle East. Sustainability, 2014, no. 6, pp. 9398-9417. DOI:
10.3390/su6129398

! There are several water research facilities around the globe, but the Middle East
is one of the driest places on earth so there is a need for more rather than less in
this field.
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part by the large philanthropic organizations say the Bill and Melinda
Gates Foundation. However, there are two science and technology gi-
ants who may be able to lend a hand if a big project took form— the US
and China. During the Obama administration, the United States got on
board politically (e.g. President Obama’s 2009 speech in Cairo, Secretary
of State Hillary Clinton’s appointment of science envoys in 2010 to the
Muslim world) as well as fiscally (allocating $100 million for new global
engagement “including scientific cooperation with the Muslim world”).!
Moreover, an English theoretical physicist Stephen Hawking even sug-
gested that China’s booming R&D sector be the one to add upon the
knowledge learned at CERN by building the next large hadron collider
(LHC).? While talks are currently geared for the Shanghai area, perhaps
a persuasive argument could be made for the Middle East as its new loca-
tion. Whatever the case, it’s not rocket science (though space R&D is also
lacking in the region, so it could be). The Middle East needs more facili-
ties like SESAME to promote scientific collaboration and groundbreaking
research that has the ability to create socioeconomic development for the
common citizen and turn even the most political and ideological enemies
into partners.

Special thanks is given to my father and mentor, Paul Brindza.

!'Wallin M.R., ed. Science Diplomacy and the Prevention of Conflict. Proceedings
of the USC, Center on Public Diplomacy Conference. Los Angeles, Annenberg
School of Communications (University of Southern California), USC Center on
Public Diplomacy, February 4-5, 2010, 67 p. Available at: http://uscpublicdiplo-
macy.org/sites/uscpublicdiplomacy.org/files/useruploads/u22281/Science %20
Diplomacy%?20Proceedings.pdf (accessed 26.01.2017).

2 Growth of the Chinese R&D sector was up by 7.6% in 2015-2016 and is expected
tostay afloat at 7.1% for 2017. Global R& D Funding Forecast (Winter 2017). Available
at:  http://digital.rdmag.com/researchanddevelopment/2017_global r d fund-
ing_forecast?pg=1#support (accessed 11.10. 2017).
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MupotBopueckuii norennman Llenrpanbnoii Asumn

Mypambex Hmanaauee

Peacekeeping Potential in Central Asia
Muratbek Imanaliev

IleHnTpanbHast A3usi BXOOUT B pa3Hble COCTOSIBIIIMECS U ABUTAIOIIME-
Csl B HaMpaBJIeHUM BO3MOXXHOTO KOHCTPYUPOBAHMSI TTOJTUTUYECKHE, IKO-
HOMUYECKUE W LIMBUIM3ALIMOHHBIE MPOCTpaHCTBa, B ToM yuciae CHI,
EBpazuu, TIOpKOS3bIYHOTO U UCIaMCKOro MUpOB. BxoxneHue B pa3Hbie
MPOCTPAHCTBA, pa3yMeeTcsl, BO BCIKOM ciyyae, Moka, OcTaeTcsl 10cTa-
TOYHO YCJIOBHBIM, 3a MCKIodeHueMm, MoxeT ObiTb, CHI. Ilocnennee
BOOOIIIEe SIBJASETCS YHUKAIbHBIM MOJUTUYECKUM MEXIYHAPOIHBIM CO-
OpyXeHueM, coOOpaHHOE He M3 CaMOCTOSTENbHbIX, HE3aBUCUMBIX TOCY-
JIapCTB, CTPEMUBIIMXCS K €IMHEHUIO, a U3 00JIOMKOB €IMHOTO, OIPOM-
Horo Hekoraa rocygapctBa. Ho ceronnst CHI' Bce-Taku He CTOIBKO MeXK-
JlyHapoIHasi opraHu3alus, CKOJIbKO HEKUA MCTOpUYECKMIi Tpollecc,
CIOCOOCTBOBABIINI TIABHOMY U 0€300JIe3HEHHOMY BO3HUKHOBEHUIO
U CYILIECTBOBAHWIO HOBBIX HE3aBUCUMBbIX TOCYIapCTB.

Xota LentpanbHas A3ust hopMaibHO CUMTAETCS YaCThIO MCIAMCKOIO
MUpa, TeM He MeHee, (haKTUUeCKU OHa ellle He cTajla TaKoBOi. B 60Jib-
1LIeH CTeNeHU PerMoH OCTAeTCs J10 CUX MOp (PparMeHTOM MOCTCOBETCKO-
IO NMPOCTPAHCTBA U OTAEJIEH OT OCTAJIbHOTO MUPa, B TOM YKCJIEe U UCTaM-
CKOro, yHacJelOBaHHBIMU, WHEPLMOHHO €lle AOCTATOYHO MOIIHBIMU
LIEHHOCTHBIMU €MKOCTSIMU «COBETCKOTO ITUBMJIM3AIIMOHHOTO O0YCTPOIi-
CTBa», B TOM 4HCJie, HalpuMep, o0pa3oBaTe/IbHOM CUCTEMOM, JIUHIBO-
KyJAbTYpOi, (DYHKUMOHUPYIOUIMMU 10 CHUX TIOP COLIMATMCTUYECKUMM
o0OpazaMu U CMMBOJIAMU U Jaxe HEKOTOPbIMU 3JIEMEHTaMU MUPOBO3-
3pEHYECKMX KOHCTPYKIIUIA, KOTOPBIE, MTpaBaa, MENJIEHHO Pa3MbIBAlOTCS
U pa3pyllialoTcsl, HO, OYEBUIHO U TO, YTO MPOCYILIECTBYIOT OHU €1lIe 10-
BOJIBHO JIOJITO.

Ha nponoHraiuio ux GyHKIIMOHUPOBAHWS HE B MTOCEIHIOI OUYepenb
BO3/IEHCTBYIOT U COOBITUSI B reorpachuyeckoid mosoce MycyJbMaHCKUX
rocyaapctB oT AdraHucraHa 10 ceBepHoil AQpPUKU: OHU MPOBOLUPYIOT
U B OOLIEM-TO YKPEIUISIOT CTpeMJIEHUE TOCYIapCTB LIEHTPpaJIbHOA3UAT-

154



CKOI'O permoHa HeKMM 00pa3oM OTTOPOIUTHLCS OT BCETO TOrO, YTO IPO-
HMCXOIMT B 3TOM BOT «reorpadpuIecKoii Iojaoce», UCIOJIb3ysl, BO-TIEPBLIX,
BeChMa CKPOMHBIE CBOM BO3MOXHOCTH, BO-BTOPBIX, COIO3HUYECKUIA
M TApTHEPCKUI moTeHuMan Poccum M HEKOTOpPBIX OPYrMX CTpaH,
1 B MEHBIIIEH CTEIIEH!, B-TPEThIX, BOCHHO-IIOJIMTUYECKNIT M1 MHOM Ka-
MUTAaJI JSUCTBYIOIIMX B pETMOHE MEXIYHAPOMIHBIX CTPYKTYp U OpraHu-
3aLUA.

[Tpo0GaeMbl, BEI3OBEL M YTPO3bI, IIPEXKIE BCETO CBSI3aHHbBIE C PEIUTH-
O3HBIM 3KCTPEMU3MOM, TEPPOPU3MOM U MHBIMU IIPOSIBJICHUSIMU TPaHC-
rpaHUYHOM MPECTYITHOCTU, HECMOTPS Ha TO, YTO cTpaHbl LleHTpanbHOi
A3un, B OCHOBHOM, HaceJICHBI MyCyJIbMaHaMM, TeM HE MEHee, 10 Colep-
JKaHMIO, KQ4eCTBY U JaXKe KOJIOPUTY, B IIPUHIIUIIC MAJIO YeM OTJIMYAIOTCS
OT TOT0, YTO, HaIIpUMep, MporucxoauT B EBpone. Mexmny rnmpounMm, oTMe-
THM, 4YTO YacTOTa M MACIITA0 S3KCTPEMUCTCKUX MPOSIBIICHUIA 1 COOBITUI
B LleHTpanbHO-A3MaTCKOM pEerMOHE Ha MOPSIA0K HIDKE, Y4eM BO MHOTHX
JIPYTUX CTpaHaX MUpa.

B niponomxenue TemMbl, 1JIsl Mylieid HAISIAHOCTH, HAIIOMHIO JIUIIb 00
OIHOM BechMa, Ha MOM B3IVIsI, TIOYYUTEIHHOM M OYEBUIHOM (haKTe U3
xu3Hu LlenTpanbHo-Asnatckux rocymapcTs. O Tom, uro PDepraHcKast
JIOJMHA BOT-BOT B30PBETCS U CTAHET yKacalolleil 30HOi1 0eCKOHEUHBIX
KOH(DIMKTOB, He IHcall TOJIBKO JEHUBHIM, X HE TOJAbKO Ha 3amaje, U He
ToabKO Ha Bocroke. Ho BoT mpomio yXe aBaauaTh ISITh JIET, U JOIM-
Ha XMBET, B OOILIEM-TO, IOYT MUPHO U TOYTU CTaOMiIbHO. Jla, Obun
1 KOH(MIMKTHL U TePPOPUCTUYECKHME aKThI, HO, €Ille pa3 IIOBTOPIO, HE
Yaiie v He cTpalllHee, YeM B IPYyTUX peTMoHax IutaHeThl. M Hameroch, 4To
Tak OyneT 1 Janee.

OpHako, BMecTe ¢ TeM, B cTpaHax LlenTpanbHo A3M1 OTYETINBO MO~
HUMAaOT ONAaCHOCTHU M YIPO3bl, KOTOPhIE HECYT M HapacTamllee IreoIo-
JINTUYECKOE MPOTUBOCTOSIHUE BEJIMKUX AepXaB, 1 O0pb0a 3a pecypcHl,
U TePPOP, Y PEIUTUO3HBINA SKCTPEMU3M.

B 27011 cBsI3M XOTENOCh OBl CKa3aTh HECKOIBKO CJIOB HE O BIMSHUU
nciaaMa Ha OpMUPOBAHKE U PeaTN3aliio0 BHEIITHETIOIUTUIECKIX MHTE-
pecoB, a 0 HEKOEM BO3MOKHOM COBMECTHOM IIPOPEIMTMO3HOM IIPOEKTE
CTpaH Hallero permoHa. Hampumep, o mpoekTe reonoauTUIecKoro mo-
CpeoHNYECTBA.
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Ho, npexxae yeMm npeajoXXuTb MUPOBOMY COOOIIECTBY CBOU YCIYTM
B KQ4eCTBE I'e€OTNOJMTUYECKOTO U PEIMTMO3HO-KYJIBTYPHOTO MOCPEIHU -
Ka Mexay MApoBbIM MciaMoM M IpyrMMy LIMBUIU3AlIMOHHO-KYJIBTYp-
HBIMU apeajlaMM TUTaHeThl, HEOOXOAMMO, MPEXIE BCEro, MOHSITh, KAKUM
MOTEHLIMAJIOM U pecypcaMu pacnonaratot lLleHTpanbHO-A3uaTcKue ro-
cydapcTBa B COBOKYIMHOCTU M MHIMBUIYAJIbHO [IJIs BHINOJHEHMST TaKOM
BeCbMa CJIO)KHO MUCCHUU.

Heob6xonumo npusHaTh, YTO Ha CETONHSIIIHUI J€Hb BO3MOXHOCTHU
IlenTpanbHO-A3MaTCKUX TOCYIapCTB OrpaHUYEHbI, JIMOO, HaoOOpPOT,
LIIXUPOKU HACTOJIbKO, HACKOJIbKO OHM JEeCIOCOOHBI KaK He3aBUCHUMbIE
rocyapcTBa M HaACKOJIbKO aleKBaTHO M MOJIHOLEHHO NMTOHUMaHWe 3Ju-
Tamu LleHTpanbHOI A31M 3HAYMMOCTHU peTHOHA KaK peajibHO CKOHCTPY-
MPOBAHHOIO MEXIYHAPOIHOTO TMOJUTUYECKOrO MPOCTPAHCTBA, B TOM
Yyuclie UMEIOLIETO U IobaibHOe udmepeHue. OueBraHO, YTO OT 3TOTO BO
MHOTOM 3aBUCUT MPOEKTUPOBAHUE U Peau3aliusl MOJUTUIECKUX, IKO-
HOMMYECKUX 1 KYJbTYPHO-TYMaHUTAPHBIX «aKIIMi BIUSHUSI» Ha BHEIII-
HUIT MHp C TTOCTISAYIOMNUM (hOPMUPOBAHNEM M Pa3BUTHEM TTO3UTUBHBIX
npencraBieHnit o LleHTpanbHON A3WM y BHEPETMOHAIBHBIX JIMICPOB
U HapONOB, O ee MOTeHIMale B TOM WM MHOM KadyecTBe CyObeKTa Mex-
TYHAPOITHO KU3HM.

Pasymeercs, uto LleHTpanbHO-A3MaTCKIE CTPAaHbI, B CBOIO OYepenb,
HCTILITHIBAIOT BIMSHUE TIPpEXIe BCETO BEMYIIUX JepKaB M HEKOTOPHIX
MEXCTPAHOBBIX OObeMHEHNI Ha (DYHKIIMOHMPOBAHWE U Pa3BUTHUE TEX
WA WHBIX TOJUTUIECKUX WHCTUTYTOB B TOCYTApCTBaX pPETrMoHa, CO-
IMATPHO-3KOHOMIWYECKINX KOHTEHTOB, OOINECTBEHHBIX OTHOIICHUIA,
BHEIITHETTOTUTUIECKNX CTpaTeTHii U MHOTOTro npyroro. OmHaKo Tpemn-
CTaBJISIETCS, YTO BIAWSHMWE CHJIBHBIX MUpa CeTo Ha (hOPpMUPOBAHUE MH-
CTUTYIIMOHAIBHOTO Pa3BUTHS TOCYIApCTB PETMOHA OBLIO M OCTaeTCs
He Oosee 9yeM (pparMeHTapHBIM. Harmpumep, mombeITKu 3amana «IeMo-
KpaTu3upoBaTh» LleHTpanbHyl0 A3HMIO HE WMEIN BCEOOBEMIIOIIETO
1 IIPOTPAaMMHOTO TTOIX0Ma, B YACTHOCTH, TIPABO M HPABCTBEHHOCTh KakK
IIEHHOCTHBIE TIPUOPUTETH U «OTPAHUIMTETN», 0€3 KOTOPBIX IeMOKpa-
THS He OoJiee YeM aHapXWsl U OXJIOKPaTHs, OBIIN IPEICTABICHBI B TIPO-
Leccax IeMOKpPaTUIECKOIo «BceoOydya» CEeKTOpalibHO (IIpaBo), 1100 BO-
o0111e OTCYTCTBOBaIM (HPaBCTBEHHOCTb). TeM Oosiee, UYTO HEKOTOpPbIE
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LlenTpanbHO-A3HMaTCKIE «y4eHUKI» OCO3HAHHO WJIU M0 HE3HAHMIO Mpe-
Bpalllajii JEMOKpPaTHIO B HEKYIO JEKOpalllio, 3a KOTOPOU CKPbIBAIOCh
0e300pa3Hoe yrpaBiieHre, KOPPYILUS, KpMMUHAT U T.1I., UTHOPUPYS TO
00CTOSITeJIbCTBO, UTO MEPEXO K IeMOKpaTUU TpeOyeT BCe-TakKu A0cTa-
TOYHO XOPOIIIEro YPOBHSI SKOHOMUYECKOTO Pa3BUTHUS, UTO TOTOBHOCTh
JIoJIel K 1eMOKpaTU He eCTh CTUXHUS, a HEKUI CTYCTOK, KBUHTICCEHLIMS
BOJIU U 3aKOHHOCTH.

I[Tpu 5TOM, KOHEYHO, S pa3iesisslo MHEHUE psiila OTeYEeCTBEHHBIX
U 3apyOeKHbBIX IKCTIEPTOB O TOM, UTO YITOMSIHYTbIe MPOOJIeMbl BCE-TaKU
0o0JIbllIe OTHOCSITCSI K KaTeropuu MPOEKTHbIX pPellleHUit BHYTPEHHUMU
YCUJIMSIMU BJIUT U HAPOJ0B PeruoHa, pa3yMeeTcs, Ipy YCJIOBUH, UYTO OHU
HE TOJILKO MPOSIBJISIIOT UHTEPEC, HO U B OTPEAESIEHHOM CTeNeHU TOTOBbI
K UX peaju3aliuu.

He cexper, uto B cTpaHax LleHTpajibHO-A3MaTCKOTO peruoHa MoJjHo-
CTbhIO OCO3HAIOT, UTO UX PETMOH ObLI U OCTAETCSI T€OTOJUTUYECKOI Mepu -
(bepueil, 1 MHTEpECHI BeAYLIMX FOCYapCTB, OKpyKawoux LleHTpaibHylo
Asmnio, BecbMa 1 BeCbMa HEOTHO3HAUHBI B CMBICIIAX, TPEHIAX U MEXaHU3-
Max, B TOM YHMCJIe U B TIPOIIECCE peaTn3aliii.

Pervon noykeH ObITh KaK Obl €IMHBIM, YTOOBI TTPOTUBOCTOSITH CO-
BPEMEHHBIM BBI30BaM U OMACHOCTSIM, He B TIOCIETHIO OYepeIh CKOH-
CTPYMPOBAHHBIM B CHUTy WM B TIPOTUBOIEHCTBUU BOT 3TOM BOT IIepH-
depuitnoctn. EcTh i crmocoObl HeiiTpaTu3alny WM HABETUPOBAHUS
nepudepuitnoctu? Ilo cyacTeio, OHM €CTh U MOTYT OBITH JOCTAaTOYHO
3 (PEeKTUBHBIMU.

Hanpumep, moryr om LleHTpanbHO-A3MAaTCKUE TOCYIapCTBa WC-
TTOJTh30BaTh CBOIO OTHOCHTENBHYIO (PparMeHTapHYI0 MHKOPITOPHPOBAaH-
Hocth B EBporry (OBCE, CoBer EBpomnbl u 1.1.) 1 (popMaIbHYyIO IIpU-
HamiexxHocTb K Mupy Mciaama (OWC) mist cOOCTBEHHOIO CTaHOBIICHUS
B KauecTBE pPEaTbHBIX CYOBEKTOB COBPEMEHHOM MEXTYHApPOTHOMN KM3-
HH, C OTHOI CTOPOHBI, M (POPMUPOBAHMS TUATIOTOBBIX KOMMYHUKAITUIA
MEXIy, HalpuMep, TeMU K¢ eBPOTEHCKUMU U UCITaMCKUMM CTpaHaMU?
Hackonbko TpoTHBOPEUNBEI, IMOO BOOOIIIE aHTATOHUCTHYHBI IIEHHOCT-
HBIE OPUEHTUPHI 3arafga 1 UCIaMCKOTO MHUpa, M KaKOB Pecypc WX BIHSI-
HUSI U TOMUHUPOBaHUSI, B TOM UYMCJI€ 3TOMCTUYHBIX WHTEPECOB CTpaH
1 KOHKPETHBIX JIIoAe 000MX MUPOB, Ha OCHOBE KOTOPBIX BBICTPAMBAIOTCS
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ux no3uuu? Het HyX/bl ellle pa3 MoATBEPXKAATh BCied 32 UCTOPUKAMU,
apxeoJjioraMy U 3THorpacamu TO, YTO UCTOPUKO-KYJIBTYPHbIE U NHBIE He-
00XonuMble 0O0OCHOBaHUS, B TIPUMHIIMIIE, HAJIMYECTBYIOT. B yacTHoCTH,
IlenTpanbHasi A3usi Bcerma ObLIa MECTOM CXOXIEHMS LIMBUJIM3ALIMOH -
HO-KYJIBTYPHBIX TIOTOKOB M MUPOBBIX PEJIUTWiA, TTPU 3TOM UTpasi pojib
BHYTPUKOHTMHEHTAJILHOIO CBSI3YIOIIIEro KOpUaopa, npasaa 0e3 sipKo Bbl-
paXeHHOro B CMbIC/IaX Mporpecca, Kak 3To moHumaaoch B EBporie, HO ¢
(yHKI1IME MHTerpallMOHHOTO Havajia C SKCTeHCUBHOI MeXaHUKOI pa3Bu-
tus. [ocienHee B OoJibleli CTENeHN OTHOCUTCS K KyJIbType KOUeBHUYE-
CKOI1 MOOMJIBHOCTH B KOHTEKCTE MOJTUTUUYECKUX, SKOHOMUUECKUX U MHBIX
MOTPEOHOCTEH, OTpaXkaBIIMX MUPOBOCHIPUSITHE €BPa3UiCKUX HOMAOB,
HUcTopuyeckasi MUCCUsSI KOTOPbIX, Ha MOW B3IV, 3aK/odyajach B TOM
YHCJIe U B epeMellleHU HEKUX, TTIOPOil BUPTYaIM3UPOBaHHbIX LIEHHOCT-
HbIX EeMKOCTe} 13 OIHOTO KYJIbTYPHO-1IMBUIM3ALIMOHHOTO MPOCTPAHCTBA
B Jpyroe, HO KOTOPbIMHU, KaK 3TO HU CTPaHHO, OHU CaMU MPaKTUYECKU
He 1oJsib30BaMch. Kak s moHMMalo, clieayeT Takke HallOMHUTh, UTO pe-
ruoH lleHTpanbHOI A3uu SIBJISIETCSI U TEPPUTOPUEH TpeX JTMHTBOKYJIBTYD
— MNEPCUACKOM, pyCCKOM U, COOCTBEHHO, TIOPKCKOI1, B KOTOPYIO Ha JaH-
HOM 3Tare aKTUBHO MHTETPUPYIOTCS U aAalTUPYIOTCS €1e U aHTIuiicKast
U KuTalicKasi JMHTBOKYJIBTYPbI.

B Hacrosiiiee BpeMsi HOBbIe TocyaapcTBa B LleHTpanbHOI A3suu,
cTpeMsilIMecsl K TOCTPOEHUI0 COOCTBEHHBIX Mojejieil HalMOHaIbHOMN
roCcyJ1apCTBEHHOCTH, OINHOBPEMEHHO IbITAIOTCSI BO3POAUTh U PEKOH-
CTPYMPOBATh CMBICIIBI (MTOKA B KOHTYpax) MOCpEeIHUYECKO-UHTerpalu-
OHHBIX TPAAUILIM, cylllecTBOBaBILIUX paHee. [IpaBnaa, cienyet mpru3HaTh,
YTO YHACJIeIOBaHbl, B OOIIEM-TO, JIMIIb HEKUE (DAHTOMHBIE «OCTATKW»
9TUX CaMbIX TpaAMLUi: COOCTBEHHO CaMM CMBIC/IbI, K OOJbIIOMY CO-
JKaJIeHW10, CTEPThl U3 MamMsaTh. Ho abCconMoTHO OYeBUIHO, UTO CETOMHS
B LleHTpanbHOI A3uu uaet npouecc opMyJTupoBaHUsI HOBbIX CMBICIOB.

Ha paHHBIli MOMEHT HEKOTOpbIE MHTEPECHblE MHULMATUBbBI, KOTO-
pble, OTKPOBEHHO rOBOPS, IOKA €lIe C OTpeeSIEHHON HATSIXKKOM MOXHO
KaTeropuajibHO OTHECTU K (popMysjaM MOAOOHBIX TpaaulIMii, HAXOAST
MOHMMaHUE W TIOMJEPXKKY JApyrux rocyaapctB. Hampumep, kazaxckoe
CoBelianue 1o B3auMoIeicTBrio 1 Mepam goBepusi B Azuu (CBMJIA),
y30eKcKasi «0e3bsiaepHasl 30Ha», TaIKUKCKHE «BOMHBIC» MHULIMATUBHI
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U T.4. Jlaxe TYpKMEHCKUI «HEUTpaJIUTET» B TIOHSITHOM CMbIC/E MOX-
HO paccMaTpuBaTh KakK CTUXUHHO BO3POXAEHHBIN BHYTPEHHUI TO3BIB
K pecTaBpalliy 3TUX MOJUTUYECKUX KOHCTPYKIIUA.

OTU UHULIMATUBbBI TTONAEP)KaHbI MHOTMMU €BPONENHCKUMU U UCTaM-
CKHUMU rocygapctBaMu. OgHako TpeOyeTcsl X pa3BUTHE B CTOPOHY He
OPraHM3alMOHHO-TMOJIMTUYECKHUX TPEHIOB U CUIOMUHYTHOTO YJydlle-
HUSI UMUXKa, a paclpoOCTPpaHEHUsI UX B KaueCTBE YCTOMUYMBO U TO3U-
TUBHO BOCTIPMTHUMAEMBIX IPYTUMHM CTpaHAMM MIEH 1 IIEHHOCTHBIX OPH-
E€HTUPOB, OOJIBIIIYIO YaCTh U3 KOTOPBIX MOXHO peann3oBaTh ¢ Poccueit
u apyrumu ctpaHamu CHI, HTOC, a HekoTopble U co ctpaHaMu EBporibl,
CpenHero u bauxHero Bocroka.

B yactHOCTH, ¢ MOeit TOUKM 3peHUsl, BIIOJIHE MOXHO ObLIO ObI UC-
MoJIb30BaTh co3laHue Oe3bsiaepHoil 30HbI B lleHTpanbHON A3um st
YKpeIJieHUs uaeil HepacnpoCTpaHeHUs! U OTKa3za OT MCMOJIb30BaHMS
aToMa He oTHocsuMMmucs K LleHTpaabHO A3uM cTpaHaMU B BOEHHBIX
uessix. 1 B 3ToM KOHTEKCTe cliefoBajio Obl 0osiee MaciTabHO U MOJHO-
IIEHHO WCITOJIb30BaTh, HAIpUMeEp, PellleHre eBPa3UiiCKOTO U MYCYib-
MaHckoro Kazaxctana, KOTOPBIM JOOPOBOJIBHO OTKa3ajcs OT cTaTyca
samepHoi mepxkaBbl. OTKa3 — 3TO He MPOCTO HeKash MeXaHMKa BHEIITHe-
MMOJTUTUYECKOM KOHBIOHKTYPHI, a cofepKaTeJIbHO HeTIPpoCTOe, He OTHO-
MOMEHTHOE 1, B 00IIIeM-To, 60JIe3HEHHOE 1 00IIIee, COTTTacCOBAaHHOE KaK
BHYTPHUITOJIMTHYECKOE, TAK U MEXKIYHAPOTHOE PEIIeHNE.

Ilomarato BO3MOXHBIM, UYTO COTJIACOBAaHHBIC I aKTUBHBIC TECTBHS
ctpaH LleHTpaabHO-A3MAaTCKOTO pPerMoHa TIPU Bemylleit B 3TOM nejie
pomu Kazaxcrana m momamepxxke OOH, npyrux MeXmyHapOOHBIX Op-
TaHW3alldil, OTOETbHBIX TOCYIAPCTB OBUTM OBI CITOCOOHBI TIPUBIIEYD
K TaKOMY TIpOlIecCy IMMPOKUI KPYT MCIAMCKUX M €BPOITEMCKUX CTpaH,
BKJTIOYasi, HaIIpuMep, TaKylo cTpaHy, Kak Mpan. [louyemy OBl He mo-
oyMaTh o mpucoenquHeHun AdranucrtanHa K LleHTpanbHO-A3MaTCKOMI
«be3psgaepHoit» 30He? Moxer nmu lLleHTpambHass A3us oOKa3aTbCsa
B TpeH/Je coneiicTBUs ctpaHam binxkHero Boctoka B co3naHuu 6e3bsi-
NIEePHOI 30HBI B 3TOM pPeTHoHe?

B manHOM KOHTEKCTe OBUIO OBI BECbMa aKTyaJbHO W TIOJIE3HO IS
CTpaH peruoHa BEIHECTH B MOBECTKY IHS LleHTpanbHO-A3MaTCKOTO CO-
TPyIHUYECTBa ITPoOIeMy HepacTIpoCTpaHeHUS B ee 00JIee HACHIIIIEHHOM,
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IMHAMWUYHOM M KOHCTPYKTUBHOM BHUIE, a HE OIPaHMYMBATHCSI TOJIIHKO
MOAINMCAaHNEM IOTOBOpa O CO3MaHUM Oe3bsIepHOM 30HBI. HeoOXommMma
BEPCTKA PErMOHAJIbHOM «0e3bsIAePHOI» MOMUTUKU U €€ MHCTPYMEHTOB.
Jlo06aBiIIo INIIB TO, YTO AaKTYyaJIbHOCTb 3TOM MPOOJIeMbl HE BbI3BIBAECT HU
y Koro comHeHuit, u LleHTpanbHast A3ust, OKpy>KeHHasl SIIepHBIMU IepKa-
BaMM, a TAKKe CTpaHaAMM, HaMepeBaIOIIMMMKCS CTaTh TAKOBBIMU, JOJIK-
Ha OBITh 00JIee aKTUBHOI B YKPEIJICHUM U pa3BuTUu 3Tux uaeii. [loka u3
Bcex LleHTpanbHO-A3MaTCKUX JIMAEPOB Ha 3TOM HaIlpaBJISHUM 3aMeTHaA
TOJIBKO JIeSITeJIbHOCTh Ka3zaxcTtaHckoro [1pesunnenta H.Ha3zap6aesa.

OueBUOHO, YTO BaXXKHEWIIE M Beayllell KOMIIOHEHTOIl Iuajo-
TOBBIX KOMMYHUKAUMA OOJDKHBI OBITh NpPOOJeMbl 0€30MacCHOCTH.
TpaHcrpaHuyHas IIPEeCTYMHOCTD, BhIpaxkaeMasi B IEpMaHEHTHOM 3CKa-
JIauMY TePppOpU3Ma, HApKOTU3ME, TOPTOBJIC JIOAbMU, OPYKMEM U T.II.
TpeOyeT OOoJblIeil aKTUBHOCTU 1 pe3yJIETAaTUBHOCTU B paMKaX COBMECT-
HOI JesITeIbHOCTY BEIMKUX U HeBEJIUKMX, B TOM uncie u LlenTpanbHo-
AsuaTtckux, AepxXaB, IIOOAJIbHBIX U PETHMOHAIBHBIX MEXIYHAPOIHBIX
opraHu3aluii, HeIpPaBUTEIbLCTBEHHBIX Y OOIIECTBEHHBIX OObEIMHEHUIA.

Henb3s ckazarh, 4TO HEOOXOOMMBIE YCUJINSI HE TIPEAIIPUHUMAIOTCS.
Ho cosnmaercs BneyamieHue, 94To BCe MOTYIU IIPUBOIAIT, KAK HU CTpaH-
HO, K 00paTHOMY pe3yJIbIaTy, €CJI1 TAKOBOII MCKOMBIIT UTOT HE IIpeayc-
MaTpHUBAaJcs: K oTuykaeHno. HaBepHoe, Hy>XXHa MPUHIIUIIAAILHO MHAasI
0a3a 1 KOHIICIIIINS Trajiora.

B 271011 cBs131 moaras 661 BO3MOXKHBIM U3YYUTh IIPOOJIEMY CO3MaHUS
KOH(MEepeHIMAJbHOIO0 KaHajla KOHTAaKTOB, B IIpeleiax KOTOPBIX POJIb
HEKOETr0 «CBSI3YIOIIEro» 3BeHa Ha ceOs B3suI Obl CTpaHbI, HAXOMSII-
ecsl Kak Obl Ha CTBhIKE MCIAMCKOIO M XPUCTUAHCKOTO MUPOB U SIBJISIIO-
IIurecs OMHOBpeMeHHO YwieHaMu OpraHu3anuy 1o 0e30IacHOCTU U CO-
TpynHudyecTBy B EBpornie u Opranuszannuu MciaMcKoro corpyqHUIECTBa.
B gucno Takux cTpaH, Kak u3BeCTHO, BXondiT 1 LleHTpanbHO-A3uaTcKue
rocymapcrna.

C Moeil TOYKM 3peHUsT YPE3BBIYAHO aKTyallbHBIMU IIpOOIeMaMu
MOBECTKU IHS ITOAOOHBIX KOH(EpPEeHLMIA MOIYT CTaTb HE TOJILKO BO-
IIPOCHI TeppOpU3Ma, IKCTPEMMU3Ma, HAPKOTU3Ma M MUTPALIMM U T.II., HO
U KyJBTYPHO-TYMaHUTApPHOIO MPOEKTHOTO COTPYIHMYECTBA, IapTHEp-
CTBa B 00JIaCTH SIIEPHOIO Pa30pyKEeHUS, pa3pabOTKM OOIIMX MPUHIIM-
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MOB 1 MOpsiAKa MOBEeAEHUECKON KYAbTYphl, (POPMUPOBAHUSI HOBOTO T10-
JIUTUYECKOTO U DKOHOMUYECKOTO MOPSIAKOB U T.I.

ImaBHasi 3agaya Takoil MOCTOSIHHOW NeMCTByIOIIel KOH(MepeHIIUU
3aKJIFOYAETCS HE B «yCaKMBAHWM» 3a OOIIMI TIepeTOBOPHEIN CTON MC-
JJaMCKM€E, €BPOIENCKNE U IPYTME CTPAHBI, 4 B IBYCTOPOHHEN U MHOTO-
CTOPOHHEN PEeTpaHCISILUMU LIEHHOCTHBIX EMKOCTe U OpueHTaluit, 1o-
KCKa MyTel UX MOCJIeAyIolIei BO3MOXKHON COBMECTUMOCTH.

DyHKIIMOHNPOBAaHNE TaKOW KOH(MEPEHIINH, BEPOSITHO, OyIeT TIpe-
rnojilaraTb €€ OIpeneeHHYI0 CaMOCTOSITeIbHOCTb, HO He 000CO0JeH-
HOCTh. BaxkeH KOMITOHEHT «BTOPOTO U TPETHETO SIIEIOHOB» IIpelBa-
PUTEJILHOTO BHYTPEHHETO auajiora, B TOM 4HWCJe IesiTesiel KyJabTyphl,
HayKH, PeJIMTUO3HbIX, OOLIECTBEHHBIX U HENPaBUTEIbCTBEHHBIX Opra-
HU3alMii, TIPEACTaBISIOIIMX He TOJIbko EBpomny, HO U MycyJbMaHCKUE
CTpaHbl, €CJIKM Ha 3TO OyleT ux 100pasi BOJS.

ITpencraButh cede, uto LleHTpanbHO-A3MaTCKUe U Ipyrue CTpaHbl-
YYACTHMIIBI TAKOI KOH(MepeHIINN ObUTH OBl B COCTOSTHUM BJIMSITH Ha MC-
JJaMCKHWe WJIU eBpoTIeiicKre CTpaHbl BeChMa CaMOHAIEesTHHO, HO (DOpMHM-
poBaHUe B 0003pMMOM OyIyIeM OOIIETIOTUTIICCKIX MEXPETHOHATb-
HBIX M MEXXKOH(ECCHOHATBHBIX TUAJIOTOB, OPUEHTUPOBAHHBIX Ha TTOMCK
IyTei peleHns OOIINX TTPOOIIeM, BITOJTHE BEPOSTHBI.



INPNJIOXKEHUA

IIpuBercTBHe MUHHUCTPA HHOCTPAHHBIX A€
Poccuniickoii ®enepanmuu C.B. JlaBpoBa
yyacTHMKaM 62-ii MexXayHapoaHoii KoH(epeHuun
ITaryouickoro ABuKeHHs1 y9eHbIX 32 MUP, PA30pYKEHHE,
MEXKIYHAPOAHYIO 0€30MACHOCTb M HAYYHOE COTPYIHUYECTBO

POCCUNCKAS ®EJEPALINS
MWHUCTP MTHOCTPAHHBIX JIEJT

VYuactHukam 62-ii MexkayHapoaHoii KoHdepeHImu
ITaryomickoro ABM;KeHHS YYeHbIX 32 MHD, Pa30pyKeHHe,
MEeKIYHAPOAHYI0 0€30MACHOCTD M HAYYHOE COTPYIHHIECTBO

CepredHo MPUBETCTBYIO YYaCTHUKOB 62-ii [1aryoickoit KoHpepeH-
LIMY YYEHBIX, TOCBSIIEHHOI 3HAMEeHaTeTbHOMY 00MIIei0 — 60-JIeTHI0 CO
JTHS TIPOBEIEHUST MEXIYHAPOIHON BCTPEYM YUEHBIX, MOJOXUBIIEH Ha-
4aJI0 COTPYIHMYECTBY BCEMUPHO M3BECTHBIX IesTelIeil HayKu.

3a 1ectb Aecarwietnii [laryolrckoe IBUXEHHE YTBEPOUIOCH
B KayeCcTBe aBTOPUTETHOIO M BOCTPeGOBaHHOTO (hopyma, MpPeaocTaB-
JISTIONIET0 BO3MOXHOCTD JUISI DKCIIEPTHOTO OOCYKIEHUS aKTyaTbHBIX
Mpo06JIeM KOHTPOJIS Hall BOOPYKECHHUSIMU, HEpACITPOCTPAHEHUS U Pa30-
pykeHwust. TpyIHO MepeOLIEHUTh €ro pojib B COXpaHEHUN aTMOC(hephl
IOBEpUsT ¥ B3aMMOTIOHMMAHUs B MUPOBBIX JejaX, YKPEeTUIEHHN MeX-
IYHAPOIHOTO COTPYIHWYECTBAa HAa OCHOBE IMPUHIIUIIOB PaBHOIIPABUS
1 y4eTa MHTEePECOB.

B HBIHEIIHe!l HEeMmpOoCTON CHUTYyallMy, XapaKTepu3ylolleiics, B TOM
qycie, HapacTaHueM (PaKTOpOB, MOAPHIBAIOIINX CTPATETNYECKYIO CTa-
OMIILHOCTD, M pacIpocTpaHeHNeM KOH(PPOHTAIIMOHHBIX TTOIXOI0B K BO-
MpocaM SIIEPHOTO Pa3opyKeHUsI, HECYIINX PUCKHM pa3MBIBaHUS OCHOB
pexXmMa HepacHpoCTpaHeHUs, 0COOEHHO BOCTPeOOBaH OTKPOBEHHEBIM
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JIHaI0T MEXAY IPeACTaBUTEIIMM aKageMUIeCcKX KpyroB. Ero mpoBene-
HHUe TIPU3BaHO CIIOCOOCTBOBATH IpeanpruHuMaeMbiM Poccueii n npyru-
MU TOCYIapCTBAMU YCUJIUSIM I10 COKPAIEHWIO U OTPAaHUYEHUIO BOOPY-
JKEHWI, CHUKEHUIO HATIPSKEHHOCTH, 00eCIieYeHUIO0 MUpa, 6e30MacHo-
CTU U CTaOMIILHOCTH.

VYo6exneH, uto Ilaryolickoe ABMKeHUE OYIET U BIIPEIb B UMCIIE HAU-
0oJiee aKTUBHBIX YYACTHUKOB TAKOI'O OTKPHBITOTO JUAJIOra.

Kearo BaM IJIODOTBOPHBIX JUCKYCCUI M BCETO CAMOTO J00pOro.

C. Jlaspos
2. Mockea, 25 aseycma 2017 e00a



Anpec Poccuiickoii akanemun Hayk B cBsa3u ¢ 60-netuem Ilaryomckoro
JBizKeHus yueHbix 1 Poccuiickoro Ilaryoumckoro komutera
npu Ipe3uauyme Poccuiickoii akageMun HayK

POCCUMNCKAS AKADEMUSA HAYK

IIpencenatemo Poccuiickoro Ilaryonmckoro KoMuTeTa,
yieny npe3uauyma PAH, akanemuky PAH A.A./IpIHKHHY,
yieHam Poccuiickoro Ilaryomckoro komurera

I'myGokoyBaxkaemblii AnekcaHap AjekcaHapoBuy!
I'my6okoyBaxkaemsbie uieHbl Poccuiickoro Ilaryorickoro koMmurera!

Ot umenu Poccuiickoit akameMun HayK UCKpPEHHE U CepAeYHO I10-
snpasisieM Poccuiickuii [laryorickuit komuret ¢ oowieeM — 60-1e-
tueM KoMmutera u nnpoBeaeHus nepsoii Ilaryolickoit koHdepeHIU 110
HayKe 1 MUPOBBIM IIpobiemam!

CosBaHHas B CBsI3U ¢ U3BecTHbIM MaHudecroM Paccena-DiiHinTeitHa
B utosie 1957 rona B KaHazckoii nepesyiiike [aryori ncropmyeckas BCtpeua
yueHbIX 3arnaia u Boctoka no onacHOCTSIM aTOMHO# BOMHBI U IpodeMam
COLIMAJIBHOM OTBETCTBEHHOCTHU HAyYHOTO COOOIIECTBA, MOCTYXWUJIA Haya-
JIOM MHOTOJIETHEW TJI0OAOTBOPHOM NEATEIbHOCTU BUIHBIX IIPEACTABUTEIEHA
HayKW MHOTMX CTpaH MMpa, 00beAMHEHHBIX [1aryolickumM IBUKEHUEM.

ABndsich OMHON M3 BEAYLIMX MEXIYHApOMIHbIX HEMPaBUTEIbCTBEH-
HBIX Hay4HbIX opraHu3auuii, ITaryoiickoe nABMXKEHUE YUYEHBbIX — Jiay-
peat HoOeneBckoit ipeMyUu MUpa — BHECJIO OOIIEeNpU3HAHHBIN BKJIal
B pa3pabOoTKy OCHOBOIIOJIATAIOLINX MEXTOCYJapCTBEHHBIX ITPABOBBIX
aKTOB B 00JIaCTU O€30MACHOCTH, Pa30pPyKEHUSI U KOHTPOJISI HaJl BOOPY-
KeHussMu. Cpeayd HUX — JOTOBOPHI O 3alpellleHUH UCIIbITAHUM siaep-
HOTO OpYyXMsl B aTMOochepe, KOCMUYECKOM MPOCTPAHCTBE U T10J1 BOIOH,
0 HEepacnpoOCTpaHEHUU SJIEPHOrO0 OpYyXHUs, 00 OrpaHUYEHUU CUCTEM
MPOTUBOPAKETHOU OOOPOHBI, JOTOBOPHI MO CTPATErMYECKUM BOOPYXKeE-
HUSIM, KOHBEHIIMS O 3allpellleHUr 0aKTepHOJOTMYecKoro (ouojiorunye-
CKOT'0) U TOKCUHHOTO OPYXHSI, KOHBEHIIMS O 3aMpeleHU XUMUYECKOTO
OpYXUs U JpYyTrUe KII0YEBbIE MEXIYHAPOIHbIE COMIAIIEHHUS.

Baxneiinieit ocodeHHOCThIO TTaryolickoro aABV>KEeHUS SIBISIETCSI €ro
MPUBEPKEHHOCTb UCKJIIOUUTENIBHO HAYYHOMY TTONXOAY K MOUCKY MyTei
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peleHus: o0abHBIX MPoOJeM yeoBeuecTBa. MeXaucuuIuIMHapHbIi
U He3aBUCUMBbIN xapakTep [laryormna ciiy>XXMT JOCTUKEHUIO TTOCTaBJICH-
HBIX LIeJIei 1 3a1a4.

Axkanemuss Hayk CCCP crosuia y uctokoB Ilaryolckoro aBuke-
Husl. UneHbl AkajgemMuu ¢ MepBbIX IHeK cyiiectBoBaHus [laryora ax-
THMBHO Y4YacCTBYIOT B ero pabote. B Poccuiickoii Akagemuu Hayk c Ona-
TrOIapHOCTbIO BCIIOMMHAIOT HMEHa pPYKOBOAWTEIEH HallMOHAJIbHOTO
[Taryoiickoro komutera akagemukoB A.B. Tormuuesa, B.A. KupuinuHa,
M. MwumonmukoBa, M.A. Mapkosa, B.1. Tlonpnanckoro. bosnbiinoit
BKJIan B JesitebHOCT Komwurera BHeciau Jaypearbl HobGeneBckoit
npemuun axkagemuku [1JI. Kanuua, A.M. TIpoxopos, A.l. Caxapos,
H.H. Cemenos, U.E. Tamm, U1.M. ®@pank, [1.A. YUepenkos. B ob1weit ciox-
Hoctu B [laryoilickoM IBMXKEHMM y4YeHbIX MPUHSUIM ydactue 139 uieHoB
PAH, B Tom yncre 104 akagemuka, 6onee 250 JOKTOpOB ¥ KaHAWIATOB HayK,
Hay4YHbIX pAOOTHUKOB, MOJIONBIX YUEHBIX U CIIELIUATMCTOB HAlIEi CTpaHbI.

Poccuiickuit Ilaryouickmii KOMUTET, COCTOSILIMIA CO IHS CBOETO
ocHoBaHus npu [pesunnyme AkageMun HayK, akTUBHO CITOCOOCTBYET
YKpeIJIeHUIo aBTopuTeTa AkageMuud B Mupe. B ycioBusix pedopmu-
poBanust PAH, KomuteT mpomomkaer comeiicTBOBaTh AKameMUn HayK
B peau3alliyi BO3JIOXKEHHBIX Ha Hee 3ajay, B TOM 4ucje Mo paciiupe-
HUIO MEXIYHAPOIHBIX U MEKPETrMOHAbHBIX HAYYHbBIX CBSI3EH.

B nocnenHue Tpu rona KomuteToM npoBeaeHa cepusi HaydHbIX MEepO-
MNPUSATUIA C yJacTUEM BeIylIMX 3apyOeKHBIX YUEHBIX U OKCIEPTOB psifa
ctpaH. [lo ux uToram MOAroTOBJAEHBI AHATUTUYECKUE 3aTUCKU U PEKO-
MEHJAlMK, HalleIIe MPaKTUIecKoe MpUuMeHeH e B IeSITeIbHOCTH TO-
CyIapCTBEHHbBIX OPraHOB M HayYHbIX OpraHu3aiuii Poccuu.

Tloznpasnsiem Poccuiickuii Ilaryonickuii KOMUTET CO CJIaBHBIM
obuaeeM M XeflaeM BceM «Iaryoliiiam» Poccuu 3mopoBbsi, Giaroro-
JIy4usi, TBOPUYECKO DHEPIUM U HOBBIX YCIIEXOB Ha OJaro Hayku, Mupa
1 0e30I1acCHOCTU Ha IUIaHeTe.

U.o. npesudenma Poccuiickoil akademuu Hayk

akaodemux PAH B.B. Ko3nos

Thaenwiii yuenoiii cekpemape npezuduyma Poccuiickoil akademuu Hayk
axademux PAH M.A. T1anbnes

2. Mockea, 5 urons 2017 200a
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3assaenue Ilaryomckoro CoBeta no uroram 62-it MexxayHapoaHoi
ITaryomickoii KoH(pepernun «IIpoTUBOCTOSHIE HOBBIM SIIEPHBIM YTPO3aM»

Statement of the Pugwash Council on the 62nd Pugwash Conference
on Science and World Affairs “Confronting New Nuclear Dangers”

The 62nd Pugwash Conference on Science and World Affairs
“Confronting New Nuclear Dangers”
25-29 August 2017, Astana, Kazakhstan

Statement of the Pugwash Council

Sixty years ago, the first Pugwash Conference was held to confront the
new nuclear dangers of

that age. By 1995, the Pugwash Conferences on Science and World
Affairs and one of its founders, Joseph Rotblat, received the Nobel Peace
Prize “for their efforts to diminish the part played by nuclear arms in
international politics and, in the longer run, to eliminate such arms." At
that time, there was much hope and expectation that the new realities of
the post-cold war world would see great progress in nuclear disarmament
and non-proliferation. Yet over the past two decades some governments
have continued to rely upon nuclear weapons and are now expanding or
upgrading their arsenals. Given the many security crises across the globe
we must once more confront the acute dangers nuclear weapons pose.

The Pugwash Council welcomes the adoption of the Treaty on the
Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (Nuclear Ban Treaty) which marks
a pivotal moment for nuclear disarmament. Such a measure is long
overdue and will do much to strengthen the normative and legal framework
that ensures that nuclear weapons are never again used in conflict or for
testing. It will ultimately lead to the elimination of all such weapons. The
agreement would not have been possible without the dedicated engagement
of the 124 delegations and the substantive assistance and encouragement
of civil society worldwide. The Pugwash Council especially recognizes the
long and consistent efforts made by the victims of use of nuclear weapons
(hibakusha) as well as of those affected by the testing of nuclear weapons.

Yet, the Nuclear Ban Treaty requires follow-through. Supporters
must rededicate themselves to promote the treaty's entry into force and
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the adoption of national-level legislation to implement and even extend
its provisions. They must also engage the states that remain outside the
negotiation process, essentially the nuclear-armed states and those in
security arrangements with nuclear-armed states or nuclear-sharing
arrangements. Indeed, even with the presence of the Ban Treaty, a select
group of states may continue to rely on nuclear weapons. Ultimately,
the disarmament debate cannot move forward without a revisiting of
the fundamental beliefs that have long underwritten nuclear deterrence-
based order. Sustaining progress in nuclear disarmament will require the
exploration of non-military security alternatives to replace the deterrence
function ascribed to nuclear weapons.

Some 15-16,000 nuclear weapons remain in existence, most of which
are possessed by the US and

Russia. There are currently no bilateral arms control negotiations
between both countries. On the multilateral level the UN Conference on
Disarmament remains unable to agree on any agenda, let alone negotiate
weapon control agreements. Under those circumstances care must be
taken that crucial nuclear arms control treaties currently in force do not
lapse. In particular, Russia and the US must continue to fully comply with
the Intermediate-range Nuclear Forces (INF) Treaty and resolve concerns
about possible violations by means of high-level discussions. Both
countries must furthermore extend the New Strategic Arms Reduction
Treaty (New START) by another five years and aim for new talks to reduce
their strategic and tactical nuclear arsenals even further.

Worryingly, many nuclear weapons remain on quick reaction alert. Hot
spots of nuclear danger

around the globe need to be dealt with urgently: tensions on the Korean
Peninsula have escalated as a consequence of the DPRK’s continuation
of nuclear detonations and testing of possible delivery systems; India and
Pakistan remain locked in a nuclear-armed rivalry; and the complicated
situation of the Middle East is intensified by the presence of Israeli
nuclear weapons. There is a strong risk that short-term political interests
may jeopardize the Iran nuclear agreement (JCPOA), holding grave
consequences for the non-proliferation regime. Expansion or upgrading
of nuclear weapons deployed on the territory of other countries may
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become a shortcut for proliferation (without formally violating the Non-
Proliferation Treaty or NPT).

On the Korean peninsula, actions to lower tensions are urgently needed.
To this effect, track I1

dialogue to communicate the shared hope of avoiding large-scale
conflict should be encouraged. Unilateral decisions from North Korea,
South Korea, and the U.S. to gradually reduce missile tests and military
exercises in the region would send positive signals that mitigate the risk
of inadvertent large-scale conflict. The onus is on both the U.S. and
North Korea to engage in some level of dialogue, eventually leading to
the opening of formal negotiations without preconditions. One approach
could be dual-track discussions with distinct sets of parties and goals. The
first track involves a return to six-party talks as a platform for an open
dialogue on a range of issues, including a freeze on North Korean nuclear
testing, a reduction of missile tests and nuclear disarmament. The second,
simultaneous, set of discussions would be between the main participants
in the Korean war concerning the modalities of a peace agreement and
normalization of relations with North Korea.

The Pugwash Council recognizes the correlation between nuclear
dangers and these critical areas

of the world. Pugwash has been addressing conflict resolution efforts
where nuclear weapons play a dangerous and destabilizing role. From
South Asia (including Pakistan, Afghanistan, and India) to North-
East Asia to the Middle East, and likewise between Russia and Western
States, greater emphasis on diplomacy can help to cool tensions, reduce
misunderstandings, and promote cooperation. Equally, track two
diplomacy and informal interactions can supplement and enhance such
processes. Even in the darkest moments of the Cold War and other
intractable conflicts, dialogue across divides has helped to build peace
and less dangerous world. The Pugwash Council urges those States to seek
or promote diplomatic engagement and eschew rhetoric that exacerbates
tensions and conflict.

Similarly, the Pugwash Council calls for greater global commitment to
multilateral treaties across the spectrum of weapons of mass destruction.
Greater effort must be made to encourage those states not party to those
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arms control and disarmament agreements to promptly and without
reservation adhere to them. In particular, we call upon those States listed
in Annex 2 of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT) to ratify or
accede so as to trigger the much-delayed entry into force. The CTBT is an
essential instrument in the preservation of the non-proliferation regime
and ultimately in the future elimination of nuclear weapons. Equally, the
nuclear weapons States should fulfil their obligations under article VI of the
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty to make significant progress to achieve
nuclear disarmament. The US and Russia carry a special responsibility
to reduce their overwhelming arsenals drastically, and avoid creating the
environment of a new cold war.

The Pugwash Council applauds the Nuclear Threat Initiative, the
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) and their partners for the
establishment of a Low Enriched Uranium bank in Kazakhstan. We
urge the international community — governments as well as the nuclear
industry — to explore further multilateralization of the nuclear fuel cycle,
the consequences of a changing nuclear market on the non-proliferation
regime and the associated evolution of safeguards, with a commitment
to transparency and accountability. We also invite nuclear newcomers to
carefully consider the choices of nuclear power versus renewable sources
of energy, in particular with a clear plan for the disposition of spent fuel
and the decommissioning of nuclear reactors, within a country-specific
context of emerging industry, rational consumption and rapid mitigation
of climate change.

The Chemical Weapons Convention (CWC) has achieved near
universality: only four UN Members still have to become a party. However,
the DPRK, Egypt, Isracl and South Sudan are all located in conflict-prone
regions. Verified disarmament as offered by the CWC can contribute to
transparency and cooperation, and therefore to reduction of tensions. The
Pugwash Council condemns in the strongest terms the continuing use of
chemical weapons in the Syrian conflict by both government forces and
non-state actors, as confirmed by the Organization for the Prohibition
of Chemical Weapons (OPCW) and the OPCW-UN Joint Investigative
Mechanism (JIM). Syria is a State Party to the CWC. Furthermore,
external parties involved in the conflict should refrain from political or
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military action that undermines the integrity of the CWC. Chemical
warfare must cease immediately.

The Biological and Toxin Weapons Convention (BTWC) remains an
active treaty on the local and regional levels. Over the past few years the
number of States Parties has increased rapidly and currently stands at 178.
However, the multilateral diplomatic forum has once again stagnated.
With the failure of the Eighth Review Conference (2016) States Parties
have adopted no work programme for the years leading up to the 2021
Review Conference. The Pugwash Council calls on all States Parties to
adopt a meaningful programme of work at the Meeting of States Parties
to be held in December 2017. Due to their dual-use characteristics, many
advances in the life sciences and the different areas of biotechnology carry
risks of weaponization — both by states and non-state actors alike.

Scientists with the relevant expertise should communicate reliable
information with involved politicians, policy-makers, and diplomats in the
context of crises, emerging technologies, and existing risks. The promotion
of research and the exchange of different views remain vitally important.
Finally, the Pugwash Council urges the broader disarmament community
to help engage, encourage, and embolden young people to take an active
role in solving the difficult international security problems we all face.
Awareness, education, and intergenerational dialogue are critical aspects
of achieving a world free of nuclear, chemical and biological weapons.

k ok ok

The Pugwash Council Statement is an overview of key thematic points.
Pugwash modus operandi is to welcome many viewpoints. Not all Council
members subscribe to all points. More than two-hundred-and fifty participants
from 34 countries (including 50 students from 20 countries) gathered in
Astana from 25-29 August 2017 for the 62nd Pugwash Conference on Science
and World Affairs. The Conference was organized by Pugwash Conferences on
Science and World Affairs and the Pugwash 2017 organizing committee. This
conference was supported by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and the Senate
of the Parliament of Kazakhstan. Pugwash would like to thank The Simons
Foundation Canada for its ongoing support for the biennial Simons Symposia,
and the Carnegie Corporation of New York for support of Pugwash activities.
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Actanunckas aeknapaius Cosera [1aryouickoro 1BUXKeHHs] YYEHbIX

The 62nd Pugwash Conference on Science and World Affairs
“Confronting New Nuclear Dangers”
25-29 August 2017, Astana, Kazakhstan

Astana Declaration of the Pugwash Council
“From Prohibition of Nuclear Testing toward Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons”

INTRODUCTION BY PAOLO COTTA RAMUSINO, SECRETARY
GENERAL OF PUGWASH

Kazakhstan has been at the forefront of the campaign against nuclear
weapons for quite some time. It suffered enormously from the nuclear
testing conducted in the polygon of Semipalatinsk that was shut down by
a crucial decision taken by President Nursultan Nazarbayev. He also made
sure that all Soviet nuclear weapons were withdrawn from the country after
1992, as well taking leadership in the establishment of the Central Asian
Nuclear Weapons Free Zone established in 2006. Pugwash is very grateful
to Kazakhstan for having hosted our 62nd international conference and
it is a great honor for me to thank the people of Kazakhstan, the Senate
President Tokayev, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Kazakhstan, and the
President Nursultan Nazarbayev.

ASTANA DECLARATION

Since 1945, nuclear weapons testing has played a primary role in the
horizontal and vertical proliferation of nuclear weapons. Such testing has
also inflicted great damage on the environment and people, especially in
areas adjacent to nuclear test ranges but also globally.

The cumulative consequences of more than 2000 nuclear tests
conducted since 1945 by nuclear weapons states can be compared to
a slow-motion limited nuclear war, waged by them on themselves and on
humankind.

One of the initiatives that changed the tide in the fight against nuclear
weapons testing was at Semipalatinsk. The decision by Kazakhstan
to permanently close the Soviet nuclear test site was promulgated on
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29 August 1991. It became one of the significant factors that led to the
moratorium on nuclear testing, followed by the successful negotiation of
the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT) in 1996. However, this treaty
will only enter into force when eight key countries decide to adhere. We
urge the DPRK, India and Pakistan to sign and ratify the treaty and also
China, Egypt, Iran, Israel, and the USA to ratify it without delay.

For its part, Kazakhstan has been a strong supporter of this goal,
including its joint-chairing with Japan of the conference for Facilitating
Entry into Force of the CTBT for the past two years. The case of
Kazakhstan is a powerful reminder of the importance of prohibiting
nuclear tests, as well as of the humanitarian consequences that nuclear
weapons entail, even when not used in war. Cancers of different types,
leukemia, infertility, and genetic diseases due to nuclear weapons tests
affect many people across the world. Furthermore, radiation damage to
the genetic code continues to impact the second and even third generation
of those exposed, and has had a devastating ecological impact on land,
rivers, and agriculture.

Itis more than seventy years since the first two nuclear explosions, when
170,000 people were killed and many more affected by the atomic bombing
of Hiroshima and Nagasaki. Still, over 15,000 nuclear warheads continue
to pose a threat to humanity. The plight and suffering of Hibakusha around
the world, survivors of the legacy of nuclear weapons as well as testing,
must jolt us from complacency to finally and comprehensively eliminate
nuclear weapons. The recently negotiated Treaty on the Prohibition of
Nuclear Weapons, agreed upon by 122 States and supported by global civil
society, acknowledges the importance of reaching this goal.

While nuclear weapons exist, there remains the serious possibility that
anuclear weapon or device might be detonated. In the current international
climate, there is a heightened risk that a conflict can escalate and nuclear
dangers would risk spiraling out of control. The absolute imperative of
avoiding any nuclear explosion, in any possible conflict or situation, must
be emphasized.

This year marks the 60th anniversary of the first Pugwash Conference.
The tragic results of the Castle Bravo hydrogen bomb test by the US in 1954
in the Marshall Islands led Joseph Rotblat to set in motion what has now
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become a truly global movement. Here in Astana, on the International Day
against Nuclear Tests, and aware of Kazakhstan’s important contributions
to this cause, the Pugwash Council calls upon all Governments and the
people of the world to reflect on the grave and irreversible ecological and
humanitarian consequences of nuclear weapons and to spare no efforts
towards achieving a nuclear-weapon-free world.



OOpamenne K yyactaukam 62-it Mexnynapoanoii Iaryomckoii
KoH(epenuun UcnoanutensHoro cekperaps IloarorosutesibHoi KOMUCCHA
Opranuzanuu o JIorosopy o Bceo0bemJIIomeM 3anpenieHuu saepHbIX
ucnbiTanuii (JIB3S5IN) Jlaccuna 3ep6o «SaepHble HCIBITAHKS: MPOILIOE
U Oynymee»

Acrana, 25 asrycra 2017 roga

Keynote address to the participants of the 62nd Pugwash Conference
on Science and World Affairs by the Executive Secretary of the
Preparatory Commission for the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty
Organization Dr. Lassina Zerbo
“Nuclear tests: past and future”

Astana, 25 August 2017

Excellencies, Ladies and Gentlemen,

1. It is my pleasure to speak at this International Pugwash conference.
Pugwash has been an invaluable advocate for true human and global
security since its first meeting in Nova Scotia in 1957.

2. A number of challenges face the international community today.
This makes the need for dialogue and discussion between practitioners,
academic communities and international organizations more critical than
ever before.

3. I am particularly happy to be speaking here because Pugwash has one
foot in science and the other in global affairs. As the Executive Secretary
of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty Organization (CTBTO),
this science-policy nexus is exactly what I have devoted myself to. It feels
really enlivening to be around people who share the goal of making the
world safer through science and international cooperation.

4. The theme for this conference is confronting new nuclear dangers. In
the next days, we are to consider it from regional and global perspectives.
I have the experience confronting one particular type of nuclear danger.
The danger posed by nuclear weapon testing. It has had a dangerous and
destabilizing impact on global security, and terrible effects on human
health and environment.
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5. Thankfully, nuclear weapons have not been used for their intended
purpose since those two terrible cases in 1945, but the absence of wartime
use does not mean the absence of victims.

Lessons learnt from Kazakhstan’s experience of nuclear tests.

6. Kazakhstan is a vivid example of the risks posed by nuclear explosion
tests. On 29 August 1949 at the Semipalatinsk test site the Soviet Union
detonated its first nuclear explosive device.

7. Over the next forty years, 456 nuclear explosive tests were conducted
at Semipalatinsk, with devastating consequences for the hundreds of
thousands of people who lived in the region and for their environment.

8. Though birth defects and leukaemia are no longer so commonplace,
other effects have lingered, such as an overall decrease in life expectancy.
Some areas are still too dangerous to enter or go near. This experience has
given Kazakhstan an added sense of purpose and responsibility pushing
for a total ban on nuclear tests.

9. On 29 August 1991, President Nazarbayev permanently closed the
Semipalatinsk Nuclear Test Site. Leading by example, Kazakhstan also
voluntarily renounced the fourth largest nuclear arsenal in the world.

CTBT role in promoting nuclear test free world.

10. In his Manifesto, President Nazarbayev rightly points out that
the effects of nuclear weapons and nuclear testing cannot be contained
in either time or space. They are a global issue which requires global
cooperation.

11. Four days from now, on the very same 29 August, we will mark the
International Day Against Nuclear Tests. Indeed, the CTBTO works hard
every day to make sure that every day is a day against nuclear tests.

12. As we work to consign nuclear testing to history, we must not forget
the importance of trust at the regional and international levels. It takes
time to build trust and much more to rebuild it. But once it is there, many
things become possible.

13. With uncertainties clouding the international political area, it may
seem difficult to agree on much. But we can still agree that the world does
not need more nuclear weapons or nuclear testing.
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14. We all want a world free of nuclear weapons. While there are
different views on how to reach that goal, we must remind ourselves that
we do not yet have even a nuclear-test free world. This objective — a vital
specific step towards nuclear disarmament -is within our reach.

15. It is achievable if there is a strong political will and preference
for multilateralism and collective security. The CTBT should serve as
a common denominator and a solid basis for continuing dialogue and
expanding cooperation. This should especially be considered in light
of current tensions in the Korean Peninsula. Putting at least a testing
moratorium up front in discussions with the DPRK would be a positive
development.

16. The CTBTO is doing important work by giving States confidence
that the global moratorium against nuclear testing is being upheld and that
no nuclear test or explosion will go undetected.

17. The CTBTO’s International Monitoring System, or IMS, can
credibly verify compliance with the ban on nuclear testing. The IMS
is a global network of monitoring facilities that makes it impossible to
conduct a nuclear test without the international community knowing it.
Together, the 288 monitoring facilities of the IMS form a global radar
system that covers every part of the planet. This system is supported by the
International Data Centre (IDC) in Vienna which processes and analyses
data non-stop.

18. The IMS is currently 92% complete. Yet, it has already exceeded
expectations in terms of coverage and detection capabilities. The readiness
and speed with in which 97 seismic stations detected the 2016 DPRK
nuclear tests demonstrated the effectiveness of the verification system.
It also highlighted the democratic nature of the data collection, which
enabled the international community to be provided with impartial
evidence.

19.Today, we can say with confidence that even if a country conducting
a nuclear test does not announce it, the IMS and IDC would ensure that
the international community will get reliable, objective and verifiable data
about the situation on the ground.

20. In addition to its verification purpose, our data is useful for many
civil and scientific purposes, including tsunami prediction and monitoring
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the effects of climate change. This data is shared with all States Signatories.
It is also made available to organizations and academics in Member States.

21. The IMS and IDC represent a real achievement for science and
diplomacy in making the world a better place. It is a representation of what
we can achieve when we work together as the international community
rather than individual States.

CTBT: the Way Forward.

22. The CTBT has a unique position in the history of treaties. It is nearly
universally adhered to but not yet technically in force. While the Treaty has
established an international norm against nuclear testing, action still needs
to be taken to secure the future of the Treaty as a firm legal barrier against
a return towards nuclear testing.

23. There are also many aspects to the Treaty which only become valid
after the Treaty has officially come into force. First of all, the ability of
the CTBTO to conduct on-site inspections, similar to the unprecedented
onsite field exercises held by the CTBTO in Semipalatinsk in 2008 and
Jordan in 2014.

24. To finish what we started, we still need the ratification of the Treaty
by the eight remaining States listed in Annex 2 to the CTBT. China, Egypt,
Iran, Israel and the United States have signed but not yet ratified the Treaty.
India, North Korea and Pakistan have neither signed nor ratified the Treaty.
Many of these States take the position that they will not ratify the Treaty
unless some other Annex 2 State does so. The problem arises when States
on both sides say the same thing. Someone always has to show leadership.

25. We are working closely with our 183 members to reach the finish
line. Every two years CTBT States Signatories meet for an Article XIV
Conference to advance the Treaty’s entry into force. The last conference,
which was presided over by Kazakhstan and Japan, was held in 2015.
The next Conference, to be led by Belgium and Iraq, will take place
on 20 September 2017 in New York. During the following two years,
the Copresidents will employ a targeted approach to reach out to key
decisionmakers in the eight remaining Annex 2 States.

26. While such direct engagement with the mentioned eight States will
continue, there is also a central role the academic community, civil society
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and youth can play in supporting the entry into force of the Treaty. In fact,
the Pugwash Conference has been an important forum in this regard.

Conclusion

27. No speech to the Pugwash conference would be complete without
a mention of that immortal line from the Russel-Einstein manifesto
“remember your humanity and forget the rest.” And I want to close by

considering what it really means, why sometimes living up to it can be
so difficult, and what happens when we don’t.

28. Pugwash brings together science and global politics, two fields
which can seem, at times, to be quite cold and heartless. But they only
seem like this when we forget that the true purpose of science and politics
is to benefit humanity, our humanity.

29. We need to ensure that the wellbeing of people will not be sacrificed
for false notions of power and prestige in a zero-sum game. The result
is suffering, like that of many people around Semipalatinsk. The fear of
a mother hoping her baby will be spared the birth defects she has seen
happening all around her. The fear of those wondering if their loved one
with cancer will survive.

30. This suffering is not “old news,” it continues to this day. It is our
duty at these conferences to not only search for ways to ease this suffering,
but to simply remember it and hold it in our minds. It reminds us of our
humanity, and reminds us of what would happen were we to forget it and
allow once again an outbreak of nuclear testing.

31. Thank you. I look forward to our exchange of ideas.



Oo0pamenne K yaacTHukam 62-ii Mexkaynapoanoii [laryomckoii
KoH(pepennuu Boicokoro npeacrasutens OOH no Bonpocam pa3opykeHus
N3ymu Hakamurcy
Acrana, 25 asrycra 2017 rona

Keynote address to the participants of the 62nd Pugwash Conference
on Science and World Affairs by the UN High Representative for
Disarmament Affairs
Ms. Izumi Nakamitsu
Astana, 25 August 2017

His Excellency Mr Kassym-Jomart Tokayev, Chairman of the Senate
of the Republic of Kazakhstan,

Dr Paolo Cotta Ramusino, Secretary General of Pugwash,

Ambassador Jayantha Dhanapala, President of Pugwash,

His Excellency Mr Mikhail Bocharnikov, Ambassador of the Russian
Federation to the Republic of Kazakhstan,

Excellencies, ladies and gentlemen,

It is a pleasure to be here today. I am well aware of the historic role
Pugwash has played in seeking a world free of nuclear weapons, and of the
ongoing collaboration with the United Nations.

I would also like to thank the Government of Kazakhstan for hosting
this conference. Next Wednesday we will commemorate the International
Day against Nuclear Tests, which also coincides with the anniversary of the
closing of the Semipalatinsk test site. The institution of the International
Day is a signature example of Kazakhstan’s commitment to nuclear
disarmament.

I am very humbled to speak in the presence of three of my predecessors:
Ms Kane, Mr Dhanapala and Mr Duarte.

The theme of this conference is highly pertinent. Our world, as
described by Secretary-General Guterres, is one “of new and old conflicts
woven in a complex, interconnected web.”

This mix of old and new is also true for nuclear disarmament and
non-proliferation. As an international community, we’ve made great
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strides since the darkest days of the nuclear era. We have seen massive
arsenal reductions, global moratoria on nuclear testing and fissile material
production, states renouncing nuclear weapons programmes, and the
institution of a near-universal non-proliferation regime. Above all, there
has been consensus on the goal of a world free of nuclear weapons.

Ultimately, however, the same danger that has haunted us for over
seventy years still exists: thousands of nuclear weapons that could cause
mass casualties, environmental devastation, or worse — mass extinction.

At the same time we face a range of new challenges to the global
disarmament and non-proliferation regime. From deteriorating security
conditions and shifting global balances, to a suite of new technologies that
are rapidly overhauling the status quo of our world’s economy, society and
security, these new challenges complicate and exacerbate traditional concerns.

This is what I want to talk about today: the twenty-first century
proliferation and arms race challenges; challenges that are a confluence of
the old and the new.

Let me be clear, when I say ‘proliferation’ I mean both vertical and
horizontal. The former being the continued qualitative and quantitative
improvements to nuclear arsenals, the latter being the ongoing concern
about the spread of nuclear weapons.

The cessation of both horizontal and vertical proliferation is at the
core of the “grand bargain” enshrined in the Nuclear Non-Proliferation
Treaty, the NPT. Non-proliferation and disarmament are the two sides of
the same coin under the NPT. It is a bargain that needs to be preserved
and honored. Its erosion will not benefit anyone.

First, the issue of vertical proliferation. As I noted, the world has
made significant progress in the last three decades, much of it under
the leadership of the two States with the largest arsenals, the Russian
Federation and the United States.

However, I think it is inarguable that in recent years that progress has
ground to a halt. All nuclear-armed States are engaged in the qualitative
improvement of their arsenals through expensive modernisation campaigns
that are expected to last for decades. Several continue to expand their
stockpiles. Alarmingly, we have seen heightened rhetoric about the utility of
nuclear weapons and hundreds still remain ready to launch at a moment’s
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notice. Even the significant arms control achievements of the Cold War,
such as the Intermediate Nuclear Forces Treaty, are under threat.

Disappointingly, the deep divisions that have beset our efforts to
eliminate nuclear weapons remain.

On a far more positive note, just last month one hundred and twenty-
two States joined together to adopt the historic Treaty on the Prohibition of
Nuclear Weapons. The treaty represents an important step and contribution
towards the common aspiration of a world without nuclear weapons.

This treaty is historic for two reasons: One, it places nuclear weapons
on the same level as chemical and biological weapons, which were deemed
in 1925 as incompatible with the principles of humanity. Two, it is the first
multilateral treaty on nuclear disarmament in more than twenty years.

It is also a manifestation of the frustration that many non-nuclear
weapon States continue to feel about the slow pace and opaque manner
in which commitments made under Article VI of the NPT are being
implemented. As key member states who made the new Treaty emphasized,
the Prohibition Treaty aims to reinforce and complement the NPT, and to
push the implementation of its Article VI.

No matter where you fall regarding the Prohibition Treaty, it is now an
element of the framework of mutually reinforcing treaties that make up
the disarmament and non-proliferation regime. It will reinforce the global
norm against nuclear weapons.

But the most important point to emphasize is that it is past time for our
shared disarmament norm to be implemented through concrete actions.

They are several different ways to take these concrete actions. The
High Level Panel on a Fissile Material Cut-off Treaty and the Group of
Governmental Experts on disarmament verification are two useful initiatives.

The 2020 NPT Review Conference, which will mark the fiftieth
anniversary of the treaty’s entry into force, will be another critical
opportunity to take concrete steps. And it is less than three years away.
I believe that if we are to truly make further strides towards a world free
of nuclear weapons, there is an onus on the nuclear-weapon States to
reassume the mantle of leadership and take actual practical steps.

First of all, they should return to dialogue. The argument that security
conditions are not right for further disarmament is to me specious
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if you are not prepared to at least sit down and talk. We cannot expect
a reduction in tensions without the necessary confidence-building
measures and transparency that dialogue provides.

A resumption of the P5 dialogue through a ministers’ level meeting, for
example, would be a good place to start. They could aim to hash out an
agreed approach to the Review Conference based, at a minimum, on how
to implement the agreed 2010 action plan.

The Russian Federation and the United States still possess some
ninety percent of the world’s nuclear weapons. Dialogue between the
two on how to approach further reductions and other arms control issues
is essential. More than any other States, these two have a responsibility
to show the way.

Secondly, we should think about what near-term risk reduction,
transparency and confidence-building measures can be implemented.
Based on the 2010 action plan and the 2015 President’s working paper, a
first step should be to continue lowering the operational status of nuclear
weapons and working to insure non-nuclear weapon States against their
accidental use. A second step should be for nuclear-weapon States to
fully implement the transparency measures called for in 2010 related to
reporting on nuclear disarmament-related undertakings.

Neither of these is a substitute for irreversible reductions in weapons,
but they would help improve the current climate and are useful first steps.
And they can be done with political will.

Thirdly, the nuclear-weapon States should work together to head off
what is looming as a qualitative arms race. They could make a genuine
contribution to global stability by agreeing to curtail the development of
new nuclear weapons, especially those designed for first strikes.

I want to move now to the second set of twenty-first century challenges,
those related to horizontal proliferation.

The non-proliferation regime designed around the NPT is robust. But
it was also designed in the 1960s for a treaty that was intended as a stop gap
on the way to the elimination of nuclear weapons.

We have had incredible successes in non-proliferation since the NPT
entered into force, as States have shown near universal commitment to the
Treaty and their undertakings.
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Unfortunately, the example of the Democratic People’s Republic of
Korea and its illicit, destabilising and dangerous actions are a pointed
reminder of the need for constant vigilance when it comes to nuclear
proliferation. The introduction of nuclear weapons into already volatile
regional conflicts adds an existential level of danger.

The world of the twenty-first century is one of open borders and global
markets. People and goods move with unprecedented ease. So, we must
ask some fundamental questions. Do we have the standards necessary to
guard against proliferation when confronted with modern communications,
transportation and business practices? Do we have the highest standards for
our safeguards system? What other tools do we have at our disposal to improve
the efficacy of the non-proliferation regime? What else might we need?

The United Nations might not be the forum to address such questions,
but as experts in science and technology, I pose the questions to you. The
international community will somehow have to tackle these questions
soon.

The third issue I want to raise today relates to the global wave of
technological revolution that is washing over us. The gains in information
and communications technology made over the last two decades, coupled
with more recent explosions in artificial intelligence capacity, as well as
leaps in areas such as sensor technology, are impacting the global economy
and international society.

Combined with concurrent developments in military technology, they
will have radical implications for peace and security. They will also pose
significant nuclear proliferation challenges.

For vertical proliferation, advanced new weapons such as long-range
conventional missiles may induce fear in nuclear-armed States that their
nuclear arsenals are being undermined and spur them to seek greater
offensive or defensive capabilities, leading to destabilizing arms races,
or to double down on nuclear weapons as the guarantor of their security,
leading to their increased entrenchment in military postures.

Moreover, warfare that is guided by information technology and
artificial intelligence will dramatically increase the speed of battle, leading
to problems such as attribution, accidental launch and escalation control —
a worrying prospect for nuclear-armed States.
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Concerns have repeatedly been raised about cyber vulnerabilities of
nuclear weapons, from the hacking of command and control to actually
launch a weapon, to the ‘spoofing’ of early warning systems to thinking
they are under attack.

For horizontal proliferation, States that are unable to match
technological advances may seek nuclear weapons as asymmetric counters
or to undermine nuclear weapons through lower cost technology such as
cyber capabilities. The portability of much of the new technology means it
will become increasingly available to non-state actors, further muddying
issues such as attribution.

I am not sure if the international community fully understands the
risks posed by these emerging technologies, especially when it comes to
the proliferation and even use of nuclear weapons, largely because their
effects cannot be judged individually but must be seen as a matrix of cross-
cutting implications.

Consequently, there isan urgent need to develop such an understanding,
as well as the necessary measures and mechanisms to ensure international
peace and stability. In doing so, we need to assemble the coalitions
needed for the twenty-first century. This necessitates doing a better
job of incorporating industry — from where much of this technology is
emanating — but also bringing civil society and academia onto the same
page as States.

I appreciate that the picture I have drawn today is a complex one that
poses many challenges. But there will also be many opportunities to realise
the shared vision of a world free of nuclear weapons. The key is getting
to work immediately in a constructive, comprehensive and cooperative
fashion. This entails building bridges and seeking out the common ground
that characterised so many of the achievements of the last three decades.

We can start by reaffirming our united and solid commitment to nucle-
ar disarmament and engaging in the inclusive dialogue necessary to make
it happen. As new UN High Representative for Disarmament Affairs,
I would like to think through, with your help, how to re-energise the cause
of disarmament, and re-establish the political and thought-leadership of
the United Nations in support of its member states.

Thank you.
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Posb mosnonexu B Ilaryouickom auxkenuu yuyenbix. I1o matepuanam
10-ii kondepenmu MeKTyHAPOAHOTO CTYAEHYECKOTO U MOJIOJIEXKHOTO
Ilaryomnickoro nBukeHus «VIMpoBOii saepHbIiA MOPSAIOK: IIO0ATbHBIE
1 PETHOHAJIbHBIE MPOOJIEMbI 0€30MACHOCTH U MEPCIEKTHBbI COTPYIHHYECTBA»
r. Actana (Ka3axcran), asrycr 2017 1.

The role of youth in the Pugwash movement of scientists. Based on the
materials of the 10th International Student/Young Pugwash (ISYP)
Conference “Nuclear World Order: Global and Regional Security Issues
and Prospects for Cooperation”

Astana (Kazakhstan), August 2017.

Tlaryonickoe aBuxkeHue 3apoauioch B 1955 r., Korma oauMHHalI-
LlaTh BCEMUPHO M3BECTHBIX yueHbIX: A. DHiuteitH, ®. 2Konumo-Kiopn,
b. Paccen, M. bopn, I1. V. bpumxmen, JI. Mudensn, I. JIx. Mémnep,
JI. Tonunr, C. @. IMaysmr, Ix. Poronar, X. KOkaBa BeICcTynuiIn ¢ Ma-
HUMECTOM TIPOTUB UCITONIB30BaHUS sImepHOro opyXusa. B 1957 r. mpu
TTOIIepskKe aMepuKaHCKOro TipoMbinieHHnKa C. MToHa B KaHaIcKOM
ropone Ilaryorr, oT KOTOpOro ABMKeHWE W TOMYIMIO CBOEe Ha3BaHME,
MIpOIIIa TIepBast BCTpeUa YUeHBIX, TIe OBITN paCCMOTPEHBI YTPO3bI YeJI0-
BEUECTBY OT NOCJICACTBUIA SIAEPHOMN BOMHBIL.

Ceromns Ilaryomickoe IBYDKeHHE BBICTYIIAET 32 MUpP, pa3opykeHUe
W HaydyHOE COTPYyOHMYECTBO. Hemamyio poib B TommepkKe OCHO-
BomojlarafoImmx wumeil Ilaryomrckoro IOBYWDKEHHWSI WTpaeT MOJIOIEKD.
Hx. PotOnar, reHepanbHblil ceKpeTaph Ilaryonickoro gBrkeHus B 1957-
1973 1r., oTBOAMI OOJIbIIIOE BHUMAHKE MPUBJICYCHUIO MOJIOAECKU K pa-
oote Ilaryoma. B 1995 r., korna IlaryoiickoMy IBUKEHUIO YUEHBIX CO-
BMecTHO ¢ JIx. PorGmaTtom Oblna mpucyxneHa HoOenmeBckast mpemus
mupa, J>x. PoT6iar mpuriaciit Ha ClieHy MOJIOIBIX JItofeit, 9TOOHI pasme-
JIUTH 3TOT MOMEHT C HUMHU, TeM CaMBbIM ITOTYEPKHYB 0COOYIO POJIb HOBBIX
TmoKoJieHmit Tt [1aryonickoro IBIKeHMS.

Wnes co3manmsl HalMOHAIBHBIX MOJONEKHBIX Tpyrmt [laryorrckoro
IBIDKEHUS YUYSHBIX TTOTyJria MHTEHCUBHOE pa3BuThe Omaromapst 10 reHe-
panbHOMYy cekpetapio M. Karutany B koHiie 1970-x 1r. ¥Vxxe B 1979 1. Ha 6aze
VYuusepcurera Kanudopnun B Can-/luero Obut co3maH MeXXKIyHapOIHbBII
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cryneHyeckuii [Taryom, B 80-X IT. cTaBLINit AMEPUKAHCKUM MOJIOAEKHBIM
IMaryomuickum otnenenuem (SPUSA). [TocreneHHo otneneHust chopMupo-
BaJich B 6os1ee yem 30 cTpaH Mupa.

IlepBas mexnmyHaponHasi MojoaexHasi Ilaryouickasi KoHbepeHIus
npoiia B 1988 r. B aTom ke romy ObU1o 00pa3oBaHO MOJIOAEKHOE OT-
nenenune Poccuiickoro Iaryoiickoro komurera kKak CoBeTcKast CTyIeH-
yeckasi u MmosioaexHas Ilaryonickas rpynna. B 2018 r. MoioaexHoMy oT-
neneHuto Poccuiickoro Ilaryonickoro komutera npu Ipesunuyme PAH
ucnonHsetcst 30 JeT.

K 30-netuto mononexHoro otneneHusi Poccuiickoro Ilaryouickoro
KOMUTETa BO BpeMsI paboThl X KoH(pepeHInn MeXIyHapOoaHOIO CTy-
JIeH4YeCcKoro 1 mojioaexxHoro Ilaryomickoro nprkerust 2017 r. Br. ActaHe
OblIa MOATOTOBJIEHA CEPUSI MHTEPBbIO O posiu MoJionexku B [Taryorickom
TBIDKEHWY YUEHBIX.

IIpedcedamenv monodexncnoeo omaoenerus
Poccuiickoeo Taeyouickoeo komumema npu Ilpezuduyme PAH
Hamanvs Camoiinosckas



Buidepycku usz evicmynaenus /Pc. /Ixananaast, Ipesudenma
Mmexcoynapoonozo Ilazyouwckozo oeuncenus yuenvix (2007-2017 ee.),
neped ynacmuuxamu X konghepenuuu MexncoyHapoonozo cmyodenueckozo u
Mmoao0excroeo Tlazyouickoeo deuxcenus, e. Acmana (Kaszaxcman), aseycm
2017 e.

3anuce noozomosuau E. Illanuenxo, E. Illupo6okosa, (moaodexcroe
omoenenue Poccuiickoeo Ilacyouickoeo komumema npu Ilpezuouyme PAH),
11. Kopsyn (Poccuiickuii Ilacyowckuii komumem npu Ilpezuouyme PAH)

B moeit npodeccroHanbHON Kapbepe ObLI0 00JblIoe KOJIMYECTBO
3alIOMUHAIOIIUXCS MOMEHTOB, HO JIOJKEH TPU3HAThCSI, YTO MUMEHHO
B3auMojelicTBue ¢ MosiofexHoi [laryouickoii rpynmoii crajo oaHOM
U3 Haubosee SIpKUX cTpaHUll. f pan, 4YTO MOJIOJAEXb TOTOBUT U Hampas-
JisieT cBoux neneraroB B Coser Ilaryolickoro 1BUXeHMs, Kak B cllyyae
¢ Kapumom Kanpu uz Erunra. Hageroch, yTo Takasi npakTuka npoaoJi-
JKUTCSI, U Bbl, U IPYTU€ MOJIOJbIE YUeHble OyaeTe yuacTBOBaTh B padboTe
CoBera. MHe 1efCTBUTENIBHO KaXeTcsl 04eHb BaKHBbIM, 4TOObI [Taryoiin
KakK opraHuM3alysi MOT ONMUpaThCs Ha MOAAEPXKKY MOJIONEXW, Ha UC-
XOZSIIIME OT Hee HOBbIE MeU U MHUIIMATUBBI. B KauecTBe mpe3uaeHTa
ITaryonickoro ABMXXKE€HUS B MOIO 3a7auy BXOAUT 3a00Ta 0 OyaylieM opra-
HU3allMU, U, KOHEYHO, 3TUM OyIyllIeM sIBJsieTeCb UMEHHO BbI.

B cBOeM BbICTYILJIEHUU 51 Obl XOTET KOCHYTHCSI HECKOJIbKUX Ba’KHBIX
C MOeit TOUKM 3peHUsI TEM, KOTOPbIe TaKXKe UMEIOT OTHOILIEHUE K Oy1y-
memy.

Bo Bpems mnocnenHeil BcTpeuu B JlaBoce, opraHu3oBaHHOM
BcemupHbIM 5KOHOMUYECKUM (DOPYMOM, OCOOEHHOE€ BHUMAaHUE yaesi-
JIOCh TaK Ha3bIBa€MOI YEeTBEPTON MHAYCTpUAIbHOU peBojoluu. B TO
BpeMsl KaK mepBasi MHAyCTpUaibHasi PeBOJIOLMs Obljla BbI3BaHA IMOSIB-
JIEHMEM ITapOBOI MAlMHBI, a IMOCIEAYIOLLNAE TIPUBHECIIN SJIEKTPUYECTBO
U 2JIEKTPOHUMKY, YeTBepTasi MHIYCTpUaJibHasi PEBOJIOLMS Tenepb yxkKe
CBsI3aHa C TaKMMU TeXHOJIOTUSIMU, KaK 3D-nipuHTephl. HoBbIE TexHO-
JIOTUM OKa3bIBAIOT BJIUSIHUE HA CIOCOObI MPOU3BOACTBA HOBBIX BUIOB
BOOPYKEHU. YKe BbI3bIBAET O€CMOKOMCTBO BOIMPOC CO3MAaHUS TaK Ha-
3bIBAEMBIX «pPOOOTOB-yOMiill», KOrJa MPUMEHEHUE JIETATbHOTO OPYXUSI
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MPOUCXOAUT O€3 YeJIOBeUYeCKOro ydactusi. Takum oOpa3om, peajbHOM
CTaHOBUTCSI BOBMOXHOCTb YUacTHUsI B BOOPY>KEHHOM KOH(IMKTE poOo-
Ta, KOTOPbIiA, B OTJIMYKE OT cojiaTa, HE OCO3HAET pa3HULIbI MEXIy Ma-
JICHbKUM peOeHKOM, TTPOCTO MepederamiiiM J0pory, U BOOPYKEHHbIM
BOEHHBbIM. B coTpymHuuecTBe ¢ pa3IMyHbIMU HENPaBUTEIbCTBEHHBIMU
opranusanusmu [laryonickoe ABUXXeHUE yyacTBYeT B OOCYXKIEHUU PU-
CKOB, CBSI3aHHBIX C Pa3pabOTKON M MPOU3BOJACTBOM OTIEIbHBIX BUIOB
OpyXWusl, BKJII0UYasi aBTOHOMHOE JIETaTbHOE OpYXUe.

Ha cerogHsiiiHuMit 1eHb B psifie CTpaH MPOBOASTCS 3KCIEPUMEHTHI,
CBSI3aHHbIC C UCIOJb30BAHUEM HOBEMIIMX TEXHOJOTUi B 00JIaCTU BO-
OpyXeHuil. XoTs caMu TOCyIapcTBa, Kak MpaBuio, He MPU3HAIOT CBOIO
npuyactHocTh K 3TtoMy, CoemuHenHbie Illtatel, BenmmkoOpuraHwmsi,
Kwrait, MHaust u HeKoTopble IpyThe CTpaHbl, TeM HE MEeHee, NCITBITHI-
BalOT HOBBIE BUABI Oopyxkusa. Ho Tipexme yeM OHO CMOXET OBITH TPO-
TECTUPOBAHO W pa3MellleHO, Mbl MPEeANPUHUMAeM TOINbITKA MPUBJIEYb
BHMMaHUE CTpaH-yJ4acTHMKOB KOHBEHIIMM IO KOHKPETHBIM BHUIAM
OOBIYHOTO OPYXUSI, YTOOBI OHU JIOTOBOPUJIMCH O 3ampellieHUd HOBBIX
BUI0B opykus. Kak Bbl 3HaeTe, peaqu3aliysi TaKOro pojaa 3aaad TpedyeT
HeMaJlo BpeMeHU — BCIIOMHUTE TIpUHATHEe KOHBEHIINM O 3aTpereHnn
MTPOTUBOIIEXOTHBIX MUH MM KOHBEHIINY TT0 KaCCEeTHBIM OOeTIprITacaMm.
ToapKo coBceM HemaBHO c(popMHUpOBaIach TPYITIa CBI3aHHBIX C HAIIH-
OHAJILHBIMU MPABUTEIBCTBAMU 3KCITEPTOB TI0 pa3padboTKe COoTalleHus],
KOTOpO€, KaK Mbl HaJileeMcCsl, CTAaHEeT BCEOOIINM MPU3bIBOM K 3ampele-
HUIO «HETYMaHHOTO» OPYXKUsL. DTO MpuMep AesiTeIbHOCTH [1aryomickoro
IBYDKEHWS, HAIPaBIEHHON Ha TPOTHO3MPOBAHUE COOBITUIA M TIPEIOT-
BpallleHNe TIOSIBJIEHUST OTICIBHBIX BUIOB BOOPYKEHUI, KOTOPHIE MO-
TYT HaHECTH HETIOTIPaBUMBIM YIepO BCeM KUTEISIM HaIllell TUTaHeTHI.
Hanetoch, BB Kak MOJIONBIE YYeHBIE, MHOTHE W3 KOTOPBIX IPHUIILIA
MMEHHO M3 cephbl ECTECTBEHHBIX HAyK, CMOXKeTe pa3padoTaTh MeXaHN3-
Mbl, IPEIOTBpAalllalolIe CO3TaHNE HOBOTO OIACHOTO OPYXMUSI.

E1e omHoit TEMOIi, 0 KOTOPOIA 5T XOTeJ ObI CKa3aTh, SBJIIeTCsS Kubep-
6e30macHOCTb. MHOTHE CIOXKEThI, KOTOPBIE CETOMHS HaXOmATCS B IIeH-
Tpe BHUMAaHMSI, KacaloTCs 3TOI TeMbl — HaAIpUMep, O SIKOOBI MMEBIIIEM
MeCTO BMeIIaTeNbcTBe Poccryt B BBIOOPHI B KPYITHEHTITNX JeMOKPATHSIX
mupa. Ho mpennpuHumaeTcs 1 4To-To B 3Toi chepe? PazroBopsl MOTyT
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BECTHUCH €llle J0JITO, HO JIeNaeT JIM KTO-TO MpaKTUYeCKUe IIaru, 4Toosl,
Harpumep, PenoTBpaTUTh YTPO3y KubepaTtak co CTOPOHBI TEPPOPUCTOB
Ha 3amycK SIIEpHOTO OpYKUsi?

Tak yTo BalieMy MOKOJICHUIO ellle TPEeACTOUT HATU OTBETHl Ha 3TU
U Ipyrue BO3HUKaloI1e MpooeMbl, CBI3aHHBIE C pa3BUTHEM UH(pOpMa-
LIMOHHBIX TEXHOJIOTUI 1 MX IPUMEHEHHUEM B BoeHHOI chepe. OTpoMHbIE
cpencrBa ceituac tpatsarcs B Anonuu, M3paune u, konueHo, CIIIA Ha
CO3JaHUE CUCTEM MPOTUBOPAKETHOU 0O0OPOHbBI, KOTOPbIE 3aU4aCTYIO 3KC-
MOPTUPYIOTCSI COIO3HUKAM B Apyrue cTpaHbl. [Ipu aToM MHOTHE yueHble
noasepratoT 3((HEKTUBHOCTb TAKUX CUCTEM CEPbe3HON KPUTHUKE U, TI0
CYTH, Pa3BEHUYMBAIOT, TPUBO/IsSl HAyYHbIE apTyMEHTHI, 11eJ1eCO00Pa3HOCTh
UX UCIoJb30BaHUs. OaHa U3 MPUYUH 3TOTO — YSI3BUMOCTb IMPOTUBOpPA-
KETHOU 0OOpPOHBI Tepe/ TEXHOJOTUsIMU J€30pUEHTUPOBAHUSI, a TakxKe
MOsIBJIEHVE BCE HOBBIX 00JIee CJIOXKHBIX paKETHbBIX TexHosIoruii. [ToaTomy
s IyMalo, 4TO elle MPEeACTOUT BHUMATEIbHO MTOCMOTPETh Ha paboTy UH-
OYCTPWHU BOOPYXKEHUI W OOECITeYnTh 00Jiee pallMOHAIbHBINA MTOPSIOK
pacxomoB Ha OOOPOHY.

Eme omHa Ttema, 0 KOTOpOif MHE XOTEJIOCh OBl YIIOMSHYTh, CBsSI3aHa
C 3TMYECKNUMU acTieKTaMM pabOTHI YIEHBIX. Sl Bcerma IyBCTBOBaT OOIb-
IIyI0 BaXXHOCTb 3TOM TeMmbl. [ToMHIO Kak B CBOEM BBICTYIUIEHWH B Tia-
MATh 0 JlopoTn XOmKKIMH, aHIJIMIICKOM XUMUKe, Jlaypeate HobeneBckoit
npemuu 1o xumuu, B 2003 1. B l'anudaxce, s roBOpui 0 TOM, 4TO B Ha-
YYHOM MUpE CIIeAyeT BBECTU TPATUIINIO JaBaTh KJISITBY HAIIOMOOWE KIISAT-
BoI [umnmoxpara. CMBICT ee 3aKiIo4ancs Obl B TOM, UTO YYeHbIE HE OyayT
WCTIOIB30BaTh CBOM HAayYHBbIC 3HAHUS IS TIPOM3BOICTBA OPYXKUS, KO-
TOpOEe MOXET CTaTh MPUIMHON MaccOBOI TMOenun momeil. S mymato, 9to
3TO BITOJIHE JIETKO peaTr3yeMo, eCIM HallMOHAIbHBIE HayYHbIC aKaJIeMUHN
TTOIAepXKaT TaKylo MIelo M obOecIieyar, YTo MOJIONOi YUeHBIi Ha TTopore
CBOEI HayyHOIi Kapbepbl MOATMUILIETCS IO TAKUM 00s13aTeIbcTBOM. Jlaxe
€CJIM B aJIbHEMIIeM pa3BUTUU CBOEH MPpO(ecCrOHabHONM Kapbhepbl eMy
TIPENCTONT OKa3aTbes B Jloc-AaMOCCKOit HallMOHATBHOM JTabopaTopru
WM KaKOM-JIM0O JIPYTOM MecTe, Tie TIPOM3BOIMNTCS SIIepHOE OpyKUe, OH
CcMOT OBl He 1aTh BTSIHYTH ce0sT B 3TY UYTOBUIITHYIO PabOTy M ITOCTYITHI
OBl TaKKe, KaK B cBoe BpeMs [xxo3ed PorOnar, ctaBimii eIMHCTBEHHBIM
YUYEHBIM, YYACTBOBABIIIUM B CO3MaHUN aMEPUKAHCKOTO SIIEPHOTO OPY KU
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u yureamum u3 Jloc-Anamoca Mo JUYHBIM YOEXKIEHUSIM 10 UCTIBITAHUSI
siiepHoro 3apsiaa. S aymaro, 4To Takoli Iar, Takoe B3siToe Ha ceOst 00s1-
3aTeJIbCTBO, MMEJIO Obl OTPOMHOE 3HAaUE€HUE B Kapbepe yYeHbIX, padoTa-
IOILMX JIJ1S1 0OOPOHHOI MPOMBILIIEHHOCTHU. £l 3HaI0, YTO MPOU3BOAUTENN
BOOPYXXEHU TUIATSIT OTPOMHBIE IEHBI'M MOJIOIM YYEHbBIM 3a UX UCCIIEI0-
BaHus. Ho ns1 HayuHOTO coOoOIecTBa JOJKHO UMETh TTPUHIIMITUATIBHOE
3Ha4YeHue, YTOObI TAKME UCCAEIOBaHMUSI COOTBETCTBOBAIM T'YMaHUTApPHBIM
HOpMaM U UX pe3yJIbTaThl HE MOIVIM ITPUBECTU K MAaCCOBOI THOENN Jtoeit
WJIW TIPOU3BOJICTBY pOOOTOB-YOUIALL.

Hymato, BaxXHO TakKxKe He 3a0bIBaTh, YTO B MOCJIEAHUE TOAbI HAIEXK b
Ha MpakTWYeCKHe 1Iaru B AeJie SAEPHOro pa3opyXeHUsl ObUIM CBSI3aHbI
B OCHOBHOM C TYMaHMTapHOW WHMIIMaTHBO#. Kak BHI 3HaeTe, Tyma-
HUTapHbIe MOCEACTBUSI TPUMEHEHUS SIIEPHOTO OPYXUsI U CBSI3aHHasl
C HUMU HeOOXOIMMOCTD JaJIbHEMIIEro pa3opyKeHusl 00CYKIal0TCs yKe
JIOBOJIbHO MPOJOJIXKUTEbHOE BpeMsl. PeajibHble TTOIBUXKKM B 3TOM Ha-
MpaBJeHUM HaMETUIMCh nocie Toro, Kak B 2013 r. B Ocio mnpoliiia nep-
Bas KOH(epeHLMS 1Mo Ha3BaHMEM «[' YMaHUTapHBIE TIOCIIENCTBUS TTPH-
MEHEHUS SIIEPHOTO OPYXKMS», B KOTOPOI y4acTBOBaIN O(MHIINATLHEBIC
TpencTaBuTe 127 TocymapcTB, He 00JamalolnX SASPHBIM OPYKHEM,
a 3arem B 2014 r. Mekcuka 1 ABcTpus npoBenu eie 1se Kondepenuun
10 TYMaHWTApHBIM TTOCTCACTBUASIM TIPUMEHEHUS SIEPHOTO OPYXKHUS.
DTuM TpeM KoHdepeHIusM MpeaiecTsoBaio CoBMeCTHOE 3asiBlIeHUE
0 TYMaHUTAPHBIX MOCJEACTBUSIX SIAEPHOTO OpYXus, NpuHsitoe B 2012
rony B IlepBom xomutete I'eHepanbHoit Accambien OOH. JlanHas 1e-
TTOYKa CBSI3aHHBIX MEXIY cO00 COOBITHIT 0Opa3oBaia o0IIee TeueHMeE,
KOTOPOE B UTOTE BBUIMJIOCH B TIPUHSTHE JloroBOpa 0 3ampelieHnHn Saep-
HOTO OpyXusi Ha KoHpepeHunu B Hoto-Mopke B utone 2017 roma. Tak
YTO POJIb TYMAaHUTAPHOM MHUIIMATUBEI B TOM pe3yiIbTaTe, KOTOPHIN yma-
JIOCh TOCTUYD K CETOMHSAITHEMY THIO, OYeHb BeINKa, 1 HaM BCEM BasKHO
IMMTOMHUTBL 00 3TOM U MOAJAEPKUBATDH €€ NajibHelilliee pa3BUTHE.

$1 mOBOMIBHO HOJTO paboTaN B 00J1aCTH MHOTOCTOPOHHEH TUTLTIOMATHH.
Takue crpannl, kKak CIIA, BenukoOpuraHus, apyrue 3alamHble simep-
Hble nepxKaBbl U ux coto3Huku 1o HATO Bcerga ObUM pelMTeIbHO Ha-
CTPOEHBI MPOTUB JIOOBIX TTOTBITOK CO CTOPOHBI TOCYNAPCTB JIBYDKEHUSI
HeTprcoeanHeHus (cpean KOTophix 1 Most ponHas [lpu-Jlanka) mepese-
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CTHU BOIPOCHI, CBSI3aHHBIE C SIIEPHBIM Pa30pyKeHUEM, B IJIOCKOCTD MpaB
yesioBeKa WK B 001acTh 9KOHOMUKU. Ha camoMm nerte simepHble nepykaBbl
XOTeJIU Obl, YTOOBI OOCYKIAEHNE 3TOU TEMbI OCTaBaJIOCh UCKITIOUUTEIbHO
npeporatuBoit KoHdepenunu no pazopyxenuto OOH u IlepBoro komu-
teta ['eHepanbHOl Accambien OOH. Tak uTo Bce Halllu MpeIIoXKeHus,
cTpaH JIBMKeHUsT HeMPUCOEAUHEHUSI, TOJIT0e BpeMsl OKa3bIBaJMCh 0J10-
KHUPOBAHHBIMU, HaM He ObLIO TTO3BOJIEHO TIEPEXONUTh IPAHUIIbI YCTAHOB-
JIEHHBIX (hOpMaTOB, B paMKax KOTOPbIX ObLIO MPEIyCMOTPEHO 00CYyXe-
HUe BOIPOCOB siiepHOTO pasopyxeHusi. Ho ceituac cyiiecTByeT nmoHuma-
HHE TOTO, YTO JaHHas TeMa OXBaThIBAeT caMble pa3Hble cephl U NMeeT
MHOXECTBO acreKToB. MOXKHO rOBOPUTH O HEl B KOHTEKCTE 00ecTiedeHUst
0a30BbIX MPaB YeJloBeKa UM yKa3blBaTh MPU €€ OOCYXKIEHUU Ha OTCYT-
CTBUE TPAHULL MEXIY MOJUTUIECKUMU U IKOHOMUYECKUMHU BOTIPOCAMM.
TTono6HBIM 00pa3oM MpobiieMa U3MEHEHUs KJIMMaTa OKa3bIiBaeT BJVSIHUE
KakK Ha MOJUTUYECKYI0, TaK U Ha SKOHOMUYECKYIO cepy 001IeCTBEHHOM
KU3HU, U B TOI M APYTOif 00JIaCTU BEIyTCS B3aMMOIOIOMHSIOIINE AUC-
KYCCHU TI0 yKa3aHHOIT TTpobieMaTrke. Bompockl, cBI3aHHbBIE C SIePHBIM
OpyXHeM, KaK W BOIIPOCH M3MEHEHMS KiImMaTta, 0e3yCJIOBHO, SBIISTIOTCS
MHOTOITIAaHOBBIMH. JIJ15T MIX peTyIMpOBaHMS HEOOXOMMMO MEKOTPaCIeBOE
coralleHne, B pa3paboTKe KOTOPOTO YJaCTBOBAIM ObI SKCITEPTH B 00-
JIACTH 3alTUTBI OKPYXKAOIIEH CPEIbl, 9KOHOMUKH 1 TIOJTUTUIECKUX HayK.
W g ybexxneH, 9To MOJONEXHBIe yJaCTHUKM [1aryoInckoro mBIDKeHUS
CMOTYT BHECTH 3HAYNTEIBHBIN BKJIAaI B 3TY pabOTYy.

Extracts from the address of Jayantha Dhanapala, President of the Pugwash
Conferences on Science and World Affairs (2007-2017),
to the participants of the 10" International Student/Young Pugwash (ISYP)
Conference, Astana (Kazakhstan), August 2017.

Record transcripted by E.Schanchenko, E.Schirobokova (Russian Student/
Young Pugwash), P.Korzun (Russian Pugwash Committee)

Throughout my career and particularly during my 10 years of Pugwash

presidency one of the brightest features has been the opportunity to
interact with Student Pugwash members. I am glad that a seat in the
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Pugwash Council has been created for K. Kadry from Egypt who used to be
a part of the International Student/Young Pugwash Group (ISYP) before.
Hopefully you will follow his example, and more young professionals will
join the Pugwash Council. I think that the ISYP should play a supportive
role, role which brings in new enthusiasm, new expertise and new ideas.
My task as the President of Pugwash is to look to the future, and obviously
you are the future.

I would like to touch upon a few subjects with regard to the future.

As you might know, Davos meeting conducted by the World Economic
Forum emphasized the impact of the Fourth Industrial Revolution on future
developments. We know, that the First Industrial Revolution was created by
steam power, then you had electricity, and after that electronics. But the
Fourth Industrial Revolution is geared by the cutting-edge technologies,
like 3D-printing and so on. And that is going to affect the way in which
weapons are being made. Already we are very concerned about the way
in which killer robots are being manufactured with no human element in
between the operator and the actual robot itself. There is a risk that one
can be confronted with a robot in an armed conflict situation which has
no possibility of evaluating whether an individual in its path is a civilian or
a combatant. So, the distinction which a soldier would have of distinguishing
between a little child crossing the road and an armed combatant is not there.
So we are trying in a coalition of NGOs — and I brought Pugwash into that
coalition — to ban these weapons before they get produced. There are already
a lot of experiments being carried on and we know that prototypes have been
built by a lot of countries. They do not admit it, but the United States, UK,
China, India and others are testing these weapons. But before they test them
and deploy, we are trying to persuade members of the UN Convention on
Certain Conventional Weapons to pass a treaty which would forbid these
weapons. It is a very slow process — as you know the Anti-Personnel Mine
Ban Convention took a long time, the Convention on Cluster Munitions
took a long time as well. But we are in the process now when a group of
governmental experts is trying to come up with a treaty which hopefully will
have universal appeal. So that is one example of looking ahead and trying to
prevent the creation of weapons which can cause incalculable damage to the
human beings on this planet.
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The second area is cybersecurity. We talk a lot about cybersecurity and
this is a factor that will definitely determine the future. For example, we
will need to devise a fool-proof technology to ensure that nobody interferes
with the launches of nuclear weapons. Because it would be a disaster if
there is some kind of cyber-interference into a nuclear launch technology
so that some terrorists can get access to it and provoke unsuspected launch
of nuclear weapon.

I think there are a lot of areas in which young scientists can work on
defensive methods, among which are the anti-ballistic missile system
technologies. Theodore Postol from the Massachusetts Institute of
Technology (MIT), whose name you may know, has written extensively
debunking the methods of ballistic missile defense. In his writings he has
shown that decoys can be used in cases of ballistic missile defense to make
it very unlikely that a missile is shot down. Huge amounts of money are
being spent on ballistic missile defense not only by Japan, but by Israel
and of course by the United States. And these weapon systems are being
exported and sold to various allies, but they only trigger more and more
sophisticated missile launchings. So I think we have to once again look
at the technologies of weapon manufacturing and make sure that those
amounts of money are being wisely spent in terms of defense.

Another area looking ahead is to make sure that technologies conform
to existing laws and are not used for production of new destructive
weapons. In my Dorothy Hodgkin memorial lecture — I think it was
in 2003 in Halifax — I mentioned that we should have (as the doctors
have) a Hippocratic Oath, so that scientists have an oath in the beginning
of their scientific career preventing them from engaging in any weapon
manufacture which contributes to the killing of people or mass killings
of people. And I think that is very easy if national academies of sciences
launch this kind of idea and ensure that a young scientist at the threshold
of his career signs such an obligation, so that if he joins Los Alamos or
some other weapon manufacturer he could do what Joseph Rotblat did
and that is not to engage with the horrendous system like the production
of nuclear weapons. From my point of view, that is an extremely important
professional aspect for the scientific career of people who work in the
defense industry. I know that defense manufacturers pay huge amounts
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of money to young scientists for research. But it is really important to
make sure that research is in fact humanitarian and does not support the
production of killing machines.

It is also important I think to remember that the trust for nuclear
disarmament process in the last few years was largely on the humanitarian
side. As you know, the humanitarian aspects of disarmament have been
talked about for a long time; but it was only after Norway had launched
the Oslo process that we had a conference in Mexico and finally in
Austria. These three conferences followed the 2012 General Assembly
First Committee session, highlighting the catastrophic humanitarian
consequences of nuclear weapons and calling on all states to intensify their
efforts to outlaw those weapons.

Those streams finally fed into the UN Conference to Negotiate a Legally
Binding Instrument to Prohibit Nuclear Weapons, Leading Towards their
Total Elimination, which in July 2017 came out with the Nuclear Weapons
Ban Treaty. So, the humanitarian initiative which launched that process,
I think, is a very important one for us all to remember, and we should not
lose sight of humanitarian aspect.

I have been in multilateral diplomacy for a very long lime. The United
States, UK and other Western nuclear-weapon states and their supporters
in NATO were very strongly objecting to countries from the Non-Aligned
Movement like mine taking up disarmament issues in the context of
human rights or economy. In fact, the nuclear weapon states would
have preferred that the discussions on those issues were confined only
to the Conference on Disarmament or the UN General Assembly First
Committee on Disarmament and International Security. They knew that
in that frameworks we were sufficiently isolated from making an impact
on the general agenda. So we were penned in one area and not allowed to
cross borders. But now, of course, everybody realizes that disarmament
issue is a very broad one, it comprises a variety of aspects, including
human rights. And I think that the comprehensive nature of disarmament
is something that we have to insist on in order to ensure that the debates
on this topic include as wide range of connected issues as possible.
There is actually no border between politics and economics when you
discuss disarmament. Likewise, climate change affects both political and
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economic developments, and there is a mutually supporting discussion on
this subject in both areas.

I think all of you can contribute with your expertise to the
multidisciplinary approach toward disarmament in order to foster a cross-
border agreement on this issue.

Humepeoro c A. Ilecueau, npedcedamenem Hcenoanumenvhozo cosema
Mexcoynapoonoeo cmydenueckozo u moaodexcroeo Ilacyouickoeo deusicenus.
3anucano na 62-i Ilazyowckoii konghepenyuu yuenvix
6 2. Acmane (Kazaxcman) ¢ aseycme 2017 e.

3anuce noozomosua I1. Kopsyn (Poccuiickuii Ilazyowckuii komumem npu
Ilpe3uouyme PAH)

Kak npousonwuno Bame 3Hakomctso ¢ ISYP?

A. Ilecueau (A.I1.): Bce Hayajochb C MOEro Hay4yHOI'O PYKOBOMDUTEISI
B Benrpuu Dp:xebdet Po3a, KoTopast Obu1a usieHoM Ilaryolnickoro ABKeHUST
u niocemana Iaryonicknme KoHpepeHIIUM 10 KpaliHeii Mepe JIeT 1BaalaTh.
Bckope nocite Toro, Kaxk st Hayalia mucarh CBOO IUCCEPTALIMIO, OHA paccKa-
3aj1a MHE O TIpeACTosIIei KoHpepeHIn MeXayHapOIHOTro CTyaeHYeCKO-
ro ¥ MOJIOAEXKHOTO [1aryonickoro IBMXKEHUS U Tiepecyiajia aHOHC C TIpUIJia-
LIIEHUEM OTIIPaBUTh CBOIO pabOTy Ha OTOOPOYHBIN KOHKYPC IIJISI y4acTUSI.
MouM TepBBIM OINBITOM CTajJO TIOcellieHUe KOoHgepeHUuUu B bepriuHe
B 2011 1. 1 ocJte 3TOrO 51 yyacTBoBasia Bo Bcex Ilaryolckux Bcrpeyax.

Kakumu caMbIMH SpKUMH MOMEHTAMH, ¢ KOTOPBIMH BbI CTAJKHBAJIHCH BO
Bpemsi padoTsl B ISYP, BbI Morii ObI HOAEMTHCSA?

A.Il.: Korna s1 BcrioMuHaro npoiisie Ilaryoiickue KoH(pepeHuu,
TO TIPUXOXKY K BBIBOJY, UTO OMHUMM U3 JIyUILIMX MOMEHTOB BCE K& ObLIU
BCTpeun MoJjonexxHoro Ilaryoma. DTo cBs3aHO C TeM, YTO Ha TaKUX
BCTpeYax Mbl OCTaBJIsIEeM JOCTATOUHO BPEMEHU Ha BOIMPOCHI U OTBETHI,
Mbl JEHCTBUTEILHO CTapaeMcsl TIOMOYb JAPYT APYTY YCOBEPIIEHCTBOBATh
HCCIIeNOBATENbCKUIA ITPOEKT 3a cUyeT MHMOPMATUBHOTO 0OMeHa MHEHU -
AMU. Jlaxxe Koraa Mbl KpDUTUKYEM APYT Apyra, TO CTPEMUMCH JI€JIaTh 3TO
KOHCTPYKTUBHO. JlyMato, 4To oOILIUii IPYKECKUI MOABEM U SHTY3UA3M
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co3maloT 0cOoOeHHYI0 aTMocdepy MOJOIEKHBIX KOH(pEepPEeHIIMSIX.
besycnoBHO, TocelieHUe ITOCIIEAYIOIINX «B3POCIBLIX» KOH(MEpeHLIMt
SIBJISIETCS JIJISI HAC HEBEPOSITHOM BO3MOXHOCTHIO. Bemb TaM MBI MoXeM
BCTPETUTH HAIIIMX I'ePOEB — TeX, KTO BIOXHOBJISIET HAC HA TO, YTOOKI CBSI-
3aTh CBOIO MPO(EeCCUOHAIBHYIO XKM3Hb C UCCIIEIOBAaHMEM IIPO0IeM MUpa
n 0e3omacHocTu. Ho B TO ke BpeMst KoH(pepeHInn MexXayHapogHOro
cTymeH4YecKoro u mononexHoro Ilaryomickoro aBvxkeHus maBalu BO3-
MOXHOCTh KpEaTMBHO OCMBICIIUTh HaMOoOJIee CJIOKHBIE MEXIyHapO.I-
HbIe KOH(PIUKTBI ¥ CTUMYJIAPOBAIIM HAC K IIPOHIOJLKEHUIO COOCTBEHHOTO
npo¢eCCUOHAJIBHOIO Pa3BUTHSI.

Iloyemy BBI cudMTaeTe BaKHbIM y4YacTHE MOJOIBIX  JIOJEN
B OOCYKJIEHHH BONPOCOB, KOTOpbI€ TPATUIHOHHO PACCMATPUBAIOTCA
yKe COCTOSIBIIMMUCS Y4eHbIMH 1 quiioMaTamu? EcTh Kakas-To ocodas
HEHHOCTh B3IVI1a MOJIOIEXKH HA 3TH BONPOCHI?

A.Il.: MHorue crapiiue 4jieHbl [1aryonckoro IBUXXeHUS OCO3HAIOT,
YTO Yepe3 KakKoe-TO BpeMsl OHM BBIMAYT HA MEHCUIO, a CaMOMY JBU-
JKEHUIO HYXHbI OyIyT HOBbBIE JIIOAU, YTOOBI OCYLIECTBJSATH MUCCHUIO
ITaryoma. M1 3Toro MoxxHo JOOUTHLCSI TOJBKO €CJIM MPUBJIEKATh JIIOAeH
Ha paHHE# CTaiuyd UX KapbepHOro pa3BUTHUS, HAYMHAThb 3HAKOMUTb
ux ¢ Ilaryouckumu MepoTipusiTUsIMU, ¢ 00IIeit aTMochepoii BCTpeuy,
C HamnpaBJ€HUEM MBICIM B OTHOLUEHUU OTMpPEAC]IEHHbIX BOMPOCOB,
a TakXe pa3BUBaTh KPUTUUECKUM TMOAXOA K COOCTBEHHBIM WJESIM.
ITomumo uccnenoBaTeeil U ydeHbIX MUPOBOro kijacca, Ilaryoiickoe
JIBUKEHME TakXe BKJI0YaeT B ce0sl MHOTMX HBIHEITHUX WJIM ObIBILIMX
JIUTLJIOMATOB U MPAKTUKOB, KOTOPbIe MOTYT paccKa3aTh, KaK B peallb-
HOCTHU TPOUCXOASIT MEXIYHAPOIHbIE MEPEroBOPHI U UTO OCTaeTCs 3a
kyaucamu. Tak 4uto s gymato, 4yto ydactue B Ilaryomickmx KoHde-
PEHIIMSIX AAaeT MOJOABIM MCCIEA0BATENSIM MPEKPACHYIO BO3MOXHOCTD
y3HAaTh MHOTO HOBOTO. JIpyruMm 3amedaTeNbHbIM ITPEUMYIIECTBOM SIB-
JIsieTcsl BO3MOXKHOCTh o01IieHusi. MosonexHsbiii Ilaryoin oobennHsieT
JIfofeit U3 pa3HbIX CTPaH MUpa, Mbl BCE 3HAKOMUMCSI Ha HallluX KOH(e-
PEHLIMSIX U TOTOM MpUCOeINHSIeMcs K paboTe «cTapiueii» [laryomickoit
KoH(pepeHMKU. TaM y Hac eCTb BO3MOXHOCTh HAIIPSIMYIO MOOOIIAThCS
C MocJaMu, BbICOKOIMOCTABJICHHBIMU YMHOBHUKAMU MEXIYHApOIHBIX
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OpraHM3alluii U HallMOHAJbHBIX MPaBUTENLCTB. Mbl MOXEM 3a1aTh BO-
MPOCHI, YTOOBI YIYUYIIUTh HAIl KCCIeN0BATEIbCKUIA MTPOEKT UM Pa3o-
OpaThCcsa B TOM, YeMy JOJITO€ BpeMs He MOTJIA HaiTh oO0bsicHeHue. [1o
CBOEMY JIMYHOMY OITBITY MOTY CKa3aTh, UTO IO CHX IOP BCE CTapIIye
yJgacTHUKM [laryomickux KOoH(MEpeHIIW Bcerma HaXOOWIW BpeMs,
YTOOBI TTOOOIIATHCS C MOJOACKBIO U MOAEIUTLCS CBOMMU B3TIISIIAMU
1 OKCTIEPTHBIMH OLIEHKAMM.

Yem MorIH ObI IOMOYb POCCHIICKIE MOJIOIbIE YUEHBIE H IKCIEPTHI, MYCTh
NMoKa U He apjmonmecs dactoio ISYP, Bameii mpakruyeckoii padore
U pelieHHI0 TeX MEXKIYHAPOIHBIX BOMPOCOB, KOTOpPbie OOCYKIAKTCS
B PaMKaXx Balleii rpymibl?

A.Il.: I cuutaro, yTo poccuiickasa Ilaryolickast rpyrnmna — ogHa u3
CaMbIX CWJIbHBIX CPEAY TeX HallMOHAJIbHBIX TPYIII, C KOTOPBIMU S KOT-
na-nubo Berpevanack. OHa olHA U3 HEMHOI'MX, KTO OPraHU3YyeT Mepo-
MPUSATUSI MEKIY OCHOBHBIMU KOH(MEPEHIIUSIMU, a TAKXKe MyOJIUKYeT Ha
pEeryisipHOl OCHOBE pe3y/bTaThl COCTOSIBIIMXCSI TMCKYCCUI B (opme
OTYETOB WJIM TeMaTudyeckux cOopHukoB. ITocae ITayroiickoit koHpe-
peHuuu B I. Haracaku B 2015 1. HeKOTOpbIe MOJIOAECXKHbBIC YYACTHUKU U3
Poccuu, a Takxke uneHbl MeXIyHApOIHOTO CTYAEHYECKOTO Y MOJIOIEXK -
Horo ITaryolickoro ABUXKEHUS TTOJYUYMIM BO3MOXKHOCTb OIyOJIMKOBATh
CBOM PabOTHI B CIELMAIbHOM U3JAHUU, TTOATOTOBIEHHOM TPU YYaCTUUN
Poccuiickoii ITaryomickoit rpynmbl. Tak 4To s 1yMalo, 4To poccUiickue
Maryollibl Ha caMOM JieJie BHOCST OYeHb CYILLIECTBEHHBII BKJaja B aesi-
TEJbHOCTh BCETO ABUXeHMSI. OHU TIPUBHOCSIT Ha TaryouickKue BCTPeUu
CBOI1 KCIEPTHBIN OMBIT U B3IISIA HAa BEIM, KOTOPbIE TaK HEOOXOAUMBI
JIUISI TIOMCKA pellleHUt OCHOBHBIX TIpo0JieM B chepe KOHTPOJISI Haja BO-
opyXeHUsIMU. Takue BCTpeud MpeaoCTaBISIOT XOPOIIYI0 BO3MOXKXHOCTh
JIJIS TOTO, YTOOBI aMEPUKaHIIbI M €BPOIIEIIIBI MOIJIM CECTh 32 OAMH CTOJI
C POCCUMCKUMM KOJIJIeTaMU W MONpPOOOBaTh OMpPENeauTh 00JacTy s
COTPYAHMYECTBA, a TaKXKE MOMXOAbl K PEIICHUIO KJIIOUEBBIX BOIIPOCOB
MEXIYHApOOHOM MoBecTKU aHs. BooOie poccuiickast Ilaryomickas
rpyTa MnokKasblBaeT MpUMeEpP CBOEH HEBEPOSITHOM aKTMBHOCTBIO BCEM
OCTaJIbHbIM HALIMOHAJbHBIM TPYIIIaM.
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MoxKeT M paccMaTPUBATHCS BO3MOXKHOCTb MPOBEAEHHUS HAYYHOTO
cemunapa c¢ yuyactuem ISYP B Poccun? Ecam na, Kakue npakTudeckue
MIATH HY?KHO JJISI 9TOTO MPEANPUHSATD ?

A.Il.: Boobuie g aymaio, 4yto MexXIyHapoIHOe CTyIeHYecKoe
u MosonaexHoe Ilaryoiickoe ABUXKEHUE MOJKHO 00s13aTEIbHO Opra-
HU30BBIBAaTb MEPOMNPUSITUsI, HallpaBJIE€HHbIE HA BOBJIEUYEHUE B CBOIO
JIesITeJIbHOCTD OO0JIbIIIEro yncia yueHbiX. I1aryoln uMeeT 1aBHIOO Tpa-
JIUIAIO TI0 OKa3aHUIO CONEMCTBUSI B MPOBEAEHUM BCTPEY COBETCKUX
U aMepUKaHCKUX YUYEeHbIX B HauboJiee HaIpsIKeHHbIE TObl XOJOAHOMN
BOMHBI. Ha Takux BcTpeyax BeJIMCh MUPHbIE U KOHCTPYKTUBHBIE AKC-
KYCCUM O CTpaTerMyeckoil CTaOMJIbLHOCTH, MPOIOJKAIOLIEICS TOH-
K€ BOOPYXEHUI W SAepHOI MOJUTHKE NBYX CBepxaepxkaB. Tak 4To
ITaryouickoe nBUXKeHUE UMEET OOJIBIION OIBIT B MPpUIJIALLICHUN y4e-
HBIX 32 CTOJI IIEPEeroBOPOB, M€ MOXHO OTKPOBEHHO OOCYIMTH BOJ-
HYIOIIIE TEeMbl, TEXHUUYECKNE BOMPOCHl U BBIABUHYTH IPEATOKECHUS
M0 CHIAXWBAHUIO MPOTUBOPEUYMI MeXIy jJuaepamMu OOEux CTpaH.
4 ybexneHa B TOM, UTO B OyayllleM HaM HYXXHO IIPOAOJKaTh opra-
HU30BBIBAaTh TaKWE MEPOIPUITUS C MPUBJICUYCHUEM YYEHBIX, U, Ta-
KMM 00pa3oM, BEpHYThCs K IaBHOI [laryonickoii Tpaguniuu. B aToit
CBSI3M 51 CUMTal0, 4To poccuiickas Ilaryolickasl rpyrma MoXeT Mo-
MOYb HaM B BBISIBI€HUU MOJIOABIX POCCUMCKUX YUEHBIX, KOTOPBIX MbI
MOIJIM OBl MPUIIACUTh HAa BCTPEYM MEXIYHAPOIHOTO MOJIOAECKHOIO
ITaryoiickoro n1BUXeHUSI.

Eciu HayuHblil cemuHap OyneT opranu3oBaH B Poccuu, To co cTopo-
HbI McOJIHUTEIBHOTO COBETa MEXITyHapOIHOTO MoJiofexxHoro [1aryorma
MbI, 0€3yCJI0BHO, OyAeM paabl MPUHSITHL B HEM ydacTue. S 3Haw, 4To
B Poccum ecthb 60/1b1110€ KOJTUYECTBO MEPCITEKTUBHBIX MOJIOABIX YUEHBIX
M YTO HaM IMPOCTO HY>KHO HAWTH CTOCO0 aKTMBHEE BOBJIEKATh MX B HaILIU
JIMCKYCCHM.

Kaxkue MoryT ObITh MpakTHYECKUE Pe3yabTaThl AesrenbHocTH ISYP s

YJAydllleHHs] MHPa, B KOTOPOM MbI KHUBeM?

A.1l.: lymaro, 4TO ecTb OOJbIIOE KOJWYECTBO BO3MOXHOCTEH ISt
MOJIOABIX y4acTHUKOB [laryoiickoro ABUXKEHMSI OKa3aThb BAMSIHUE Ha
TO, YTO MPOUCXOAUT BOKPYT. Takue BO3ZMOXHOCTU MOTYT BO3HUKHYTb,
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K IIpUMEpYy, BO BpeMsI IlepepbiBa Ha Ko e 1 Ha 00e B Xone KoH(pepeH-
muu. [IpencraBbre, YTO 32 OMHUM CTOJIOM C MOJIOAEKHBIM Y4aCTHUKOM
OKaXETCs IT0COJI, KOTOPOTO HE OCTABUT PaBHOMYIIHBIM BbICKa3aHHAas
MOJIOABIM KOJIJIETOIf HeCTaHmapTHasl Waes, Haa KOTOPOM HUKTO paHee
He 3agyMbiBasics. Bo3MoxHO, 4TO Takas uaes M3MEHUT OTHOILICHME
3TOTO YeJIOBEKa K OIpeAe/IeHHBIM BOIIPOCAaM WJIM CTAHET ITOOyIUTesIeM
JIJIS TOTO, YTOOBI II0-HOBOMY BBICTpAMBAaTh CTPATETUIO BEACHUS MEXKIY-
HapOMHBIX IIeperoBopoB. Bo3MOXHOCTU BIUSIHUS €CTh Y MOJIOAEKHBIX
YYaCTHUKOB M BO BpeMsl pabOuYMX TPYIIN B paMKax KOH(pepeHUNH, rae
M3HA4YaJIbHO 3aBeIeHO, YTO MPEACTABUTEIN MOJIOIEKM BOCIIPMHUMAIOT-
Cs1 KaK paBHbIEC Y4aCTHUKU IMCKYCCUM U BhIPaXKEHME MX B3IJISI0B CUMTA-
€TCsl TAKMM K€ BaxKHBIM BKJIQZIOM B 00IIIee 00CyXIeHNE, KaK 1 B3IIISIAbI
CTapIIMX [TaryollIleB.

OTO IpuUMeEphl TeX BO3MOXHOCTEM, KOTOPBIE €CTh Yy MOJIOHEXU
B [IlaryomickoM ABMXXEHMHM, 4YTOOBI KX Trojoca ObUIM YCJIbIIIa-
Hbl. Elie oguH myTh JJIs 3TOTO — MCIOJb30BaTh IUIEHAPHBIE Cec-
cuu KoHdepeHuuu. Ha mepBoil mieHapHOI ceccuM KOH(epeHLIUU
B ACTaHe MOYTH MTOJIOBUHY BOIIPOCOB 3aJaT MOJIOAEXKHbBIE YYACTHUKU
ITaryomckoro gBukeHus. [1oToM s BUaea MHOTUX U3 HUX Ha BCTpe-
ye ¢ McnomHuTteabHBIM cekpeTapeM [1oArOTOBUTEIBLHOM KOMUCCHU
Opranuzauuu o JloroBopy o BceoObeMITIONIEM 3ampelleHUn saep-
HbIX ucnbiTanuit (JAB35W) Jlaccuna 3ep0o, roe oHM cCHOBa 3amaBajiu
BOIIPOCHI: «3ApaBCcTBYiiTe, 1 U3 MHanu; a g ipuexana u3 [lakucrana;
MBI 13 TeX CTpaH, KoTopbie He moanucanu B3, Ho cuuTaeM, 4To
5TO HEOOXOOMMO UCIIPaBUTh. YTO 1 MOTY cienath ajis 3Toro? Kak MHe
okazartb BnusHue? [aBaiite oocynum 310! Pacckaxkure HaM, KakK BbI
Ha 3T0 cMoTpuTe!». Y mmociae Takoro ooMeHa MHEHUSIMU MOJIOAEKHBIE
YYaCTHUKU BEPHYTCI 0OpaTHO B CBOU CTPAHBI, IPUBE3YT € COO0IT 00-
CYyXIEeHHBIe U OKpeEITIIe UAeU U OyIyT OTCTAuBATh UX MTOCPEACTBOM
rpaxIaHCKON AKTMBHOCTH, HAYYHOM JEATEIbHOCTH WU pabOThI
B ImpaBUTeNbcTBE. OHU CMOTYT peajlbHO BJIMSITh Ha MBICIIU JIIOACH U Ha
JIeSITeIbHOCTh IPaBUTEIbCTBA B CBOUX CTPaHaX.
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Transcript of the interview with Anna Peczeli, Chair of the ISYP Executive
Board, recorded at the 62nd Pugwash Conference on Science and World Affairs
"Confionting New Nuclear Dangers" in Astana, Kazakhstan, in August 2017

Record transcripted by P.Korzun (Russian Pugwash Committee)

How did you get acquainted with the ISYP?

A. Peczeli (A.P): I've got involved in the Pugwash movement through
my Hungarian mentor, Erzsébet Rdézsa, who is also a Pugwash member.
She has been attending Pugwash Conferences for at least two decades.
When I started to write my PhD dissertation she told me about the
forthcoming Student/Young Pugwash meeting and forwarded me the call
for papers. My first Conference was the 2011 Berlin meeting and since
then I have participated at all Pugwash meetings.

What are the most remarkable moments that you have encountered while
working in the ISYP?

A.P: 1 think when you go through the whole discussions at the
Pugwash conferences in retrospect, you always come to the conclusion
that one of the best part of the conference was actually the young
Pugwash meeting. That is because we really pay attention to leaving
plenty of time for questions and answers, and we are genuinely trying to
help each other to improve our research projects with useful comments.
Even when we are critical to each other, it is with a constructive mindset.
And I believe that the whole friendly atmosphere, vibrant and energetic
feelings make the ISYP meetings special. It is of course an incredible
opportunity to attend the senior Pugwash gatherings and meet some
of our heroes who have inspired us to pursue a career in peace and
security studies, but each ISYP conference brought creative thinking
on the most pressing conflicts of the international security system and
incited us to keep going.

Why do you consider that it’s important for young people to participate
in discussing issues which traditionally relate to leading scientists and
diplomats? Is there some special value of youth view on these issues?
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A.P: Most of the senior members seem to believe that after a while they
will retire, and the organization will need new people to carry on the torch
and promote the mission of Pugwash. You can only do that when you
start involving young people early on in their careers, get them familiar
with these events, the meetings, the atmosphere, get them exposed to
conventional thinking about certain issues, and also challenge their ideas.
Besides the world class academics and scientists, Pugwash also includes
many current or former diplomats and practitioners who can tell you how
these negotiations and discussions happen and what is behind the scenes.
So I think that it is a great learning opportunity for young researchers to
be at the Pugwash conferences. Another great advantage is the networking.
We are a network of people from all around the world — we get to know
our young colleagues at the ISYP meetings, and after that we join the
senior conference, where we have a chance to directly engage with
ambassadors, and officials of different international organizations and
national governments. We have an opportunity to ask our questions, and
they can help us improve our research or clarify things that we have been
struggling to understand. So far, according to my personal view, all of the
senior pugwashites have been happy to share their experience and talk to
young people.

How can Russian young scientists and experts, even if they are not yet
a part of ISYP, help in your practical work and how can they contribute to
solving the international issues that are discussed within ISYP?

A.P: 1 think that the Russian Pugwash group has been one of the most
active national groups that I have seen since I joined the organization.
This is one of the few national groups which organizes events in between
the major conferences and also publishes regularly the outcomes of
the discussions in the form of reports or even dedicated books. After
the 2015 Pugwash meeting in Nagasaki some members of the Russian
Young Pugwash group and also some ISYP participants were selected to
publish their works in an edited volume that was published by the Russian
National Pugwash group. So, I think that the Russian pugwashites are
actually bringing a very important contribution to the organization. At our
meetings they bring their expertise and Russian mindset to the table which

201



is sorely needed to address some of the greatest dilemmas of arms control.
Such discussions offer a good opportunity for Europeans and Americans
to sit together with Russians and try to find areas where we can cooperate,
try to find constructive ways of solving the problems that we have in the
international arena. It is a very important contribution of the Russian
Pugwash that they are so incredibly active on the national level. I think
they are actually setting a good example for other national groups.

Is there any possibility of holding a scientific seminar with the participation
of ISYP in Russia? If Yes, what practical steps we need to take?

A.P: 1 actually believe that it is something the ISYP group should do: try
to reach out to involve more scientists. Pugwash has the tradition of hosting
Soviet and American scientists during the worst years of the Cold War, where
peaceful and constructive discussions took place about strategic stability, the
ongoing arms race, and the nuclear policy of the two superpowers. So these
meetings provide the core tradition of Pugwash: inviting scientists to talk
about technical issues, where they can have an honest conversation to come
up with creative solutions for the problems between the leaders of the two
countries. I believe this is something we should do in the future: involve more
young scientists in order to return, to a certain extent, to the main traditions of
Pugwash. In this respect I think that the Russian Pugwash group can help us
a lot in identifying young scientists whom we can invite to future events. The
ISYP leadership is also happy to get engaged, and if there is an opportunity
for us to attend a meeting organized in Russia, I am sure that we would be
happy to delegate somebody from the Board. I know that there are plenty of
upcoming young scientists in Russia, we just need to find a way to involve
them in our conversation.

What might be the practical results of the activities of ISYP to improve
the world in which we live?

A.P: 1think there are multiple opportunities for young Pugwash members to
have an influence. It can happen during the coffee breaks, or during a dinner,
sitting on the other side of a table with an ambassador, where an ISYP members
might mention a creative new idea that no one has thought about before. Maybe
that will be a sparkle of inspiration for the ambassador, which can change
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the thinking of that particular person, or it can incite him or her to take the
necessary politically important steps to change the course of negotiations. But it
can also happen through the working groups, where traditionally from the very
beginning, young Pugwash participants are considered equal members of the
table, so their views are considered just as important contributions as those of
the senior Pugwash members. So, this is the primary way for young Pugwash
members to make a difference and to get their voices heard. Probably another
possibility is just to use the plenary sessions. At the first plenary session of the
conference in Astana almost half of the questions were coming from the young
Pugwash participants. And during the special meeting with Dr. Lassina Zerbo
from the CTBTO Preparatory Commission I saw many of the ISYP members
asking questions again: “Hey, I am from India; Hey, I am from Pakistan, we are
all from countries which are not signatories to the CTBT, but we think that this
should be changed. What can I do? How I can play a role? Let’s discuss it, share
your opinion with us!”. And after these exchanges they will go home, they will
carry the message back and defend it through activism, or high-level academic
work, or by getting a position in government. They can really influence the
thinking of the people of that country and be the key people who change the
behavior of their governments.

Hnumepevio c 11. Kop3ynom, npedcedamenem moa00excrHozo omoeneHus
Poccuiicioeo Ilazyowckoeo komumema npu Ilpesuduyme PAH c 2012 no 2017 2e.

3anucano na 62-i Ilazyouickoii konghepenuuu yuenoix 6 2. Acmane
(Kaszaxcman) ¢ aseycme 2017 .

3anuce nodeomosuaa H. Camoiiaroeckas (Ilpedcedamens moaooexcrnozo
omaeaenus Poccutickoeo Ilazyouckoeo komumema npu Ilpezuduyme PAH)

Bbl Ha MpOTSKEHWM MHOTHMX JieT ObUIM NpencenaTesieM MOJIOJEKHOTO
otnenenns Poccuiickoii Ilaryomickoii rpynmbl, a TakKe 4YJIeHOM
KOOPIAMHAIIMOHHOTO  KOMHUTETA  MEXKIAYHAPOAHOTO  MOJIOAEKHOTO
ITaryoma, B YeM ieHHOCTb MoJ10exkHoro Ilaryoma no Bamemy muenuio?

1I. Kopsyn (I1.K.): MononexHoe Ilaryonickoe ABUXKEHUE B 1I€JIOM
JaeT BO3MOXKHOCTb 0OJIbIIIE Y3HATh O MUPE, B KOTOPOM MbI XKMBEM. DTO,
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Ha MO B3IIs1 1, OOJIbIlIasl IEHHOCTh. YUYacTBOBAaTh B pabOTe MOJIOAEKHO-
ro otneneHust Poccuiickoro I[aryoliickoro komurera — ocodbeHHas mpu-
BWJIETUS, C y4yeToM oOuupHoit uctopuu Poccuiickoro Ilaryorickoro
KOMUTETA ¥ TOM POJIN, KOTOPYIO CHITPAIN POCCUMCKHE I COBETCKHE yIe-
HBIe, TIOJTUTUKY 1 00IIIeCTBEHHBIE NeSITe]IN B COXpaHEHUHN MHUpPa, COBEP-
IIEHCTBOBAaHNY MEXaHW3MOB MEXIYHAPOTHOM OE30IMacCHOCTH M pa3BU-
THM COTPYTHUYECTBA M B3aMMOIIOHMMAHUS MEXIy HapogaMu. YdacTue
B MoJjiofexxHoM [laryoire mo3BosieT pa3BMBaTh KOHTAKTH M pabOTaTh
Hall COBMECTHBIMH TTPOEKTaMM C KOJUIeTaMU U €IMHOMBIIIUICHHUKAMU
13 pasHBIX CTpaH Mupa. bmaromaps 3ToMy IMOSBISETCS BO3MOXHOCTD
B3IJISIHYTh HA MUD, HA TPOOJIEMBI, CTOSILLIKE TIEPE] HUM, [TO-HOBOMY, 10~
WHOMY, C TIO3UIIUY IPYTUX CTPaH U JIIOAeH.

Kakoii BKi1ag BHocuT Poccuiickoe MoJioexHoe oTaeneHue?

I1.K.: Poccuiickoe MoJiofeKHOEe OTIAe/IeHUEe UCMOIb3yeT pa3inyHbIe
BO3MOXHOCTU B CBOCH AESITEJIbHOCTU: HaJlaXKUBaeT B3aMMOJEICTBUE
¢ MonoaexxHbiMM Tlaryolickumu rpynmnaM U3 APYTryMx CTpaH, TOTOBUT
Hay4HbIe IMyOJIMKALMU U TIPOBOAUT BCTPEYM CO cTyaeHTamMu. [jisg Bcero
9TOrO HY>XKHa IMPOCTO MHULIMATHBA U TIOHUMAaHME aKTyaJTbHOCTH paccMa-
TpuBaeMbIX Ilaryouickum asukeHueM npoojem. ITpu aToM ocoOeHHO
LIEHHOI1 Bceraa OblIa HeM3MeHHasl IMOAIepKKa MOJIOIEKHBIX MHULIMATHB
CO CTOPOHBI CTApIINUX y4acTHUKOB Poccuiickoro Iaryoiickoro komure-
Ta. B 11eJ10M BKJ1aJ MOJIOAEXKHOIO OTAEICHUSI COCTOUT B PacpoCTpaHe-
HUM UHGOPMALIMU U IPOOYKICHUM MHTEpeca CO CTOPOHBI CTYIEHTOB,
MOJIOJBIX YUEHBIX U KCIIEPTOB K BaXKHEHILIMM BOIIPOCAM MUPOBOI TTO-
JIMTUKU Y MEXIYHApOIHOI O€30I1aCHOCTH.

BbI MOIIH OBI paccKa3aTh 0 CaMbIX 3ANOMHUBIIIXCS MOMEHTAX BO BPeMs
Bameii padoTsi B Mostonexxuom Ilaryome?

I1.K.: OnHYM 13 caMbIX 3aIlIOMUHAIOIIMXCSI MOMEHTOB OBbLIO OOILIeHHE
¢ Xubakyma — TepeXUBIIUMU aTOMHbIE OOMOApAUPOBKU XUTEIIMU
Anonuu. Takass BOBMOXHOCTb MpeACTaBUIaCh yyaCTHMKAM KOH(epeH-
LIMM MEXITYHApOAHOTO MOJIONEXHOIo M cryneHuyeckoro Ilaryorickoro
nBrokenust B T. Haracaku (Smonwust) B 2015 r. CBUaeTENbCTBA ITUX JIONEH
nopaxaroT TeM, UTO B HUX HET MeCTa HEHaBUCTH, HO €CTb XeJJaHWE pac-
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cKa3zaTb KaK MOXHO 6OJII>H_[6My YUucCiy JIIOIEH O Hepe}KI/ITOﬁ Tpareanuu,
4TOOBI OHA HUKOTIA OosbllIe He IIOBTOpMJIACh.

Yro, Ha Bam B3r1s, MOXKET ObITh BAXKHBIM OIBITOM ISl POCCHIICKOIA
MOJIO/IEXKH OT pe3yJabTaToB aedareibHocTn ISYP?

II.K.: MexnyHaponHoe cTyldeH4Yeckoe M MosojaexHoe Ilaryorickoe
IOBIDKEHUE — 3TO IIOOANbHOEe W MEXIUCIUTIIMHAPHOE OOBCIMHEHWE
CTYIIEHTOB 1 MOJIONBIX YUCHBIX, 3aHUMAIOIINUXCST MCCISTIOBAaHUSIMU B 00-
Jlactv (hyHIaMEeHTAJIbHBIX U OOLIECTBEHHBIX HAyK, TEXHOJOTUIN 1 ITUKMU.
Poccuiickre MosIomple CITEMAIUCTBI MOTYT TIPUBHECTH B 3TO IBIDKCHUE
CBOM MCCIIEIOBATENIbCKIE HapaOOTKU M HAayIHBIE TIOAXOIbI K PEIIeHUIO
MpOo6JIEM pa3opyKeHUsI U HepaCcTIPOCTPAHEHUS SIIEPHOTO OPYXKUS, YPery-
JIMPOBAHUS PETMOHAIBHBIX KOHMIUKTOB. OIBIT YIaCTHS B MOJIONEXKHOM
MeXmyHapogHoM [laryorrie — 3T0 BO3MOXKHOCTh Ha TTPaKTHUKE UCTIONB30-
BaTh CBOM 3HAHUS U pe3Y/IbTaThl HAyYHOI paOOTHI TSI TTPEOTOTCHIS KOM-
TJIEKCHBIX TIPOOJIEM MEXIyHapOmHOI 6e30macHOCTH. [T MeXXIyHapoI-
Horo MosnonexHoro Ilaryorra, B cBOIO ouepenb, TOMIep:KaHie qruaora
C POCCUMCKUMM MOJIONBIMUA YICHBIMU OYeHBb BaXKHO JUTS BCECTOPOHHEH
1 3((HEeKTUBHOI paOOTHI IT0 CHIKEHUIO YTPO3 II00ATBHOM 0€30IMaCHOCTH.

Interview with Petr Korzun, Chair of the Pugwash Student/Young group 2012-
2017; recorded at the 62nd Pugwash Conference on Science and World Affairs
"Confronting New Nuclear Dangers" in Astana, Kazakhstan, in August 2017.

Record transcripted by Natalia Samoylovskaya (Chair of the Russian Student/
Young Pugwash)

For many years you was a chairman of the youth branch of the Russian

Pugwash group and a member of the coordinating Committee of

international youth Pugwash, what is the value of youth in Pugwash in

your opinion?

P. Korzun (PK.): The Young/Student Pugwash Movement provides an
opportunity tolearn more about the world inwhich we live. This, in my opinion,
is of great value. Now, being a part of the Youth group of the Russian Pugwash
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Committee is really a special privilege, given the vast history of the Russian
Pugwash Committee and the role played by Russian and Soviet scientists,
politicians and public figures in preserving peace, improving international
security mechanisms and promoting cooperation and mutual understanding
among peoples. In general, participation in the Young/Student Pugwash
allows developing contacts and working on joint projects with colleagues and
like-minded professionals from around the world. Thanks to this, it becomes
possible to look at the world, at the problems which it faces, in a new way, in
a different way, from the perspective of other countries and peoples.

What is the contribution of the Russian young Pugwash group?

P.K.: The Russian young Pugwash group uses various opportunities in
its work: it promotes interaction with youth Pugwash groups from other
countries, prepares scientific publications and holds meetings with the
students. For all this, we need simply an initiative and an understanding of
the urgency of the problems which are within the scope of attention of the
Pugwash movement. Especially valuable has always been the continued
support of the youth initiatives from the senior members of the Russian
Pugwash Committee.

On the whole, the contribution of the young Pugwash group consists
in disseminating information and awakening the interest of students,
young scientists and experts to the crucial issues of world politics and
international security.

Could you tell us about the most remarkable moments during your work
in the Young/Student Pugwash?

P.K.: One of the most memorable moments was meeting with
the Hibakusha — Japanese survivors of the atomic bombings. This
opportunity was granted to the participants of the International Student/
Young Pugwash conference in Nagasaki (Japan) in 2015. Testimonies of
those people are impressive by the fact that they have no place for hatred,
but instead a desire to tell as many people as possible about the tragedy
that they experienced, so that it is never ever repeated.

What in your opinion can be an important experience for Russian youth
from the ISYP?
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P.K.: The International/Student Young Pugwash (ISYP) is a global
and interdisciplinary union of students and young scientists, engaged in
research in the field of fundamental and social sciences, technology and
ethics. Russian young specialists can bring their research findings and
scientific approach to defining solutions for such problems as disarmament
and non-proliferation of nuclear weapons, settlement of regional conflicts.
Participation in the ISYP is an opportunity for Russian experts to use in
practice their knowledge and research outcomes to overcome complex
problems in international security. For the ISYP, in turn, maintaining
a dialogue with Russian young scientists is very important for
a comprehensive and effective work to reduce existing threats to
international security.



Ob ABTOPAX

Bpunnza PeGekka, uieH cTymeHUIECKOI 1 MojloAeskHoi laryorrckoit
rpynnbsl M3pauis. B HacTosiiee Bpemst mojlydaeT cTeleHb MarucTpa B
YuuBepcutere Tenb-ABHMBa Mo HAIPaBICHUIO «3IPAaBOOXPAHEHUE» CO
crienManu3anmeil Ha oKa3aHUM MOMOIIM B Upe3BbIYAaHbBIX CUTYyaLIUsIX
U 60pb0e CO CTUXUIHBIMU OencTBUsIMU. PaboTaeT B KauecTBe KOHCYJIb-
TaHTa 1O BOIpPOCaM, CBSI3aHHBIM C MUPOTBOPUYECKUMU OIepalisiMU, B
paMKax MporpamMMbl TpakaaHCKON XypHanTucTUKU Akagemun Yala. K
TeMaM MCClIeIOBaHU OTHOCSTCS LMMpoBasi AUTLIOMAaTUSI, HaydyHasl 11~
TUIOMATUsI 1 UHHOBAIIMOHHbIE TEXHOJOTMU ISl TPaXkIaHCKOTo B3auMO-
NeCTBUS U pa3BUTUS B pernoHe bosbiioro bianxkHero Bocroka.

Byonosa Haraims WropeBHa, KaHIMIAT MUCTOPUYECKUX HAYK, BEIY-
KUK HaydHbI coTpyaHUK CekTopa BOGHHO-TIOJUTUUECKOTro aHaiu3a
U UccieaoBaTebCKUX MpoekToB LleHTpa MexayHapoaHoi 6e301acHo-
ctu (LIMB) HaumoHanbHOTO MCCIeq0BaTEIbCKOIO MHCTUTYTa MUPOBO
9KOHOMUKU U MEXAYHapoAaHbIX oTHolneHuit umeHnu E.M. IIpumakoBa
(UMBMO) PAH.

HNmanamueB Mypatoek CancbizdoaeBud, MUHICTp MHOCTPAHHBIX JEIT
Kuprusckoit Pecniyonuku (1991-1992, 1997-2002), I'eHepanbHblii ce-
kpetaps lllanxaiickoit opranuzanuu corpynHudectna (2010-2012).

Kampimanos Bukrop VIBanoBMY, KaHOMIAT ITOJIMTUYECKUX Hayk,
JIOLIEHT Kadeapbl MOJUTOJOTMM U TIOJUTUYECKOTO  YIpaBIeHUS
Poccuiickoil akamemMuu HapOAHOTO XO3SIMCTBA M TOCYIapCTBEHHOI
cyx6b61 (PAHXuI'C) mpu Ipesunente Poccuiickoit deneparum, mpe-
3UAEHT MeXIyHapoaHO! o06IiecTBeHHOM opranuzaunu «Demeparus
MHupa U comtacusi», wieH Poccwmiickoro Ilaryomickoro xkommrera Iipu
IMpesuauyme PAH.

Kupmun IOpuii SIkoBieBuy, 1okTop husiocohckux Hayk, mpodeccop
AkaneMuu BOEHHBIX HayK, TeHepajl-Mailop B OTCTaBKe.

Konecnukos Cepreii BanoBuu, akaneMuk PAH, 3amecTuresnb rias-
HOTro ydyeHoro cekpertapst npesunuyma PAH, nmpodeccop kadenpsl ro-
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CYIapCTBEHHOU MOJUTUKHU (haKyJIbTETa MOJIUTOJIOrMU MOCKOBCKOTO Tro-
cynapcTBeHHoro yHuBepcuteta uM. M.B. JlIoMoHocoBa, cornpencenatenb
Poccuiickoro komurera «Bpaun 3a npenoTBpallieHre siiepHOit BOMHBI»,
yneH Poccuiickoro IMaryouickoro komuteta npu [pesunuyme PAH.

Kop3yn Iletp AnekcanapoBuy, KaHIMIAT MOJUTUUYECKUX HAyK, WieH
Poccuiickoro Ilaryonickoro komurera npu I1pesuanyme PAH.

Musun Buktop UropeBuy, KaHAUIAT UCTOPUUECKUX HAYK, BEAYLIUI
Hay4HbIii coTpynHuK LleHTpa mocTcoBeTckuxX nccaenoBanuii MHctutyra
MexXayHapoaHbix ucciaenoBanuii (MMHMW) MTTMUMO MWUJL Poccuu.

Muneruu Kesun, acriupaHT IIIKOJbI BOCTOUHBIX U apUKAHCKUX
uccienoBaHuii JIOHIOHCKOTO YHUBEpCUTETa, PYKOBOIWTEIb HCCIIe-
JIOBATeNIbCKOI MporpamMmbl «Pasopyxenne u mrobammsamnus» LleHTpa
MEXIYHApOIHbIX UccienoBaHWi 1 auraoMatuun [11konbl BOCTOUHBIX U
appruKaHCKUX ucchaenoBaHuii JIOHIOHCKOTO yHMBEpCUTETA, YJeH MC-
nojiHuTeNbHOTrO KomuTeTa [laryoiickoii rpynrbsl BeiukooputaHnuu.

Huxkutun Anekcanap Usanosuy, npodeccop MTMMO MU T Poccun,
3aMeCTUTeNb Tipencenatenss Poccuiickoro [laryorckoro KoMurera pu
IIpesnmnyme PAH, unen Coseta Ilaryoiickoro nBM>KeHMST YI€HBIX, T~
pekTop LleHTpa eBpo-ammanTmyeckoil 6ezonacHoctu UMW MI'MMO
MM Poccuu, mmaBHBIN HaydyHBIH cOTpygHUK CeKTopa BOSHHO-IIOIM-
TUYECKOTO aHaju3a M HcclieqoBaTelbckux IpoekrtoB [IMb MMBMO
PAH, nmouerHblil nmpe3uneHT Poccuiickoii accoluanny ITOJIUTUISCKON
HayKW.

ITapaga Co0bs, aciupanT CHpaKy3CcKOTO YHUBEPCUTETA TT0 HATIpaB-
JICHUIO «TIOJIUTHYECKUe HayKi», mTaT Heto-Mopk, CILIA; KOHCYIBTaHT
WMHcTuTyTa nonutudeckux ucciaenopanuit Mcinamabana, [TakucraH.

CamoiinoBckas Hataabs AjekcanapoBHa, MJaJIIMii HaydyHbIH CO-
TpyoHuk LleHTpa eBpo-aTiantudeckoii 6e3omacnoctu UMW MI'MMO
MM/ Poccun, unen McnoaaureabHOro coBera MexmyHapOaIHOIO CTy-
JIEHYECKOTO W MOJIOAeKHOTO [laryomckoro mBWXKeHUs, TIpencenarellb
MomnonexxHoro otaeneHus — uieH Poccuiickoro [laryomickoro KoMmure-
ta npu [Ipesunnnyme PAH.

Tpyno ®@umanm OjeroBud, KaHAWAAT TTOTUTUISCKUX HAYK, CTapIITH
HayuyHbIi coTpynHuK Otaena EBporbl 1 AMepuku MHCTUTYTa HAyIHOM
uHpopMmanuu no obmectseHHbIM Haykam (MHMOH) PAH, 3amecTtu-
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TeJIb TIpenceaaTesisi — OTBETCTBEHHBIN cekpeTapb MoJionéXHOro otne-
nenust Poccutiickoro Iaryoiickoro komurera ripu [1pesuauyme PAH.

®puaman D3pa, OOWH W3 OCHOBATENIel CTYIEHUECKON M MOJOIEXK-
Hoit [laryoickoii rpynmnsl M3pauis, uieH McrnonHUTeIbHOTO COBeTa
MexayHapoaHOTro CTyleHUeCKOro U MojonexHoro Ilaryouickoro nBu-
xeHust. MeHemkep npoekToB MHCTUTYTa HallMOHAIBHBIX MCCIeI0Ba-
HUII B objactu Oe3omacHocTH, I. Tenb-ABuB. PabGoTtaer accucreHTOM
Mo OOy4YEeHUI0 MEXIYHApOJHOMY IpaBy W IMOJUTUYECKMM HayKaM B
MexaucuruinHapHoOM HeHTpe B ['epuinu. 3aunciieH Ha MarucTepCcKylo
MporpaMmy MO MEXIYHapOAHbIM OTHOIIEHUSM JIOHZOHCKOI IIKOJIbI
9KOHOMUKHU U MOJUTUYECKUX HayK ¢ ceHTsI0pst 2018 T.



CONTRIBUTORS

Rebecca Brindza isthe Logistics and Operations Chair of Israel Student/
Young Pugwash. She is currently earning a Masters of Public Health
focused in Emergency and Disaster Management at Tel Aviv University
and working as an Online Peacebuilding Consultant and Coordinator for
YalLa Academy’s hybrid Citizen Journalism Program. Her independent
research focuses on digital diplomacy, science diplomacy, and innovative
technology for social collaboration & development within the Greater
Middle East.

Natalia Bubnova. Ph.D. in Hitorical Science, Leading Scientific Fellow
at the Center for International Security of the Primakov National Research
Institute of World Economy and International Relations (IMEMO) of the
Russian Academy of Sciences (RAS).

Ezra Friedman is one of the original founders of the national student
branch in Israel (Israel Student/Young Pugwash) which was launched
in 2015. While also being a member of the International Student/Youth
Pugwash executive board he is currently on staff at the Institute for
National Security Studies (INSS) as a project manager in Tel Aviv, Israel
and a Teaching Assitant at the IDC Herzliya in International Law, Law &
Security and E-Government & IT Policy courses. Ezra is currently enrolled
in the msc in International Relations program at LSE for September 2018.

Muratbek Imanaliyev, Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Kyrgyz
Republic (1991-1992, 1997-2002), Secretary-General of the Shanghai
Cooperation Organisation (2010-2012).

Victor Kamyshanov. Ph.D. in Political Science, Associate Professor at
the Academic Department of Political Science and Political Administration,
Russian Presidential Academy of National Economy and Public
Administration; President of the Federation for Peace and Conciliation,
Member of the Russian Pugwash Committee under the RAS Presidium.

Yuri Kirshin. Doctor of philosophy, Professor of the Academy of
military Sciences, Major-General in retirement.
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Sergey Kolesnikov. RAS Academician, Deputy Chief Scientific
Secretary of the RAS Presidium, Professor of the Department of Public
Policy on the Faculty of Political Science in the Moscow State University,
Co-Chairman of the Russian Committee of the International Physicians
for the Prevention of Nuclear War (IPPNW Russia), Member of the
Russian Pugwash Committee under the RAS Presidium.

Petr Korzun. Ph.D in Political Science, Member of the Russian
Pugwash Committee under the RAS Presidium.

Kevin Miletic. Ph.D candidate, SOAS University of London, UK.
Programme Manager for the “Disarmament & Globalization” Research
Programme at the Centre for International Studies & Diplomacy,
SOAS University of London. Member of the British Pugwash Executive
Committee.

Viktor Mizin. Ph.D. in Historical Science, Leading Scientific Fellow at
the Center for Postsoviet Studies in the Institute of International Studies
of MGIMO University.

Alexander Nikitin. Professor at the MGIMO University, Deputy Chair
of the Russian Pugwash Committee under the RAS Presidium, member
of the Council of the Pugwash Conferences on Science and World
Affairs, Director of the Center for Euro-Atlantic Security of the MGIMO
University, Chief Researcher at the Primakov National Research Institute
for World Economy and International Relations (IMEMO), President
Emeritus of the Russian Political Science Association.

Sobia Paracha. PhD in Political Science in the Syracuse University,
New York, USA; and Consultant in the Islamabad Policy Research
Institute in Pakistan.

Natalya Samoylovskaya. Junior Scientific Fellow at the Center for Euro-
Atlantic Security in the Institute of International Studies of MGIMO
University, Board member of the International Student/Young Pugwash
(ISYP), Chair of the Russian Student / Young Pugwash Group, Member
of the Russian Pugwash Committee under the RAS Presidium.

Philipp Trunov. Ph.D in Political Science, Deputy Chairman —
Executive Secretary of the Russian Student / Young Pugwash, Senior
Researcher, Department of Europe and America of Institute of Scientific
Information on Social Sciences (INION) of the RAS.
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