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Egor Butorin 

From Normative Power to a Geopolitical Player: The Transformation  

of EU policy in the South Caucasus 

 

The South Caucasus has traditionally held an important place in the architecture of European 

security. The interests of global and regional actors – Russia, the EU, the USA, China, Turkey, 

and Iran – intersect in this small region. The high level of conflicts and the buffer position of the 

South Caucasus explain the sustained research interest in it. The study of European Union policy 

is particularly relevant in connection with the development of integration processes and the pro-

spects for the Union's enlargement. The specific nature of the implementation of Brussels' instru-

ments in the context of post-Soviet states, where similar mechanisms produce different effects, 

deserves special attention [Evropeiskij soyuz, 2015]. 

Over the past decade, the European Union's policy in the South Caucasus has undergone a 

transformation. The European Neighbourhood Policy (ENP) towards Armenia and Georgia has 

evolved from a "soft power" instrument into a more pragmatic approach based on security and 

geopolitical interests. The key driver of these changes was the inability to ignore the growing 

geopolitical competition in the region [Pchaladze, 2025].  

Initially, the ENP followed two different trajectories for the development of relations. For 

Armenia, cooperation evolved from a technical cooperation to an expanded partnership agreement. 

However, the turning point came when Armenia publicly questioned the effectiveness of CSTO 

security guarantees [Perelman, 2024]. This triggered a rapid reorientation of Yerevan's foreign 

policy. In contrast, Georgia, which has long been considered a consistent ally by the EU, entered 

a phase of deteriorating relations after a period of intense rapprochement [Tsuladze, 2023]. Tbi-

lisi's visible distancing from anti-Russian sanctions and the slowdown of European integration 

processes have led to the restoration of conditionality. In the summer of 2025, Georgia experienced 

protests caused precisely by a sense of strategic ambiguity and democratic backlash, which con-

trasted sharply with the pro-European movement in neighboring Armenia. The countries' diverg-

ing paths confirmed the EU's new approach: prioritizing substantive reforms over declarations. 

By 2025, it can be argued that the ENP has finally ceased to be exclusively a policy of reform 

and promotion of democracy. Under the influence of external challenges, the focus has shifted to 

strengthening the EU's resilience [Pascariu, 2025]. The core of this "turn to security" was the in-

tegration of the resilience agenda into all aspects of interaction. 

A key stage in the institutionalization was the publication of the Eastern Partnership Index 

[Eastern Partnership Civil Society Forum, 2025], which made it possible to more clearly track the 

progress of countries in adapting to European standards. The EU's financial and technical 
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assistance, as well as intensified security dialogues, became the tools with which Brussels tried to 

compensate for its limited role as a security provider. Despite the intensification, by 2025 the EU 

has not been able to completely replace the traditional security mechanisms. Reliance on "soft 

power" proved insufficient to gain support and establish lasting influence. 

The academic novelty of this research is determined by the following factors: the insufficient 

study of the evolution of European Union policy towards Armenia and Georgia in the period 2014–

2025. In contrast to the previous stage, this time frame, which includes the post-Crimean period, 

the escalation in Nagorno-Karabakh, and the beginning of the special military operation, remains 

fragmentarily represented in the research literature. Moreover, in contrast to the dominant ap-

proaches that focus on the effectiveness of EU policy and mechanisms of conditionality, this study 

examines the ENP as a form of building hierarchical relations and constructing a regional order. 

Thus, the EU's policy in the South Caucasus is still a mechanism for encouraging reforms on 

the one hand, and a tough instrument for containing and managing crises on the other. The future 

of the region will now be determined by how effectively the EU can combine its new geopolitical 

role with the fundamental values that it continues to promote when faced with the harsh reality of 

this conflict-ridden region. 

 

Aliya Gaifulina 

Jair Bolsonaro and the course of Brazil–Argentina relations:  

an analysis through the prism of polyheuristic theory and “prospect theory” 

 

In 2019, the centre-left candidate A. Fernández won the presidential election in Argentina. 

Brazil’s far-right leader J. Bolsonaro faced the question of how to shape interaction between the 

states. In the situation of ideological divide, he chose a strategy of aggressive criticism and “freez-

ing” of relations that could be clearly observed until mid-2021 [Shcherbakova, 2022, p. 95]. 

This article analyses the process of how J. Bolsonaro chose the course of Brazil-Argentina 

interaction in 2019 through the prism of polyheuristic theory (by A. Mintz and N. Geva) and “pro-

spect theory” (by D. Kahneman and A. Tversky).  

First stage of the analysis: polyheuristic theory 

Initially, it is necessary to identify the alternatives that J. Bolsonaro could adopt: 

A. “Radically pragmatic strategy” implies the prioritisation of cooperation; in the case of 

ideological difference, it requires compromising on almost all points of programme, demonstrating 

a high political flexibility.  

This scenario fits better with ideological convergence, e.g. J. Bolsonaro’s dialogue with  

M. Macri [Bourdin & Pucci, 2023, p. 35–37]. 
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B. “Moderately pragmatic strategy” assumes minor ideological tensions and a decrease of 

political cooperation, but also maintains the level of trade and economic interaction. 

This scenario is well suited for use by the right in situations of ideological disagreement; e.g. 

M. Macri used it during his interaction with D. Rousseff [Bourdin & Pucci, 2023, p. 23–27].  

C. “Moderately ideological strategy” implies the maintenance of the partnership at a mini-

mum viable level; rhetoric may be aggressive, political cooperation degrades significantly, trade 

stagnates or declines. 

This scenario was ultimately implemented. It was characterized by harsh rhetoric [Kartashov, 

2019; Bolsonaro, 2019] and the spread of disinformation [Dos Santos, Fatos & Ribeiro, 2022], as 

well as a wide range of disagreements (on MERCOSUR, relations with the US and China, nuclear 

cooperation, etc.) [Doval & Merke, 2022] and trade decline [Resultados, 2026]. 

D. “Radically ideological strategy” is characterized by a complete or partial interruption of 

cooperation and/or a severing of ties. 

This scenario corresponds, for example, to J. Bolsonaro’s approach to N. Maduro consisted 

of the stop of Venezuela’s membership in MERCOSUR, the withdrawal of Brazilian diplomatic 

staff, the recognition of H. Guaidó, etc. [Esteves, 2024, p. 594–597]. In relations with Argentina, 

the possibility of this scenario was hinted at several statements (e.g., threats of expulsion from 

MERCOSUR [Bolsonaro, 2019]). 

Given J. Bolsonaro’s populism and the circumstances of his rise to power [Okuneva, 2018], 

the most significant political constraints for him in this situation could be: 

• Loss of support among the electorate, e.g., due to a failure to fulfill pre-election prom-

ises; 

• Opposition from lobby groups, consisting of the military, agribusiness and evangelicals 

(“biblia, boi e bala” or BBB lobby); 

• Unacceptable reputation damage in cases of demonstration of weakness, etc.  

Based on these constraints, the noncompensatory elimination was exercised and the following 

alternatives were weeded out: 

-  Alternative A, as it requires J. Bolsonaro to demonstrate the level of flexibility bordering 

on political spinelessness and could lead to reputational damage; 

-  Alternative D, as it faces opposition from lobbies (business and the military) [Fausto & 

Markwald, 2020, p. 32].  

In the second stage of decision-making, alternatives B and C remain. The choice could be 

based on J. Bolsonaro’s knowledge and values (lack of economic understanding [Ribeiro & 

Scrivano, 2018], pro-US stance, etc.), his personal traits, and so on. This article examines it from 

the perspective of the psychology of loss. 



 7 

 

Second stage of the analysis: “prospect theory” 

The status quo from which J. Bolsonaro psychologically departs involves the ideological con-

vergence and experience of successful cooperation with M. Macri. With the election of A. Fernán-

dez, an analysis of the risks of each scenario is needed. 

Alternative B involves a slight deterioration in political cooperation and maintenance of the 

maximum possible level of trade (minor losses in cooperation), but requires softening rhetoric in 

radicalized society [Okuneva, 2018] (risk of reputational losses). 

Simultaneously, Alternative C is characterized by greater deterioration in relations across all 

spheres (moderate losses in cooperation), while it also offers the opportunity to exploit the contrast 

with a centre-left politician (potential increase of electoral support) [Fausto & Markwald, 2020, p. 

31]. 

The inevitability of losses in cooperation creates a situation in which J. Bolsonaro’s behavior 

becomes risky. Since trade cooperation with Argentina is not a priority for him [Soares, 2018], the 

difference between the scenarios in this aspect is minimal. Conversely, in terms of rhetoric, alter-

native B is perceived as a loss, while alternative C is seen as a risky gain. Thus, J. Bolsonaro seeks 

to avoid losing electoral support and chooses the “moderately ideological strategy”. 

*** 

Jair Bolsonaro’s choice of approach to interaction with Argentina in 2019 was complex. The 

decision-making process was based both on his personal characteristics and on a “cold calculation” 

of the potential losses and gains in each scenario. For his political objectives, the chosen strategy 

was optimal. 

 

Ekaterina Grekova 

Evolution of the Defence Initiatives in the EU from 1998 to 2016 

 

The formalization of the concept of “strategic autonomy” in the 2016 EU Global Strategy is 

often seen as a turning point in the development of European defence integration. This document 

was the result of a long evolutionary process from 1998 to 2016. This article traces this develop-

ment through four key stages, from a largely declaratory project to an increasingly institutionalized 

framework.  

The first phase (1998–1999) marked the institutional launch of Common Foreign and Security 

Policy (CFSP). The Franco-British conference in Saint-Malo in 1998 is considered to be the be-

ginning of the European defence project. In a joint declaration, both states announced that Europe 

needs reliable armed forces and a well-established system of CFSP to respond to new crises 
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[Rutten, 2001, p. 8]. The 1999 Cologne and Helsinki summits advanced CFSP institutionalization, 

establishing new organizational structures and developing the concept of a European rapid reaction 

force [Zhurkin, 2001, p. 57]. 

The second stage (2000–2007) is characterized by the development of CFSP institutions and 

of the first EU missions. For example, in 2003 the EU deployed a military mission in Macedonia 

[EEAS. European Union Military Operation CONCORDIA, 2003] and in the Democratic Repub-

lic of the Congo [EEAS. ARTEMIS, 2003]. 

The European Security Strategy (ESS) was also adopted in 2003. The ESB is a basic document 

that includes the goals and objectives of the CFSP [Andryushin, 2015, p. 100]. As a continuation 

of the ESS, the European Defence Agency (EDA) and the Civilian Planning and Conduct Capa-

bility (CPCC) were established, respectively in 2004 and in 2007 [Michaels & Sus, 2025, p. 62].  

The third stage (2007–2009) of the development of security initiatives in the EU is their legal 

consolidation in the EU treaties. The Lisbon Treaty formalized and expanded the Common Secu-

rity and Defence Policy (CSDP).  

The Lisbon Treaty strengthened the EU's defence policy by establishing the High Representa-

tive, introducing the legal basis for Permanent Structured Cooperation (PESCO), and expanding 

crisis management tasks, while also introducing a mutual defense clause. However, it preserved 

the intergovernmental nature of CFSP by retaining unanimous voting for most decisions and ex-

plicitly affirming that member states' obligations under NATO must be respected [Consolidated 

Version, 2012, art. 42–46]. 

The fourth stage (2010–2016) was marked by the EU’s adaptation to new security challenges, 

with a series of major crises acting as catalysts for defence integration. The financial crisis reduced 

national defence budgets [European Parliament. European defence, 2013], while the Ukrainian 

crisis reshaped Europe's threat perceptions. Political shifts, including the 2016 Brexit referendum 

and Donald Trump's election, which raised concerns in Europe regarding the future reliability of 

US security commitments [Euronews, 2016], further accelerated EU initiatives toward greater de-

fence autonomy.  

In response to new challenges, the EU launched several defence initiatives, including the 2010 

Pooling and Sharing programme [European Defence Agency, 2011] and a 2013 defence summit 

[European Parliament. December summit, 2013]. The 2016 European Defence Action Plan, pre-

pared by the European Commission, proposed greater investment and a single defence market 

[European Commission, 2016]. This period culminated in the 2016 EU Global Strategy, which 

formally introduced the concept of “strategic autonomy”.  

In conclusion, the evolution of EU defence initiatives between 1998 and 2016 reveals that the 

emergence of strategic autonomy as a formal objective in the 2016 Global Strategy represented a 
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gradual process of institutional and policy development. Throughout this period, the Union suc-

ceeded in constructing an institutional architecture of EU defence policy and developing coopera-

tion frameworks, while deliberately preserving the intergovernmental character of decision-mak-

ing in security and defence matters.  

 

Igor Demin 

Evolution of U.S. policy towards South Africa in 2017–2025: Literature Review 

 

The topic of U.S.-South Africa relations in the post-colonial period has been considered in 

both domestic and foreign literature. 

The primary focus of researchers analyzing U.S. policy toward South Africa is on the direct 

influence of the political context on Washington-Pretoria relations. Thus, Carroll [2017], Kohnert 

[2025], Hartley and Mills [2025], Farrell [2025], Erasmus and Hartzenberg [2025], Ubi [2025], 

Istomin [2025], and Parkhomenko [2019, c. 9] identify a number of factors that fundamentally 

shape the dynamics of relations between the two countries. Researchers largely agree in perceiving 

that the U.S. view of South Africa as a secondary partner, whose actions in the political sphere 

must be coordinated with its perceived dominant partner. The main disruptions in Washington-

Pretoria relations arise against the backdrop of Pretoria’s lack of alignment with Washington on 

key U.S. issues: the Palestinian-Israeli conflict, the protection of property rights for white Afri-

kaner farmers, the Russian-Ukrainian confrontation, as well as the intensification of ties with 

China and South Africa’s BRICS membership. These issues intensified during the Trump admin-

istrations, as described in articles by Kohnert [2025], Erasmus and Hartzenberg [2025], Hartley 

and Mills [2025], Parkhomenko [2019, p. 9], and Istomin [2025]. Pretoria’s divergent political 

stance from Washington initially threatened the country’s financial aid program. However, under 

what some analysts call «Trump 2.0», South Africa faced the risk of losing its U.S. financial as-

sistance, while AGOA trade preferences came under political pressure through the imposition of 

tariffs. The focus of these studies often overlooks the comprehensive impact of South Africa’s 

«non-alignment» policy on bilateral spheres: energy, trade and economic (including investment), 

healthcare relations, etc. Moreover, works frequently examine only the Trump tenure, neglecting 

the Biden administration. 

U.S. policy toward South Africa is typically analyzed within the broader U.S. strategy for 

Africa. Urnov [2019, 2022, 2024] describe strategic planning by the Obama, Trump, and Biden 

administrations, but the analysis is limited to comparisons between strategies, politicians' 

speeches, and budget statistics but they do not fully trace the evolution of U.S. policy toward South 

Africa from 2017 to 2025 across three administrations. The author highlights key American policy 
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tools in Tropical Africa: USAID assistance, AFRICOM activities, and the vital AGOA program 

for boosting trade and investment ties. 

 Urnov [2019] notes continuity in Trump's first-term strategy through the «continuation, af-

firmation, and expansion» of pre-existing initiatives like «Young African Leaders», «African 

Women’s Entrepreneurship» and «Power Africa». Trump's approach was pragmatic: emphasizing 

financial returns, building policy tools, downplaying democracy and human rights, and reviving 

Marshall Plan principles («aid must bring benefits»). South Africa receives episodic treatment, 

noted mainly for its continental importance to the U.S. 

In his articles on Biden administration, Urnov [2022, 2024] points to intensified continental 

engagement: the «US Strategy for Sub-Saharan Africa», U.S.-Africa Leaders Summit, increased 

investments, and a return to democratization and human rights rhetoric. Positive dynamics and 

masking business interests behind a «screen» of human rights were partly driven by the Demo-

cratic Party's electoral base, including African Americans with African ties. Washington-Pretoria 

relations are examined with emphasis on politicization (South Africa's loyalty to China and de 

facto support for Russia in Ukraine). 

U.S. policy toward South Africa and Tropical Africa has been studied by both domestic and 

foreign researchers. Despite this, existing scholarship lacks the component of relations evolution 

of U.S. policy from 2017–2025 in trade and economic, politico-diplomatic relations, humanitarian 

and healthcare cooperation and the energy sector. Many works focus on the influence of political 

aspects on Pretoria-Washington relations, overlooking broader development trends. Thus, the cur-

rent study will fill the gap in examining the evolution of U.S. policy toward South Africa across 

three administrations: the first Trump administration, the Biden administration, and the second 

Trump administration. This research gap will also be addressed through comprehensive analysis 

of politico-diplomatic, trade-economic, energy, and humanitarian relations as components of 

Washington’s overall policy toward Pretoria. 

 

Iuliia Domnikova 

Key Stages in the Evolution of Global AI Regulation 

 

The rapid development of AI has intensified academic discussions about the need for global 

regulation. Scholefield et al. [2025] argue that most documents are based largely on voluntary 

commitments and lack effective enforcement mechanisms which limits their ability to prevent 

potential risks associated with AI development. Similar concerns are expressed by Cihon et al. 

[2020], who describe global AI regulation as a dilemma between centralized and decentralized 

governance models. Ho et al. [2023] propose several institutional models for regulating AI 



 11 

development, including a Commission on Frontier AI and an Advanced AI Governance Organi-

zation. Together, these studies highlight concerns about the limited effectiveness of current regu-

lations and the lack of consensus on future institutional design. 

Stages of the Evolution of AI Regulation 

One of the first arenas where issues related to AI emerged was the UN. In 2013, States Parties 

to the Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons (CCW) placed LAWS (Lethal Autonomous 

Weapons Systems) on their agenda. Over the next several years, expert meetings were organized 

within the CCW framework. In 2016, this process led to the establishment of an open-ended Group 

of Governmental Experts (GGE) on LAWS [Dig Watch, 2025]. This became one of the earliest 

attempts to structure international dialogue on AI-related technologies. 

At the same time, governments began to pay increasing attention to the broader implications 

of artificial intelligence. In 2016, the US released a document addressing AI development [White 

House, 2016]. In the same year, China identified AI as a strategic priority in its Five-Year Plan 

[Ministry of Science and Technology of the PRC, 2016]. 

The following period, covering 2017—2018, was marked by a rapid expansion of national 

strategies. Several countries adopted national AI strategies, including China [State Council of the 

PRC, 2017], France [Business France, 2018], and Germany [Federal Government, 2018]. At this 

stage, however, regulatory approaches were largely domestic. 

A significant step toward international cooperation occurred in 2019 with the publication of 

the OECD Principles on AI [OECD, 2019]. Although not legally binding, the document reflects a 

shared understanding of responsible AI use. The adoption of the OECD Principles marked a new 

stage characterized by the institutionalization of global AI governance norms in the form of soft 

law. 

Further progress took place in 2020, when the Global Partnership on AI (GPAI) was launched 

with the support of the OECD. Today, GPAI brings together more than 30 member countries and 

expert groups, which develop policy recommendations [OECD, 2024]. 

In 2023, the Quadrilateral Security Dialogue released a summary of the Forum on Critical and 

Emerging Technologies. The participants highlighted cybersecurity, space commercialization, and 

the need for closer AI cooperation as key concerns [NESA Center, 2023]. 

In 2023 and 2024, two international declarations were adopted. These were the Bletchley 

Declaration [UK Government, 2023] and the Seoul Declaration [Ministry of Foreign Affairs of 

Japan, 2024]. The first focuses on risk management and the strengthening of coordination, whereas 

the second places greater emphasis on cooperation in addressing global challenges through an 

inclusive approach. 
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In 2024, the EU adopted the AI Act, which became the first regional regulatory document in 

the form of hard law. It introduced provisions prohibiting certain AI practices, defined the respon-

sibilities of AI users and developers, established certification and monitoring mechanisms [Offi-

cial Journal of the EU, 2024]. The regulation is binding for EU member states. 

Thus, the evolution of AI regulation can be divided into several stages, beginning with a frag-

mented understanding of the problem in 2013—2016. A key turning point occurred in 2019 with 

the adoption of the OECD Principles on AI. National regulation continued to develop, which, in 

turn, contributed to multilateral initiatives such as GPAI. At present, global AI regulation remains 

at an early stage and is predominantly characterized by soft law instruments. 

 

Darya Zhilnikova  

Evolution of EU migration policy towards Colombia between 2015 and 2025:  

Literature Review 

 

The study of migration from Colombia to the EU and the regulation of this process by the EU 

requires understanding which aspects have already been studied. Therefore, this article provides a 

review of the works and conclusions produced by both Russian and international scholars. 

The first group of studies devoted to the general theories of international migration. At the 

systemic level, migration policy is often analyzed through the lens of neoliberal institutionalist 

theory. R. Keohane emphasizes the possibilities and benefits of international cooperation through 

institutions [Keohane, 1984]. The externalization of migration policy is considered part of the 

broader concept of external governance: the diffusion of EU norms and practices to third countries 

occurs through association agreements, cooperation programs, and other mechanisms of interac-

tion, as noted by S. Lavenex and F. Schimmelfennig [Lavenex & Schimmelfennig, 2009, p. 791–

812]. Russian scholars such as Delovarova, Mishchuk and Potemkina also emphasize the interdis-

ciplinary nature of migration studies, although they explain migration processes differently — 

through transformations of the international system, development processes, or political dynamics 

[Delovarova & Mishchuk, 2018; Potemkina, 2008]. 

The second group includes studies examining EU migration policy. It is noted that EU policy 

is based on a combination of legal regulation, integration policy, and measures to combat irregular 

migration, with a gradual strengthening of the supranational level following the Lisbon Treaty 

[Thomson, 2015, p. 29–52]. Russian researchers also note the increase in migration flows in Eu-

rope and highlight the influence of historical and socio-economic factors on migration flows [Zhi-

tin, Krasnov & Shendrik, 2016, p. 75–92]. At the same time, the literature reflects an ongoing 

debate about the nature of migration crises: Fine and Thiollet interpret the events of 2015 as a 
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crisis of governance [Fine & Thiollet, 2020], whereas Bistrina and Kungurtsev emphasize institu-

tional problems related to the distribution of responsibilities among EU member states [Bistrina, 

2019, p. 49–57; Kungurtsev, 2024, p. 164–169]. 

The third group of studies examines migration processes in Latin America. Researchers note 

that contemporary mobility patterns in the region combine emigration to developed countries, in-

ternal migration, and significant intra-regional flows [Bogatyreva & Krapivnitskaya, 2025, p. 303–

331]. Diego Acosta and Luisa Feline Freier highlight that migration governance in South America 

increasingly operates at the regional level and often relies on relatively liberal legal frameworks 

emphasizing migrants’ rights. At the same time, they point to a gap between liberal discourse and 

restrictive practices, which they describe as a “reversed liberal paradox” [Acosta & Freier, 2017, 

p. 69–85].  

The fourth group includes studies on cooperation between the EU and Latin American coun-

tries. Several authors, including Novitskij and Kosevich agree that EU–Latin America interaction 

is built around political dialogue, economic assistance, and development programs [Novitskij, 

2019, p. 54–58; Kosevich, 2023, p. 114–129]. Nadezhda Kudeyarova emphasizes the role of his-

torical and colonial ties in shaping migration to Europe [Kudeyarova, 2018, p. 131–145]. Particular 

attention is also paid to the impact of the Venezuelan migration crisis: Dmitry Rosenthal with co-

authors demonstrate that it significantly altered the migration structure of the region, making Co-

lombia one of the key destinations for migrants [Rozenthal et al., 2021]. However, studies of Co-

lombian migration to the EU remain limited and largely focus on earlier periods [Bermúdez Torres, 

2006], indicating that the contemporary stage of migration processes remains insufficiently stud-

ied. 

The literature review reveals two main gaps. Firstly, most of the studies of EU migration 

management are devoted to crisis situations. Secondly, Colombia was not considered as a separate 

example of EU migration management. Thus, it is necessary to conduct a separate study of the 

Colombian case. 

 

Yulia Zenokhova 

The Role of the Flower Industry in the Economic Diplomacy  

of Ecuador and Colombia in 2010–2025  

 

In contemporary international relations, the economic dimension of foreign policy has become 

increasingly significant. Competition between states increasingly extends beyond the political and 

military spheres to include trade, investent, and technological development. Under these condi-

tions, governments seek to support national companies in international markets, increase exports, 
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and strengthen their positions in the global economy. One of the key instruments used to achieve 

these goals is economic diplomacy, which combines diplomatic mechanisms with tools of foreign 

economic policy [Baranai, 2009; Okano-Heijmans, 2011]. 

For many Latin American countries, exports have long been a key driver of economic devel-

opment. Historically, the region relied heavily on the export of raw materials and a limited number 

of agricultural commodities. However, since the late twentieth century, academic and policy dis-

cussions have increasingly emphasized the need to diversify export structures and develop new 

sectors. Against this backdrop, particular attention has been given to non-traditional exports – 

products outside the historically dominant export sectors [Iizuka & Gebreeyesus, 2017]. Since the 

early 2010s, the development of such sectors has attracted growing interest in both academic lit-

erature and economic policy in Latin America. One of the most notable examples of a successful 

non-traditional export industry is the flower sector. Ecuador and Colombia have become among 

the world’s leading exporters of cut flowers, benefiting from favourable climatic conditions, de-

veloped production infrastructure, and active government support. As a result, floriculture has 

evolved into a highly competitive export-oriented industry [Guaita-Pradas et al., 2023]. 

The flower industry also occupies an increasingly visible place in the external economic pol-

icies of Ecuador and Colombia. The promotion of floral products in international markets often 

involves state institutions, diplomatic missions, trade promotion agencies, and industry associa-

tions. In this context, the sector functions not only as an important part of the national economy 

but also as a component of broader foreign policy strategies [Vanegas López et al., 2017]. 

The concept of economic diplomacy has been widely examined in the international academic 

literature. Theoretical approaches to economic diplomacy and its role external economic policy 

are discussed in the works of P. Baranay and M. Okano-Heijmans, as well as in collective studies 

such as The SAGE Handbook of Diplomacy [Baranai, 2009; Okano-Heijmans, 2011; The SAGE 

Handbook, 2016]. These studies conceptualize economic diplomacy as an interdisciplinary field 

located at the intersection of international relations, economics, and diplomatic studies. 

At the same time, several studies analyze the development of non-traditional agricultural ex-

ports in Latin America. Research by M. Iizuka and M. Gebreeyesus examines the institutional 

mechanisms supporting new export industries and the learning processes behind the emergence of 

new agricultural sectors [Iizuka & Gebreeyesus, 2017]. Other studies focus specifically on the 

flower industry and the challenges it faces in international markets. For instance, I. Guaita-Pradas 

analyzes the competitiveness of Ecuador’s flower sector in the global market, while studies by J. 

G. Vanegas López, J. J. Merlos García, and C. M. Mayorga Abril examine trade barriers and in-

stitutional constraints affecting flower exports in several Latin American countries [Guaita-Pradas 

et al., 2023; Vanegas López et al., 2017]. 
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Despite the extensive literature on economic diplomacy, Latin American foreign policy, and 

the development of the flower industry, the role of floriculture as an instrument of economic di-

plomacy remains insufficiently explored. Most studies consider the flower sector primarily as an 

example of a successful non-traditional export industry and a factor of economic development. At 

the same time, the diplomatic mechanisms accompanying export promotion, the role of diplomatic 

institutions in facilitating international market access, and the integration of the industry into 

broader foreign policy strategies remain understudied. In addition, comparative analyses of how 

Ecuador and Colombia have incorporated the flower sector into their economic diplomacy strate-

gies during the period 2010–2025 remain largely absent [Carrión von Reckow, 2018; Becerra 

Cuervo, 2016]. 

 

Maxim Ivanov 

Factors of ASEAN states BRICS integration 2022–2025:  

Literature Review 

 

Neoclassical realism helps us understand how the global situation affects countries' foreign 

policy decisions. Unlike structural realism (which says countries just react directly to changes in 

who has power), neoclassical realism argues that internal factors also matter: how political elites 

see things, whether the government is seen as legitimate, what resources the state has, and how the 

state relates to society [Konyshev, 2020]. 

The international situation creates the framework, but countries decide for themselves how to 

understand that framework and what to do about it. This is especially important for ASEAN coun-

tries, which are now caught between several major powers.  

The concept of strategic hedging complements this framework by specifying the behavioral 

strategies available to states seeking to avoid rigid alignment. Hedging is generally understood as 

a mixed strategy that combines elements of engagement and balancing, allowing states to diversify 

risk amid uncertainty [Figiaconi, 2025; Vander Vennet & Salman, 2019; Kuik, 2021]. The idea 

has not entirely won over its proponents, who remember, among other things, its defenders, its too 

vast character. For example, Gonzalez-Pujol [2024] believes that we should understand hedging 

as a conscious and deliberate practice of balancing conflicting national interests, rather than a 

trendy new term for neutrality, as it is often presented. 

Several works on Southeast Asia region mostly approach how the countries in the region di-

versify the range of their partners, actively engage in multilateral instruments, and employ strategic 

ambiguity in their foreign policy. For example, in the paper by Nahak and Kalisang [2025] on 
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Indonesia and BRICS, the authors argue that the use of the forum allowed the country to increase 

its leverage capacity in the international system while preserving its independence.  

Lee, Sims, and Lee [2025] examine how BRICS expansion might affect ASEAN, highlighting 

tools like the New Development Bank (NDB), the Contingent Reserve Arrangement (CRA), and 

initiatives promoting local currency settlements.  

Porca-Konjikusic et al. [2024] compare ASEAN and BRICS as institutional models, noting 

that they may complement each other in development agendas and South–South cooperation. From 

this perspective, engaging with BRICS does not necessarily challenge ASEAN's central role – it 

could simply be another layer of multilateral cooperation. 

At the same time, the literature highlights significant risks. Rogozhina [2025] points out that 

the Southeast Asian countries are attracted to BRICS membership not only by the promise of eco-

nomic benefits but also by the geopolitical trade-offs they will have to make, such as the risk of 

worsening relations with their Western partners and of becoming more dependent on China.  

Studies focusing on individual countries give a better understanding of the internal dynamics. 

In the case of Indonesia, studies based on a realist approach to politics consider the country’s 

engagement with BRICS as a reaction to the rivalry in the international system and as an effort to 

increase its influence among the Global South [Yani et al., 2025; Pandito, 2025]. The Indonesian 

strategy is described as being cautious and calculated, taking advantage of the opportunities for 

trade and investment that come with BRICS membership while steering clear of getting deeply 

involved in the politics. Nahak and Kalisang [2025] reinforce this interpretation by emphasizing 

diversification motives and domestic political calculations. 

Thailand’s movement toward BRICS-related cooperation similarly reflects an interaction be-

tween systemic pressures and domestic legitimacy concerns. Suporn and Bunyavejchewin [2025] 

demonstrate through process tracing how Thailand’s strategic readjustment is shaped both by the 

stratified international order and by internal regime dynamics. This case illustrates the explanatory 

strength of neoclassical realism: systemic change alone does not determine policy, domestic fil-

tering mechanisms matter. 

Malaysia’s engagement is often discussed in economic terms. Quantitative analysis of Malay-

sia–BRICS trade linkages identifies GDP size, trade openness, and institutional factors as key de-

terminants of connectivity [Abidin et al., 2016].  
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Ekaterina Ivanova 

Evolution des Diskurses deutscher ordoliberaler Expertenakteure zu den Finanz-  

und Wirtschaftskrisen der Eurozone und den Maßnahmen zu deren Überwindung  

in den Jahren 2010–2024: Literaturüberblick 

 

Die erste Kategorie der wissenschaftlichen Literatur widmet sich der Rolle von Expertenak-

teuren in Europa und der Welt sowie theoretischen Ansätzen zu ihrem Verständnis. In diesem 

Bereich dürfte die Arbeit auf der Dissertation [Polyachenkov, 2023] aufbauen, wo die wichtigsten 

Ansätze zur Implementierung von Expertenunterstützung für außenpolitische Aktivitäten syste-

matisiert und geordnet wurden. A.Yu. Sungurov und A.A. Balayan [Balayan & Sungurov, 2022] 

untersuchten die Think Tanks als globales Phänomen. Sie entwickelten eine eigene Typologie der 

Think Tanks und erweiterten das Konzept eines “Think Tankˮ im Gegensatz zu dem in der Dis-

sertation von D.G. Zaitsev [Zaitsev, 2009] entwickelten Konzept. Die Frage nach der Beziehung 

zwischen den Experten- und Lobbyaktivitäten von Expertenakteuren wird im Artikel von S. 

Jochem [Jochem, 2013] detailliert diskutiert.  

Der Ordoliberalismus ist eine gesellschaftliche Doktrin und Ideologie, die auf der Prämisse 

beruht, dass die Probleme des Kapitalismus primär aus fehlgeleiteter staatlicher Intervention und 

Verzerrungen der Wettbewerbsordnung resultieren, nicht aus der Marktwirtschaft selbst. Ordoli-

berale Expertenakteure dominieren die fachliche Beratung zur deutschen Wirtschaftspolitik, die 

nicht nur innenpolitische Entscheidungen umfasst, sondern auch die Positionsfindung zur gemein-

samen Politik der Wirtschafts- und Währungsunion der EU. Es dürfte unmöglich sein, die theore-

tischen Prinzipien des Ordoliberalismus zu definieren, ohne auf die Werke der Gründer dieser 

Doktrin zu verweisen: W. Eucken [Eucken, 1950], A. Rüstow [Rüstow, 1949], W. Röpke [Röpke, 

1945] und F. Böhm [Böhm, 1950]. Arbeiten zur Rolle des Ordoliberalismus in Europa und auf 

globaler Ebene fallen ebenfalls in dieselbe Kategorie. Das bedeutsamste Werk unter ihnen ist das 

Buch von M. Foucault [Foucault, 2006], das erstmals die Rolle des deutschen Ordoliberalismus 

bei der Herausbildung des globalen Neoliberalismus nachzeichnet und die Voraussetzungen für 

die Entstehung des Ordoliberalismus als antitotalitäre Doktrin identifiziert. J. Germann [Germann, 

2021] zeichnet ebenfalls die Rolle des Ordoliberalismus nach, stützt sich aber im Unterschied zu 

M. Foucault auf spezifische ökonomische Mechanismen im Rahmen eines spezifischen deutschen 

Wirtschaftsmodells, das unter dem Einfluss ordoliberaler Doktrin geschaffen wurde und das ge-

samte globale Wirtschaftssystem beeinflusste. Eine besondere Stellung in diesem Abschnitt nimmt 

die Sammelmonographie [Ordoliberalism, 2020] ein, die Artikel zu den historischen Ursprüngen 

des Ordoliberalismus, seinem gegenwärtigen Zustand, seiner Beziehung zu Krisen und seinen Per-

spektiven enthält. 
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In Bezug auf theoretische Konzepte ist das Konzept der epistemischen Gemeinschaften von 

P. M. Haas [Haas, 1992] von grundlegender Bedeutung, das den Einfluss von Netzwerken wis-

sensbasierter Experten auf die internationale Politikkoordination beschreibt. 

Die letzte Kategorie besteht deshalb aus Arbeiten, die kritische Theorien auf die Analyse der 

Finanz- und Wirtschaftskrisen in der Eurozone anwenden, sowie aus Arbeiten im Bereich der po-

litischen Ökonomie. Diese sind wichtig für die Herausbildung einer kritischen Haltung gegenüber 

der ordoliberalen Doktrin. Erwähnenswert sind hier die Arbeiten von J. Stiglitz [Stiglitz, 2016] 

und J.K. Galbraith [Galbraith, 2016], in denen die Autoren die Methoden zur Bekämpfung der 

griechischen Schuldenkrise kritisieren, die sie als schweren Schlag für die europäische Integration 

und zugleich als Indikator für ihre innere Verwundbarkeit betrachten. Eine besondere Stellung in 

der Historiographie könnten die Publikationen von Y. Varoufakis [Varoufakis, 2016], dem ehe-

maligen Finanzminister Griechenlands, einnehmen, in denen er das Phänomen der „Black Box" 

analysiert – die Verflechtung von Experten und Politikern im gesamteuropäischen Establishment, 

die die Interessen nordeuropäischer Länder gegenüber südeuropäischen Schuldnerstaaten vertei-

digen. 

 

Madina Kalendarova 

Geopolitical Factors in the Implementation of China’s Belt and Road Initiative  

Infrastructure Projects in Central Asia in 2013–2025 

 

Over the past decade, China’s Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) has made Central Asia one of 

the key regions of Chinese foreign policy, as Beijing uses large transport and energy projects to 

secure access to markets and resources, stabilise its western regions and strengthen its international 

status. Central Asian states, in turn, view cooperation with China as a source of modernization and 

regional connectivity but also as a potential risk in terms of debt, political dependence and the 

regional balance of power between China, Russia and Western actors [Dave, 2018; Reeves, 2018]. 

A large body of literature has examined BRI in Central Asia in terms of infrastructure gaps, trade 

and investment flows, and the role of Chinese state‑owned enterprises, as well as implications for 

Russian influence and Western strategies [Dave, 2018; Dodonov, 2019]. However, many studies 

remain largely descriptive, focus on macroeconomic indicators and policy narratives, and pay less 

attention to the ways in which foreign policy goals, domestic politics and bargaining between 

actors shape specific decisions in individual countries [China’s Belt and Road Initiative, 2021].  

Three major gaps can be identified. First, there is limited theorisation of the driving forces of 

China’s foreign policy in Central Asia, as approaches such as neorealism or geoeconomics are 

rarely applied, linking systemic pressures, domestic politics and the choice of particular projects 
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[De Conti, Mozias, 2020; Cheng et al., 2019]. Second, the role of Central Asian governments as 

independent actors is often underestimated, and there is a lack of systematic cross‑country com-

parisons and in‑depth case studies demonstrating how they accept, modify or resist Chinese pro-

posals [Izimov& Muratalieva, 2018; Muratalieva, 2019]. Third, relatively few studies rely exten-

sively on Chinese and Central Asian primary sources to reconstruct decision‑making processes 

and competing narratives around individual projects. Together, these gaps point to the need for 

systematic comparative case studies and process tracing focused on concrete BRI projects in dif-

ferent Central Asian countries. 

This study examines how foreign policy factors shape the implementation of Chinese infra-

structure projects under BRI in Central Asia between 2013 and 2025 and asks the following ques-

tion: Which foreign policy factors influence the implementation of Chinese infrastructure projects 

within the Belt and Road Initiative in Central Asian countries in 2013–2025? To answer this ques-

tion, the research applies a foreign policy framework that combines neorealism and neoliberalism 

[Cheng et al., 2019; Na‑Xi, Huang, Lu, 2019], conducts comparative case studies of major BRI 

infrastructure projects in Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan, and uses process tracing based 

on Chinese, Russian, English and, where possible, Central Asian sources. Studies focusing on 

economic aspects emphasise BRI’s contribution to closing infrastructure gaps and deepening eco-

nomic interdependence, while also noting new forms of leverage and dependence that emerge from 

transport and energy corridors [Dave, 2018; Reeves, 2018]. Works on Kazakhstan show that Chi-

nese‑funded infrastructure has become central to the country’s strategy of positioning itself as a 

regional hub, but also raises concerns about debt, transparency and the distribution of benefits 

[Dodonov, 2019]. Building on these debates, the present study conceptualises BRI infrastructure 

projects in Central Asia as instruments of both power and institutionalised cooperation, places 

particular emphasis on the agency of Central Asian states and seeks to develop a more causal and 

actor‑centred understanding of how BRI functions as a foreign policy tool in the region. 

 

Polina Kolba 

Main Features of the Symbolic Policy in Ukraine towards Poland in 2014–2019 

 

Since 2014, Ukraine’s symbolic policy towards Poland has been shaped by a redefinition of 

national identity and a transformation of the country’s foreign policy priorities. After the events 

of Euromaidan and the start of the Russian-Ukrainian conflict, questions of historical memory in 

Ukraine became a tool for internal consolidation and international positioning. At the same time, 

unlike the Russian vector of memory policy, the Polish orientation was not seen as a strategic 
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priority and had a predominantly secondary character, being formed in response to initiatives and 

interpretive demands from the Polish side [Grytsenko, 2021, p. 42]. 

The interaction of Ukraine with Poland in the sphere of historical memory during this period 

(2014–2019) can be described as asymmetric: predominantly the Polish side acted as the initiator 

of public statements and of certain interpretive frameworks, while Ukraine took the position of 

"reacting" to these demands [Grytsenko, 2021, p.47]. Ukrainian symbolic politics towards Poland 

was part of a broader process of national narrative formation, central to which was the legitimiza-

tion of the 20th century liberation movement. In this regard, issues that were central to Polish 

historical memory — first and foremost, the Volhynia massacre — were perceived by Ukrainian 

policymakers as being derived from domestic identity politics, rather than an object of foreign 

policy strategy. 

In 2014–2019, in Ukraine, the institutionalization of a heroic narrative of national resistance 

was intensified, including the celebration of the Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists (OUN) 

and Ukrainian Insurgent Army (UPA) as participants in the struggle for independence of the 

Ukrainian state  . This process was part of a broader nation-building project, in which symbolic 

politics were used to entrench the narrative of national martyrdom and resistance to external dom-

ination. At the same time, such a policy inevitably came into conflict with the project of construct-

ing Polish historical memory, where UPA’s activities were closely linked to mass violence against 

the Polish population. As a result of the practice of glorifying members of the Ukrainian liberation 

movement, they acquired a dual character: in an internal dimension, they have contributed to the 

consolidation of society, while in an external context they have increased tensions in the historical-

political interaction between Ukraine and Poland.  

As for the question of the Volhynian tragedy, in the period under consideration it was finally 

established as a key element of disagreement in the sphere of symbolic interaction between 

Ukraine and Poland. In 2016, the Polish Sejm adopted a resolution recognizing the events of 1943–

1944 as genocide, which was an important moment in the process of institutionalization of Polish 

historical narrative and caused a strong reaction in the Ukrainian public space. The Ukrainian 

position in 2016–2019 was more focused on the contextualization of the Volhynian events, aban-

doning their unilateral legal qualification and emphasizing the mutual nature of violence. This 

approach did not deny the tragedy, but challenged its interpretation as one-sided "ethnic cleans-

ing," which is interpreted as a form of "interpretive negationism" that acknowledges violence but 

reviews its causes, scope, and distribution of responsibility [Adamski, 2017]. 

Another stable characteristic of the Ukrainian-Polish symbolic interaction in 2014–2019 be-

came a constructed asymmetry of the significance of the Volhynian tragedy in the policy of col-

lective memory of two states. In the Polish national discourse, Volhynia occupies a central place 
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as a symbol of national trauma, while in its Ukrainian counterpart it is regarded as one of the 

episodes of a broader narrative about the national liberation struggle [Stryjek, 2024]. The differ-

ence in interpretations was a driver of the parties’ political moves: Poland sought institutional 

recognition of Ukraine’s responsibility for the committed "genocide" (in Polish terminology), 

Ukraine sought to maintain a balance between "historical reflection" on the Volhynian events and 

simultaneous legitimization of the liberation movement.  

To conclude, in 2014–2019 Ukraine’s symbolic politics towards Poland was shaped by the 

need to address two interrelated tasks simultaneously: internal consolidation of the nation and 

maintaining a strategic partnership with one of the key partners in the region. The institutionaliza-

tion of a heroic narrative of the liberation struggle, the asymmetry of historical memory politics 

and the reactive character of symbolic politics in the Polish direction have led to the formation of 

a specific model of symbolic interaction between Ukraine and Poland, in which the question of 

the Volhynian tragedy required a particularly cautious interpretation. 

 

Dmitry Konovalov 

Main stages and a brief description of the emergence of the EAOC (1923–1945) 

 

To identify the specifics of the relationship between the Russian Orthodox Church (ROC) and 

the Patriarchate of Constantinople (PC) in Estonia, it is necessary to examine the history of the 

Estonian Apostolic Orthodox Church (EAOC). This structure functioned from 1923 on the basis 

of the Tomos of Patriarch Meletius IV until 1945 [Prekrashchenie, 1945], when its parishes joined 

the ROC. It was re-established in 1996 by decision of Patriarch Bartholomew [Patriarchal and 

Synodical Act, 1996]. 

By the beginning of the 20th century, the territory of Estonia was under the jurisdiction of the 

Riga Diocese of the ROC. Despite the perception of Orthodoxy as a "Russian faith" due to the use 

of the Church Slavonic language, the number of Orthodox Estonians increased [Rohtmets & 

Schvak, 2023, p.6]. In December 1916, the parishioners of the Estonian churches appealed to the 

Holy Synod with a request for for a separate ecclesiastical structure [Rohtmets & Schvak, 2023, 

p.6], but were refused due to domestic and foreign policy problems. 

After the 1917 revolution, the situation changed. In January 1918, Patriarch Tikhon ordained 

Archimandrite Platon (Kulbush) Bishop of Reval, vicar of the Diocese of Riga [Balashov, 2010]. 

An independent diocese was not created, only the Tallinn Vicariate was established, which can be 

explained by the small number of Orthodox Christians (about 123 thousand) [Rohtmets & Schvak, 

2023, p.6]. 
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During the Civil War, Bishop Platon was martyred, and ties with the ROC were severed. In 

March 1918, the assembly of Estonian parishes declared that "in the interests of the Estonian peo-

ple and the state sovereignty of Estonia, there should be a separate independent autocephalous 

Church" [Balashov, 2020].  

After Estonia's declaration of independence in May 1919, the Estonian clergy initially sought 

a settlement with the Mother Church. On May 10, 1920, the Holy Synod and the Supreme Church 

Council of the ROC recognized the autonomous Estonian Orthodox Church with internal self-

government while maintaining canonical ties with the ROC [Balashov, 2010]. 

The situation of the ROC in Soviet Russia was deteriorating. Anti-religious campaigns, the 

arrest of Patriarch Tikhon, and the Renovationist schism weakened ties with Estonian parishes. 

Granting full autocephaly required a decision of the Local Council, which was impossible. Despite 

the canonical rules (34th Apostolic Canon, 13th Canon of the Council of Trull), the Estonian 

Church entered into negotiations with the PC.  

On July 7, 1923, Patriarch Meletius IV signed a Tomos on the transfer of the Estonian Church 

to the jurisdiction of PC. The Tomos did not expand self-government, since, according to the doc-

ument, "the Synod is responsible for its decisions to the Ecumenical Patriarch," [Tomos, 1923] 

and the metropolitan receives holy myrrh from Constantinople. The Church received the same 

autonomous status as from the ROC, but with subordination to the PC in matters of ecclesiastical 

court and foreign relations. 

After Estonia’s incorporation into the USSR the EAOC reunited with the ROC. On March 30, 

1941, Metropolitan Alexander (Paulus) repented [Kudlasevich, 2023, p. 51]. However, with the 

beginning of the German occupation in December 1942, he again abandoned ties with the ROC, 

which led to a split. The final reunification took place on March 6, 1945, with the signing of the 

act of incorporation into the ROC [Kudlasevich, 2023, p. 52] (without restoring autonomy). In 

1978, Patriarch Dimitri of Constantinople declared the 1923 Tomos invalid [Deyanie, 1978]. 

Thus, the precedent of violation of the canonical jurisdiction of the ROC by PC on the territory 

of Estonia became the first of its kind. An analysis of the events allows us to identify the charac-

teristic features of PC's policy: the desire to weaken the influence of the ROC on the territories of 

the emerging states (a similar Tomos was given to the Church of Finland in 1923) and the creation 

of conditions under which structures passing under the omophorion of the PC did not receive real 

independence, since self-government within the PC did not differ from the status given by the 

ROC. 
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Anastasia Maximova 

Evolution of the Discourse on New Caledonian Status in French Media in 2018–2025: 

Literature Review 

 

The question of New Caledonia’s political status and the prospect of independence has been 

widely discussed in academic research across several fields.  

Historical studies have explored the colonial legacy and its influence on contemporary politi-

cal mobilization, for instance, the emergence of Kanak nationalism [Demmer, 2021; Merle, 2020, 

p. 575]. These works help explain the persistence of political divisions. At the same time, they 

largely address historical transformations rather than the contemporary articulation of political 

aspirations. 

Institutional analyses have focused on governance arrangements that emerged after the con-

flicts of the 1980s. Research has examined the Matignon Agreements and Nouméa Accords as 

frameworks that redefined relations between France and New Caledonia and established mecha-

nisms for political consultation [Magnon, 2009]. Related studies have explored the possibility of 

political evolution without full sovereignty, emphasizing gradual transformation within the exist-

ing constitutional framework [Rumley, 2006, p. 323]. This literature provides a detailed under-

standing of institutional change but generally would treat independence as a legal or political out-

come rather than as a contested discourse concept. 

A significant portion of research has concentrated on the referendum cycle beginning in 2018. 

Studies have addressed the legal and international aspects of the 2018 referendum, including the 

role of monitoring mechanisms [David, 2018; Bita Heyeghe, 2018; Gravelat, 2020]. Subsequent 

analyses of the 2020 and 2021 referendums have explored the influence of political mobilization 

and state involvement [Brengarth, 2022; Kowasch et al., 2022]. While these studies may deepen 

understanding of procedural developments, they are more likely to continue to frame independence 

primarily as an institutional issue. 

More recent scholarship has begun to address contemporary developments, including the pro-

tests of 2024 [Tevahitua, 2024] and the Bougival Agreement of 2025 [Cornut, 2025]. These works 

highlight the persistence of political tensions and the evolving nature of negotiations between 

France and local actors, but appear to focus on political outcomes rather than on how these events 

are interpreted in public communication. 

Research on identity has provided additional perspectives. Studies have examined official and 

alternative narratives [Leblic, 2022] and the framing of Kanak victimhood in the discourse [Kor-

son, 2018]. Other work has explored representations of power and ideology [Lecompte-Van 
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Poucke, 2018, p. 429] and interpretations of post-Nouméa identity [Graff, 2016, p. 29]. Analyses 

of the Nouméa Accord have also applied content-based approaches [Mokaddem, 2018]. These 

contributions demonstrate the importance of symbolic representation, but do not engage the ongo-

ing media coverage. 

In conclusion, the conducted research on evolution of the discourse on New Caledonia Status 

has addressed multiple research issues, ranging from historical premises to contemporary articu-

lation in public discourse. Nevertheless, there are a number of research gaps that may be closed 

by future works. 

 

Alina Nurimanova 

Exploring the Evolving Taiwanese-Caribbean Cooperation, 2004–2025:  

Literature Review 

 

Taiwan's diplomatic cooperation with Caribbean states has attracted considerable interest 

among scholars of cross-Strait competition, especially considering the recurrent diplomatic 

switches and the intensifying rivalry over formal recognition in the region. The literature spanning 

the 2004–2025 period largely focuses on the instrumental use of economic resources, detailing 

how small island nations navigate rival bids from Beijing and Taipei. 

A growing number of studies treat foreign aid not primarily as a development tool, but as an 

instrument of geopolitical influence [Harold et al., 2019]. Research on the early 2000s often frames 

this dynamic as so‑called "checkbook diplomacy." Early quantitative assessments [Tubilewicz & 

Guilloux, 2011] and case studies [Rich, 2009] establish a direct correlation between financial aid 

and the retention of diplomatic allies. They highlight the transactional nature of these bilateral ties, 

where small states leverage their sovereignty to maximize economic rents. The vulnerability of 

Taiwan's traditional aid model against China’s economic rise became evident during Dominica's 

defection to Beijing in 2004, a turning point mapped extensively by regional overviews [Erikson 

& Chen, 2007]. 

The political economy of this regional presence is further explored through the lens of infra-

structure projects and foreign direct investments. Scholars such as McElroy and Bai describe Bei-

jing's approach as "stadium diplomacy," prioritizing high-visibility projects to reward diplomatic 

realignment [McElroy & Bai, 2008]. Similarly, Persaud explores the strategic footprint of Asian 

powers in the Caribbean [Persaud, 2008], while Braveboy-Wagner demonstrates how the inde-

pendence of Caribbean Community (CARICOM) states created a distinct market for sovereign 

rights, allowing them to manipulate the PRC-Taiwan rivalry to their advantage [Braveboy-Wag-

ner, 2008]. 
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However, as resource constraints mounted and PRC pressure persistently grew, Taiwan's strat-

egy underwent a noticeable shift. Rather than engaging in direct bidding wars, Taipei shifted to-

ward targeted and responsive assistance. Field-based research by Alexander (2014) illustrates Tai-

wan's transition toward engaging foreign publics and promoting shared democratic values [Alex-

ander, 2014]. This observation is further corroborated by research detailing Taipei's transition to-

ward civil society approaches, focusing on technological transfers in agriculture, healthcare, and 

disaster relief aligned with sustainable development goals [Teh-Chang Lin & Yen-Chun, 2017]. 

Recent literature also accounts for the institutional intervention of the United States in pre-

serving Taiwan's formal recognition amid PRC counterpressure. Following a series of diplomatic 

losses, comprehensive assessments evaluated the mechanisms Beijing uses to isolate Taipei and 

proposed potential countermeasures [Harold et al., 2019]. The enactment of the TAIPEI Act in 

2020 prompted detailed policy analyses exploring whether American diplomatic and economic 

pressure can act as an effective deterrent against further defections among Taiwan's remaining 

Caribbean holdouts [Larus, 2020]. 

While the existing literature provides a robust foundation regarding economic statecraft and 

aid patterns, the specific mechanics of severing diplomatic ties invite deeper theoretical applica-

tion. For instance, the economic payoff of diplomatic switches is increasingly contested, suggest-

ing that small states' foreign policy choices require further conceptualization. To move beyond 

historical description, this empirical landscape is particularly compelling to examine through the 

lens of the theory of state de-recognition [Tudoroiu, 2017] and Womack's theory of asymmetric 

relations, which explains how smaller actors such as Caribbean microstates maintain agency and 

autonomy despite a massive disparity in material capabilities [Womack, 2016]. 

 

Nikolai Perminov 

Role of CBP and ICE in Migration Policy during Donald Trump’s First Term 

 

Traditionally, a central role in the implementation of migration policy within the U.S. political 

system has been assigned to the Department of Homeland Security, which possesses a broad range 

of powers, including border administration, the execution of deportations, the adjudication of asy-

lum claims, and participation in various migration programs (such as DACA or TPS), among oth-

ers. The Department’s principal agencies responsible for carrying out these functions are U.S. 

Customs and Border Protection (CBP) and Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE). By the 

time Donald Trump took office, these agencies already possessed extensive statutory authority and 

institutional capacity, which would become central to the implementation of the administration’s 

migration agenda. 
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CBP significantly expanded its operational capacity and funding during Trump’s first term. 

This expansion was driven by a series of executive actions, most notably Executive Order No. 

13767, which authorized an increase of 5,000 border patrol officers [Executive Order 13767, 2017, 

p. 3]. The agency leveraged these enhanced resources to rapidly enlarge the scope of its activities 

and to intensify border control and enforcement measures. These efforts contributed to an increase 

in criminal prosecutions, family separations, and deportations. [Hipsman & Meissner, 2017, p. 9-

10]. However, CBP’s performance in managing migration flows from the Northern Triangle coun-

tries during this period can hardly be characterized as effective. Most migrants returned by the 

agency to Mexico or other countries in the region faced limited opportunities for integration into 

local communities, which in turn incentivized repeated attempts to cross the U.S. southern border 

[Pope, 2020, p. 15]. Such policies required substantial federal resources while producing limited 

measurable improvements in deterrence. Nevertheless, for President Trump, CBP remained one 

of the key instruments for implementing his intended policy course. Consequently, this allocation 

of resources was largely welcomed by the administration. Therefore, CBP acquired considerable 

institutional weight within the system, enjoying broad discretion in operational decision-making. 

ICE primarily focused on the removal of migrants with criminal records [Pope, 2020, p. 16]. 

Its responsibilities overlapped to a significant extent with those of the Federal Bureau of Investi-

gation, which often relegated ICE to a secondary role in the most consequential issues within its 

sphere, including counterterrorism and counterintelligence [Pope, 2020, p. 16]. This institutional 

positioning compelled the agency to concentrate on issues that did not directly implicate national 

security. Combined with the heightened level of trust from the White House, this shift produced 

immediate results. Within the first eight months of the new administration, ICE carried out 42 

percent more arrests and 37 percent more deportations than during the same period of the previous 

fiscal year [Capps et al., 2018, p. 2]. In the overwhelming majority of cases, arrests resulted in 

subsequent deportation or detention, with a very limited number of releases [Capps et al., 2018, p. 

4]. An increasing share of arrests targeted individuals who were not previously in custody, and 

enforcement practices saw a marked rise in so-called “collateral arrests” (i.e., the detention of 

bystanders or individuals incidentally encountered at the scene of an operation) [Capps et al., 2018, 

p. 3]. Taken together, these developments indicate a growth in both trust and operational autonomy 

comparable to that observed in CBP, driven by support from the White House and resulting in a 

strengthening of ICE’s institutional weight in decision-making related to U.S. migration policy 

under the Trump administration. 

To conclude, both CBP and ICE substantially expanded their capacities and strengthened their 

institutional positions during Donald Trump’s first presidential term. This development was pri-

marily driven by shifts in the administration’s migration policy: in seeking to strictly limit inflows 
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of migrants, the president delegated greater autonomy to these agencies in the implementation of 

enforcement and adjudication powers. As a result, the number of deportations increased, while the 

volume of lawful entries declined, marking a new stage in U.S. migration enforcement. 

 

Viacheslav Rachkovskiy  

El impacto de la integración en el desarrollo económico de los países  

de la comunidad andina 

 

Desde la concertación del pacto andino hasta la décadade 1990, la integración económica de 

los países de Cartagena no ha tenido un marcado carácter neoliberal. Se adoptó una estrategia de 

independencia y aislamiento del capital extranjero, que tiene sus ventajas y desventajas. Entre 

1968 y 1982, el comerciointerno entre los países de la región de Asia y el Pacífico representó el 

4,8% del valor total de las exportaciones. En Venezuela, a principios de la década de 1980, 

comenzó una fugamasiva de capitales después de que la deuda nacionalalcanzara los $25 mil mil-

lones [McCoy & Smith, 1995, p. 113], lo que dificultó a Herrera Campins atraerinversiones ex-

tranjeras. Fue un período de “regionalismo cerrado”. 

En la primera mitad de la Última década del siglo XX no hubo integración entre los países 

miembros de la comunidad. Los conflictos territoriales entre Ecuador y Perú continuaron: la 

Guerra Del alto Cenepa [Borzova & Medina Gonzalez, 2023], Venezuela rompió relacionesdiplo-

máticas con Perú después de fujimorazo en 1992, y guerrillas colombianas atacaron un puesto 

militarvenezolano. 

La integración no consiste sólo en las relaciones dentro de la comunidad, sino también en la 

relación de los países miembros con los procesos alternativos de integración. En este caso, el apoyo 

político y económico de los países al unirse a otras organizaciones, así como al firmar acuerdos 

bilaterales y Tratado de Libre Comercio, demuestra las estrechas relaciones entre los aliados del 

bloque. Es posible que esta cooperación externa haya fortalecido la posición internacional de los 

países andinos y haya contribuido a ampliar sus mercados comerciales.  

Por ejemplo, en 1995 entró en vigor la asociación económica y comercial “Grupo de los tres” 

entre Venezuela, Colombia y México. El ejemplo del Grupo de los tres ilustra cómo la comunidad 

andina ha servido de punto de encuentro para que los países profundicen su integración. Como 

resultado, para 1997, el comercio interno entre los países se había quintuplicado desde fines de la 

década de 1980 y había alcanzado los 5 mil millones de dólares. En 1996, representantes de los 

países de la CAN (Comunidad Andina de Naciones) ofrecieron cooperación comercial con el 

recién creado Mercosur. Después de una serie de reuniones en 1998, se firmó un acuerdo. Podría 

suponerse que este acuerdo no sólo buscaba ampliar el comercio regional, sino también crear las 
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condiciones para una mayor coordinación económica entre los bloques latinoamericanos. Este 

acuerdo sentó las bases para la convergencia de los bloques regionales. 

Además, después de la liberalización del comercio, los países de la CAN comenzaron a atraer 

inversión extranjera directa [Feigin, Bobrovnikova & Afanaseva, 2025]. La inversión extranjera 

directa en Colombia se quintuplicó en 1998. Durante el mismo período, hubo un salto significativo 

en Venezuela, Bolivia, Ecuador y Perú. El valor de las exportaciones a los países CAN también 

aumentaron. Es probable que la apertura de los mercados y la reducción de las barreras comerciales 

hayan desempeñado un papel importante en este crecimiento económico y comercial. 

Para 2023, en comparación con 1998, las importaciones a los países CAN se cuadruplicaron, 

mientras que las exportaciones también aumentaron significativamente. Sin embargo, si consider-

amos las tendencias recientes, las importaciones disminuyeron un 11,7% y las exportaciones un 

6%. Según las estadísticas de la comunidad andina, las exportaciones nacionales de los países entre 

2017 y 2023 fueron: 2017: 7.572.227; 2018: 8.902.471; 2019: 8.309.869; 2020: 6.557.312; 2021: 

8.662.214; 2022: 10.626.872; 2023: 9 386 272. Si consideramos el PIB de PPA como un indicador 

del impacto de la integración dentro del bloque comercial en el desarrollo económico, podemos 

observar cómo el PIB total de CAN aumenta con el tiempo. La única disminución del PIB se 

observó en el segundo trimestre de 2020, cuando comenzó la pandemia de COVID-19. Posterior-

mente, el PIB creció significativamente en 2021, aunque nuevamente disminuyó ligeramente en 

2022 debido a la crisis política. Probablemente estas fluctuaciones estén relacionadas con factores 

externos, como las crisis sanitarias globales y la inestabilidad política regional. 

En los últimos ocho años, la evolución general del PIB ha sido positiva. El crecimiento prome-

dio anual del PIB es de aproximadamente 2,4%. De 2017 a 2024, el PIB creció un 18%. Además, 

las remesas intrarregionales también afectan el desarrollo económico de los países de la CAN. 

Estas transacciones contribuyen al crecimiento del PIB y al apoyo de los hogares. Se puede 

suponer que el aumento de las remesas refleja una mayor movilidad laboral dentro de la región y 

una creciente interdependencia económica entre los países miembros. El análisis de las estadísticas 

de 2017 a 2023 muestra un aumento significativo en las remesas interregionales en casi todos los 

países miembros. 

Los procesos de integración dentro de la comunidad andina han contribuido gradualmente al 

crecimiento del comercio mutuo, la expansión de las relaciones económicas exteriores y la atrac-

ción de inversiones extranjeras directas, lo que en general ha tenido un efecto positivo en el desar-

rollo económico de los países miembros. A pesar de las recesiones periódicas causadas por las 

crisis externas y la inestabilidad política, a largo plazo la integración ha fortalecido la interdepend-

encia económica de los países de la región y ha contribuido al crecimiento sostenido de sus prin-

cipales indicadores macroeconómicos. 
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Alexandra Sergeeva 

Transformation of the Concept of “Strategic Autonomy” for the European Union 

 in France's Foreign Policy Discourse (2017–2025): Literature review 

 

The concept of the EU's "strategic autonomy" has attracted growing scholarly interest since 

its first use in the 2016 EU Global Strategy [Mauro, 2018; Michaels & Sus, 2025]. However, most 

research has focused on defining the concept or comparing member states' interpretations, with 

relatively little attention to how the discourse of a single leading state has evolved over a pro-

longed, crisis-filled period. This review examines two strands: debates over the scope of strategic 

autonomy and comparative analyses of member states' approaches, particularly France's role. 

Early studies sought to define strategic autonomy and identify its dimensions. Mauro [Mauro, 

2018] defines it as the ability to make decisions and conduct military operations autonomously, 

distinguishing between political, operational, and industrial aspects. Ianni [Ianni, 2019] highlights 

similar components, warning that without autonomous capabilities the EU faces geopolitical in-

significance. Järvenpää, Major and Sakkov [Järvenpää, Major & Sakkov, 2019] propose four di-

mensions – political, institutional, capability-based, and industrial – characterizing autonomy as a 

gradual achievement. While sharing practical goals, these works differ in scope: Mauro [Mauro, 

2018] and Ianni [Ianni, 2019] focus on defense, whereas Järvenpää, Major and Sakkov [Järvenpää, 

Major & Sakkov, 2019] expand the analysis to institutional prerequisites. 

Subsequent studies revealed the limitations of a purely military interpretation. Maulny 

[Maulny, 2019] argues that reducing strategic autonomy to defense is a fundamental error, as the 

concept encompasses energy security, raw materials, and technological independence. Darnis 

[Darnis, 2021] shows the concept has expanded to include "technological sovereignty" as a poten-

tial unifying goal. Lille [Lille, 2024] links strategic autonomy to the EU's identity as a "Normative 

Power Europe," while Beaucillon [Beaucillon, 2023] suggests autonomy has become a defining 

element of the EU's global identity, distinguishing "hard power" and "soft power" applications. 

However, broadening has created clarity problems. Mauro [Mauro, 2021] identifies three "faces" 

of strategic autonomy – original (crisis management), extended (territorial defense), and global 

(economic-financial independence) – arguing that progress in one area cannot compensate for 

weakness in others. 

Another strand examines divergent member-state interpretations. Charbonneau [Charbon-

neau, 2024], using role theory, finds gradual Franco-German convergence: France integrates its 

strategic ambitions into European mechanisms, while post-2022 Germany recognizes the need for 

autonomous actions but with greater regard for the USA. Yet convergence is not universal. Timofei 
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[Timofei, 2025] shows that Poland may favor technological and energy autonomy but opposes 

defense autonomy that could undermine NATO. 

Recent studies question whether crises have united member states. Helnarska [Helnarska, 

2022] argues that Russia's special military operation, which began in 2022, was an "existential 

test" that the concept of "strategic autonomy" largely failed, as Macron’s diplomatic engagement 

with Russia before 2022 undermined confidence in French leadership in Central and Eastern Eu-

rope. Michaels and Sus [Michaels & Sus, 2025] similarly argue the Atlanticist-Europeanist split 

makes strategic autonomy largely inapplicable in defense. At the institutional level, Romanova 

and Mazanik [Romanova & Mazanik, 2022] show that the discourse has expanded the European 

Commission's powers in traditionally intergovernmental areas, suggesting debates also function 

as mechanisms for redistributing institutional power. 

The existing literature provides a solid foundation, yet less attention has been paid to how an 

individual state's discourse has changed over time under specific crises. Relatively few studies 

have traced how French foreign policy discourse reconceptualized EU strategic autonomy 

throughout Emmanuel Macron's presidency (2017–2025). This leads to the following research 

question: How has France's foreign policy discourse regarding the concept of EU "strategic au-

tonomy" changed between 2017 and 2025? 

 

Alina Sidorova 

Chinese Official Discourse on the “Community with a Shared Future  

for Mankind” Concept: Literature Review 

 

The concept of a “Community with a Shared Future for Mankind” has gradually become one 

of the central elements of contemporary Chinese diplomacy. First introduced by Hu Jintao in 2007 

and later actively promoted by Xi Jinping, the idea has attracted considerable scholarly attention 

as many researchers have attempted to understand its role in China’s foreign policy discourse. 

The study of Chinese political discourse has become increasingly important in contemporary 

scholarship. Analysis of diplomatic language allows scholars to identify possible shifts in the 

PRC’s foreign policy ambitions and to better understand Beijing’s attempts to promote multipo-

larity through soft power and discursive strategies. Several studies have examined the transfor-

mation of China’s discursive practices in this context. Denisov and Zuenko argue that Chinese 

discourse on international politics demonstrates a transition from soft power to discursive power 

[Denisov & Zuenko, 2022]. Their research highlights the ideological dimension of Beijing’s in-

ternational activity and explores different interpretations of these concepts in academic literature. 

Similarly, Thibaut examines China’s understanding of discursive power (话语权) and emphasizes 
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its importance for shaping the world order [Thibaut, 2022]. The author places this concept within 

a broader historical context and notes the significance of acquiring both the “power to speak” and 

the “power to be heard” in international politics. 

Within this scholarly debate, the concept of a “Community with a Shared Future for Mankind” 

is often viewed as a key component of Chinese international discourse. Piatachkova provides both 

quantitative and qualitative analysis of the use of the concept as an example of Beijing’s discursive 

power [Piatachkova, 2025]. According to her research, references to the concept increased signif-

icantly between 2017 and 2023. The study also suggests that the idea tends to receive a more 

positive reception among countries of the Global South. 

A number of scholars have also studied the ideological meaning of the concept and its con-

nectedness with China’s foreign policy initiatives. Bunskoek and Shih interpret the “Community 

with a Shared Future for Mankind” as a form of post-Western regionalism that aims to link differ-

ent societies without requiring ideological convergence [Bunskoek & Shih, 2021]. They also point 

out that the concept is closely linked with the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI). Earlier research by 

Zeng likewise associates the idea with the construction of a regional community with a shared 

future through the BRI [Zeng, 2016]. 

In many Russian, Chinese and English-language publications, the concept is discussed as a 

major discursive instrument of Chinese diplomacy. Scholars frequently view it as a framework 

through which Beijing promotes cooperation within its international initiatives and articulates its 

vision of the global order. Khan and his co-authors examine the transformation of the concept from 

its first introduction in Chinese political discourse in the mid-2000s and formal articulation by Hu 

Jintao in 2007 to its active promotion during Xi Jinping’s tenure [Khan et al., 2021]. The publica-

tion also highlights the philosophical foundations of the community with a shared future, which 

they associate with Confucius, Mencius, traditional Chinese philosophy and Marxism. Similarly, 

Zhang traces the evolution of the concept and shows that its scope has expanded from regional 

cooperation to addressing global challenges [Zhang, 2018]. The author also emphasizes the dis-

cursive flexibility of the concept and analyzes its meaning, motivations and possible implications. 

Many scholars attribute the growing international dissemination of the concept to Xi Jinping’s 

personal ideas and approach to international politics. Verchenko emphasizes Xi’s role in incorpo-

rating the idea into official speeches, doctrines and documents [Verchenko, 2022]. Zuenko identi-

fies the “Community with a Shared Future for Mankind” and the “Chinese Dream” as two major 

elements of Xi Jinping’s foreign policy discourse [Zuenko, 2025]. According to his interpretation, 

this concept functions as an umbrella term that encompasses a number of more specific initiatives 

and ideas. Nasirova also examines these two ideologemes of contemporary Chinese diplomacy 

and focuses on their semantic and cognitive characteristics while also stressing the connection 
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between the concept and traditional Chinese philosophical ideas of “great unity” and “Tianxia” 

[Nasirova, 2020]. 

Despite the growing body of literature, relatively little attention has been paid to how the 

concept is constructed and reproduced in official Chinese discourse. 

 

Daniil Tverdov 

Características generales de la cooperación energética entre Chile y la UE  

entre los años 2002 y 2015 

 

El Acuerdo de Asociación entre la UE y Chile, firmado en 2002 y en vigor desde 2003, 

constituyó un hito significativo en las relaciones bilaterales. Como primer acuerdo de este tipo 

entre la UE y un país latinoamericano, tenía por objetivo profundizar los vínculos políticos, 

ampliar el comercio y fomentar la cooperación en ámbitos como la educación, la tecnología y los 

derechos humanos. El acuerdo eliminó los aranceles sobre el 97% del comercio bilateral; no 

obstante, la cooperación energética no quedó incorporada en el marco formal bilateral hasta los 

desarrollos posteriores a 2015, lo que reflejaba el contexto energético global de principios de la 

década de 2000, cuando las energías renovables aún no se consideraban recursos estratégicos 

prioritarios. 

Como señala el informe de la agencia ITAQA SARL, elaborado a petición de la Comisión 

Europea en 2012, el acuerdo tuvo un impacto limitado en la demanda energética de Chile. Entre 

1996 y 2012, el aumento del consumo de energía en Chile superó significativamente el crecimiento 

económico en términos de tasas anuales. Hasta 2009, se basaba en el gas natural procedente de 

Argentina, sin embargo, debido a problemas de suministro, se produjo una transición parcial hacia 

el uso del carbón. Además, en su aspiración de contribuir a la reducción global de las emisiones 

de gases de efecto invernadero, Chile comenzó a buscar alternativas en el ámbito de las energías 

renovables. Dados los altos riesgos asociados a la energía nuclear, las autoridades chilenas 

apostaron por el desarrollo de la hidroelectricidad y la energía solar. 

El Acuerdo de Asociación entre la UE y Chile también contribuyó a un ligero aumento de los 

ingresos y, por consiguiente, la requiera energética de los hogares. No obstante, el papel de este 

acuerdo en el crecimiento de la economía chilena también fue limitado. Los cambios en la 

demanda energética derivados del aumento de las exportaciones hacia la UE representaron apenas 

el 1% de la demanda energética total del país. Sin embargo, el Acuerdo de Asociación UE-Chile 

condujo a la reducción de aranceles sobre tecnologías limpias, energías renovables y equipos de 

eficiencia energética incluidos en la lista HS6 de la OCDE, sentando con ello las bases para el 

desarrollo posterior de las energías renovables [Steenblik, 2005]. 
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A partir de 2010, la UE se convirtió uno de los principales inversores extranjeros de Chile en 

materia de inversión extranjera directa, aportando el alrededor del 36% del volumen total. A 

diferencia de las inversiones procedentes de Estados Unidos, Canadá y China, los proyectos 

europeos no se limitaron al sector minero, sino que también se orientaron hacia las energías 

renovables [Hernández, 2022, p.6]: la energía solar ocupó el primer puesto en 2012 y 2013, y la 

hidroeléctrica el segundo en 2011 y 2013, impulsadas por proyectos en el desierto de Atacama. La 

UE se convirtió en uno de los principales socios comerciales de Chile, y Chile obtuvo acceso a 

una serie de programas europeos, como las iniciativas científicas en el marco de Horizon 2020. 

Paralelamente, el diálogo político estuvo acompañado por la participación de Chile en las cumbres 

regulares UE-América Latina, donde el país se consolidaba como un socio fiable y estable, con 

instituciones sólidas [Bustamante & Delev, 2023]. 

Entre los proyectos energéticos concretos ejecutados en este período destacan los siguientes: 

El Programa Chileno de Energía Solar (2014–2022), financiado por el banco alemán KfW a través 

del LACIF con una aportación de la UE de 15,3 millones de euros en subvenciones, apoyó al 

Gobierno de Chile en su objetivo de disociar el crecimiento económico de las emisiones de GEI. 

El Programa financió centrales de energía solar de concentración (CSP) y grandes proyectos 

fotovoltaicos, incluyendo la construcción de la primera central CSP de América del Sur con una 

potencia de 110 MW. El Fondo de Desarrollo de la Energía Geotérmica para América Latina 

(2014–2026), con una contribución de la UE de 20,5 millones de euros, tuvo por objetivo superar 

los obstáculos al desarrollo geotérmico en diez países de la región, entre ellos Chile. El proyecto 

«Autoabastecimiento de Energía Renovable en Chile» (SSRE, 2015–2024), ejecutado por GIZ y 

KfW en colaboración con ministerios chilenos con una financiación de 18 millones de euros, 

fomentó la implantación de sistemas renovables descentralizados en las pequeña y medianas 

empresas. Finalmente, en julio de 2014 el Banco Europeo de Inversiones (BEI) concedió al Banco 

Santander Chile un crédito marco de 150 millones de dólares para financiar proyectos de energía 

eólica, solar fotovoltaica, solar de concentración, biomasa y modernización de redes de 

transmisión. 

No obstante, ya en la primera mitad de la década de 2010 empezaron a ser evidentes los signos 

de estancamiento en las relaciones bilaterales. China y Estados Unidos desplazaron a la UE de su 

posición de liderazgo en términos de comercio, y la estructura de intercambios apenas variaba: 

Chile exportaba principalmente materias primas, mientras que la UE exportaba manufacturas y 

tecnología. Además, desde 2010 las reuniones bilaterales UE-Chile dejaron de celebrarse 

anualmente y pasaron a celebrarse cada dos años, reflejando la menor intensidad de la cooperación, 

y las negociaciones para modernizar el acuerdo de asociación avanzaron con lentitud. Un factor 
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adicional fue la expiración del Protocolo de Kioto y la lenta ratificación de la Enmienda de Doha, 

lo que eliminó un estímulo importante para la cooperación en energías renovables hasta 2015. 

En síntesis, el período 2002–2015 sentó las bases institucionales y financieras de la 

cooperación energética entre la UE y Chile. A pesar del impacto limitado del Acuerdo de 

Asociación en la demanda energética, se pusieron en marcha los primeros proyectos concretos en 

energías renovables, en particular en energía solar y geotérmica, y se establecieron los mecanismos 

de inversión, como el LACIF y el BEI, que definirían la agenda bilateral posterior. No obstante, 

el pleno desarrollo de esta cooperación quedó condicionado a los nuevos impulsos normativos y 

climáticos globales surgidos a partir de 2015, especialmente tras la adopción del Acuerdo de París 

y el posterior lanzamiento del Pacto Verde Europeo. 

 

Anna Trifonova 

Japan and India Bilateral Security Cooperation (2022–2025):  

Evolution of Official Foreign Policy Discourses. Literature review 

 

As geopolitical competition in the Indo-Pacific intensifies, Japan and India are playing in-

creasingly important roles in shaping the region's security order. Japan, one of the world's largest 

economies measured by GDP [The World Bank, 2026], has long served as a key US ally in the 

region while building its own network of ties with "like-minded countries", including India [ANI, 

2026]. Japan's foreign policy emphasizes liberal values such as the "rules-based international or-

der", democracy, human rights [Romanenko, 2026] and localizes these norms in the Indo-Pacific 

through its FOIP vision [Nakano, 2023], India positions itself as a Global South leader while main-

taining ties with both Western and non-Western powers through through the G20, BRICS and 

other multilateral formats. 

Despite different geopolitical identities, the strategic interests of the two countries increas-

ingly overlap. Yet, beyond institutional cooperation, the discourses through which each country 

frames security threats deserve scholarly attention This article reviews existing scholarship on 

Japan–India security cooperation, focusing on official discourses, and identifies areas requiring 

further research. 

Scholars have examined how both states frame security threats through language. Some focus 

on one country, e.g., Japan [Alekseev, 2024; Streltsov, 2024], while others compare both. Chand 

and Garcia show that both countries portray China as undermining freedom of navigation in the 

Indo-Pacific [Chand & Garcia, 2021]. Dobrinskaya notes that Japan focuses on China's military 

expansion, whereas India reads its actions as a strategy of encirclement [Dobrinskaya, 2019]. 
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Japan's discursive evolution is well documented. Abe's speeches popularized the term "Indo-

Pacific" and cast China as the main threat [Chand & Garcia, 2021], while promoting proactive 

contribution to peace [Basu, 2016]. Kishida later adopted a softer tone, occasionally borrowing 

India's rhetoric [Ito, 2023]. Nakano shows that Japan's discourse has broadly promoted a rules-

based, multilateral order through FOIP [Nakano, 2023]. 

India's discourse follows a different logic. Under Modi, New Delhi endorses FOIP principles 

but avoids naming adversaries [Scott, 2019]. Ito links this to India's postcolonial narrative, which 

allows it to retain flexibility in relations with Japan, Russia, and China alike [Ito, 2024; Zabella, 

Penkova & Fivejskaya, 2021]. 

These differences reflect broader realities. The literature traces Japan–India ties through stra-

tegic and economic factors [Japan, 2023; Dobrinskaya, 2019; Kireeva, 2020]. Japan views India 

as an important FOIP partner [Japan, 2023], while India regards Japan as a key source of finance 

and technology [Kumar, 2023]. 

China's rise is widely identified as a key driver of rapprochement, with scholars arguing that 

shared concern over China’s military build-up has pushed both countries toward cooperation [Do-

brinskaya, 2019; Keerthiraj & Sekiyama, 2023, p. 333; Panov, 2024; Regnovskij, 2022]. Institu-

tionally, the partnership spans the 2+2 Ministerial Dialogue, joint exercises, defence agreements, 

and QUAD [Chansoria, 2024; Keerthiraj & Sekiyama, 2023, p. 333]. 

Despite this breadth, several notable gaps remain, which this study seeks to address. Most 

studies examine each country's narratives separately or at a single point in time, rarely tracing how 

both discourses evolved in the 2022–2025 period. Scholars have also overlooked how Japan and 

India engage with global security issues. A comparative discourse analysis of the 2022–2025 pe-

riod could reveal how each country's framing of security challenges shapes bilateral cooperation. 
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Anastasiia Frolovskaia 

Securitisation of EU Climate and Energy Policy in Italian Party Discourses in 2022–2025 

 

This study analyses the features of public discourses of the five leading Italian political parties 

– Fratelli d'Italia (FDI), Lega per Salvini Premier (Lega), Forza Italia (FI), Movimento 5 Stelle 

(M5S), and Partito Democratico (PD) – regarding the EU’s climate and energy policy in 2022–

2025. 

Since 2022, the EU's climate and energy policy has found itself in the grip of two strategic 

priorities: accelerated decarbonization within the framework of the European Green Deal and en-

suring energy autonomy in times of crisis. This internal contradiction has shifted the debate to the 

national level, turning it into an arena of ideological contestation. Here, political parties compete 

to define the problem and legitimise their solutions. This dynamic is particularly evident in Italy, 

where a structurally vulnerable energy system, characterised by high import dependence [Eurostat, 

2024], interacts with the acute short-term costs of supply diversification and the green transition. 

The study addresses the following question: What discursive strategies do Italian political 

parties employ when framing the EU’s climate and energy policy, and to what extent do these 

strategies follow securitisation logic?  

Theoretical Framework and Methodology 

Applying securitisation theory from the Copenhagen School [Buzan, Wæver & de Wilde, 

1998], we examine how parties employ competing strategies to construct the EU’s climate and 

energy policy as an existential threat, or alternatively, resist such securitisation. Securitisation the-

ory conceptualises security as a “speech act” through which political actors construct issues as 

existential threats to a referent object, thereby legitimising extraordinary measures [Balzacq, 

2011]. 

The study employs qualitative discourse analysis structured through an analytical matrix de-

rived from securitisation theory, examining: (1) key frames; (2) referent objects; (3) articulated 

threats and their sources; (4) securitisation level; (5) overall stance toward the EU’s policy. 

The analysis covers 210 parliamentary debates (2022–2025), 5 party programs, and over 50 

public statements by party leaders. 



 37 

 

Findings: Securitisation and De-securitisation 

Table 1. Analytical Matrix of Italian Party Discourse on the EU’s Climate and Energy Pol-

icy (2022–2025) 

Party Key Frames Referent Ob-

ject 

Threats & 

Sources 

Securitisation 

Level 

Overall 

Stance 

Lega National sover-

eignty; economic 

protectionism 

Italian nation; 

national 

economy; 

households 

EU institu-

tions; "eco-

dictatorship" 

Strong Opposition 

FDI National interest; 

industrial compet-

itiveness; energy 

security 

National 

economy; 

households 

External con-

straints on na-

tional policy 

Strong Selective re-

sistance 

FI Market effi-

ciency; pragmatic 

adaptation 

National 

economy; 

business sec-

tor 

Poorly de-

signed EU 

regulation 

Weak Conditional 

support 

M5S Social justice; cli-

mate action 

Citizens; fu-

ture genera-

tions 

Inadequate 

social protec-

tion 

Weak Support 

PD European integra-

tion; long-term 

governance; 

social justice 

Vulnerable 

groups; future 

generations 

Climate inac-

tion; lack of 

coordination 

Absent Strong sup-

port 

Source: Author's own analysis based on Chamber of Deputies debates, party programs, and 

public statements (2022–2025) 

The analysis reveals strategic divergence: only Lega and Fratelli d'Italia employ classical se-

curitisation, constructing the EU’s climate policy as an existential threat. Forza Italia, Movimento 

5 Stelle, and Partito Democratico resist securitisation through market pragmatism, social govern-

ance, or institutional coordination. 

The greatest concentration of classical securitising moves characterises the discourses of Lega 

and FDI. In their rhetoric, EU measures within the framework of the European Green Deal and 

REPowerEU are systematically constructed as a threat to national industry and competitiveness, a 

factor in rising energy prices and social instability, as well as a tool for limiting national sover-

eignty by supranational institutions. For instance, FDI Deputy Giovanni Bignami employs exis-

tential threat language, characterising current climate-energy policy as “thermodynamic suicide” 

that forces Italy to abandon domestic resources in favour of foreign imports, potentially replacing 

Russian dependence with Chinese [Camera dei Deputati, 2022, p. 30]. 

At the same time, FI, PD, and M5S are largely resisting the logic of securitisation. In their 

statements, traditional speech acts of securitisation are rare and fragmentary. Instead, climate and 

energy issues are predominantly embedded in the framework of a de-securitised discourse focused 

on economic governance.  
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FI, despite belonging to the right-wing spectrum, focuses on market and management argu-

ments, avoiding the rhetoric of existential threat. The findings suggest that FI performs the role of 

a “moderating voice”, which allows the coalition to balance between euroscepticism and pragma-

tism. 

PD and M5S, in turn, interpret the climate policy agenda as primarily a structural challenge 

requiring long-term political solutions and coordination at the EU level, rather than as a basis for 

emergency measures. M5S positions the EU as a platform for advancing national interests through 

participation rather than confrontation. PD employs governance and opportunity discourse, fram-

ing climate policy through rational management, fair cost distribution, and crisis as a modernisa-

tion opportunity. 

Overall, securitisation is dynamic and has evolved from the shock phase of 2022 to the phase 

of institutional adaptation, which is manifested in a shift from radical rhetoric to more pragmatic 

and hybrid narratives, as well as partial borrowing of frames between ideological camps, for ex-

ample, the inclusion of the social dimension of the “green transition” in the right-wing discourses 

and the recognition of short-term economic costs by the left. 

Conclusion 

The discourses of Italian political parties on the EU’s climate and energy security policy in 

2022–2025 are structured around competing discursive strategies ranging from strong securitisa-

tion to active de-securitisation. Although the climate and energy issues – and EU policy responses 

to them – are generally interpreted as politically significant, only two parties consistently use the 

logic of securitisation, presenting these issues as existential threats requiring emergency measures. 

Ultimately, the Italian case demonstrates that energy crises, rather than automatically generating 

consensus, become arenas for contesting the legitimacy of EU governance and the distribution of 

transition costs. 

 

Matvej Chulanov 

Specifics of U.S. Foreign Security Policy Toward Japan  

under the Joseph Biden Administration 

This topic has received extensive coverage in the literature, but the dynamics of recent years 

require a systematization of new approaches. The main literature can be divided into several 

streams. 

The first stream consists of works analyzing the alliance's transformation at the initial stage 

of the Biden administration. Tatsumi Yu emphasizes deepening technological and economic co-

operation as a response to regional challenges [US-Japan Alliance Cooperation, 2022]. The report 

by Armitage and Nye substantiates the need to transition to an "integrated partnership," including 
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the modernization of military command and intelligence systems to counter China's political and 

economic pressure [Armitage & Nye, 2024]. 

The second group consists of studies of U.S.-Japanese relations in the context of a broader 

strategy for the Indo-Pacific region. In works edited by Cannon and Hakata, Japan is characterized 

as the "anchor" of regional security, upon which the entire architecture of American presence in 

Asia is based [Indo-Pacific Strategies, 2021]. Joshi and Atmaguri emphasize the specifics of To-

kyo's policy, which seeks to balance strengthening the defense alliance with Washington and main-

taining deep economic ties in the region [Joshi & Atmaguri, 2021]. 

Works on the growth of Japan's strategic subjectivity have made a significant contribution to 

the study of this topic. Analysts at the RAND Corporation note that Tokyo acts as an intellectual 

leader in the region, whose concepts (for example, the "Free and Open Indo-Pacific") are inte-

grated into American foreign policy doctrine [Lin & Garafola, 2022]. Priebe and his co-authors’s 

study document Japan's historic transition from "defense minimalism" to a strategy of active bal-

ancing, focusing on Tokyo's ability to independently counter threats in the "gray zone" (e.g., 

around the Senkaku Islands), transforming the country from a security recipient into a full-fledged 

guarantor [Priebe et al., 2022]. 

Specialized military-technical studies form a separate category. Nouwens and his co-authors 

analyze Japan's acquisition of second-strike capabilities and long-range missile systems (including 

the Tomahawk), concluding that these measures eliminate "deterrence gaps" against threats from 

China and North Korea, fundamentally altering the regional balance of power [Nouwens et al., 

2024]. 

Despite its comprehensiveness, the existing literature is limited by its timeframe: most studies 

rely on data from the first two years of Joe Biden's presidency. The processes of restructuring 

command structures and implementing Japan's rearmament programs are evolutionary in nature 

and require analysis over a longer period. In modern scholarship, there remains a need for a com-

prehensive study that allows us to assess the sustainability of the identified trends throughout the 

term of the current U.S. administration. 

 

Josyph Shangaraev 

Structural changes in the global and Russian gas architecture after 2022 

 

Following the start of the Special Military Operation (SMO) in February 2022, the European 

Union introduced twenty packages of sanctions against Russia, making the country the global 

leader in the number of imposed sanctions. These restrictive measures affected the financial sector 

(including the freezing of assets of the Central Bank and other financial institutions), the operations 
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of major Russian industrial and energy companies, a diplomatic boycott, personal and cultural 

sanctions, as well as the introduction of a price cap on Russian oil and a gradual phasing out of 

Russian energy resources. 

In terms of scale, this set of measures represents the largest sanctions regime in modern history 

and has led to the disruption of established trade and economic supply chains across many sectors. 

The European energy plan REPowerEU, adopted on 18 May 2022, called on EU member states to 

abandon Russian energy resources through reduced consumption and a transition to alternative 

sources. 

The decline in imports of Russian hydrocarbons was caused not only by institutional and po-

litical factors but also by the physical disruptions. On 26 September 2022, acts of sabotage oc-

curred against the Nord Stream and Nord Stream 2 gas pipelines. As a result, Russian gas supplies, 

which accounted for about 45% of the European market before the SMO, decreased significantly 

[Kardas, 2023]. 

The EU managed to adapt to the loss of Russian imports through several mechanisms. First, 

imports of liquefied natural gas (LNG) increased from 57.27 million tonnes in 2021 to 94.73 mil-

lion tonnes in 2022, representing a growth of 65%. This increase was largely driven by LNG ex-

ports from the United States (41% of supplies), as well as increased purchases of Russian LNG 

from the company Novatek (16% of supplies). In addition, European countries increased imports 

of pipeline gas from Norway and Azerbaijan while simultaneously reducing gas consumption by 

10–12% through energy-saving measures. 

At the global level, LNG trade has continued to grow for eleven consecutive years [Interna-

tional Gas Union, 2025]. Under current conditions, this form of fuel transportation is the fastest-

growing segment of the global energy market. According to a report by the International Gas Un-

ion (IGU), global LNG trade increased by 6.8%, reaching a record level of 401.5 million tonnes 

in 2022 [International Gas Union, 2023]. Growth continued in 2023 and 2024, reaching 2.1% and 

2.4%, respectively. 

This expansion was driven by increased liquefaction capacity, primarily in the United States, 

which became the leading exporter in 2024 with exports reaching 88.4 million tonnes, accounting 

for 21.5% of global production. Australia and Qatar maintained comparable volumes of 81 and 77 

million tonnes respectively. Countries in the Asia-Pacific region remain the largest LNG import-

ers. The European Union reduced LNG consumption in 2024 following the peak purchases made 

in 2022. 

The use of floating regasification units to accelerate the transition to LNG helped Europe 

rapidly restructure its energy supply system after the beginning of the energy confrontation with 

Russia. Despite the subsequent decline in LNG demand in Europe, this case demonstrated the 
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effectiveness of the technology in enabling rapid increases in gas imports. Experts from the IGU 

forecast continued growth in global demand for LNG. Thus, the gas market has become increas-

ingly globalized through stronger interregional integration, replacing the previously dominant re-

gional pipeline-based structure. 

The radical changes of 2022 affected not only the physical supply of resources but also the 

institutional framework of the gas market. The previous model of long-term contracts based on the 

“take-or-pay” principle and linked to oil prices underwent significant transformation. After the 

outbreak of the conflict, uncertainty increased, and contracts gradually shifted toward short-term 

agreements, resulting in greater price volatility. The gas issue has also become highly politicized, 

as some EU countries are reluctant to sign long-term contracts with U.S. LNG operators due to 

concerns about increasing dependence on American gas. 

The sharp decline in hydrocarbon exports caused serious damage to the Russian state budget. 

While oil exports were largely redirected to Asian markets, gas exports were unable to adapt as 

quickly and find alternative buyers. This is largely due to the fact that oil is a more flexible com-

modity, whereas gas is predominantly exported via pipelines and is therefore more dependent on 

geography and infrastructure [Evseeva, 2025]. 

In 2023, Russia recorded its lowest level of gas production since 2016, when 640.2 billion 

cubic meters were produced. According to the Forecast of the Socio-Economic Development of 

the Russian Federation for 2025 and the Planning Period of 2026–2027 issued by the Ministry of 

Economic Development, Russian gas exports are unlikely to return to their 2021 levels in the 

foreseeable future. 

Increasing exports of natural gas requires the development of new infrastructure, such as the 

proposed Power of Siberia–2 pipeline. At the same time, the Russian LNG industry, under condi-

tions of technological and political sanctions is not yet able to provide sufficient export volumes. 

An alternative strategy for finding new markets for Russian gas is the modernization of existing 

infrastructure and the reassessment of previously established ties with friendly countries. Central 

Asia has become one such example. 
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