JL.H. I'ymunes amviHdarsl Eypasus yimmeolk yHueepcumeminiy XAGAPIIBICHL.
ISSN: 2616-6887. eISSN: 2617-605X

AMMAKTAHY/ REGIONAL STUDIES/
PETMOHOBE/JIEHUE

IRSTI 11.15.89 https://doi.org/10.32523/2616-6887-2025-150-1-135-144
Scientific article

Challenges to the Russia’s Soft Power in the Eurasian Economic Union

I.A. Bykov

St. Petersburg State University, St. Petersburg, Russia

(E-mail: i.bykov@spbu.ru)

Abstract. The paper aims to study the changes to Russia’s soft power inside
the Eurasian Economic Union. The Union has been considered a tool of Russian
soft power, aiming to establish a common market combined with a common
information space. The paper examines the consequences of the “Special
military operation”, started in 2022, on the Russian soft power resources in
international news reporting and public discussions in the mass media of the
member-states. To achieve this goal, the foreign policy analysis method has been
applied. It has been found that Russia has put extensive efforts into building a
prominent country image and promoting strong leadership in global politics.
The Eurasian Economic Union is one of the successful integration projects for
Russia, which combines both soft and hard power. However, recently, more
and more countries in the Union prefer exclusive cooperation with Russia to a
multi-vector policy. The process gradually gathers momentum in the Eurasian
Economic Union, especially in Armenia. It has been found that many points of
disagreement provoke further decline of the symbolic leadership of Russia.
The paper reports recent challenges to Russia’s soft power, which have been
provoked by the changes in the international journalism and media policy in the
member states.
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Introduction

The article highlights the problems of soft power policy applied by Russia toward the member
states of the Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU) after 2022. The Eurasian Economic Union is an
economic union of several post-Soviet states in Eurasia. The Union was created in 2014 and
includes five states: Armenia, Belarus, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, and Russia. Political regimes and
domestic political institutions of the member states are quite similar. However, the diplomatic
departments of these countries emerged from the Soviet school of diplomacy, which underwent
significant changes in the course of government reforms over more than three decades after
the collapse of the USSR. Russia tries to use soft power to develop a unified foreign policy in the
EAEU [9].

Until recently, Russia considered public diplomacy and soft power to be recognized as an
integral part of modern international relations. This was directly stated in the Concept of
Foreign Policy of the Russian Federation (2016). In particular, paragraph 9 was formulated as
follows: “An integral component of modern international policy is the use of soft power tools
to solve foreign policy problems, primarily the capabilities of civil society, information, and
communication, humanitarian and other methods, and technologies, in addition to traditional
diplomatic methods”. Among all the EAEU countries, Russia has the greatest resources and the
cultural and historical basis for successfully applying the soft power policy. For example, in
2019, Russia entered the ranking of 30 countries with the highest level of soft power in the
World [15]. Russia primarily develops its informational influence through the mass media.
For example, the TV channel Mir is a part of the national digital broadcasting packages in
Armenia, Belarus, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, and Russia. However, Russia has also created public
organizations for engaging soft power abroad: Rossotrudnichestvo, Gorchakov Foundation,
RIAC, etc. Russia used to host major international events such as the World Cup, the Valdai
Club, the St. Petersburg International Economic Forum, the Eastern Economic Forum, etc. The
Russian language remains a significant lingua franca in Central Asia, though its prominence
is challenged by rising nationalism and the increasing influence of other global languages.
While the post-Soviet era has seen a resurgence of national languages and the encroachment of
English, Russian continues to serve as a practical tool for interethnic communication, education,
and economic activity.

On the other hand, there were many questions about the effects of implementing soft power
tools and especially communication technologies on Russia’s foreign policy. Ageeva argues that
Russia’s soft power evolution has the following periodization: the rise (2000-2007/2008),
institutionalization (2007/2008-2013/2014), and tightening (2013 /2014 - till present) [1]. We
think that the new stage of Russia’s soft power has started after 2022. The paper aims to study
the challenges to Russia’s soft power inside the Eurasian Economic Union in that period.

Literature review

The post-war dynamics of international relations and the development of the theory of
international relations led to the emergence of the idea of public diplomacy, which, on the one
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hand, opposes the ideas of classical “shadow” diplomacy, making political decision-making in
world politics transparent, but also complements the arsenal of foreign policy activities with
new, mainly non-state participants. Scholars have yet to form a unified understanding of the
definition of public diplomacy since it was first proposed in 1965 [2]. At present, there are still
discussions in this field on “traditional public diplomacy” and “new public diplomacy”. It is now
believed that, since the turn of the twenty-first century, public diplomacy has shown signs of
transition and transformation from the former to the latter. Public diplomacy can be defined as a
diplomatic activity wherein the government is the initiator, the public is the object, and relevant
policy measures, including foreign policy, are introduced through cultural exchanges, media
publicity, and other means. At present, academic discussions on the effect of public diplomacy
generally associate it with the concept of soft power as proposed by Joseph Nye, and tend to
take the size of a country’s soft power as the core measure through which to evaluate the effect
of its public diplomacy [18].

According to Nye, soft power is “the ability to achieve goals in foreign policy, using the
attractiveness of one’s country, which, in turn, is based on the attraction of culture (both high
and mass), political ideals and values, as well as on foreign policy actions that are legitimate
in the eyes of other states” [10]. Nye claims that soft power is the ability to get what you want
through attraction rather than coercion or payment. Or, more specifically, “soft power is the
ability to affect others through the co-optive means of framing the agenda, persuading and
eliciting positive attraction to obtain preferred outcomes” [9]. We argue that Nye’s definition
of soft power follows the relational power approach formulated by Robert Dahl [3]. There are
two ways to define power within the realm of political science. One is the “power-as-resources”
approach, which treats power as an asset and attribute inherent in the state, emphasizing the
material resources needed to constitute it. The other is the “relational power” approach, which
emphasizes the impact of power on human behavior. Based on the relational power approach,
Dahl gave a classic definition that is widely accepted and cited in the field of international
relations: The so-called power is the ability of A to get B to do something he or she would
otherwise notdo. The “power-as-resources” approach defines power as what we now commonly
refer to as “capability”. The “relational power” approach emphasizes the effect of the “power” of
one actor on the behavior of other actors [2].

What Nay calls soft power emphasizes the influence of one actor, rather than of the resources
he owns, on the behavior of another actor. Nye points out that the common ground between
soft and hard power is that both kinds of power can change the behavior of other countries.
The difference between them consists in bringing about this change in different ways. Soft
power works through attraction, and hard power through coercion or inducement. As Aisulu
Seilkhan points out, “Nye’s concept of “soft power” has expanded the state’s view in international
relations, incorporating the core concepts of the liberal theory of international relations, but also
incorporating some aspects of neorealism, such as the role of the state and military might” [14].

In 2017, the idea of ‘sharp power’ was suggested. Sharp power, as stated by Christopher
Walker, takes “advantage of the asymmetry between free and unfree systems, allowing
authoritarian regimes both to limit free expression and to distort political environments in
democracies while simultaneously shielding their own domestic public spaces from democratic
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appeals coming from abroad” [18]. This idea has been widely debated regarding foreign policy
executed by modern authoritarian regimes [16].

In 2020, Sergei Guriev and Daniel Treisman introduced the theory of informational autocracy
[4]. Their work explores how modern autocrats use information manipulation, propaganda, and
selective censorship to maintain control while minimizing outright repression. Informational
autocracy represents a sophisticated evolution of traditional authoritarian regimes, leveraging
the complexities of information dissemination and manipulation to sustain power while
maintaining a semblance of legitimacy. Informational autocracies differ significantly from
their classical counterparts in their approach to information control. Traditional autocracies
rely heavily on overt repression and censorship to maintain power. In contrast, informational
autocracies use subtler techniques to manage the flow of information, employing strategies
such as propaganda, controlled pluralism, and selective censorship. These regimes understand
that outright repression is less effective in a globally connected world where information can
bypass traditional barriers.

Informational autocracies invest heavily in state-controlled media and communication
platforms to propagate favorable narratives. By crafting a controlled narrative, they can shape
public perception and opinion. This approach includes not only promoting positive stories
about the regime but also discrediting opponents and presenting them as threats to national
stability and prosperity. These regimes often allow a limited degree of political competition and
dissent, creating an illusion of democracy and pluralism. By permitting controlled opposition,
they can monitor dissenting voices and co-opt or neutralize potential threats. This also helps in
presenting the regime as tolerant and democratic to both domestic and international audiences.
Rather than blanket censorship, informational autocracies employ selective censorship to
target specific threats. This approach includes shutting down particular websites, arresting key
opposition figures, and infiltrating dissident networks. The goal is to prevent the organization
of effective opposition without drawing undue attention to widespread repression. Leveraging
modern technology, these regimes employ sophisticated surveillance and data analytics to
monitor public sentiment and preemptively address potential sources of unrest. This allows
for targeted interventions that can neutralize threats before they materialize into significant
challenges to the regime’s authority.

Method

The study applies a mixed research methodology. The methodology combines two research
methods. As the main research method, the work uses the comparative method, which is
usually used to analyze the similarities and differences between different countries in the
study of world politics. By examining several cases, this method allows researchers to identify
patterns, generalizations, and meaningful conclusions about the international system. One of
the key advantages of the comparative method is its ability to provide a deeper understanding
of complex phenomena. The creators of big international relations theories like neorealism
or the civilizational approach tend to study the largest countries and overlook the smallest
countries [13]. By systematically comparing cases, researchers can identify causal relationships,
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evaluate the effects of variables, and evaluate the validity of existing theories. In addition, the
comparative method allows researchers to gain insight into the processes of change. By tracking
developments across countries and over time, scientists can identify patterns of transformation,
understand drivers of change, and evaluate the effectiveness of different policy approaches.
This aspect is especially valuable for politicians who want to learn from the experience of other
countries. In our case, we are talking about the five member countries of the EAEU. The union
was created in 2014 and, according to the union agreement, assumed deep economic integration
of the countries, but did not set the task of forming a single cultural and communication space.
The second research method applied is a foreign policy analysis. Public policy analysis is
closely associated with legislative analysis. The policy analysis usually starts with the process
of legislation adoption, then continues with collecting the data on the law implementation and
finishes with the results of the policy. The legal framework works as an objective fact given in
written norms, laws, and court decisions. The research at hand is based on the analysis of the
official foreign policy documents and practices of international relations within the EAEU.

New Directions of Russia’s Soft Power

The results of the study are based on an analysis of the conceptual foreign policy documents
of the EAEU member countries (see Table 1), as well as well-known communication campaigns
for the development of “soft power” in these countries. The analysis of foreign policy concepts
and strategies was greatly facilitated by the fact that all of them have been translated into
Russian and presented in the public domain.

Table 1. Fundamental foreign policy documents of the EAEU countries

Country Title Year
Armenia National Security Strategy of the Republic of Armenia 2020
Belarus The main directions of domestic and foreign policy of the Republic 2015

of Belarus
Kazakhstan The concept of foreign policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan 2020
for 2020-2030
Kyrgyz Republic | Foreign Policy Concept of the Kyrgyz Republic 2019
Russia The concept of foreign policy of the Russian Federation 2023

The fundamental foreign policy document of the Republic of Armenia is entitled “The
National Security Strategy of the Republic of Armenia”. It was adopted in 2020 and reflects the
difficult geopolitical situation of the country. The previous version of the document dates back
to 2007. A comparative analysis of the documents shows that there is a mention of “soft power”
in the new document, which was not there before. Thus, paragraph 1.6 reads: “To counter the
threats and challenges of the changing world, ensure its security, as well as effectively fulfill its
role in ensuring regional and international security, Armenia will continue to strengthen its
position in the international arena. To this end, Armenia will develop all power tools, including
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the capabilities of “soft power”, emphasizing its most important resource - human capital.
At the same time, human capital is also considered in the context of combining the forces of
pan-Armenians. Both documents focus primarily on the Diaspora and the development of the
Armenian language. The Department of Mass Media and Public Diplomacy has been established
in the structure of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, which is mainly engaged in organizing
information support for foreign policy. The cultural, educational, scientific, sports, and other
activities supported by the Ministry have not been very developed due to the weak resource
base and the focus on the diaspora, especially due to the new round of the conflict around
Nagorno-Karabakh. Recent developments in the Caucasus region tend to weaken Russia’s soft
power in Armenia.

The main foreign policy document of the Republic of Belarus is “The main directions of
domestic and foreign policy of the Republic of Belarus”. It was adopted in 2005, underwent
several changes. The latest revision refers to 2015. There is no direct mention of public
diplomacy in this document, but there is a direct reference to the image of the state. Article
34 refers to “the formation of the image of the Republic of Belarus as a region attractive for
the development of tourism and the promotion of the national tourist product to the foreign
market” of the main directions in the field of international cooperation. President of Belarus,
A.G. Lukashenka, periodically talks about “people’s diplomacy”. Notable information assets
of Belarus in the post-Soviet space include the festival “Slavic Bazaar” and “medical tourism”.
Belarus tends to be closest to Russia in international relations. The country is heavily affected
by Russia’s soft power.

The new President of Kazakhstan, Tokayev, previously held the post of Minister of Foreign
Affairs. Therefore, one of the first things in the office of the President was the adoption of “The
Concept of Foreign Policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan for 2020-2030". The concept of “soft
power”isnot mentioned in thisdocument, butitsimportant elements are present: “humanitarian
diplomacy”, “digital diplomacy”, and “people’s diplomacy”. In particular, chapter 4 explicitly sets
the following task: “activation of “humanitarian diplomacy', popularization of a positive image
of the country in the world community”. To achieve these goals, Kazakhstan uses various events
in the fields of culture, education, sports, etc. So, in 2022, a large festival “Russia - Kazakhstan:
Cultural heritage” was held, and consulates and embassies of Kazakhstan abroad hold festivals
of national culture “Feel Kazakhstan”. However, since 2022, public opinion toward Russia in
Kazakhstan has been changing dramatically. The surveys show that favorable opinion about
Russia has dropped from 92 % to 67 % in 2023. At the same time, the share of Kazakhstanis
with an unfavorable opinion about Russian foreign policy has noticeably increased (up to 33%)
[6]. As for Russia’s soft power, it has been surpassed by Turkish cultural influence.

The goals and instruments of Kyrgyzstan'’s foreign policy are described in a document entitled
“The Concept of the Foreign Policy of the Kyrgyz Republic” in 2019. As in the previous version of
the document from 2007, it does not contain the concepts of public diplomacy and soft power.
However, the idea of “promoting a positive image of the country in the international community”
still occupies a large place. It is mentioned twice, although it was mentioned four times in the
previous version. Resources and opportunities to promote a positive image of the country
are largely limited due to resource constraints, political instability, and a difficult geopolitical
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situation. In this regard, Kyrgyzstan in the post-Soviet space does not so much promote its soft
power as it is a good laboratory for researchers of the use of soft power inside the country by
other large countries: the United States, Russia, and China.

As for Russia, in 2023, “The Concept of Foreign Policy of the Russian Federation” underwent
the most significant changes. As mentioned at the beginning of the article, the previous version
from 2016 contained an explicit mention of soft power. The new version uses a different
term. Thus, Article 43 states that priority attention should be “given to the development of
mechanisms of public diplomacy with the participation of representatives and institutions of
civil society who are constructive towards Russia, as well as political scientists, representatives
of the expert and scientific community, youth, volunteer, search and other social movements.
Also, in the current version, the description of media tools has been significantly expanded.
However, the most noticeable was the general message of dividing countries into “friendly” and
“unfriendly”.

International news as a format of political communication is dominating the political agenda
of Russia in the mainstream media. Anastassiya Kazun reported thatin 2017, domestic news got
only a 30 % share of the agenda [5]. Sometimes it causes international scandals in the media.
For example, Margarita Simonyan (the head of RT), having learned about the attitude of the
citizens of the Republic of Kazakhstan towards “the special military operation”, accused them of
ingratitude and almost betrayal. This statement was heavily criticized in Kazakhstan. The other
example of negative reaction from the member-states of EAEU was about Russia’s mass media
comments and migration policy toward working migrants from Kyrgyzstan. The president of
Kyrgyzstan had to express “concerns about this situation”.

Conclusions

Among the most serious problems in the development of public diplomacy in the countries
of the Eurasian Economic Union, several points can be highlighted. Firstly, since 2004, Russia
has been using force in Georgia, Syria, and Ukraine, which has reinforced negative stereotypes
of Russia as a hard power, fulfilling negative stereotypes of the Soviet and Russian Empires.
Sergunin and Karabeshkin point out that the Kremlin has always been inclined to combine
soft and hard power strategies in foreign policy. However, Rutland and Kazantsev argue that
“for these reasons, Russian leaders have largely failed to develop soft power as an effective
policy tool” [12]. Mutual interdependency within the EAEU helps to dominate the region, but
soft power does not play the leading role. As Ospanova and Rakhmatulin report, “Russia uses
the opportunities and advantages of spreading Russian as one of the main instruments of soft
power. There is also a military political presence in the region within the framework of mutually
cooperative relations” [8]. It means that in case of losing hard power, Russia is highly likely shell
drop leadership in the EAEU.

Secondly, it is noteworthy that all the countries studied give priority to institutions of state
power in the development of elements of “soft power”. Civil society, and especially ordinary
citizens, are practically not used in foreign policy communications. At best, we are talking about
public organizations with government funding or state media. Many researchers have written
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about the practice of state control over foreign policy communications in Russia and post-Soviet
countries [2, 7,8, 11, 12, 15, 17]. The main reason for the weak use of civil society institutions is
the specificity of the political regimes existing in these countries. To our opinion, public diplomacy
cannot be reduced to public relations by transferring information and selling a positive image to
the foreign publics. It must involve building long-term relationships [2]. However, “The Concept of
Foreign Policy of the Russian Federation” (2023) indicates that Russia’s foreign policy will continue
to use governmental media and organizations as for soft power. This approach contradicts to the
basic idea of soft power as it was conceptualized by Nye.

Thirdly, in our opinion, within the EAEU, there is a problem of developing a common
value platform for cooperation. The union is based on the idea of economic development and
cooperation, which in itself cannot work if there is no common value foundation behind it. The
positive effects of soft power occur over a long period and only if a predominantly consistent set
of values is transmitted externally. This set of values mustn't undergo serious transformations
over a long period. In our opinion, serious changes in this area continue in several EAEU
countries. Thus, in Russia, Kazakhstan, and Armenia, in the last years, significant changes in
foreign policy concepts have occurred. That is why there are concerns about whether the values
transmitted by the EAEU member countries form a reliable foundation for a sustainable union.
Russia turns to the so-called “traditional” values, which bring inherent limitations of Russia’s
conservative soft power [7].
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H.A. BbiKkOB
Cankm-Ilemep6ype memaekemmik yHugepcumemi, Cankm-Ilemep6ype, Pecell

Eypa3usibiK 3KOHOMHMKAJIBIK 0JaKTarbl PeceiiiiH )KkyMcaK KylliHe KaTbICThI MaceJiejep

Angarna. by makaia Eypa3susiiblK 3SKOHOMUKAJBIK OAAK asgCbIHAAFbl PeceliiH xKyMcaK KyLiHjeri
e3repicTepZi 3epTTeyre GarbITTasFaH. OfaK Ka/lbl aKNapaTThIK KEHIiCTiKIeH GipiKTipisireH opTak
HapBIKThI KypyFa GaFbITTAJIFaH peceiiik XXyMcakK KYIUTiH KypaJibl 60JbIN caHaAAbl. Makanaga 2022
KbLJIbI OaCTaJIFaH «ApHaMbl 9CKepH onepaldsIHbIH» XaIblKapasblK }KaHAJIbIKTAp PeNOPTaKbIH/Ia )KOHE
Mylie-MeMJIeKeTTep/liH 6YKapasbIK aKnapaT KypaiJapbiH/a KOFaMABIK MiKipTasacTapblHAa peceisaik
YKYMCaK KYIL pecypcTapblHa cajJapbl KapacThIpbliFaH. OCbl MAKCaTKa XKeTY YIIiH CBIPTKBI CasiCH Taagay
dJlici Ko/iaHbLIAbL. Peceil/liH KOpHEKTI eNJliH UMU/KIH KaJbIITACThIPyFa aHe xahaH/IbIK cascaTTa
KYILITi KOI6ACIIBIBIKTBI 1JIFepiieTyre Kem Kyl cajJFaHbl 6e/rii. EypasusijiblK 9KOHOMUKAJIBIK, OJIaK
- JKYMCaK >XoHe KaTThl KywTi GipikTipeTin Pecedl yuriH coTTi MHTerpaunusJbIK *KobajapAblH 6ipi.
JlerenMeH COHFbI Ke3ziepi OfakKka Myllle esiiep KoIl BeKTOPJIbI casicaTTaH repi PeceiiMeH 3KCK/I03UBTI
BIHTBIMAKTaCTBIKThI Kanai/bl. bys yaepic Eypa3usiiblk 3KOHOMUKaJBIK, 01aKTa, acipece ApMmeHusja
6ipTe-6ipTe KapKbiH any/a. KenTereH kesicneyuisiktep PeceliiH CHMBOJIJIbIK, 6aCIIbL/IbIFbIHBIH, O/]aH
9pi KyJ/1AblpayblH TYAbIPaTbIHbI aHbIKTAJIIbl. ByJl MaKasa/ia XaJblKapasblK *KyYpHaJIUCTUKA MEH MYILEe-
MemJiiekeTTep/ieri BAK casicaThiH[aFbl @3repicTepAeH TybIHJaFaH Peceli/liH )yMcaK KylliHe KaTbICTbI
COHFbI KUBIH/IBIKTAP TYPaJIbl 6asTH/1a1a/[bl.
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TyiiH ce3gep: XanblKapasblK KaTbIHACTap, XYMcak Kyul, Eypasus/blK 3KOHOMHUKAJBIK O/IaK,
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H.A. BbIKOB
Cankm-Ilemep6ypackull 2ocydapcmeenHblil yHusepcumem, Cankm-Ilemep6ype, Poccus

BbI130BbI MATKOH cuiie Poccuu B crpaHax EBpa3niickoro 3KOHOMHY€CKOro cor3a

AHHoTanuda. llesib cTaTby 3aKJ/IOYaeTCs B HCCAeJ0BaHUM M3MeHEeHMM B MArkou cuje Poccuu B
paMKax EBpa3sniicKoro saKoHOMHUY€eCKoTo coto3a. Cor3 paccMaTpyUBaeTCs KaKk MHCTPYMEHT POCCUIMCKOU
MSITKOM CHUJIbl, HAllpaBJEHHbIN Ha CO3/laHUE 06IIEer0 PhIHKA B COYETAHUHU C 061UM UHPOPMAIMOHHBIM
NPOCTPAHCTBOM. B cTraTbe paccMaTpuBawTcsa nociaeAcTBUs «(ChnelnuasbHOWM BOEHHOU omepanuu»,
HadaTtod B 2022 rony, 411 pecypCcoOB POCCUMCKOM MATKOW CHJIBI B MeXJyHapOAHBIX HOBOCTHBIX
penopTtakax M IyOJHUYHbIX AMCKyccusix B CMU rocyaapcTB-4JieHOB. JlJisi JOCTHXKEHUSI 3TOU 1eu
ObL1 MpPUMeHEeH MeTOJ, aHa/Ju3a BHEIIHeH MOJUTUKU. YCTaHOBJeHO, 4YTo Poccus mnpuioxuia
3HA4YUTeJIbHbIEe YCUJIUSA AJisT GOPMUPOBAHUS 3aMETHOr0 UMHU/KA CTPaHbl U MPOABUXKEHUSI CUJIBHOTO
JIUZepCTBa B MUPOBOM NOJUTHKe. EBpa3niCKUN 3KOHOMWUYECKHH COI03 ABJISAETCH OJHUM U3 YCIELIHbIX
MHTETrpalMOHHBIX MPOEKTOB [JiJi1 Poccuy, coyeTamwIMM KaK MATKYI0, TaK U KeCTKyo cuiay. OfHako
B MocJjie/lHee BpeMs Bce GoJiblie cTpaH Coro3a MPeANoOYHTAIOT UCKIYUTENbHOE COTPYAHUYECTBO C
Poccrell MHOTOBEKTOPHOM MOJIMTHKE. ITOT IpolLiecc NocTeneHHO HabupaeT 060poThl B EBpasuiickoM
3KOHOMHYECKOM C0l03e, 0COGEHHO B ApMeHHH. YCTAHOBJIEHO, YTO MHOTHE NYHKTbl pPa3HOIJIACUH
NPOBOLMPYIOT AaJIbHelIee aJieHhe CUMBOJIMUECKOT0 JiAepcTBa Poccuu. B ctaThbe paccMaTpuBaloTcs
HeJlaBHUE BbI3OBbl POCCUMCKOU MSTKOM CUJIe, BbI3BaHHble U3MEHEHHUSMH B MEX/JyHapOJHOU
*KYpPHaJIMCTUKE U MeIUaNOJUTHKE FOCYAAPCTB-YJIEHOB.

KiilouyeBble cj10Ba: MeX/yHapO/JHble OTHOLIEHHWS, MArkKas cuja, EBpasuickuil sKOHOMUYECKUHI
COI03, BHEILHSAA N0JUTUKA, ApMmeHus, Poccus, benapyce, KazaxcraH, Keipreiscras.
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