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TRANSFORMATION OF INTERNATIONAL
RELATIONS: CHALLENGES AND THREATS
TO WORLD SECURITY

Abstract. The article analyzes the features of the modern development of the
system of international relations, concludes on strengthening the American and
Chinese geopolitical positions, and assesses Ukraine’s capabilities regarding par-
ticipation in international relations. The geopolitical concepts of the leading states
of the world, in particular, American geopolitics, Russian “neo-Eurasianism”, “Chi-
na-centric” expansion and European “continentalism”, are studied with the aim of
identifying the most effective geopolitical approaches that will determine the fu-
ture format of international relations based on a polycentric concept.

Some aspects of the mentioned geopolitical concepts determine the main di-
rections of the foreign policy of the leading states of the world today. In order
to maintain a high rate of economic growth, China carries out “soft” expansion
for the realization of national interests, creates contradictions in relations with
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Western countries. Russia, experiencing economic decline, is taking measures to
maintain a leading position in the world and pursues an aggressive anti-Western
policy based on “neo-Eurasianism.” In turn, the USA and European states, which
for a long time acted as “moderators” of globalization, are in a political crisis, the
result of which is the strengthening of populist political forces and the policy of
isolationism.

So, active geostrategic actors are stepping up activities beyond their national
borders in order to change the geopolitical situation in the direction of building
a multipolar world order. The efforts of such actors are focused primarily on in-
creasing their ability to ensure economic growth.

They seek to ensure freedom of activity in the international arena, including
through the rejection of “inconvenient agreements” and an increase in the number
of partners or allies from among the geopolitical centers. Despite the strategic ob-
jectives, active actors are objectively forced to apply a multi-vector foreign policy.

Such an approach to the realization of national interests in a multipolar world
leads to interstate competition and the search for a new format of globalization.
In the above conditions, there is a complication of the political and security situ-
ation.

Keywords: geopolitics, international relations, post-bipolar system of inter-
national relations, neo-Eurasianism, Chinese centricity, continentalism.

TPAHCOOPMAIIA MIZKHAPO/HUX BITHOCHH:
BUKJIMKH TA 3ATPO3U CBITOBII BE3IIEI]

Awnoranis. I[IpoanasizoBaHo 0COOIMBOCTI Cy4aCHOTO PO3BUTKY CHCTEMH MiK-
HAPOJHUX BiTHOCHH, 3pO0OJIEHO BUCHOBOK CTOCOBHO 3MIIIHEHHSI aMEPUKAHCHKOT
Ta KUTAChKOI TEOTOJITUYHUX TTO3UTIN Ta OIIHEHO MOKJIUBOCTI YKpalH! I0/I0
ydacTi B MiKHApPOJHUX BiHOCHHaX. /[OCi/pKeHo reonoiTuYHI KOHIIEeIil mpo-
BI/IHUX JIEPKaB CBITY, 30KpeMa, aMepPUKaHCbKa Te0IO0JITHKA, POCificbKe “HeoeB-
pasilicTBo”, “KUTAEIeHTPUYHA” eKCITaHCis Ta EBPONENChKUN “KOHTUHEeHTaTi3M”
3 MeTOI0 BHU3HAYeHHs Haile(heKTUBHININX TeOMOJITUYHUX ITi/IX0/[iB, IKi BU3HA-
JaTUMYTh MalOyTHII (opMaT MisKHAPOIHUX BiJIHOCHH, TOOYI0BAHUX HA OCHOBI
MOJIIEHTPUYHOT KOHIIETIIII].

Buknaneno okpemi actiekTH 3ralaHUX TeOMOTITHYHNX KOHIIETTIiN, TKi BU3HA-
YalTh OCHOBHI HAIPSIMM 30BHINIHBOI TOJITUKKU MTPOBIJHUX /I€P:KaAB CBITY BiKe
coorozui. I[o6 36epertu BUCOKMIA TeMII eKOHOMIYHOTO 3pocTanus, Kuraii saiiic-
HIOE “M’SIKY” eKCTIaHCiTo /I peastizallii HallioHAIbHUX iHTEPECIB, 10 CTBOPIOE CY-
MePevHOCTi Y BiTHOCWHAX 3 KpaiHaMu 3axofy. Pocis, gka BifayBae eKOHOMIUYHUIA
3aHerajl, BJKUBAE 3aX0/M st 30epeKeHHs IPOBIAHOI O3MIIii y CBiTI Ta POBO-
JIUTDH arPEeCUBHY aHTU3aXiHY MOJITUKY, 3aCHOBaHY Ha “HeoeBpasilicTBi”. CBOEIO
yeproio, CIIIA Ta eBponelichki epKaBH, sSKi TPUBAJINIL 9aC BUCTYTAIN “MOjiepa-
topamu” robastizartii, mepedyBaroTh y MO THYHIIT KPU3i, HACJIAKOM SIKOI € TIOCH-
JIEHHSI TIOTTYJIICTCHKUX TOJITUYHUX CUJI Ta TIOJIITUKY 130JISI1T10HI3MY.

AXTWBHI TeoCTpaTeTiuHi /if04i aKTOPU aKTUBI3YIOTh MisJIbHICTD 32 MeKaMu
CBOIX HAI[IOHAJBHUX KOPJIOHIB 3 METOIO 3MiHW TEOTOJIITUYHOI CUTYaIlil y Ha-
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npsimMi 100y 10BU HaraTomoIsIPHOTO CBITOYCTPOIO. 3yCUJIIISI TAKUX aKTOPIB 30ce-
pelpKeHi HacaMIiepe]] Ha 301bIIeHHST CBOIX MOMKIMBOCTEN 1010 3a0e3IeueH s
eKOHOMIYHOTO 3pocTaHHst. BoHu mparnyts 3abesneuntu cobi cBOOOLY istib-
HOCTI Ha MiKHapO/Hii apeHi, B TOMY YUCJI IIJISXOM BiJIMOBM BiJl “He3pyUYHUX
JIOMOBJIEHOCTEH” Ta 361JbIIEHHS KIIBKOCTI MapTHEPIiB a00 COI3HUKIB 3 YMCIIa
reomnoJIiTHYHUX 11eHTPiB. He3Bakaioun Ha cTpaTeriyHi 3aBJlaHHs, aKTUBHI aKTO-
pu 06’€KTHUBHO 3MYIIEHI 3aCTOCOBYBATH 0AaraTOBEKTOPHY 30BHIIIHIO MOJITHKY.
Taxuii migxizx go peasisailii HallioOHAIBHUX IHTEPECIB y HaraTomoJsIPHOMY CBITi
MIPU3BOUTD 10 MiXK/IepP:KaBHOI KOHKYPEHIIii Ta MONIYKYy HOBOTO (hopMaTy TJIo-
Gasrizarii. Y HaBeJeHUX yMOBaX Bifi0yBa€ThCs YCKJIA[HEHHS IO THYHOI i 6e3-
MEKOBOT 00CTAHOBKH.

Kr0o4oBi ciioBa: reoro/iThka, MiKHAPOAHI BiHOCUHU, MOCTOINOJISPHA CU-
cTeMa MiKHAapOJHUX BiTHOCUH, HEOEBPA3IHICTBO, KUTAEIIEHTPUYHICTh, KOHTUHEH-
TaJli3M.

TPAHC®OPMAIIUA MEKIYHAPOJTHBIX OTHOIIIEHUIA:
BbI3OBBI 11 YTPO3bI MUPOBOI BE3OIIACHOCTH

Annoramus. TIpoaHaausupoBaHbl 0COOEHHOCTH COBPEMEHHOTO Pa3BUTHSI
CUCTEMBl MEXIYHAPOIHBIX OTHOIIEHWH, KOHCTATUPYeTCs YKpeIJieHue aMepu-
KAaHCKOM M KUTAWCKON TreonoJUTUYECKUX TO3UIMN U OIEHEHbl BO3MOKHOCTH
YKpanHbl OTHOCUTETHHO yUaCTU B MEKIYHAPOIHBIX OoTHOMIEeHNSX. VcememnoBa-
HBI TCOTIOJIMTUYCCKUE KOHIICIIITUYN BeAYINX TOCYTapCTB MUPA, B YACTHOCTH, aMe-
PUKaHCKas TeOMOJUTHKA, POCCUICKOe “HeoeBpasuiicTBO”, “KUTaerieHTpudIHas”
HKCIIAHCHUS U €BPOIEHCKUI “KOHTHHEHTAIN3M” C 1IEJIbI0 OTPeieIeHusT HanboJiee
3(hHEKTUBHBIX T€OMOJIUTUYECKHUX TTIOAXO0I0B, KOTOPbIEe OYAYT OMpPeAessTh Oymry-
it opMaT MeKIyHAPOAHBIX OTHOIIEHUH, TTOCTPOEHHBIX HA OCHOBE TTOJTUTICHT-
PUYECKON KOHIICTIIAH.

M3noxensl OoTAeJbHbI€ aCIIEKTbI YIIOMAHYTHIX T'€OIOJIUTUYECKUX KOHHGHHI/II;JI,
KOTOPBIE OTIPEIENITIOT OCHOBHBIE HAITPABJIEHUS BHEITHEHN MTOJUTUKN BEYTITUX TO-
CYIapCTB MUPa ysKe cerofitst. YToObl COXPAaHUTh BBICOKUI TEMIT 9KOHOMHYECKOTO
pocta, Kurait ocytecTBisieT “MsTKyI0” 9KCTIAHCHIO JIJIST peain3aiiii HallnoHA b-
HBIX WHTEPECOB, CO3/Ia€T MPOTUBOPEYNS B OTHOIIEHUSIX CO CTpPAaHAMU 3armaja.
Poccusa mcmbIThIBaeT 9KOHOMUYECKUN YIAZ0K, TPUHUMAET MEPBI JIJIsT COXPaHe-
HUS BeAyIel TO3WITUN B MUPE U TTPOBOIUT arPECCUBHYIO aHTU3AIATHYTO TTOJI-
THKY, OCHOBAaHHYIO Ha “HeoeBpasuiictse”. B cBoto ouepens, CIITA u eBpometickue
rOCy/IapCTBa, KOTOPBIE [IJTUTEIHHOE BPEMST BBICTYMAIM “Mojieparopamu’ rioda-
JIN3AINH, HAXOAATCS B TIOJIUTUYECKOM KPU3UCE, CAEACTBIEM KOTOPOH SBISETCS
yCUJIEHWE TOTMYJINCTCKUX TOJUTUYECKUX CUJT 1 TIOTTUTUKH U30JIAITNOHU3MA.

AKTUBHBIE TeocTpaTermiecKkue AeHCTBYIONNE aKTePhl aKTUBU3UPYIOT Jes-
TEJbHOCTD 3a ITpeaeaM CBONX HaAIMOHAJbHBIX I'PAHUI] C I[€JIbIO USMEHEHU A I'€O-
TMOJTMTUYECKON CUTyaIly B HANIPABJIECHUU TTOCTPOEHUST MHOTOTIOJISIPHOTO MHUPA.
Yeunus Takux akTepoB COCPEOTOYEHBI TPEKIE BCETO HA YBEJWYCHUU CBOWMX
BO3MOKHOCTEH 110 00ecedeHIo 9KOHOMITYecKoro pocta. OHM cTpemsiTes obec-
neynth cebe cBOOOLY AEATETBHOCTH Ha MEKIYHAPOAHON apeHe, B TOM YUCe
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myTeM OTKa3a OT “HeyM00HBIX JOTOBOPEHHOCTEN” M yBeJIMYeHUs YUCIEHHOCTU
NapTHEPOB M COIO3HMKOB M3 YHCJA TEONOJUTUYEeCKUX 1eHTpoB. HecmotTpst Ha
cTpaTernvyeckuie 33[a4u, AKTUBHBIE AKTEPbI OOBEKTUBHO BBIHY K/IEHbI IPUMEHSITh
MHOTOBEKTOPHYIO BHENIHIO TOJUTHUKY. Takoil MoaXo/M K peasusaluu Haluo-
HAJTBHBIX MTHTEPECOB B MHOTOMIOJIIPHOM MUPE IMIPUBOIUT K MEKTOCYIAPCTBEHHOI
KOHKYPEHIIUU ¥ MOUCKY HOBOTO (hopmata riiobanusaiuu. CrieacTBHeM JaHOTO
Pa3BUTHUS MEKTOCY/IAPCTBEHHBIX OTHOIIEHUI SIBJISETCS CIOKHAS TIOTUTHYECKAST
obcraHoBKa 1 00ocTpeHne 6e30MacHOCTH.

KiroueBble cloBa: reoroIMTHKA, MEXKIyHAPOIAHbIE OTHOIIEHMUS, TOCTOUIIO-
JISIPHAST CUCTEMA MEK/TyHAPOTHBIX OTHOIIEHU 1, HEOEBPA3UIICTBO, KUTAEIIEHTPIY-

HOCTb, KOHTHMHEHTAJJIM3M.

Statement of the problem. The ef-
forts of the states of the world regar-
ding the search for ways to continue
economic growth objectively caused
the development of a new format of
globalization and international rela-
tions during the second decade of the
XXI century. The new approaches of
the countries of the world to global
interaction were evidenced by the pe-
culiarities of holding and the results
of international events on economics
and security that were held in 2020, in
particular, the World Economic Forum
in Davos and the International Confe-
rence on Security Issues in Munich. So,
the theme of the annual meetings of the
International Economic Forum in Davos
has changed on the economic, scientific
and technical cooperation of the coun-
tries of the world, which were precisely
the reason for its foundation, on a joint
solution to the environmental and re-
source problems that were discussed in
2020. Such a change in the focus of the
forum in Davos indicates the deepening
crisis in the global economy and the de-
sire of most countries to solve develop-
ment problems on their own, including
by limiting participation in integration
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processes. First of all, this concerns the
states of the European Union, in which
populist politicians and parties inter-
change at the peak of popularity. Under
these conditions, the states-generators
of international integration have con-
centrated their efforts on maintaining
interstate cooperation in areas related
to the foundations of human existence,
in particular environmental safety and
health, the use of natural resources, the
restoration of regional and global stabi-
lity, and the like. Moreover, these areas
of cooperation should be implemented
within the framework of the policy of
“inclusiveness” and the participation
of all states without exception, which
was reflected in the slogan of the forum
“Stakeholders on a united and stable
world.” Forum participants attributed
the rejection of multilateralism to the
most serious threats to the global eco-
nomy.

During a speech at the Davos fo-
rum, World Bank Director General
K. Georgieva noted that moving away
from the principles of multilateralism
in trade and international relations
could slow down economic growth [1].
German Chancellor A. Merkel calls on




the European Union not to abandon
the policy of multilateralism in sol-
ving political and financial problems.
According to her, the countries of the
world must take into account each
other’s interests, and international or-
ganizations must be reformed in order
to adapt them to the effective neu-
tralization of modern challenges. [2].
The need to promote a policy of mul-
tilateralism in international relations
was also supported by the President
of the European Investment Bank
W. Hoyer. According to him, “if we
allow the biggest threat to multilate-
ralism in the last 50 years to persist,
then the whole world economy will
be in danger.” Compared to previous
years, the holding of the International
Economic Forum in 2020 was affected
by the limited participation of politi-
cal leaders. Against the backdrop of a
deteriorating global economy, it is in-
dicated that it can be regarded as an
increase in geopolitical tensions. The
complications of international rela-
tions are evident from the statements
of the participants of the fifty-sixth
Conference on Security in Munich
(February 14-16, 2020). Speakers
paid considerable attention to the
problem of growing threats to world
security and stability, as well as redu-
cing the effectiveness of international
organizations and collective security
systems to confront new challenges
and threats. The complications of in-
ternational relations are evident from
the statements of the participants of
the fifty-sixth Conference on Security
in Munich (February 14-16, 2020).
Speakers paid considerable attention
to the problem of growing threats to
world security and stability, as well as

reducing the effectiveness of interna-
tional organizations and collective se-
curity systems to confront new chal-
lenges and threats.

The use of military force to revise
the established territorial division
within the framework of the post-bi-
polar system of international relations,
which is resorted to by such nuclear
powers as Russia, which continues
armed aggression against Ukraine
and hybrid provocations in Western
countries, and China, attracts national
armed forces to implement its territo-
rial claims, threatens the existence of
mankind.

Therefore, during a speech at the
fifty-sixth Munich conference, German
Minister of Defense A. Kramp-Karren-
bauer presented the official position of
the state and called Russia the source
of the main threat to Western states.
According to her, Russia with hybrid
attacks and neglect of territorial sove-
reignty puts pressure on Ukraine and the
Baltic countries, attacks in the Ukraine
and Germany, and the annexation of
Crimea is a challenge to the ideals and
values of the West [3]. At the same time,
the conference in Munich demonstra-
ted the absence in the leading states of
the world of a coordinated approach to
ending the aggressive actions of Russia
and solving other security problems.
The special vision of French President
E. Macron on a new strategy for rela-
tions with Russia [4] and the critical
speech of J. Borrell regarding the EU’s
slow reaction to international conflicts
and threats noted the West’s unwil-
lingness to defend the post-bipolar ter-
ritorial structure.

Analysis of recent research and
publications. The theoretical basis for
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the study of the features of geopoliti-
cal concepts of the leading countries of
the world and their influence on the
development of international rela-
tions was the development of domes-
tic and foreign experts on these issues.
Features of international relations in
a multipolar world are studied in the
works of G. Kissinger, Z. Brzezinski,
A. 1. Shapovalova, S. Cohen, S. An-
drushchenko. Given the use of research
by Russian scientists in substantiating
Russian aggressive foreign policy, spe-
cial attention is paid to the theoretical
calculations of A. Dugin, S. Kapkov,
L. Ivashow.

The aim of the article is to study the
main geopolitical concepts of the lea-
ding countries of the world and deter-
mine from them those that in the future
will determine the quantity and quality
of world decision-making centers. In
addition, the article is aimed at identi-
fying possible approaches to countering
Russian aggression. Statement of the
main material. The current complica-
tion of international relations is caused
by the desire of individual countries
to single-handedly view post-bipolar
international relations to ensure their
own economic development. Such an
individual position ultimately leads to
the deepening of interstate contradic-
tions and armed conflicts against the
backdrop of the failure of the leading
states to effectively counter security
threats, in the Post-Soviet space.

The revisionist actions of Russia in
relation to the period of the establish-
ment of a multipolar world order aimed
at providing the Russian Federation
with the status of a world geopoliti-
cal center that belonged to the former
USSR led to an increase in conflict in
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Europe. However, these Russian ac-
tions do not have an appropriate ideo-
logical (value), economic, scientific
and technological basis.

In turn, China, relying on the large-
scale results of economic and techno-
logical development, continues to use
the socialist ideology and experience of
the former USSR and is considering the
possibility of installing a bipolar world
order in which China will assume the
role of a world decision-making cen-
ter. A number of scientists who have
studied the formation of post-bipolar
international relations have come to
the conclusion that social, economic,
ideological, regulatory, and other pro-
cesses are incomplete. The transforma-
tion from the Yalta-Potsdam system of
international relations to a multipolar
world order took place peacefully, ho-
wever, individual factors of the Cold
War survived in modern life.

Analyzing the transition of the
world from the Yalta-Potsdam to the
post-bipolar system of international
relations, A. Shapovalova notes its
multi levelness. The interconnection
of structural levels, each of which is
to some extent autonomous, does not
provide for a permanent hierarchy.
According to a study by a Ukrainian
scientist, the Yalta-Potsdam system of
international relations was determined
by such levels as: ideological, which
had a manifestation in the antagonism
between liberal and socialist ideolo-
gies; regulatory and institutional, in
which primacy had second-hand sove-
reignty; relational-distributive, name-
ly, bipolar world order; and functional,
in the framework of which stable rela-
tions were formed between states in
the middle of the blocs and interblock




relations. The essential of the incom-
pleteness of the transformation of in-
ternational relations and the estab-
lishment of a multipolar world order
is that simultaneously with the syn-
chronization of ideological and func-
tional levels there was no design of the
normative-institutional level and the
development of a stable configuration
at the distributive-relational level [5].

The uncertainty of such features of
the existence of a multi-polar world or-
der as the status characteristics of ac-
tors, the direction of their interaction
and relational relations led to the ab-
sence of a mutually acceptable system
of political, economic and social rela-
tions between states.

The collapse of the Soviet camp and
the cessation of the existence of one of
the geopolitical poles, as a key com-
ponent of the Yalta-Potsdam system
of international relations, opened up
opportunities for the continuation of
the systemic development of only the
transatlantic and European community.
Other states, in the conditions of the
uncertain polarity of the new system,
were forced to independently search for
ways of political, economic and social
development. The powerful economic,
scientific, technological and financial
resources of the collective West have
led for a long time the orientation of the
developing countries to intensified co-
operation with Western states. In fact, it
was this orientation that became the ba-
sis for globalization in the late XX—early
XXI centuries. Western states set trends
and standards for the global develop-
ment of mankind.

At the same time, for Russia, the
orientation toward Western values was
perceived as a loss of a leading posi-

tion in international relations. Other
states abandoned the development of
relations with the West for religious or
philosophical reasons. Indicative evi-
dence of the choice of one’s own way of
building a new configuration of inter-
national relations was the speech of the
President of the Russian Federation
V. Putin at the security policy of the
conference in Munich in 2007, during
which he announced his intentions to
review the results of the development
of international relations after the col-
lapse of the Soviet camp and, if neces-
sary, provide force Russia’s status as a
global decision center.

The need to choose the direction and
methods of ensuring the development
of states in the post-bipolar world ac-
tualized their application of approaches
to the development of their own foreign
policy, taking into account the geo-
graphical location, resource potential,
ideological and religious features, and
the like. At the same time, the number
of actors has recently increased due to
developing countries in which there
is an increase in the level of economic
and technological development, as well
as the strengthening of military power.
Thus, today it can be argued about the
rivalry of geopolitical concepts that are
used by states claiming the status of
world decision centers.

The USA military-political leader-
ship in the formation of national fo-
reign policy continues to rely on geo-
political approaches, the basis of which
is the work of A. Mahan, F J. Turner,
H. Mackinder, N. Spykman and the like.
At the same time, dualism, relevant for
the Yalta-Potsdam system of interna-
tional relations, is absent in modern
American geopolitics. But USA foreign
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policy has several regional directions for
the realization of national interests. A
significant role in the formation of this
approach belongs to the scientific works
of S. Cohen, G. Kissinger and Z. Brze-
zinski.

In his work, S. Cohen proceeded
from the realities of the Cold War and
the rivalry between the capitalist and
socialist systems, which were equidis-
tant from non-aligned countries. At
the same time, S. Cohen’s views on the
world order, expressed by him in vari-
ous works, the book “Geography and
Politics in a Divided World”, contri-
buted to the development of the con-
cept of regional geopolitics. He used the
hierarchical principle of the distribu-
tion of the world’s regions into geostra-
tegic and geopolitical states. The first
type included trade-oriented maritime
states, and the second type consisted of
states of the same region, which should
have relative similarity [6].

The main features of the geopo-
litical model of S. Cohen, which is
reflected in American foreign policy
in the post-bipolar world, is the poly-
centricity of international relations.
The world is divided between geopo-
litical centers, which he considered
first-order states - the USA, Europe,
the former USSR, Japan and China.
States that have recently received eco-
nomic development, but did not have a
significant impact on the global world
order, S. Cohen was classified as geo-
politically independent [7]. The need
to implement national interests objec-
tively pushed official Washington to
pursue a multi-vector foreign policy
already during the existence of a bipo-
lar world. G. Kissinger, as an adviser to
the President of the USA on national
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security issues in the administration of
R. Nixon, was the organizer and made
efforts to improve USA-Chinese rela-
tions. The use of the Chinese factor in
relations with Moscow and the build-
ing of US-USSR-PRC relations was
called the “Nixon Triangle.” Thus, the
USA got a supporter in the confronta-
tion with the former USSR.

Over time, in his book “Diplomacy,”
G. Kissinger made an attempt to de-
termine the principles of USA foreign
policy in the XXI century. According
to him, in an international system that
will have five or six large and many
small states, the order should be based
on reconciliation and balancing of com-
peting national interests. America, like
other states, must learn to maneuver be-
tween the rigid necessity and flexibility
of choice, the invariable principles of
international relations and the elements
that are kept secret by statesmen [8].

Using  geopolitical ~ concepts,
G. Kissinger described America as an
island between the shores of giant Eu-
rasia with resources and a population
much larger than that of the United
States. The USA geopolitical goal
should be to prevent the centers of Eu-
rope and Asia from falling under the
control of an enemy state. Realization
of the task is possible provided that a
multi-vector foreign policy is imple-
mented using the geopolitical features
of the regions of the world.

The geopolitical ideas of ano-
ther American influential politician
S. Brzezinski on strengthening USA
leadership in the world are based on the
large-scale achievements of the state in
various fields, including military, eco-
nomic, technological and cultural. “It
is the combination of all these factors




that makes America the only world su-
perpower with wide capabilities” [9].

During the first decade of the exis-
tence of the post-bipolar world order,
S. Brzezinski relied on the ideas of clas-
sical geopolitics to develop approaches
to the content of world leadership by
the United States. The need to use
geopolitics to process a multi-vector
foreign policy is justified by him on the
assumption that “nation-states remain
the main links in the global system ...
and competition based on territorial
ownership still dominates international
relations. In this competition, the geo-
graphical position remains the starting
point point to determine the foreign
policy priorities of the nation-state and
the size of the national territory retain
the importance of an important crite-
rion of status and strength” [10].

In a multipolar system of interna-
tional relations, the development of a
state’s foreign policy requires a clear
understanding of which state nations
will objectively have to build relations
with and in what ways this should be
done. Foreign policy priorities should
be determined among states that have
the most active position and are ca-
pable of determining the development
of international relations in a strategic
perspective.

S. Brzezinski determined the exis-
tence of active geostrategic actors,
which are “states with the ability and
national freedom to exercise power or
influence outside their own borders in
order to change the existing geopoliti-
cal situation” [11]. At the same time, he
assigns a special place to “geopolitical
centers - states that matter not through
force and motivation, but through their
location and the consequences of their

potential vulnerability to the actions of
geostrategic actors.” The identification
of key Eurasian geopolitical centers of
the post-Cold War period, as well as
their protection, are thus a fundamen-
tal aspect of America geostrategy.

On the Eurasian continent, S. Brze-
zinski noted five key geostrategic ac-
tors — France, Germany, Russia, China
and India. Ukraine, Azerbaijan, South
Korea, Turkey and Iran the role of fun-
damentally important geopolitical cen-
ters. Based on this classification, key
actors should be identified and a cor-
rect assessment of the theater of action
should be carried out to form the USA
geostrategy in terms of strategic ma-
nagement of USA geopolitical interests
in Eurasia [12].

In an applied sense, S. Brzezinski
proposed to implement theoretical cal-
culations in the format of a multi-vec-
tor policy on the Eurasian continent.
In his views, the USA should have had
its own approach to the countries of
Southeast Europe, Central Asia, South
Asia, Southeast Asia, the Middle East,
and the Persian Gulf. Over time, given
the increasing aggression in Russia’s
foreign policy, S. Brzezinski in his work
“Second Chance: Three Presidents
and the Crisis of the American Super-
power” emphasized the importance
of abandoning a unipolar policy and
increasing attention to developing re-
lations with Europe and China while
pursuing a policy of containment with
respect to Russia [13].

Geopolitical approaches to the im-
plementation of the multi-vector US
policy in post-bipolar international re-
lations have been used for a long time
to develop a series of periodic con-
ceptual documents on security issues.
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These include, but are not limited to,
the USA National Security Strategy,
the US National Defense Strategy, the
US Nuclear Policy Review and the Na-
tional Biological Defense Strategy, and
the US Missile Defense Review. An
analysis of the strategic environment
(political and security of the situation),
as part of these documents, defines the
main geostrategic actors and geopoliti-
cal centers that should be taken into
account when solving foreign policy
tasks to strengthen the USA leadership
police in the world [14].

The modern geopolitics of Russia is
determined by the desire of the Russian
elite to review the results of the period
of formation of the post-bipolar system
of international relations. The incentive
to take such a position was the lack of
formally fixed agreements between the
USA and the former USSR, and even-
tually Russia, related to the cessation of
the existence of the socialist camp. The
unacceptability for Russia of the role
of a regional power, which continues
to hold a significant arsenal of nuclear
weapons, has caused the choice by the
Russian military-political elite of the
course to use force to solve foreign po-
licy tasks.

Having the will and at the same time
limited resource potential for influen-
cing the geopolitical situation in the
world, Russia resorted to the search for a
geopolitical concept to justify an aggres-
sive foreign policy. In addition, multina-
tional and multi-religious Russia needed
a structured theory to realize national
interests in the context of ideological
and value disorientation.

Under the circumstances, a number
of geopolitical concepts arose, among
which neo-Eurasianism was most

widespread. During its formulation,
the authors and followers turned to a
free interpretation of the principles of
classical Eurasianism, the founders of
which were N. Trubetskoy, P. Savitsky,
L. Krasavin, R. Jacobson, G. Vernad-
sky, G. Frolovsky, P. Suvchinsky.

The Russian political scientist
A. Berdin identified the following neo-
Eurasian trends: neo-Eurasianism by
A. Dugin, followers of L. Gumilyov,
the “academic” school of Eurasianism,
the right-conservative and left-wing
movements, the Eurasian paradigms of
regional ideologies of some republics of
the Russian Federation and the CIS,
Russian nationalism (E. Kholmogoro-
va, E. Prosvirin, V. Milov, N. Naroch-
nitsky).

The indicated directions of modern
neo-Eurasianism have a number of com-
mon conceptual features, which makes
it possible to consider it as a worldview
system. The factors that, according to
A. Berdin, unite modern neo-Eurasian
trends, include recognition of the cul-
tural and civilizational continuity and
geopolitical self-sufficiency of Russia
and Eurasia as a whole, an organic type
of philosophy of history, polycentrism
(the methodology of “local civiliza-
tions”), etc. [15].

At the same time, according to un-
clear formulations of the Eurasian prin-
ciples, it is possible to consider quite
pragmatic approaches to justifying an
aggressive foreign policy and consoli-
dating the Russian population around
the Kremlin in the face of miscalcula-
tions in domestic policy. So, for most of
the authors of the neo-Eurasian trends,
the anti-Western orientation of ideas is
characteristic; it was most likely a reac-
tion to an increase in the intensity of
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contacts with the West, which is deve-
loping more intensively and efficiently.
Negatively characteristic conflict laws,
messages and countries should be di-
rected towards the struggle against
Russia and the consolidation of Russia,
in which cultural, social, social and eco-
nomic regions live. Everything related
to the USA and the USA is directly
related to the strategic directions of
Heartland (Russia) and the incentive
bag polar retinue.

Assessing the role and place of Rus-
sia in a multipolar world, A. Dugin
introduces the idea of the verticality
of her efforts in the new world order.
The fate of the world order is currently
being decided in Russia, Russia and
through Russia.

Based on the leading role of Rus-
sia in building a multipolar world, em-
phasis is placed on the importance of
gaining allies in different parts of the
world. The strategic task of upholding
its own independence forces Russia to
cooperate with all potential partners in
multipolarity.

The efforts of Russian politics
should be focused on the strategic re-
organization of the space around Rus-
sia: Russia’s access to vital geographi-
cal objects; prevention of integration
of neighboring states into NATO,
continuation of Eurasian integration;
countering globalization and the like.
In the context of the strategic reorgani-
zation of the surrounding area, special
attention is paid to the project “Greater
Eastern Europe” and the integration
of Ukraine, Belarus and Russia into
a single strategic structure. Without
Ukraine, Russia is not self-sufficient
either in the spatially strategic, demo-
graphic, or political sense.

At the same time, to build a multi-
polar world, the Russian geopolitics of
neo-Eurasism provides for the deve-
lopment of relations with distant fo-
reign states. In relations with Europe-
an states, Russia must outperform the
USA in the European space in order to
fulfill its foreign policy objectives and
contribute to the crystallization of the
continental identity of the European
Union. Guidelines in the Middle East
region should be to promote the pre-
servation of traditional society, sup-
port for Arab countries, the promotion
of independent geopolitical behavior
in Turkey and the like. Here, “Moscow
- Tehran” should be the main direction
of the formation of the strategic space
and the transformation of the “Heart-
land”, formulated by K. Haushofer,
into global power.

Also, to build the Eurasian space,
Russian geopolitics consider it neces-
sary for Russia to develop relations
with the countries of Central, South
and Southeast Asia. At the same time,
given the desire of China to develop
Russian Siberia and penetrate the Cen-
tral Asian countries, neo-Eurasian geo-
politics provides for a redirect of Chi-
nese efforts to regions south of China
[16]. The disappearance of the socialist
camp and the relevance of the applica-
tion of communist ideology in public
administration, as well as the rejection
of Soviet-era values, objectively forced
the Russian leadership to choose geo-
political concepts for the development
of the state. In this context, neo-Eu-
rasianism better replaces the lost ideo-
logical background and the failure of
modern Russia to realize its ambitions.
The geopolitical concept of a multi-
polar world order, developed by neo-
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Eurasian theorists, is partially men-
tioned already in the National Security
Strategy of the Russian Federation un-
til 2020. In particular, a document ap-
proved in 2009 stated that Russia had
renewed its ability to uphold national
interests as a key subject of multipolar
international relations. The implemen-
tation of the aforementioned task in-
volves the active participation of Rus-
sia in the development of a multipolar
world order [17]. Intensive economic
development and the strengthening of
military power during the reforms ini-
tiated by Deng Xiaoping created the
basis for China to implement its own
approach to protecting national inte-
rests.

The geopolitical principles of China’s
foreign policy were formed during the
historical development of the Chinese
state and included traditional Chinese
centrism, which determines the atti-
tude of the Chinese towards foreign
countries. The Chinese elite considers
“neighboring countries and foreigners
to be barbarians, to whom the empire
carries the world of culture, and the em-
peror’s heavenly mandate is intended to
enlighten humanity” [18].

The mentioned principle of interac-
tion with the outside world involves
the expansion of the Chinese world-
view, gaining foreign experience and at
the same time preventing the erosion of
Chinese values. Russian political sci-
entists note that China’s geopolitical
strategy is based on the philosophy of
the Great Chinese Order, which com-
bines openness to the outside world
with the protection of Chinese culture
and identity from external influences.
This is the double vector of China’s
geopolitics [19].

This approach determines the main
feature of Chinese geopolitics, namely,
the non-use of dichotomy in the civili-
zational structure of the world. In geo-
politics, the Chinese profess the three-
fold system of the game: my self, allies
(partners), rival. The Chinese do not
play according to the scheme: against
each other [20].

Taking second place after the USA
in economic development, official Bei-
jing is making significant efforts to
build pragmatic relations with Wa-
shington, which is both a competitor
and a partner. Regarding the United
States, China uses the strategy of “ab-
sorbing someone else’s activity” to gain
primacy due to the spread of the Chi-
nese presence from different angles, in-
cluding from the middle [21].

The application of this approach
during the reform period led to sig-
nificant economic success and stimu-
lated the Chinese side’s confidence in
the loyalty of the chosen approach to
the development of international rela-
tions. Despite this, during the Nine-
teenth Congress of the CCP (in 2017),
the completion of the Deng Xiaoping
era “hiding its capabilities and content
aside” was announced and the Chinese
Dream state development strategy was
adopted.

The strategy defines China’s new
approaches in realizing the national in-
terests of the state. The foreign policy
of modern China is characterized as
“strong, but not tough.” In the next de-
cade, China will not be shy about offe-
ring “Chinese wisdom and a Chinese
approach to solving the problems facing
humanity.” It is from this point that
one should evaluate the Chinese trans-
national initiative “One Belt — One
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Way”, which should unite states with
a “common destiny.” The implementa-
tion of this initiative will contribute to
the transformation of Eurasia into an
economic and strategic region that can
compete with the Euro-Atlantic region
[22]. Assessing the strategic intentions
of China, Russian political scientists
note that unlike Washington, which
would like to see the world of the XXI
century unipolar (led by the United
States), but multipolar - Asia, Beijing
sees a multipolar world with unipolar
China-centered Asia [23].

European countries, having a high
level of interaction among themselves,
create one of the most important global
driving forces for economic develop-
ment and the formation of a modern
system of international relations. Ho-
wever, despite the close relationship
between states, European geopolitics
remains fragmented.

The main reason for the lack of a
common geopolitical concept for Eu-
rope should be considered the presence
of significant differences between Eu-
ropean countries in matters of national
interests and how to implement them.
In addition, the development of a com-
mon geopolitical approach is hindered
by the long and conflict-ridden history
of the state and the preservation of eth-
nic contradictions, which contribute to
the strengthening of nationalism and
populism in the European space. These
features of modern Europe today, as
never before, determine the emergence
in various European countries of dif-
ferent approaches to building relations
with representatives of other geopoliti-
cal regions.

Britain’s secession from the EU
demonstrated two different geopolitical

theories in Europe. So, the UK remains
committed to the Anglo-Saxon geopo-
litical school. The European Union, on
the other hand, acts as one of the most
influential world geopolitical centers,
and the processes within the EU and its
adjacent spaces determine the foreign
policy strategies of both the Union
states and neighboring states, Ukraine
in particular [24].

The Germany-France tandem,
which after Brexit remained the core
of integration processes and foreign
policy initiatives, considers the Euro-
pean geopolitical space as a united Eu-
rope, which supports interaction with
all countries of the Eurasian continent.
This approach is largely based on the
views of Conrad Adenauer, a supporter
of a united Europe, and the “continen-
talist” Charles de Gaulle.

Germany and France are the main
moderators of geopolitical initiatives
to formulate EU foreign policy. The
concept of “European continentalism”,
which was formulated in the 1960s of
the last century and largely reflected
the ideas of K. Haushofer, K. Schmitt,
remains an important guideline for
geopolitical decisions.

Germany and France are the main
moderators of geopolitical initiatives
to formulate EU foreign policy. The
concept of “European continentalism”,
which was formulated in the 1960s of
the last century and largely reflected
the ideas of K. Haushofer, K. Schmitt,
remains an important guideline for
geopolitical decisions. First of all, the
situation will become more complica-
ted due to the geopolitical ambitions of
the Central states, in particular Poland
(the concept of returning to borders
before 1772), Hungary (the concept of
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Greater Hungary) and Romania (the
concept of Greater Romania). All of
them consider the EU as a mechanism
for the formation of their own spheres
of influence, and Ukraine, to one de-
gree or another, is the object of these
geopolitical concepts [24].

In this regard, Russian aggression
against Ukraine and the annexation
of Crimea led to a decrease in the rele-
vance of the concept of “European con-
tinentalism.” In fact, today we should
talk about the actualization of “Atlan-
tism” as the basis for cooperation be-
tween Europe and the United States.

At the same time, the countries of
the European Union do not intend to
refuse to build a full-fledged European
geopolitical space. Germany’s politi-
cal leaders recognize its importance in
strengthening Germany’s position on
the world stage as opposed to the USA
and China. At the same time, Germany
relies more on bilateral diplomacy than
on general mechanisms for solving eco-
nomic and political problems [24].

Findings. Today, the states of the
world are searching for new approaches
to building interstate relations to re-
place the globalization format that was
effective at the end of the twentieth
century. In particular, active geostra-
tegic actors are stepping up activities
beyond their national borders in order
to change the geopolitical situation in
the direction of building a multipolar
world order.

The efforts of such actors are fo-
cused primarily on increasing their
ability to ensure economic growth. In
particular, they seek to secure freedom
of activity in the international arena
by abandoning “inconvenient agree-
ments” and increasing the number of
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partners or allies from among the geo-
political centers.

The strategic tasks of active geo-
strategic actors today are different
from each other, which accordingly
requires different ways to solve them.
So, for the United States, the strategic
task remains the preservation of world
leadership, is reflected in the concep-
tual documents of state development.
Other active actors are trying to secure
their freedom of action by increasing
their influence on the geopolitical situ-
ation in order to obtain the status of a
world decision-making center. In this
way, they can strengthen their geopo-
litical position for conducting a stra-
tegic dialogue with the USA and gai-
ning an advantage in relations between
themselves.

At the same time, it must be re-
cognized that, despite the strategic
objectives, active actors are objec-
tively forced to apply a multi-vector
foreign policy and use approaches that
are developed taking into account the
achievements of the founders of geo-
politics.

At the same time, it must be re-
cognized that, despite the strategic
objectives, active actors are objec-
tively forced to apply a multi-vector
foreign policy and use approaches that
are developed taking into account the
achievements of the founders of geo-
politics. Thus, the system of state bor-
ders in Europe was violated, which
made it impossible to fully implement
such geopolitical concepts as Rus-
sian “neo-Eurasianism” and European
“continentalism.” The main reason for
this should be considered the threat of
the destruction of the system of inter-
national law and the growth of conflict




in the Eurasian continent, a significant
number of disputed territories within
the European states and Asian coun-
tries.

REFERENCES

1. Georgieva, K., Gopinath, G. (2020,
January 20). Press Conference: IMF
World Economic Outlook Update.
www.weforum.org. Retrieved from
https://www.weforum.org/events/
world-economic-forum-annual-mee-
ting-2020/sessions/imf-world-eco-
nomic-outlook-update [in English].

2. Merkel, A., Schwab, K. (2020, Janu-
ary 23). Special Address by Angela
Merkel, Chancellor of the Federal
Republic of Germany. Speakers. www.
weforum.org. Retrieved from https://
www.weforum.org/events/world-eco-
nomic-forum-annual-meeting-2020/
sessions/special-address-by-angela-
merkel-chancellor-of-the-federal-re-
public-of-germany [in English].

3. Kramp-Karrenbauer, A. (2020, Febru-
ary15). “Defending the West”. Speech
by Federal Minister of Defence An-
negret Kramp-Karrenbauer at the
Munich Security Conference. www.
bmvg.de. Retrieved from https://
www.bmvg.de/resource/blob/18308
2/0dd7817ea0c5dd8a0fd261ba4f302
da5,/20200217-download-englische-
rede-akk-data.pdf [in English].

4. Macron, E., Ischinger, W. (2020, Feb-
ruary 15). Chairman's Interview
with Emmanuel Macron. Munich
Security Conference, 2020. securi-
tyconference.org. Retrieved from
https://securityconference.org/en/
medialibrary/asset/chairmans-inter-
view-20200215-1115/ [in English].

5. Shapovalova, O. I. (2013). Systemnyi
perekhid vid yaltynsko-potsdamskoi
do postbipoliarnoi systemy mizh-
narodnykh vidnosyn: nezavershena

10.

11.

12.

13.

dekonstruktsiia [Systemic transi-
tion from the Yalta-Potsdam to the
post-bipolar system of international
relations: incomplete  deconstruc-
tion]. Naukovyi visnyk Dyploma-
tychnoi akademii Ukrainy — Annual
Journal of the Diplomatic Academy
of Ukraine, 20(2), 95-103. Retrieved
from http://nbuv.gov.ua/UJRN/
Nvdau 2013 20%282%29 14 [in
Ukrainian].

Cohen, S. B. (1971). Geography and
Politics in a Divided World. Oxford
[in English].

Kapkoo, S. (2009). Politsentrizm kak
osnovnoe napravlenie sovremennoy
amerikanskoy geopoliticheskoy mys-
li [Polycentrism as the mainstream
of modern American geopolitical
thought].  Politicheskaya Eksper-
tiza: Politeks — Political expertise:
POLITEX, 5(2), 254-268. Retrieved
from  https://www.elibrary.ru/item.
asp?id=12798925 [in Russian].
Kissinger, H. (1994). Diplomacy. New
York: Simon & Schuster [in English].
Brzezinski, Z. (2016). The Grand
Chessboard. American Primacy and
Its Geostrategic Imperatives. New
York: Basic Books [in English].
Brzezinski, Z. (2001). The Geostrate-
gic Triad: Living with China, Europe,
and Russia. Washington: CSIS [in
English].

Brzezinski, Z. (2016). The Grand
Chessboard. American Primacy and
Its Geostrategic Imperatives. New
York: Basic Books [in English].
Brzezinski, Z. (2001). The Geostrate-
gic Triad: Living with China, Europe,
and Russia. Washington: CSIS [in
English].

Brzezinski, Z. (n.d.). Eshche odin
shans. Tri prezidenta i krizis ameri-
kanskoy sverkhderzhavy [One more
chance. Three presidents and the cri-
sis of the American superpower]. Re-
trieved from https://royallib.com/

85




14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

86

read/bgezinskiy zbignev/eshche
odin_shans tri_prezidenta i krizis
amerikanskoy sverhdergavi.html#0
[in Russian].

National Security Strategy of the
United States of America. (2017).
The White House. Retrieved from
https://www.whitehouse.gov/wp-
content/uploads/2017/12/NSS-Fi-
nal-12-18-2017-0905.pdf [in English].
Berdin, A. T. (2015). Osnovnye naprav-
leniya evraziystva v postsovetskoy
Rossii [The main directions of Eu-
rasianism in post-Soviet Russia]. Vest-
nik Akademii Nauk RB — The Herald
of the ASRB, 20(4), 50-51. Retrieved
from http://www.vestnikanrb.ru/
files/vestnik2015-4.pdf [in Russian].
Dugin, A. G. (2011). Geopolitika
[Geopolitics]. Gaudeamus — Gaude-
amus. (pp. 471-493). Moscow [in Rus-

sian].
Strategiya natsionalnoy  bezopas-
nosti  Rossiyskoy  Federatsii  do

2020 goda [National Security Stra-
tegy of the Russian Federation until
2020]. (2009). Moscow. Retrieved
from  http://www.scrf.gov.ru/docu-
ments/99.html [in Russian].

Harari, Y. N. (n.d.). Sapiens. Krat-
kaya istoriya chelovechestva [Sapi-
ens: A Brief History of Humankind].
Retrieved from https://citaty.info/
book /yuval-noi-harari-sapiens-krat-
kaya-istoriya-chelovechestva [in Rus-
sian].

Kugay, A. I. (2019). Muskuly Dra-
kona: sovremennaya geopolitiches-
kaya doktrina Kitaya [Muscles of the
Dragon: China's modern geopolitical
doctrine]. Upravlencheskoe konsul-
tirovanie — Management Consulting,
6, 36-37. Retrieved from https://
sziu.ranepa.ru/images/nauka/UK
DOI1/6 _19/Kugay 06 19.pdf [in

Russian].
Ivashov, L. G. (2015). Geopolitika
Russkoy tsivilizatsii  [Geopolitics

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

of Russian civilization]. Moscow:
Institut russkoy tsivilizatsii. Re-
trieved from http://rusinst.ru/docs/
books/L.G.Ivashov-Geopolitika
Russkoy civilizacii.pdf [in Russian].
Yeo, S.J. (2016). Geopolitics of search:
Google versus China? Media, Cul-
ture & Society, 38(4). Retrieved from
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/
pdf/10.1177,/0163443716643014 [in
English].

Polnyy tekst doklada, s kotorym
vystupil Si Tszin'pin na 19-m sezde
KPK [The full text of the report
made by Xi Jinping at the 19th CCP
Congress]. (2017). russian.news.cn.
Retrieved from http://russian.news.
cn/2017-11,/03/c_136726299.htm [in
Russian].

Tvashoov, L. G. (2015). Geopolitika
Russkoy tsivilizatsii [Geopolitics of
Russian civilization]. Moscow: Insti-
tut russkoy tsivilizatsii. rusinst.ru. Re-
trieved from http://rusinst.ru/docs/
books/L.G.Ivashov-Geopolitika
Russkoy civilizacii.pdf [in Russian].
Andrushchenko, C. V. (2014). Oso-
blyvosti suchasnoho yevropeiskoho
heopolitychnoho prostoru [Features
of modern European geopolitical
space]. Mizhnarodni vidnosyny. Seriia
“Politychni nauky” — International
Relations. Series "Political Science”,
3. Retrieved from http://journals.
iir.kiev.ua/index.php/pol n/article/
view/2230 [in Ukrainian].
Hurkovskyi, V., Bazhora, O. (2020).
Stratehichni komunikatsii yak instru-
ment pobudovy suchasnoi arkhitek-
tury mizhnarodnykh vidnosyn [Stra-
tegic communications as a tool for
building a modern architecture of in-
ternational relations]. STRATCOM,
1, 15-27 [in Ukrainian].

Gurkovskyi, V., Dmitruk, S. (2019).
Analiz mozhlyvostei sektoru bezpeky i
oborony shchodo zabezpechennia nat-
sionalnoi bezpeky Ukrainy Social and




27.

1.

Human Sciences [Analysis of Possibi-
lities of the Security and Defense Sector
for the Provision of the National Secu-
rity of Ukraine]. Polish-Ukrainian sci-
entific journal, 04(24). Retrieved from
https://sp-sciences.io.ua/s2664201/
gurkovskyi volodymyr dmitruk ser-
giy 2019 . analysis of possibilities
of the security and_defense sector
for_the provision of the national
security of ukraine. social and hu-
man_sciences. polish-ukrainian sci-
entific_journal 04 24 [in Ukrainian].
Gurkouvskyi, V., Dmitruk, S. (2019).
Analiz stratehuvannia bezpekovoho
seredovyshcha yak priorytetne zav-
dannia derzhavnoho upravlinnia u
sferi voiennoi bezpeky [ Analysis of the
strategy of the security environment
as a priority task of public administra-
tion in the field of military security].
O. I. Parkhomenko-Kutsevil (Eds.).
Yevropeiskyi vymir reformuvannia
publichnoho v Ukraini — European di-
mension of public reform in Ukraine:
Proceedings of the International sci-
entific-practical conference. (p. 97).
Kyiv: MAUP [in Ukrainian].

CNMNCOK BUKOPUCTAHUX
AKEPEN

Press Conference: IMF  World
Economic Outlook Update. Speakers:
Kristalina Georgieva, Gita Gopinath.
// World Economic Forum, January
20, 2020. [Digital source]. Access
mode: https://www.weforum.org/
events/world-economic-forum-
annual-meeting-2020 /sessions/imf-
world-economic-outlook-update — A
title is from a screen.

. Special Address by Angela Merkel,

Chancellor of the Federal Republic
of Germany. Speakers: Angela
Merkel, Klaus Schwab. // World
Economic Forum, January 23, 2020.

[Digital source]. — Access mode :
https://www.weforum.org/events/
world-economic-forum-annual-
meeting-2020/sessions/special-
address-by-angela-merkel-chancellor-
of-the-federal-republic-of-germany
— Atitle is from a screen.

. “Defending the West”. Speech by

Federal Minister of Defence Annegret
Kramp-Karrenbauer at the Munich
Security Conference 15 February 2020.
// Munich Security Conference 2020,
February 15, 2020. [Digital source].
Access mode : https://www.bmvg.de/
resource/blob/183082,/0dd7817ealc
5dd8a0fd261ba4f302da5,/20200217-
download-englische-rede-akk-data.pdf
— Actitle is from a screen.

. Chairman's Interview with Emmanuel

Macron. Emmanuel Macron
(President, French Republic),
Moderator: ~ Wolfgang  Ischinger

(Chairman of the Munich Security
Conference) // Munich Security
Conference 2020, February 15,
2020. [Digital source]. Access mode:
https://securityconference.org/
en/medialibrary/asset/chairmans-
interview-20200215-1115/ — A title
is from a screen.

. IMamosanmosa O. I. Cucremuuii 1e-

pexizi Bifi AJATUHCHKO-IIOTCAAMCHKOI
[0 TOCTOINOJIAPHOI CHCTEMU MizKHA-
POJIHUX BiTHOCWH: He3aBepIleHa jie-
koHcTpyKIiss // Hayk. BicH. Jlumio-
MaTtuyHOl akajemii Ykpainu. 2013.
Bumn. 20(2). C. 95-103. Pexum mo-
crymmy:  http://nbuv.gov.ua/UJRN/
Nvdau 2013 20%282%29 14

. Cohen S. B. Geography and Politics in

a Divided World. // Oxford. 1971. —
P 18.

. Kanxos C. ITomuiieHTpu3M Kak OCHOB-

HOEe  HallpaBJeHHE  COBPEMEHHO
aMepUKaHCKOMI TeOTIOJIUTUYECKOM
mplcan.  [losurnyeckass  akcrepTH-
3a:  Ilosmrakc. Cankr-Ilerepbypr.
roc. yu-1. Canxr-Ilerepbypr. 20009.

87




10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

88

T. 5, Ne 2. C. 254-268. Pexxum pocty-
na: https://www.elibrary.ru/item.
asp?id=12798925

Henry Kissinger. Diplomacy // Simon
& Schuster. 1994. P. 740-741.
Zbigniew Brzezinski. The Grand
Chessboard. American Primacy and
Its Geostrategic Imperatives // Basic
Books. 2016. P. 24.

Zbigniew Brzezinski. The Geostrategic
Triad: Living with China, Europe, and
Russia. // CSIS. 2001. P. 31.
Zbigniew Brzezinski. The Grand
Chessboard. American Primacy and
Its Geostrategic Imperatives // Basic
Books. 2016. P. 39—41.

Zbigniew Brzezinski. The Geostrategic
Triad: Living with China, Europe, and
Russia // CSIS. 2001. P. 42.

36uznes bacesunckuii. Exiie ouH 11aHC.
Tpu npesuieHTa U KPUIUC aMePUKaH-
CKOU CBEPX/EPKaBbl [DJIEKTPOHHbII
pecypc]. Pexum mocryma : https://
royallib.com/read/bgezinskiy
zbignev/eshche odin_shans tri
prezidenta i krizis amerikanskoy
sverhdergavi.html#0

National Security Strategy of the
United States of America // The White
House. 2017. [Digital source]. Access
mode : https://www.whitehouse.gov/
wp-content/uploads/2017/12/NSS-
Final-12-18-2017-0905.pdf — A title
is from a screen.

Bepoun A. T. OcHOBHbBIE HAIIPABJICHUSI
eBpasuiicTBa B moOCTCOBeTCKOi Poc-
cun // Becr. Axax. nayk PDB. 2015.
T. 20, Ne 4. C. 50-51. Pexxum yocty-
na: http://www.vestnikanrb.ru/files/
vestnik2015-4.pdf

Jyein A. I. Teonnommtuka. // Taynea-
myc. Mocksa, 2011. C. 471-493.
Crparerust — HallMOHAJTBHOH  6e30-
nacHoctu Poccwuiickoit  Mepepannu
mo 2020 roma [DJIEKTPOHHBIN pe-
cype] // Mocxksa. 2009. Pexum no-
cryma : http:// www. scrf. govrru/
documents/99.html

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

FOsanv Hoti Xapapu. Sapiens. Kpart-
Kasi UCTOPUST 4YesIOBeYecTBa. [IJeK-
TpoHHBIN pecypc]. Pexxum jgocryma:
https://citaty.info/book /yuval-noi-
harari-sapiens-kratkaya-istoriya-
chelovechestva

Kyeaii A. U. Myckymabl [lpakona:
COBpeMeHHast reornoJINTUYECKast
noktpuHa  Kurtag — [DsieKTpoHHBIN
pecypc] // VYupaiendeckoe KOH-
cyasrupoBanue. 2019. Ne 6. 36-37.
Pexum pocryma: https://sziu.ranepa.
ru/images/nauka/UK_DOI/6 19/
Kugay 06 19.pdf

Heawoe JI. I. Teonosutuka Pyc-
CKOW [MBUJIM3ANUU [ DJIEKTPOHHBII
pecypc]. MockBa: WH-T pyc. 1um-
puimsaimu, 2015. C. 211. Pexum
zocTyma http://rusinst.ru/docs/
books/L.G.Ivashov-Geopolitika
Russkoy civilizacii.pdf

Shin Joung Yeo. Geopolitics of search:
Google versus China? // Maedia,
Culture & Society. 2016. Vol. 38 (4)
2016. [Digital source]. Access mode:
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/
pdf/10.1177/0163443716643014
[TosHblil TEKCT JOKJIAMA, C KOTOPHIM
Boictymun Cu [[3unbnma Ha 19-m
cwesne KITK [DaexkTponnstit pecypc].
Pexum mocryna : http://russian.news.
cn/2017-11/03/c_136726299.htm.
Wgamios JI. I Teononutuka Pycckoii
UBUIN3AIUN [ DJEKTPOHHBIN  pe-
cypc] // Wn-T pyc. nuBUIM3AIUMN.
2015. C. 209. Pesxum nocryna : http://
rusinst.ru/docs/books/L.G.Ivashov-
Geopolitika Russkoy _civilizacii.pdf
Andpyuwenxo C. B. OcobaupocTi cy-
YaCHOTO €BPONENHCHKOTO TeoloJi-
TUaHOTO 1pocropy [Enexkrtponnuit
pecypc] // Mixunap. Binnocunu. Ce-
pist: Tlomitnuni wayku. 2014, Ne 3.
Pexum nocryy : http://journals.iir.
kiev.ua/index.php/pol n/article/
view /2230

Iyproscvruii B., baxcopa O. Crpate-
riYHl KOMYHIKallii K IHCTPYMEHT T0-




26.

OyIOBU Cy4acHOI apXiTEKTypU MixKHa-
poxuux BigHocun // Hayk.-my6u. Buj.
“STRATCOM” HaBu.-Hayk. 1eHTpY
cTpaTer. KOMYyHiKaIiii y cdepi Hail.
6esnexu ta oboponu. 2020. Ne 1. C.
15-27.

TIyprosckuii B., /Imumpyx C. Ananis
MOKJIUBOCTEH  ceKTopy Oesleku i
000poHU 1110710 3a0e3MeYeHHsT Halio-
HasbHOI Gesnexu Ykpainu Social and
Human Sciences. Polish-Ukrainian

scientific journal 04 (24). Pexxum no-
cryiy: https: //sp-sciences.io.ua

27. Iypxosckui B., /Imumpyx C. Awnamnis

crpaTeryBaHHsi 6e3MEKOBOrO cepeio-
BUIIA SIK MPIOPUTETHE 3aBIAHHS Jep-
JKABHOTO yNPaBJliHHA Yy cdepi BOEH-
HOl Oesnexu / €BpOIEiiCbKUIT BUMIpP
pedopMyBaHHs MyOaiYHOrO B YKpai-
Hi: MaTepianu MixHap. HayK.-TIPaKT.
KkoH®., (22 mucron. 2019 p.) / 3a 3ar.
pen. O. L. ITapxomenko-Kytesin. Kuis:
MAVII, 2019. 97 c.

89




